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The basics of logic part 1
January 16, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Logic is the scientific method of thought, occasionally also referred to as “The theory of formal truth
and validity”. In Europe logic was first developed by Aristotle, and was the dominant system of logic
in the Western World until the 19th century. The works of Aristotle introduced terms such as
hypothetical syllogisms, temporal modal logic and inductive logic, in addition to terms like
propositions, syllogisms and predicables. One can contrast formal and informal logic, where the
former is the study of natural language argument, of which the study of fallacies is of high
importance. Formal logic on the other hand is the study of inference with pure formal content.
Symbolic logic is the study of symbolic abstractions that capture the formal features of logical
inference and mathematical logic is an extension of symbolic logic into other areas. For this article, I
will be focusing mainly on formal logic and information logic.
Where the scientific method exists in order to ensure that the scientist(s) remain as objective as
possible, logic exists to structure thoughts, and to ensure they remain as objective as possible. The
goal of the system of thought that is logic, is to make reasoning “mind-independent” and clear,
through the use of a rule set. A logician is expected to make his terms clear, be they numbers or
words. For instance, if one were to use a word that has multiple, different definitions, out of which
more than one could be reasonably assumed to apply, one must make it clear which definition one is
using. If one uses a common word, yet deviates from the commonly accepted definition of the word,
one is expected to define the word prior to its first use.
In order to do this, certain concepts are introduced. In Aristotelian logic the major way to structure
arguments are in syllogisms. This uses premises (minor and major), conclusions drawn from the
premises and sets of syllogisms, which are sets of premises, where if the premises are true, the
conclusion must also be true. This formalizes an argument in such a manner that it can be fully
explored and critiqued.
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Syllogisms, Soundness and Validity
As mentioned, syllogisms are ways to structure arguments formally, in such a manner that the truth of
the premises guarantee the conclusion. The primary benefit of structuring your core arguments into
syllogisms is to structure them in such a manner that they become clear to you and to others. It also
has the benefit of offering a clear set of rules for how to structure premises, which in turn reduces the
emotional content of an argument, in effect it removes the ethos, and pathos.
An example of a syllogism would be:
Major premise: All men are mortal
Minor premise: Socrates is a man
Conclusion: Therefore Socrates is mortal.
An argument can exist in 2 basic states: valid or invalid. The argument above is an example of a valid
argument, because if both premises are true, the conclusion follows. There are a lot of reasons why an
argument would be invalid, logical fallacies are the more often cited culprit.
Then there is the question of soundness and validity. An argument can be sound without being valid
and valid without being sound. Soundness in a deductive argument brings empirical observation into
the mix. This means that it questions whether the premises are true, and if it finds that a premise is
not true, then the argument is unsound.
Major premise: All millionaires are against tax hikes.
Minor premise: Warren Buffet is a millionaire.
Conclusion: Therefore, Warren Buffet is against tax hikes.
This is a valid argument. However, empirical observation of what Warren Buffet has actually said,
indicates that the minor and major premises are untrue. [1][2] Thus, the argument is valid and sound.
Often the distinction between validity and soundless are blurred in actual discourse, with the
unfortunate side-effect that it enables propaganda. For instance, the “fact check” squad, in political
debates, are “soundness checkers“, yet they are rarely validity checkers.
One of the issues that I frequently run into, when debating, arguing and writing, is a question of what
is axiomatic or not. An axiom in logic, is a self-evident truth, that is so well established that it is
accepted without controversy. This is a sword that cuts both ways unfortunately, in that debates about
loaded issues such as religion, genders, race, immigration, taxation and so on, tend to rely on
different axioms between debaters. What is a self-evident truth for one party, is not so for the other
party. In that case, it is perfectly reasonable to challenge the other part.
The same is true for definitions. Those of us who frequently read research reports and philosophical
texts notice how much time is spent on defining simple concepts. This is because definitions can have
big impacts on research and arguments.
An example could be “For this argument, “reality” is defined as that which can be observed and
measured.” In this case, the definition is there, to limit the scope of the argument and to establish the
boundaries of what is addressed by it. It is perfectly OK to define words however you like in your
argument, it is also perfectly fine to present the argument, but it can be meaningless.
Major premise: Disagreeing with me on the internet is abuse
Minor premise: [Insert person] disagreed with me on the internet.
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Conclusion: Therefore [Insert person] is abusing me.
In this case, the major premise defines disagreement as abuse. The minor premise states that an event
happened, the conclusion follows. In this case [Insert person] would be right to challenge the
definition of abuse.

Axioms and Maxims
An axiom as mentioned earlier is a statement that is taken as true a priori. The existence of “The
Ideological Bubble” largely stems from the acceptable of different, and often mutually exclusive
axioms by different groups. An example that is quite in the times, is the axiom that all minorities are
oppressed and all majorities are the oppressors. This is accepted by most social justice warriors as an
a priori truth, which then helps inform their world view. However, for most non-SJWs, this is not
accepted as an a priori truth, but rather an assertion or a proposition. Thus, when the two face off in a
debate, their arguments cannot possibly lead to a conclusion as their axioms are mutually exclusive.
A simple example from the “equality” battlefield of feminism, is that feminism is defined as the “The
theory of the political, economic and social equality of the sexes” [3], in this case, one must ask what
the definition of equality is in this case. For instance, one can measure if women and men have the
same opportunities in terms of politics, economics and society, through access. If both genders are
free to enjoy the same opportunities within these spheres, then it follows that they are equal.
However, if equality is in terms of outcome, then such equality cannot ever be measured. This is
because, the former measures access, while the latter measures what is done with that access.
If one party is using the axiom of equality of outcome, while the other is using equality of
opportunity, this colors the argument to a point where no reconciliation or productive outcome can
arise. In the case of the former, equality cannot be achieved unless the sexes are perfectly
demographically balanced within every sphere of a society. Whereas in the case of the latter, the
sexes are by definition equal if they have access to the same opportunities.
A maxim is a ground rule or subjective principle of action, defined by the Oxford Dictionary of
Philosophy as
Generally any simple and memorable rule or guide for living; for example, ‘neither a
borrower nor a lender be’. Tennyson speaks of ‘a little hoard of maxims preaching down a
daughter’s heart (Locksley Hall), and maxims have generally been associated with a
‘folksy’ or ‘copy-book’ approach to morality
For instance the proposed approach of “Listen and Believe” when a woman speaks of her experience,
is a maxim, that seeks to avoid what is often called “victim blaming“, which is deemed a morally
reprehensible act. The major difference between a maxim and an axiom, is that the latter is often
viewed as being objectively true, while the latter is a subjective preference. One of the often
experienced challenges comes when maxims are viewed as objective truth, as this leads to moral
dogmatism, put in another way, it makes a moral interpretation an objective fact. The moral
philosophy of Immanuel Kant and deontological ethics in general, maxims are viewed as subjective
principles of action.
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Summary and Conclusions
The goal of logic is to structure your thoughts and arguments so that they become as mindindependent as possible. This makes critical evaluation of your argument possible, because it takes
both a form ,which is easy to evaluate and while being rigorously defined. In the various branches of
philosophy, logic is utilized as a tool to communicate ideas between participants, to arrive at the
“most logical” outcome, that which is the most true. Philosophy as a field is focused on finding truth,
within the various sub-fields including epistemology, ethics, politics and esthetics. Science in itself
used to be a branch of philosophy, entitled natural philosophy.
The challenge that philosophy attempts to overcome is the effect of the subject on thought. Which, is
why I find it interesting that some sub-fields, for instance continental philosophy, and ethics are so
excessively steeped in the subjective. For instance the dichotomy that Nietzsche attempted to
overcome in “Beyond Good and Evil” is the one that moral philosophers have been quarreling about
since the invention of the field.
As outline with maxims, they are by nature subjective and when maxims are treated as axioms, then
the outcome will ultimately be subjective. When axioms are not generally regarded as true, but only
regarded as generally true within one group, this creates issues of communication, but also very
different perceptions of the world.
More reading
The Organon by Aristotle
Critique of Practical Reason by Immanuel Kant
Sources:
[1]
http://www.forbes.com/sites/taxanalysts/2014/11/19/stop-listening-to-people-like-warren-buffett-on-t
axes/#2715e4857a0b7bd21fd945f8
[2] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Buffett_Rule
[3] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/feminism

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 13 of 1188

Basics of logic part 2
January 17, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In the first post, I dealt with deductive arguments, which is the “classical” form of arguments. They
are such that if their premises are true the conclusions are true. Deductive reasoning forms the core of
the scientific method, is what most people regard as being logic. Deduction is most famously cited by
Sherlock Holmes as his method of inquiry, the process of deduction is reasoning from one or more
premises to reach a logically certain conclusion. In the application of the scientific method, the
premises are often data regarding observations.
Inductive arguments on the other hand, are such that the truth of their premises, makes the conclusion
more or less probable. Inductive arguments are either strong or weak. The premises within an
inductive argument are viewed as supplying strong evidence for the truth of a conclusion, unlike the
deductive where the premises are viewed as being true. In colloquial use, inductive reasoning is often
defined as progression from particular/individual instances to broader generalization. While the
philosophical definition is more nuanced, it is sufficive for this article to outline that an inductive
argument indicates some degree of support for the conclusion, but does not entail it.
Abductive reasoning, is a form of inference which goes from observation to a theory that accounts for
the observation. As with inductive reasoning, the premises do not guarantee the conclusion, and a
colloquial way of understanding it would be “inference to the best explanation“.

Deductive, Inductive and Abductive Arguments
The three forms of reasoning all serve different purposes within the field of logic. Deductive
arguments allows deriving b from a only when b is a formal logical consequence of a. Inductive
reasoning allows inferring b from a where b does not follow necessarily from a. Abductive reasoning
allows inferring a as an explanation of b, thus it permits the precondition a to be abduced from the
consequence b. Abduction therefore is formally equivalent to the logical fallacy of affirming the
consequent, because there could be multiple other explanations for b.
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Examples of deductive, inductive and abductive arguments:
Deductive argument:
Major premise: All cars have tires.
Minor premise: A Volvo is a car.
Conclusion: Therefore a Volvo has tires.
Inductive argument:
Major premise: All snakes we know of are carnivorous
Minor premise: An anaconda is a snake.
Conclusion: it is probable that an anaconda is a carnivore.
Abductive argument:
Major premise: The lawn is wet
Minor premise: if it rained last night, the law would be wet.
Conclusion: It rained last night.
One of the key things about deductive arguments is that the form decides validity, rather than the
content of the argument. This was famously spoofed by Ludvig Holberg in the play “Erasmus
Montanus” published in 1723.
Major premise: A rock cannot fly
Minor premise: Nille (a character) cannot fly.
Therefore: Nille is a rock.
From a logical perspective, the argument above contains the informal fallacy argument from
ignorance, which is a type of false dichotomy. Inductive and abuductive arguments are often seen as
less credible than deductive arguments with good reason, as deductive arguments will be valid and
sound if the premises are valid and sound. In this sense, a deductive argument is a case of binaries,
while abduction and induction are probabilistic. This however means that the latter two forms of
argument are more applicable to day to day life, than the former.

Basic forms of formal arguments
The forms here are all in the form of a deductive argument, for simplicity and comparability.
Modens ponens: If P, then Q, P, therefore Q.
Major premise: The butler’s shoes are dry.
Minor premise: It rained last night.
Conclusion: Therefore the butler was not outside.
Modens tollens: If P then Q, not Q, therefore not P
Major premise: If dad got laid, he would be whistling when he came home.
Minor premise: dad did not whistle.
Conclusion: Therefore dad did not get laid.
Disjunctive syllogism: P or Q, Not P, therefore Q
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Major premise: The Patriots or the Packers are going to win the superbowl.
Minor premise: The Packers did not win the superbowl.
Conclusion: Therefore the Patriots won the superbowl.
Leibniz’s Law: A is F, A=B, therefore B is F
Major premise: Jane is the bank manager.
Minor premise: Jane is a bitch
Conclusion: Therefore, the bank manager is a bitch.
Syllogism: All Fs are Gs , a is an F, therefore a is a G.
Major premise: All men are bastards
Minor premise: Alan is a man
Conclusion: Therefore Alan is a bastard.

Forms of Reasoning and Rhetoric
The three forms of reasoning are all present in rhetoric. Interestingly enough, the most persuasive
approach is to fake the appearance that deductive reasoning is the form being used, to create false
dichotomies. This is very similar to how phenomenology, grounded theory and positivism are all
research paradigms, and thus have high credibility. However, out of the three only positivism tends to
have the highest level of rigor and wide applicability. When speaking, nuance is less persuasive than
presenting highly limited options, furthermore, it is easier to question a speaker utilizing induction or
abduction out in the open.
The effect of setting up inductive or abductive reasoning as deduction is in fact to create a false
dichotomy of sorts, wherein a conclusion is presented as certain despite being only one among many
options or interpretations of premises or facts. The reason why this approach is effective in rhetoric is
that in a debate, there is rarely time to sit down and evaluate arguments and premises in detail, and
thus a series of fallacies often slip under the radar.
This is very similar to how studies are often cited without reference to their sample sizes or sample
population. When evaluating an argument, it is important to first determine if the form of the
argument is valid. Is it phrased correctly, what are the axioms required, is it a deductive, inductive or
abductive argument? Secondly, it is important to evaluate the premises for soundness, there are
countless examples of arguments that are valid, yet are unsound. For instance, the Kalam
Cosmological argument is a cause of an abductive argument that is often presented as a deductive
argument, this argument has been formulated in many ways but here is how William Lane-Craig
formulates it:
Major Premise: Whatever begins to exist has a cause
Minor Premise: The Universe began to exist
Conclusion: Therefore, the Universe has a cause.
In this case, the argument takes a valid form, and thus it is a valid argument. However, both the major
and minor premise are questionable from the perspective of soundness. In the case of the minor
premise, scientist do think that the universe came to exist, however, this is not a certainty. In the case
of the major premise, we have observed that everything we know to exist has a cause, yet we cannot
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know if this is the case of the Universe. The form that would be the most sensible for this argument,
is the inductive form:
Major premise: What we know to exist has a cause
Minor premise: The universe began to exist
Conclusion: Therefore the Universe probably has a cause.
However, in terms of rhetoric, if facing a speaker who is nuanced, balanced and reasonable, this
speaker will appear uncertain next to one who project certainty. To quote William E. Gladstone,
“Men are apt to mistake the strength of their feeling for the strength of their argument. The heated
mind resents the chill touch and relentless scrutiny of logic“.

Summary and Conclusions
The three forms of logic all have their respective spaces where they excel, deductive logic is the most
suited for most of the scientific research being conducted. However, many a positivist research
project started from a theory formed after an observation, using inductive or abductive logic. Much
like the research paradigms, the choice of logical weapon must be adapted to the situation at hand. If
you are aiming to persuade, limiting options and increasing certain through use of deductive logic is
advisable, if you are seeking truth, then choosing the most effective form for your purse is
recommended. Many times just as research often progresses from qualitative or grounded theory
research on small sample sizes to positivism and large sample sizes, logical arguments may transition
from inductive, to deductive or deductive to abductive, depending on the situation.
A familiarity with the forms, allows permits one to pinpoint which form a speaker presents an
argument in, and which form it should be in, given the data provided.
More reading
How to win every argument: The Use and Abuse of Logic
A Rulebook for Arguments
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5 minutes of research philosophy
January 18, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Cartoon from Chrismadden.co.uk

When engaging in research, the research paradigm is one of the more critical choices a researcher
will make.This is due to each research paradigm being more suited to different types of research,
questions, hypotheses, and methodologies. While there are many methodologies that may be chosen
from, each paradigm tends to be focused more towards certain methods and approaches.
One of the reasons for why a person should know this, is that when a journalist or media personality
cites research, being able to analyze that research in the
There are many ways to do research, many topics to approach, many ways of approaching those
topics. The two branches of research I’m going to look at today are phenomenology (also called
interpretivism) and Positivism.

Positivism
Throughout history, most research has been done using the Positivist perspective and it is a method
very much suited for the pure sciences. It tends to be highly quantitative, based on empirical
evidence, replicability, validation and hypothesis testing plays a major part, in pretty much all
research done using positivism.
Due to its roots in pure science and engineering, the methodology tends to concern itself with “how”
rather than “why“. We know that Newton’s laws exist, the boiling temperature of water and how a
human body tends to react to various infections. Positvist research thus has a tendency to be good at
predicting “What will happen if” but can say very little about why something happens.
One of the major benefits of positivist research done well, is that it can be used to predict what will
happen through having a knowledge of how the variables interact. This serves as a major source of
credit for this type of research. When compared to phenomenology, it also tends to utilize much
larger sample sizes, and therefore the knowledge obtained from the research is more likely to be
generally applicable to a larger population.
A common example of positivism in action is demographics research and research conducted by most
governmental bodies. For instance the DOJ crime research, FBI crime research and the Office for
National Statistics (UK) are all examples of positivist research using large sample sizes, concerned
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with what is happening, with little concern for why this is happening.

Phenomenology
To address the inherent weaknesses of positivism, phenomenology was invented. This method is
frequently used in the social sciences, and often forms the backbone of social science research. The
main reasoning being that the rigid, variable oriented, and hypothesis focused approach of positivism
is not suited to investigate situations involving humans, because there are too many complex
variables involved in a lot of the cases.
This comes from the fact that in social sciences especially, the question of “why” becomes more
central to the thinking of the researcher. Rather than attempting to establish the earning differential
between men and women as a positivist would do, the interpretivist wants to know why it exists.
The weaknesses of phenomenology can include a high degree of the researcher interfering with the
sample, for instance by interacting with the people who are being observed. Frequently this is by
design as the researcher embeds him or herself with the sample. Unlike positivism that tends to
produce “mind-independent” information, research done using phenomenology may frequently be
influenced by the subjective mind of the reseacher. Due to common research methods such as
structured interviews or case studies, the sample will be quite small, and data may not be applicable
to the general population.
Also, unlike positivism that to a lesser degree may be influenced by the “wants” of the researcher,
positivist research has a major issue with researcher influence, but also from research being designed
in a manner that it would confirm the researchers initial perspective. If a chemist had an initial
perspective that if you mix copper and arsenic you get an explosive, this would rapidly be proven as
wrong by simple experiment. However, if a positivist has an initial perspective that sexism is rampant
within the western world, it would be easy to manipulate the research to show just that. Picking
biased samples, limiting the data sets, influencing the sample, and so on.

Summary and Conclusions
So, to summarize, the main risk with positivism is that the research done using it as a philosophical
framework in social sciences research is that it may miss relevant variables, due to the impersonal
nature. A somewhat reductionist view is that for a positivist, that which cannot be observed and
quantified does not exist.
However, when applied properly and for suitable research, the conclusions made by a positivist
research project are generally applicable to the general population, leads to the discovery of new facts
and can allow the construction of a framework for predicting events.
The main risk with phenomenology is that the research may include the wrong variables, it may seek
to come up with conclusions based on faulty data or small sample sizes. It may be highly subjective
and, is less replicable. The main risk with phenomenology, is that in the worst cases, it becomes a
case of “Cecilia down in accounting told me that Todd from shipping has been sleeping with Joanne
in billing, it’s a fact I promise, I’ve done my research”
Thus, a research based in phenomenology, is generally less applicable, may suffer from subjective or
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other forms of bias, and is very prone to affirming the consequent.
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Fun With Fallacies 1: I feel sorry for Angus
January 19, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Poor Groundskeeper Willie, not only is he forced to live
in a shed, he can’t put sugar on his porridge either. The “No true Scotsman” fallacy is a classic and it
gets the name from the following “discussion”:
Player 1: No Scotsman puts sugar on his porridge
Player 2: My friend Angus is from Scotland and puts sugar on his porridge
Player 1: Well, no TRUE Scotsman puts sugar on his porridge
Usually, this fallacy happens when someone is trying to distance themselves from facts that
undermine their argument or position. As I’m sure you remember from my post on basic logic, if
premises are proven not to be true, then the conclusions are invalid. This goes to both soundness and
validity in that, if premises are proven untrue, then the argument is invalid, and if empirical
observation contradicts the argument, then it is also not sound; in short, it is a poor argument.
The fun version:
Player 1: Feminism is about equality of the sexes
Player 2: Valerie Solanas is a feminist and she wants to kill men.
Player 1: Then she’s obviously not a real feminist.
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Fun with fallacies 2: It happened to me!
January 20, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The anecdotal fallacy is like an abusive ex, you wish you’d never have
to see or hear from it again, but for some reason every time you go to get a coffee, there it is, in front
of you in the line.
The definition of the anecdotal fallacy is using a personal example or isolated incident instead of
proper argumentation or evidence. You see this in just about every single debate that deals with
religion, in that sooner or later the religious person will ask you to just believe. God (or Jesus), Allah,
and so on “are true to them”
An example could be:
Man 1: Just go up and talk to her man, nothing bad is going to happen. Last time I did, I got laid!
(anecdote)
Man 2: Last week, a friend of mine did that, got maced, kicked in the balls and charged according to
title IX.
The anecdotal fallacy is the spouse of the emotional argument. Often when it is used, it is followed
by strong emotional appeals or other fallacies.
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The main branches of philosphy
January 21, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
Now, when I tell most people that I’m very much into philosophy, after their eyerolls subside, I start
explaining to their blank faces. How philosophy still has value after what was called “natural
philosophy” started being called “science”. There are 4 branches of philosophy, in order of
importance:
Aesthetics: The study of beauty and ugliness, this is an entirely subjective branch that I will agree
has little value, what is beautiful and what is ugly? That is in the eye of the beholder and quite frankly
who cares?
Ethics: The study of what is permissible. A field to which I have devoted a lot of study, only to
find that it is an emotionally ruled filed. I have found that people who have authoritarian leanings
tend to be more deontological and people who like me have more libertarian leanings tend to be more
consequentialist.
Metaphysics: The study of existence. What exists. Typically used a lot in religious debates.
Politics: The study of force. How should you organize society.
Epistemology: The study of knowledge, or rather theory of knowledge. What can we know, how do
we know, can we know.
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Fun with fallacies 3: Ya’ll ignant!
January 23, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The argument from ignorance is a frequent guest in
most debates on religion. The fallacy here is fairly straight forward, and is based on the foundation
principle that a non-falsifiable claim must be regarded as false. The fallacy committed in this case, is
to assert that a claim is true, because it has not, or cannot be proven false.
Those of you who have read your Karl Popper know that this a fundamental error in reasoning, and
here is why. If we adopt a principle where all claims that cannot be falsified or have not yet been
falsified, that has great implications. See the following conversation:
Person 1: So, you were out of town last week, your wife banged half the Harlem Globetrotters and
the starting lineup of the Pacers.
Person 2: That isn’t true, you can’t prove that it’s true.
Person 1: Well, you can’t prove that it’s not, so until you can, your wife fucked half the globetrotters
and Pacers.
That’s is a bit of a glib example, but it teaches us the lesson that until something has been proven
true, proven false, or as long as it remains impossible to prove it false, a claim must be regarded as
false.
In the case of a criminal trial, the charges have to be believed until prove false: This would translate
into “guilty until proven innocent”
Person 1: An allmighty being just told me that you have been living your life in the wrong way. It
said that those who have should share with those who have not. So give me half your shit.
Person 2: I can’t prove that you’re full of shit, so here is my ATM card and PIN.
It also puts the burden of proof onto the person saying “No, there is no evidence for that” rather than
on the person saying “This is true”.
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Fun with fallacies 4: That feels wrong to me
January 24, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

An argument from personal incredulity, happens when a participant
in a discussion rejects an argument or evidence based on the fact that they do not believe it. This is
very common in discussions where topics with strong personal ties are up for debate. Typical
examples are religious people rejecting logic and science, instead insisting on that one must “feel” or
“believe” rather than critically analyze the arguments and evidence.
A typical example from a discussion I had with a feminist recently:
BLL: Well, the gender wage gap has been largely debunked by mainstream economics, Warren
Farrell tackles it in the “Myth of male power”, Thomas Sowell does the same in “Economic facts and
fallacies”. Furthermore, there is a methodological error happening when the question is reduced to
two variables: earnings and gender.
Feminist: The wage gap is 73 cents on the dollar, the statistics from the department of labor shows it.
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Fun with fallacies 5: Stop repeating yourself
January 25, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The argument from repetition is
when a discussion has been had so many times, or a participant in a discussion repeats the same point
over and over again, neglecting that other participants have either proven the point wrong or have
conceded the debate. This is a form of “beating them into submission” and reminds me of a quote by
Nazi Germany’s propaganda minister Joseph Goebbels:
“If you tell a lie big enough and keep repeating it, people will eventually come to believe it. The lie
can be maintained only for such time as the State can shield the people from the political, economic
and/or military consequences of the lie. It thus becomes vitally important for the State to use all of its
powers to repress dissent, for the truth is the mortal enemy of the lie, and thus by extension, the truth
is the greatest enemy of the State.”
The goal of this tactic, is to exhaust your opponent into conceding the argument, because they get
sick of being told the same thing over and over. The danger here, is that a person will engage in it to
make their definitions carry over into the main debate, when they are hotly contested.
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Objective vs Subjective
January 26, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

This is a topic that is close to my heart and a pain in my ass. The argument of what is subjective and
what is objective.
This goes back to my post on Positivism vs Phenomenology and the different approaches to research.
From a positivist perspective, if something cannot be quantified and measured it has no meaning.
This goes to what a fact actually is, it is something that can be said to be mind independent. 2 + 2 = 4
is a mathematical fact when the terms are defined without decimals.
That my height is 6 feet is something that can be verified by using a ruler or other form of
measurement set up to the use the imperial system of measurement. Whether I’m tall enough, too
short or too tall is a subjective judgement. Subjective statements can contain facts, but the nature of
something subjective is that it is not mind independent. It represents the perspective of the person
communicating to you.
In research, new facts are found through structured study of a topic, new theories are often developed
through a mix of study and creative thinking, which is called theoretical research. You can also find
new facts through observation, in what is called empirical research.
For instance, if I state that 4.2% of S&P 500 companies have female CEO[1], that is an objective
statement.
If I were to state that 50% of CEOs of the S&P 500 companies need to be women, that is a subjective
statement.
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[1] http://www.catalyst.org/knowledge/women-ceos-sp-500
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Fun with fallacies 6: So, you’re totally wrong and I’m totally
right, lets call it in the middle
January 27, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The British fallacy as it is called sometimes, is the
argument that the middle-ground between two debaters is most likely the accurate one.
I say there is no God, you say there is a God, so lets say there could possibly be a god. This is a
fallacy in most cases, due to the fact that it argues a middle-ground without regard for the positions.
The absurdity becomes clear when you put it in a mathematical perspective:
Person 1: 2 + 2 = 4
Person 2: 2 + 2 = 6
Conclusion: 2 + 2 = 5
I don’t have much to say on this fallacy, but it does tend to pop up where you have 1 party who has
taken an extreme position vs a moderate opponent, who then tries to use the fallacy to “trick” their
opponent over to their side.
You can see this in both American and European politics in different perspectives. Where in the US
the “Left – Right” center line has been drawn very much in “moderate-right” and in Europe where the
center line has been drawn in the “moderate left” perspective.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 29 of 1188

Fun with fallacies 7: Oh well, fuck you!
January 28, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Finally the argumentum ad hominem,
the personal attack. The manipulative tool, the distraction, and the red herring. It means to the man,
and it is when someone attacks the person who made an argument, rather than the argument. This can
take many, and frequently inventive forms, it can be subtle, or it can be obvious, it can be forceful
and understated, it can be overt and covert.
Here is an example:
Person A: I don’t think feminism should be defined as being about “gender equality” due to the
many ideological tenets that promote misandry, such as Andrea Dworkin and Valerie Solanas.
Furthermore, the use of the term “rape culture”, and treating all men as potential rapists.
Person B: That’s because you’re a misogynistic, sexist, evil person.
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Rhetoric and Logic
January 31, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

This is inspired by a comment I got from
Ontologicalrealist who asked me about the quote:
“for the truth is the mortal enemy of the lie, and thus by extension, the truth is the greatest enemy of
the State.” (Our discussion in the comments)
The quote is often attributed to Joseph Goebbels, the Nazi head of propaganda, and thus a brilliant
rhetorician. The major difference between logic and rhetoric, is that the purpose of logic is to explore
ideas, find new truths, remain rational and objective in your reasoning, and contributing to
knowledge. The purpose of rhetoric is to communicate ideas, persuade and to “sell”.
I’m going to start by breaking down rhetoric in the same way I did logic in “The basics of logic 1”
and “The basics of logic 2”
Aristotle breaks rhetoric into 3 parts:
Logos – meaning “discourse” or “reasoned discourse”
Pathos – emotional appeals to the audience
Ethos – the character of the speaker
Rhetoric is a highly studied field, and has been broken down by many and there are many
explanations and breakdowns that differ from the one I’ve used here, however my opinion is that this
breakdown gives the clearest picture of what rhetoric is at it’s core.
Logos, or reasoned discourse, can be said to be logical and fact based. However, it doesn’t have to be.
It can be valid but not sound, it can suffer from logical fallacies, or many other problems. It is
therefore always important to apply critical thinking to any argument made.
Pathos, or the emotional appeals, very often make up the core of the rhetoricians overall
communication. Emotional appeals in various forms, from anecdotes, appeals to emotion, identity
plays, are effective because they add familiarity and makes the speaker likable to the audience. It is
much easier to convince someone who likes you, and they are less likely to engage their critical
thinking.
Ethos, or the character of the speaker, adds legitimacy to the pathos and logos. For instance, by
having the title “Dr.” adds to credibility, so does having experience and/or education within the field
that you are speaking within. However, “Ethos” to some extent has a transitive property. This is
frequently seen when famous people take up causes outside of their field, such as Emma Watson for
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women, or Matt Damon for clean water. Their opinions and words are more credible because the
person is famous, despite not having any qualifications and little experience on the topic.
Some key tips for telling rhetoric from logic:
1. Look for qualifying words, rhetoric very rarely has qualifying words (some, maybe, opinion,
etc) logic is full of them.
2. Look for the emotional appeal, is the speaker actively trying to play on people’s emotions
through voice use, loaded words, appealing to “romanticism” or identities.
3. Would the speech be effective regardless of who speaks or is it effective because of who
speaks?
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Tackling the Thermian argument
January 31, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
The Thermian argument so themed by its creator Dan Olsen, is an invention to shut down people who
use in context defenses to in his words “shut down critics of fictional works”. The argument is that
criticism of a fictional world, is in embryo the criticism of the decisions made by the creators of that
world. (You can find his video here)
I’m inclined to accept the logic of the argument as it seems to be fairly valid, here is how I would
structure it:
Major premise: All fiction is made by a creator.
Minor premise: The creator has full control over a work of fiction he or she produces.
Conclusion: All fiction is the result of the creators control.
The argument that Mr. Olsen is making is to make the creator of fiction inseparable from that fiction.
So, for instance “I’m not criticizing the amount of foul language in “Gran Torino” I’m criticizing the
director, writer, actors, key grip, and anyone else involved for allowing that amount of foul language
in the movie.”
This eliminates the need to defend a criticism of a work from arguments about that work. Such as
“This makes sense in context of the work”. However, it kind of doesn’t because the argument works
both ways.
If criticism of a fictional work is the criticism of the decisions made by the creator of that work. Then
criticisms of the criticism is criticism of the person who made the original criticism. Furthermore, the
“thermian argument” is in reality a defense of the decisions made by the creator, anchored in the
original work.
The reductio ad absurdum of Mr. Dan Olsen’s argument in this video is:
Criticism of the world is in fact criticism of God (if you believe in god)
Criticism of a culture is in fact criticism of the people within that culture.
Criticism of religion is in fact criticism of the people who support and maintain the religion.
Just to show how fallacious and ridiculous Mr. Olsen’s argument is, take a look at this painting by
Jackson Pollock:
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I could say a lot of things about it, however, I’m going to play out an argument:
Person 1: My 7 year old could have painted that, it’s just paint splattered on a canvas, it looks like the
floor after I painted my house last time and spilled paint all over the place.
Person 2: Well, actually the style is called abstract impressionism, it sprung out from surrealism and
makes perfect sense when put in context of the development of painting focused on subconscious or
automatic painting, based in creating art that is viewer dependent.
Person 1: You are just making a Thermian argument.
Of course, a rebuttal to the argument I’ve spent the last 400 or so words on is possible, in that a
person could argue that I unfairly generalized and employed the argument outside of its intended
sphere. That it’s only meant to deal with artistic expression in context of art, taken to mean writing,
film or video-games. I suppose that is a fair criticism, however it misses the point, that art is an artist
sharing their imitation with us, in good ways and in bad ways. Context matters, without Blofeld, you
have no James Bond, without Mr. Hyde you don’t really have a decent novel, without the “first
night” rule in “Braveheart”, you lose the characters motivation and without what I think was a very
upsetting scene in “Law Abiding Citizen” you have no plot.
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Why I enjoy breaking down ideologies
February 1, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I’m naturally oriented towards
systems-thinking and an ideology is a construct of ideas that in totality makes a system. An easy
example would be religions that tend to consist of metaphysical ideas, ethics, aesthetic ideas and
epistemology.
For instance in the Christian religion
“God exists” is a metaphysical statement.
The ten commandments and the Golden Rule are ethical ideas, based on deontological ethics and
objective ethics.
The design of the temple, the stone tables are aesthetic ideas.
Knowledge comes from divine revelation is epistemology.
There is a lot to be learned from deconstructing an ideology in this manner. For instance, you get to
the bottom of what axioms are required in order for the ideology to be “true” and whether it is
logical. You learn whether it is built like a house of cards or as a pyramid.
Some have taken to calling atheism an ideology, if Atheism is broken down into fundamental ideas
there is really only 1 core statement in Atheism, which is the answer to the metaphysical question “Is
there a god?”.
Atheism has no statement of ethics or of aesthetics. It does tend to view epistemology in the
traditional western logical systems and scientific method. However, this is not a prerequisite. So, in
this sense, Atheism isn’t an ideology, it is a conclusion.
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Fun with Fallacies 8: Begging the question
February 3, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Begging the question is a straight-forward fallacy, that
I was about a second away from making in my post on Kant. It happens when your conclusion is in
essence provided in one of your premises.
Example:
Major premise: Women are discriminated against in the workplace.
Minor premise: Women earn less than men.
Conclusion: Women earn less because they are discriminated against.
In this case, the conclusion is contained fully in the major premise and is thus a case of begging the
question. It is one of those fallacies that is very hard to catch in a debate simply because by the time
you have had enough time to process it, the speaker will have moved on.
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Fun with fallacies 9: Are you being shifty?
February 4, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Shifting the burden of proof, is a fallacy so common that
pointing it out is exhausting. The accepted decorum in debates and arguments is that the burden of
proof is on the person making a claim. So, if I claim that there is a hobbit living in my television, I
have to prove that claim, I cannot demand that it be treated as true until proven false.
This is also a very common argument that Atheists run into when debating believers, where they will
run into a variant on
“You are making the claim that God does not exist, therefore you have to prove that he does not”
The reason why this is burden of proof shifting is that without a claim to there being a god, the
Atheist position would not exist. The cause and effect cannot be:
There is no God! – > There is a God.
Where the negative claim comes before the positive claim. The positive claim always comes first and
thus has the burden of proof. This is one of the funnier things to see in popular news programs or
debate shows, where the people claiming that “X does not exist” are the ones that have to provide
evidence.
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The privilege hierarchy
February 5, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I spend more time than I should online, and lately I’ve
come across various videos and blog posts based around privilege, that I’m sorry to say leave me
with more questions than I’m comfortable with, so I hope I can get some answers.
From what I gathered, privilege is defined as:
a right, immunity, or benefit enjoyed only by a person beyond the advantages of most [1]
From what I can gather, the person with the most privilege fits into the following categories:
[Male] [Straight] [White] [Cisgender]
The logic seems to be that the further you are from the “defaults” the more oppressed you are. I’m
not sure how they rank towards each other. If we assign numbers to them, where the total sum of 4 is
maximum privilege, +1 for each. Then subtract 1 for each so 0 – 0 – 0 – 0 would be full fledged
oppressed.
So, [Female] [Gay] [Of Color] [Transgender] would be the point of max oppression.
I suppose my first question from above would have to be repeated, are these categories all equal, or
do they add different levels of oppression.
Also, how does ethnic background rank.
For instance, Jewish is fairly close to white, but there is a lot of historical oppression with the
Holocaust, Pogroms, and generally being treated as second class citizens for hundreds of years. Even
being denied entry to many European countries historically.
The Atlantic Slave trade didn’t really get started until the 15th Century, and though gruesome, Jews
had been oppressed since the fall of the second temple in 70 BCE. Which means they have been
oppressed for longer.
So is it better to be oppressed more severely for a shorter period, or less severely for a longer period
with occasional very extreme oppression periods?
Also, for the people of Asian Ancestry, is there is ladder of privilege? If you look at history, the first
Chinese migrants to the U.S were treated quite poorly, but their fellow Chinese, were treated quite
poorly during WW2 and the following Maoist regime.
How about “white people” Russian would qualify as Caucasian, but there is a long history of
serfdom, oppression by the Tsar, followed by the Soviet period, which was perhaps one of the most
oppressive regimes of all time.
On the other hand, white people from the UK were oppressed by the Romans and the French at
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varying times in history, Iceland was ruled by Norway, Norway was ruled by Sweden and then
Denmark. Sweden was ruled by Denmark, the 3 countries together were the “Viking countries” and
Vikings took over part of France and part of Britain. Britain and France had colonial empires
stretching the world, as did Portugal and Spain, but Spain also had a fascist rule under Franco,
Ukraine has been ruled by just about anyone in Europe at a given time, and ending up under the
Soviet umbrella, which also happened with Yugoslavia, that was ruled first by Tito with an Iron fist,
and then descended into one of the bloodiest wars on European soil in modern times.
The Zulu Empire ruled much of Southern Africa until they were defeated by the British Empire,
before that an Islamic Caliphate, before that again the Romans controlled the North African
Mediterranean coastline, before that the Egyptian pharaohs controlled much of North Africa,
including large parts of Libya and Nubia. The Bantu ruled large parts of middle Africa, until the
Colonial powers rolled in and took over.
I can keep going on with history lessons, but I’m just very curious about how a privilege hierarchy is
constructed. Is it just constrained to “Modern American history”, which is from roughly 1776. Then
there is the dodgy treatment of slaves, there is dodgy treatment of Irish and Italian immigrants, the
poor treatment of early Chinese immigrants, the internment of people of Japanese ancestry during the
second World War, the treatment of German-Americans in the same period.
How does religion factor into it? The protestants and Catholics in Ireland were both white, but one
was oppressed. The same is true for Sunni and Shiite tribes in the middle east. How about heretics
and true believers?
Which brings me to another question; is all this relative? Does white privilege exist in China, or
Japan, is it just a question of whether you are part of the minority or majority population, or it is a
cross cultural thing? For instance, if a white person was to travel to Zimbabwe where they actively
chased off white farmers through a campaign of murder, would they still have white privilege?
How about wealth? Does that factor in, for instance a rich black woman vs a broke black man both
straight and Cisgender. Who is the most oppressed? How about 2 black men, of equal financial status,
sex and gender, but one is an Australian Aborigine, and one is an African American?
I just want some answers so I can accurately see who I need to defer to in order to have adequately
checked my privilege, and who I can just dismiss on the basis of the skin color, sex, gender and
sexual orientation. In other words, who I am permitted to discriminate against and who are permitted
to discriminate against me.

[1] http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/privilege
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Rhetoric and Propaganda
February 6, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In my post on rhetoric I went through Aristotle’s
breakdown of Logos, Ethos and Pathos. Where logos is the argument, or reasoned argument. Pathos
is the emotional wrapping and ethos is the character of the speaker. Propaganda is rhetoric with a
heavy focus towards pathos and ethos, while logos is manipulated for a purpose.
Propaganda utilizes a range of logical fallacies, fallacious statistics, misrepresentations and most
importantly, it seeks to influence using emotion, rather than argument. The representation can be
illustrated with the difference of “information communicated for it’s own sake” and “information
communicated with an agenda behind it“.
If you understand the agenda, you can deconstruct the propaganda. In politics they call this spin. Not
acting militarily and relying on diplomacy can spun as being a “advocate for peaceful solutions and
limiting human casualties” and “A weak man, who fails to act decisively and relies on words.” The
same facts ending up in two very different places.
Logic and facts communicated is informing.
Logic and facts communicated with a weight towards rhetoric is marketing.
If you get the feeling that someone is marketing to you, become immediately suspicious, because
numbers, facts and logic can be spun just as easily through rhetoric, through cherry-picking and many
other means. To frame truth as a lie and a lie as truth, lies in the cornerstone of propaganda. To mix
truth with lie, empowers the lie, as it may be viewed as true by repetition or association.
I’ll end on a quote
“Convictions are more dangerous foes of truth than lies.”
Nietzsche
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Fun with fallacies 10: Circular reasoning
February 8, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The circle never stops, it just keeps going around in circle. The
circular argument is easier to understand when its named “assuming the conclusion” it is very
common among ideologues, and the “sound-snippet” crowd.
It’s effective because it often sounds good because of the way it has been worded, and because the
conclusion becomes self-reinforcing.
A very easy example is:
Premise: The Bible is the absolute word of god and infallible.
Conclusion: The Bible is infallible because it is the word of god.
In this case, the conclusion is just the premise in a slightly different order.
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Grounded theory and the PUA community
February 10, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I touched on grounded theory as a research method in my short
introduction to research methodology. To expand on it, grounded theory is an approach that turns the
research paradigm on its head. Where a positivist and phenomenologist tend to start by reading
exhaustively on a topic, selecting a theoretical framework and then performing experiments to see if
the framework applies in the specific case they are studying in. Grounded theory starts with a
question or qualitative observations.
The humble beginning
The first step in this pursuit is that a man makes an observation. He has been told all his life, by
sisters, mothers, female friends, female teachers and the society he lives in, that all women want is a
nice guy. Now “nice guy” is not really a concrete term, all of us have an idea of what it means, but
there is no real shared definition. So he asks for examples, and gets answers like:
“A man who listens without trying to solve my problems”
“A man who takes care of me”
“A man who brings me flowers”
“A man who asks “How was your day” and actually cares about the answer”
“A man who treats me with respect”
There are many more, but these are sufficient. So, our man in this situation, comes up with a list of
things he needs to do in order to be the “Nice guy”. He becomes a great listener, he gets a solid
education and a good job, he focuses on listening to women, and always being respectful.
He starts going out and meeting women actively, and no matter how much he listens, or how many
bouquets of flowers he buys and how respectful he is, he keeps getting the same set of reactions:
“Lets just be friends”
“You are such a great friend, you are like a brother to me”
“I don’t feel that way about you”
“You are just too nice!”
“There is just no spark left”
Once this happens enough times, the man starts to wonder. “Why is this approach not working?” We
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could actually structure this in terms of a syllogism:
Major premise: Women want nice guys
Minor premise: I am a nice guy
Conclusion: Therefore women want me.
This is a perfectly valid argument, but as our man has discovered it is not a sound argument. This is
probably not how you want to learn about soundness and validity.
The theory simply does not work. It is valid, yet for some reason the first syllogism yields poor
results.
The awakening
This contradicts everything that the man has been told all his life, and he goes into somewhat of an
existential crisis, which is then followed by observation.
He notices statements such as:
Treat ’em mean, keep ’em keen
Nice guys finish last
Women love jerks.
This sounds counter-intuitive based on the social programming and the information he received from
all the women he asked for advice on how to attract them. His results contradict what he has been
told. So he stomps back to his mother, his sisters, his female friends, and demands to know why, after
he has done everything they told him, he spends months or years in dry-spells, and when he gets into
a relationship he gets dumped for someone who is a complete jerk.
He gets answers such as:
“You will find the right one for you!”
“You’re not really a NICE GUY, you are just pretending to be NICE to get sex! Real nice guys
are nice without expecting anything in return!”
“Just be yourself, and the right one will come along”
This makes little sense, he has been himself all along, and it hasn’t worked. He’s given away his
time, and his money, yet he’s being told he hasn’t been nice. He’s getting impatient with waiting for
“the right one” so he decides to do some problem-solving.
He starts going out to bars and clubs every single night of the week, and just watches the guys who
go home with a new woman every night, watching how they stand, how they talk, how they move,
what they are saying, and makes meticulous notes after every night. After months of this embedded
research in the natural mating habitat of the human species, patterns start to emerge.
So he starts to emulate the patterns he observed, copying what the other guys were saying, how they
dress, walk, stand and treat women. He forms some hypotheses:
H0 :There is no correlation between acting like the men who are successful and being successful.
H1: There is a correlation between acting like the men who are successful and being successful.
He goes out every night again, and while he isn’t as successful as the men he observed, he is more
successful than he has ever been before. He develops a new syllogism:
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Major premise: If Women want nice guys, women should want old me.
Women did not want old me.
Conclusion: Therefore women do not want nice guys.
The theoretical framework
Encouraged by his progress, he goes forth and at first it feels liberating to behave like a total asshole,
yet he sees other assholes with better results and he starts to wonder why. After all, if he looks like
one and acts like one, he is one. Thus they should be equal. Yet their results differ. This is
paradoxical if the theory was complete. This would indicate a variable that he differs in from the
others.
The biology
At this point he has a stack of notebooks up to the ceiling of observations so he starts looking for
theoretical data that could help him solve the issues. He reads about the mating rituals of animals, and
comes across other primate species. He discovers that among gorillas the Alpha male has his pick of
all the women and that the Beta males get the leftovers. He reads Darwin’s “The origin of species”
and Richard Dawkins’ “The Selfish Gene” and starts to theorize that perhaps what he learned in
school about people being “blank slates” and all our behaviors, thoughts and actions were
programmed into us by society is erroneous. After all the “nice guy” schema that he was trained into
by society did not work, why would they be right about this?
Perhaps, some things are rooted deep inside human beings and he starts to think that if being
homosexual is genetic, heterosexuality is genetic as well. If men as feminists claim are attracted to
women they are programmed to be attracted to by the media and society, then how did gay men know
who to be attracted to when there was no media and society murdered them for being gay?
How do our primate ancestors and modern relatives know what to be attracted to, and he remembers
that the goal of any organism is survival, which means that from a pragmatic stance, it makes more
sense to be attracted to that which gives a survival advantage.
He starts to think to himself, “If women are look for the optimal survival advantage for offspring,
that means genetics, what displays quality genetics in modern humans?” Would we really differ that
much from our genetic ancestors? After all evolution has worked over millions of years, civilization
is at best 10000 years old.
Height is genetic, but there is also a dietary component, if you are malnourished as a child and
teenager, you tend to be shorter than your genetic potential.
Muscle-mass is expensive, it costs extra calories to carry around extra mass.
Good teeth and hair tends to reflect on diet and lifestyle.
He starts to wonder, “is this all we are creatures ran by biology?
The mental aspect
Human beings are primates, but (some of us at least) have the ability to plan, to reason abstractly, and
the brain is an expensive organ to maintain so for it to be selected for by evolution must mean that it
supplies a survival advantage. This would indicate that demonstrations of a superior brain would also
be a sign of “quality genetics” in a human.
After all, throughout human history intellectual pursuits of varying kinds have been highly rewarded.
From the creation of new weapons to to great works of art. Human beings can learn, they can control
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their ID and favor their ego, to put short term satisfaction off, in order to develop further.
Persuasion, influence and manipulation are the cognitive variants of ruffling your feathers and
punching someone’s teeth in, after all, if you can pay for an army, why fight yourself?
The look
Maybe, he thinks women are more about looks than they let on. Height, teeth, hair and muscle are all
visual. After all, many of them put enormous amounts of time into make-up, hair, clothes, working
out and dieting, so it would be strange if they notice every little imperfection in themselves and every
other woman, but when they look at a man they only see that big, bulging, brain.
So, he comes across a law enforcement training manual, and he notices a chapter on “command
presence” and notices the same kind of “take up space”, “make yourself look bigger” and other power
poses, that he’d seen in the bars and clubs. He starts to notice that his clothes do not fit as well as
some of the men with more success, paying attention to hair was never a priority for him, so he starts
paying attention and he welcomes more success.
Pulling it together:
Mating for animals is fairly straight forward, humans have analyzed mating behaviors in animals for
centuries if not longer. The Strongest and biggest gorilla, the peacock with the brightest feathers or in
the case of a black widow the male who is willing to sacrifice himself to procreate.
So, we can call this Strategy A, and Strategy B. A seeks to obtain mating rights by “show of force”
and B seeks to obtain mating rights through “show of sacrifice”
Each strategy seeks to obtain the goal of mating through either showing superior qualities in terms of
genetics, or superior qualities in terms of submission.
If he makes an assumption that biological instincts are tempered by society and our cognition, that
Freud was right that only two things temper the ID, namely force or bribery. Conclusion is that the
Gorilla works of force, and the male in the case of the black widow, bribes the female with the
calories of his own body in exchange for mating rights
He starts to analyze it by himself, that at first he didn’t really change anything except he modeled his
interactions with women on the successful men in the bars and clubs. The interactions are obviously
social, so the social traits he adopted at obviously a display of quality genetics. Humans are a social
species, so it makes sense that the ability to interact with other human beings would be an
evolutionary advantage.
Taking a hint from the strong and powerful Gorilla male, he builds his body, and taking a feather
from the peacock, he dares to stand out, to be audacious. What is little known about the peacock
male, is that the more he stands out, the more vulnerable he is to predators, yet he chooses to stand
out.
The man has to go to the dentist and sees a copy of “The Economist” on the table, and reads an article
about the principal-agent issues in modern corporate governance. It dawns on him, the Schrodinger’s
statement is real, it just means two things, be yourself means; “Openly show whether you are Strategy
A or Strategy B so that I may decide“.
Understanding that human cognition gives the ability to plan, to analyse, and to control our ID in
favor of our Ego, he builds his mind, and uses his strength of will to achieve his goals, the final
understanding dawning on him, that everything he accomplished was Yggdrasil grown from the seed
in the grounded theory.
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Syllogisms on “equality”
February 11, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
Equality is a word that is often used, but can have many meanings, that’s why it’s so easy to use it in
rhetoric. We should all strive for people being equal right? Equality just means that people are equal,
it’s in the constitution.
In this post, the terms “equal” and “equality” will be synonymous with the mathematical sign =,
“meaning of equal value.
Syllogism 1:
Major premise: Equality can only exist where the sum of two values are equal.
Minor premise: The sum of two values are equal
Conclusion: Therefore equality exists.
Syllogism 2:
Major premise: One value can only dominate another value if it is greater.
Minor premise: One value has dominated another value.
Conclusion: Therefore one value is greater than another value.
Syllogism 3:
Major premise: If the sum of one value is greater than another value equality cannot exist.
Minor premise: Values have to be equal.
Conclusion: Therefore, in order for equality to exist, differences between values have to be negated.
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Marxist theory and Feminism
February 13, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The whole foundation of Marxism is conflict, the
struggle between the exploited and the exploiters. To give a short summary of Marxist class struggle,
his argument is that workers (Proletariat) produce goods that a capital owner (Bourgeois) sells to the
market. However, the capital owner does not pay the workers the full value of goods produced, he
pays them less than the full value and then appropriates the surplus to himself.
The solution was for the workers to be the capital owners, removing the Bourgeois from society and
leaving only a rule by the proletariat. As everyone is both owner and worker, and all jobs are equal,
the full value can be equally distributed to all the workers.
However, even Marx understood that not everyone is equal from nature, this is embodied in the quote
“From each according to his abilities, to each according to his needs.”
Implicit in this quote are two statements that each worker should produce as much as he can, and that
each worker shall be paid according to each workers need.
This produces the Marxist contradiction, that those who are capable of producing the most, should
have their surplus reallocated to those who cannot produce as much. Which is to say Marx’s solution
to the problem of workers not receiving the full value of their labor, is for workers not to receive the
full value of their labor.
Marx was fully aware that his strategy would not be received very well by the capital owners, who
strangely enough felt like they had earned their wealth. Behind every fortune is a person who did
something that produced for him a great amount of surplus wealth. Therefore, he advocated a
revolution, as the workers had nothing to lose but their chains.
We saw this happen in Russia, which grew into the Soviet Union, we saw it happen in Cambodia, we
saw it in Vietnam, North Korea and we saw it in China. Each of these Marxist constructs had/have
their own variant on Marxism. North Korea has the Juche philosophy, Pol-Pot had the vision of an
agrarian commune, China had Maoism and the Soviet Union had Leninism and then Stalinism.
While there are small differences they tend to be about implementation, rather than ideology. All
these countries accepted the “Class struggle” narrative that Marx presents.
A narrative which is also en-vogue again, in the form of Feminism and Social Justice groups. In
feminism, Class is morphed into Gender, and with inter-sectional feminism, race, and various other
identities. The capitalism morphed into the Patriarchy, the Bourgeois morphed into “all men” and the
proletariat became #yesallwomen
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The trouble with the shoehorning, is that the Marxist classes can be proven to exist, and it is very
easy to determine who is worker and who is a capital owner. Not so much with feminism, unless the
movement is defined as “women against men”, however, this presents a problem with Rhetoric.
Unlike Marx who made it clear that capital owners were to be stripped of their capital, under threat of
force, feminists have been better at marketing.
The suffragettes get a good rep from history, few mention that they used a shaming campaign to get
young men to defend them in World War 1. Few people mention the racist undertones and sometimes
overt racist statements made by the suffragettes, and most of people in the western world agree that
giving women the vote was a good thing. The suffragettes had a measurable goal.
The second wave feminists, that fought for equal rights in the workplace, for a women’s right to selfdetermination, reproductive rights and sexual freedom were slightly less horrible than the
suffragettes, but they relied on the same set of shaming tactics. However, they did have somewhat of
a measurable goal.
Once feminism hits the third wave however it becomes very much influenced by the Marxist class
struggle and other Marxist ideals. The war is still for the equality of women to men, however the
pendulum has swung too far in the other direction and there are laws on the books giving women
rights that men do not have, while there are no legal rights that only men have. Women are attending
college in higher numbers than men, in the younger age groups women are making as much if not
more than their male counterparts. So, feminists are still working for equality, yet there are no goals
anymore that can give an answer to when the genders are equal.
This coincides very well with the Marxist notion of eternal revolution as outlined by Marx:

1. They can force the democrats to make inroads into as many areas of the existing
social order as possible, so as to disturb its regular functioning and so that the pettybourgeois democrats compromise themselves; furthermore, the workers can force the
concentration of as many productive forces as possible – means of transport, factories,
railways, etc. – in the hands of the state.
The approach to principle 1 by feminism, has been to push for feminist legislation. This includes
domestic violence (VAWA), Deadbeat dad laws, the recent turning of judicial process on its head
with “Yes means Yes” legislation, which puts the burden of proof on the accused.
Less severe approaches have been the implementation of stricter codes of conduct on social media
sites, under the guise of protecting women, but in order to silence opponents. The contradictory
nature of Marxism shines through in the feminist movement as well, in that feminists vehemently
oppose legislation to bring “government into the bedroom” when it defends reproductive rights or
gay marriage, yet invite government into the bedroom when it is about domestic violence, or consent.
Feminism will use government, and the threat of force it represents in the ultimate irony, when the
“strong independent woman who don’t need no man” uses the many men our police forces to put men
in prison for not paying child support.

2. They must drive the proposals of the democrats to their logical extreme (the
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democrats will in any case act in a reformist and not a revolutionary manner) and
transform these proposals into direct attacks on private property. If, for instance, the
petty bourgeoisie propose the purchase of the railways and factories, the workers must
demand that these railways and factories simply be confiscated by the state without
compensation as the property of reactionaries. […] The demands of the workers will
thus have to be adjusted according to the measures and concessions of the democrats
This may appear less applicable as it is about property rights, yet if you replace the word “private
property” with “men”. Domestic violence legislation is a great example of where a good legislation
has fallen victim to the feminist narrative. The narrative is so pervasive, that when people hear the
word “domestic violence” they think “man beating his wife”, despite the fact that according to the
CDC, more men than women are victims of partner violence. [1] VAWA says it very clearly,
“violence against women is more important than violence against men”.
There are now so called “Rape shield laws”, the absurdity of which is evident, if applied to a different
scenario, “Investment fraud shield law” “In accordance with the investment fraud law, my client’s
alleged history of defrauding people for the past 25 years cannot be mentioned.”
The key here is that in true Marxist fashion, feminism is using the state very effectively to push an
agenda that is damaging to males.
I know feminism is about equality, that is after all the dictionary definition. However, equality itself
is a rather hard term to define outside of mathematics.
However, Marcus Aurelius writes in “Meditations”
“Of each particular thing ask: what is it in itself? What is its nature?”
With Feminism this is a complex question, because it is a highly diverse ideology, however if one
observes what has been the approach, what legislation has been passed and what actions have been
taken by feminists.
I put the question to the reader, is feminism about equality, or is it the “feminism is about gender
equality” definition, a clever Marxist strategy?
[1] http://www.saveservices.org/2012/02/cdc-study-more-men-than-women-victims-of-partner-abuse/
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The concept of reproductive rights
February 17, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The debate about reproductive rights, has
been going on since the Teheran proclamation in 1968. [1]
Some of the language is interesting, a man “gets a woman pregnant” whereas a woman “gets
pregnant” If a woman doesn’t want the responsibility of children, she has multiple outs, if a man
doesn’t want a child, he is told to be abstinent or get minor surgery. If he gets a child anyway, he is
told to man up, and stop being a deadbeat dad or get put in jail. If a man over 30 sleeps with one of
his students and gets her pregnant, he’s sent off to jail. If a woman over 30 sleeps with one of her
students, and gets pregnant, she can sue for child support. [2]
Reproductive rights for women
Reproductive rights for women has been and still is a heated issue in the public discourse but it has
made great strides since 1968. Since then we have had Row vs Wade [3], and the birth control pill.
There is no doubt that “the pill” was a major step as it allowed women complete control of the timing
of their pregnancies. The contraceptive options for women have only expanded since “the pill” came
on the market [4] and now include everything from female condoms to patches, and shots.
There is also the second line of defense, the morning after pill, and the other options available such as
Ella and an IUD. [5] These are effective for up to 5 days after unproctected sex.
Then there is the last line of defense, the always controversial abortions. Apparantly there are two
kinds, medical and in-clinic. [6] The abortion pill is an option up to 10 weeks into the pregnancy. Inclinic abortion, is an option until 10 – 12 weeks depending on legislation in the country.
So based on the preceding facts. Reproductive rights and control is granted to women in 4 layers.
Step 1: Birth Control.
Step 2: Morning after pill. (It should also be noticed that the woman makes this decision for both her
and the man)
Step 3: Keep or not keep. (It should also be noticed that the woman makes this decision for both her
and the man)
Step 4: To give up for adoption or not give up for adoption. (It should also be noticed that the woman
makes this decision for both her and the man)
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This means that for a woman:
A) Consent to sex is not consent to become a parent.
B) Consent to carry a pregnancy to term is not consent to take on the legal duties associated with
parenthood.
Male reproductive rights:
While reproductive rights and contraceptives have made a lot of progress since 1968 for women, very
little has been done for men. There has been talk of a male pill and gel you inject into the vas
deferens that would be reversible, but nothing has materialized. I suppose if I were to sum up the
progress in men’s birth control in the past 40 years, there are a lot of funny condoms out there now
[9]
For men, there are 3 forms of birth control:
1. Condoms
2. Vasectomy
3. Abstinence.
Condoms are easy however, one could argue that taking a simple pill every morning would be easier.
They are fairly cheap and when used correctly they are highly effective. In addition to guarding
against pregnancy, they also protect from STDs. Some of the issues related to condoms, are issues of
comfort, the need to put them on correctly in order for them to be maximally effective, damaged
product or product that has gone by the “use by” date.
A vasectomy is a surgery where the the vas deferens are cut and sealed. It’s permanent, so only an
option for those men who are absolutely certain that they do not want children. It is considered minor
surgery, you’ll need to ice your privates for a few days, retesting is required to make sure the surgery
was effective, and as I said, it is permanent. The surgery can be reversed, but there is no certainty that
it will work.
Abstinence, the option that is often the least probable and abstinence programs have a history of not
working very well. [7] Secondly, consider the reaction if suggesting the same to a woman,
considering you get “slut walks” and are accused of being a misogynist rape-applogist for merely
suggesting that being in the bad part of town, drunk off you ass, at 3am while wearing 6 inch heels
and a miniskirt, may be a case of increasing accumulating risk.
Once the sex is over with, there are no second line or third line defenses for the man.
This means that for a man; consent to sex is consent to become a parent and and acceptance of
the duties that come with being a parent.
This would indicate the following:
Males have less reproductive rights than women, in that their decision to engage in sexual
intercourse, consists of 3 simultaneous levels of consent.
A) To have sex
B) To accept the possibility of becoming a parent.
C) To accept the legal and financial ramifications if he becomes a parent.
For a woman, she makes 5 separate decisions, at differing points in time. The male makes 1 decision.
How can this be resolved?
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Step 1: is equal, both genders have the choice to use birth control.
Step 2: Is not applicable to the male, as there is no “morning after” pill for him.
Step 3: Is not applicable to the male as he has no say in whether an abortion is performed or not.
Step 4: Can be made applicable to both genders, as giving a child up for adoption is the process
whereupon the woman’s parental rights and duties are surrendered to the state. This is the equivalent
of the man signing away his parental rights and duties.
With the solution in Step 4, the model for male consent would include 2 distinct types of consent:
A) Consent to have sex.
B) Consent to become a parent.
The female model also has 2 distinct types of consent:
A) Consent to have sex.
B) Consent to become a parent. However, this consent is spread across time and method.
This gives equal reproductive rights to both genders.
This does create a bind though. Because anyone who argues that for men, consent to sex is also
consent to become a parent, cannot possibly support abortion or giving a child up for adoption.
Because that means treating men and women differently when it comes to reproductive rights.
And treating people differently based on gender is sexism.
Sources:
[1] https://web.archive.org/web/20071017025912/http://www.unhchr.ch/html/menu3/b/b_tehern.htm
[2]
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2014/09/02/statutory-rape-victim-child-support/1495396
5/#
[3] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Roe_v._Wade
[5] https://www.plannedparenthood.org/learn/birth-control
[6] https://www.plannedparenthood.org/learn/birth-control/morning-after-pill-emergency-contracepti
on
[7] https://www.plannedparenthood.org/learn/abortion
[8]http://www.siecus.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.ViewPage&PageID=1195
[9] http://www.sayitwithacondom.com/pre-designed-condoms/funny-condoms
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The Axiomatic effect on perception
February 20, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In occasional debates you
end up in an axiomatic Mexican stand-off, where both parties are fundamentally disagreeing on topic,
because of the axioms that influence their perception. You may also find yourself in a line of work
you hate, yet you keep being in for year after year. Maybe you want to get laid more, but buying
flowers and dinners isn’t working. It could be that you want to be in better shape, or perhaps get more
education. Your success or failure in these endeavors come from the axioms that inform not only how
you make decisions, but in how you see the world.
An axiom is defined by Merriam-Webster as:
1. : a maxim widely accepted on its intrinsic merit
2. : a statement accepted as true as the basis for argument or inference :postulate 1
3. : an established rule or principle or a self-evident truth
All of these definitions work for the argument, I’m making in this post. However for clarity the
definition I will use is number 3. The axioms and maxims that we all internalize inform our
perception in that they affect the way we interpret and reason about what we observe (note that I
include read, see, hear, as a part of observation here).
To give an example of my own internalized axioms, it’s evolution by natural selection. I have
internalized that as a general rule, that our world is ruled by an evolutionary imperative where every
organism on this planet is in competition with each other, and with themselves, in order to continue
existing.
This informs my thinking on a range of different topics, from philosophy and political science to
economics and science. In science (ideally) good ideas thrive and grow, bad ideas are weeded out,
through peer-reviews and critiques. In economics, good economies thrive and bad ones either change
(China) or collapse (Soviet Union). In nature species that are optimally adapted to an environment
thrive, species that are not adapted die out. That is unless the mechanisms are not allowed to work
due to forces working to restrict them. This doesn’t mean that the mechanism will never work again,
it just means it will work much more ruthlessly once it is able to, as Nassim Nicholas Taleb writes in
his book “Antifragile”.
How our internal axioms come to exist
Our first axioms are learned in childhood, if we cry as babies, mommy shows up, so we cry when we
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want attention, want food, want to be changed or are in pain. When a man hits puberty and asks the
question “How do I get a girl to like me” the answer(s) he gets is likely to create multiple axioms that
can make or break his romantic aspirations.
The answer “Be nice, listen to her and pay for her meal(s)” creates 3 new axioms:
In order to get a girl I have to be nice
In order to get a girl I have to listen to her
In order to get a girl I have to pay for her meals.
These 3 set up performance requirements for the male, so that he may show that he’s worthy of the
female. If he does not “get” the female, it follows that he is the problem for not fulfilling the
requirements.
Other people may internalize other axioms and this influences their perception of systems. One could
argue that Karl Marx’s perception of the class struggle, is correct given his internal axioms, but is
incorrect when compared to the internal axioms of Friedrich Hayek. Each individual has a range of
axioms that stem from socialization, from education, from reasoning by themselves, and these axioms
can be true, they can be false, and their core characteristic is that they influence us often
subconsciously.
Take the example of the Marxist and the Capitalist. Where the Marxist sees a capital owner stealing
money from the worker because the workers aren’t paid the full value of their labour. A Capitalist
sees that a Capital owner makes the workers able to be paid for their labor, which is valued according
to the going rate for that profession in the open marketplace. These are two very different
interpretations of the same situation.
Thomas Kuhn wrote a few books on the topic of interpretation of evidence in science renders science
ultimately a relativist discipline, as each researcher brings their subjective axioms, fields of
knowledge and ways of thinking with them in their interpretation. This is somewhat combated in
positivist methodology by the structures used to curb subjectivity.
The incompatible axioms
However, once you reach an impasse of incompatible axioms, no further discussion is possible,
unless one party reforms their axioms to be compatible. An example of this would be “Free speech”
vs “Blasphemy laws“, these cannot coexist, because they contradict each other. If you have absolute
free speech, you cannot have a law that outlaws certain types of speech, and if you have a law that
prohibits certain types of speech, then you cannot have free speech.
A shared basic understanding of principles is the lubricant of productive arguments, as it sets up the
metrics used to measure the value of an idea, what is required in order to communicate an idea, and
the requirements in order for something to be considered. Examples of them would be; “what works
the best” (utilitarian), “precise language and agreed upon definitions” and “Avoiding subjective and
emotional reasoning“.
If I’m relying on the legal definition of harassment, and your definition is whatever feels like
harassment to you, odds are that the only time our Venn-diagrams will overlap is what your definition
overlaps with mine.
Deciding which axiom to keep
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Which axiom is the right one? Your decision will again depend on your internalized axioms. In my
case, some of the general axioms I tend to rely on are:
Ocham’s Razer – The solution that leads to the fewest new questions is the right one.
Utilitarianism – Does it work and is it useful?
Evolutionary imperative – Does this give an advantage and in what contexts?
I’m sure there are others that I’m not aware of, and there are others that I will not mention here.
However, I’m going to show this in practice by returning to the young nice guy I mentioned earlier.
Now our teenage nice guy, is the perfect nice guy, he is there when she needs a shoulder to cry on
when her boyfriend dumps her, he is there when she needs to complain about her boyfriend, he never
forgets her birthday, buys her gifts, and meals. Then one night after a year or so, he makes a move,
and gets a reaction akin to “Aww, you are such a great guy, you would be PERFECT for someone
else, but I don’t want to ruin our friendship”
In this case, the young man has invested heavily in the axioms and patterns of behavior that did not
work. Therefore it fails the utilitarian point. As it did not work, it also fails the evolutionary point in
the context. In embryo, it fails the evolutionary point more strongly than anything, because of the cost
he has endured for no reward.
One of the axioms some of you may have noticed in this context, is that the young man has one that
is based on reciprocity. The concept of reciprocity from an evolutionary standpoint is that if one
organism aids another, the other aids the former. To make it simple to follow, in a society you have
As, Bs and Cs.
A: Does not reciprocate.
B: Does reciprocate
C: Does reciprocate but only after the other performs the action.
A society full of Bs work as long as there are just Bs. However, the second you get an A in this
society, then the A who gets from B, but does not reciprocate has an advantage because of saved
resources. This means that over time there will be nothing except As left, as they have a breeding
advantage. However, once you introduce Cs, the As behavior is curtailed by the Cs and over time the
Cs have the advantage, because they will never be exploited like the Bs. There is a much more
expanded argument in Richard Dawkins’ book “The Selfish Gene” [2] a reading on Axelrod’s
tournament in game theory on “Tit for Tat” is also highly applicable. [3]
The take-away is that the young man’s axiom on reciprocity should be changed to; Reciprocate after
someone has made an investment. I.E reward good behavior, rather than expect good behavior to
come from rewards given by you.
The alterations and extinction of poor axioms is central to “Red Pill” thinking, and a major topic in
the manosphere, under many names. The more you can align your axioms and thus your perception
of reality, the more clearly you can make the evolutionary and utilitarian tests of your axioms.
By ridding your mind of axioms that stop you from becoming your best self, and replacing them with
axioms that support your work, you will find much more progress.
[1] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/axiom
[2]
http://www.amazon.com/Selfish-Gene-Anniversary—-Introduction/dp/0199291152/ref=sr_1_1?ie=U
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TF8&qid=1455986535&sr=8-1&keywords=The+Selfish+gene
[3] https://cs.stanford.edu/people/eroberts/courses/soco/projects/1998-99/game-theory/axelrod.html
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Musings on Stoicism
February 22, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Stoicism and to be stoic are some things that I’ve come
across in many situations, but there seems to be a common misconception that creates a lot of
problems for people. We are told that “men do not show emotion” and thus that the things certain
people perceive as “wrong” about men is that unlike women, men do not outwardly show emotion.
This is often referred to as men being “stoic” the calm outside concealing the volcano underneath the
surface. This is a misrepresentation of stoicism at its core. However it is a common one in the
western world.
The simple definition of stoic from Merriam-Webster is:
a person who accepts what happens without complaining or showing emotion [1]
However if we look at the full definition of the term, from the same source we get the
following definition:
capitalized : a member of a school of philosophy founded by Zeno of Citium about 300 b.c.
holding that the wise man should be free from passion, unmoved by joy or grief, and
submissive to natural law [1]
This is a much more accurate definition as the implicit here is control , not absence. If we compare it
to a quote by Marcus Aurelius in meditations [2] the differences start to show up:
“If you are distressed by anything external, the pain is not due to the thing itself, but to your
estimate of it; and this you have the power to revoke at any moment.”
Here he states that any emotions that arise from something outside of you, the pain (emotion) is not
because of the external but because of your own reaction to it. You have control over your reactions,
therefore control of your emotions. This is emphasizing not an absence but a control.
This is further supported by Seneca [3]:
“It is the power of the mind to be unconquerable.”
This is emphasizing the control over the self, not of the external world. The stoics saw that a man
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should rely on reason, concentration and reflection to transform his emotions so that he could see the
world through clear perception and inner calm. The western bastardization confuses the outer calm,
with the inner calm, in essence sees calmness as being skin-deep. Which, of course I could draw back
to modern western culture being excessively image oriented.
One of the few modern writers that have shown an understanding of Stoicism is the writer Nassim
Nicholas Taleb who writes:
“A Stoic is someone who transforms fear into prudence, pain into transformation, mistakes
into initiation, and desire into undertaking.”
This is the essence of stoicism, not the absence of emotions but transforming emotions into action,
and keeping a clear head while doing so . The three quotes together have 3 major points:
A) Do not let the external dictate your internal state. (Aurelius)
B) Keep control of your inner self. (Seneca)
C) Transform the emotions you feel into action. (Taleb)
The core essence thus, is to be aware of your emotions (so that you can control them) you cannot
control that which you are not aware of. Maintain control of your inner self and utilize the capacities
for reasoned judgement and self-control to transform inner turmoil to inner calm by engaging in
external actions with the internal unrest as fuel.
“When force of circumstance upsets your equanimity, lose no time in recovering your selfcontrol, and do not remain out of tune longer than you can help. Habitual recurrence to the
harmony will increase your mastery of it.” Marcus Aurelius – Meditations [2]
This clearly states that you will lose your composure, but that the importance lays in not only
regaining it, but retraining yourself in such a way that you gain mastery in regaining it.
This is echoed by Epictetus when he writes:
“Remember, it is not enough to be hit or insulted to be harmed, you must believe that you
are being harmed. If someone succeeds in provoking you, realize that your mind is
complicit in the provocation. Which is why it is essential that we not respond impulsively to
impressions; take a moment before reacting, and you will find it easier to maintain control.”
[4]
This also introduces perception as a much more central tenet of the philosophy. That by halting
reaction and our impulsive natures, we can react more in a manner that strengthens our control and
influence on the external. I spoke more extensively on this in my post on how axioms affect
perception.
The modern value of stoicism and the connection to the Red Pill philosophy
We live in a society where the external can influence us on a much more broad and constant level
than ever before in human history. Where the ancient philosophers may be familiar with conflicts in
their own back yard, or arguments with their own neighbors. We are perpetually assaulted by external
impressions in the form of 24/7 news broadcasts, websites and social media.
We hear about wars and conflicts in lands that most of us would be unable to place on a map, we are
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assailed by constant judgment and opinion on what, how and why we should be. This is where
stoicism as a philosophy allows you to transform this never before eclipsed rush of sensory
impression into action and force.
Perhaps the greatest benefit stoicism can afford to the modern man, is that it allows you to mimic the
benefits of the Dark triad outlined by such authors as Kevin Dutton [5]. Once the other party loses
control of their emotion, while you remain rational, you have obtained an advantage.
I will leave you with one of the strongest quotes I have ever heard, from one of the great stoics of
modern times, Otto Frank.
“There are no walls, no bolts, no locks that anyone can put on your mind.”
[1] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/stoic
[2]
http://www.amazon.com/Meditations-Thrift-Editions-Marcus-Aurelius/dp/048629823X/ref=sr_1_1?i
e=UTF8&qid=1456063446&sr=8-1&keywords=meditations
[3]
http://www.amazon.com/Stoic-Philosophy-Seneca-Essays-Letters/dp/0393004597/ref=sr_1_4?ie=UT
F8&qid=1456063471&sr=8-4&keywords=seneca+stoicism
[4]
http://www.amazon.com/Art-Living-Classical-Happiness-Effectiveness/dp/0061286052/ref=sr_1_1?i
e=UTF8&qid=1456064797&sr=8-1&keywords=classical+manual+on+happiness%2C+virtue
[5]
http://www.amazon.com/Wisdom-Psychopaths-Saints-Killers-Success/dp/0374533989/ref=sr_1_1?ie
=UTF8&qid=1456065600&sr=8-1&keywords=the+wisdom+of+psychopaths
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The economics of gender relations
February 27, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Certain fields within the social sciences are rapidly
becoming comical in their “research” and the mountains of bias that enter into their research. Luckily,
economics is still regarded as a valid field, despite including such things as “Marxist economics”.
The economic analysis of relationships between persons and groups can be viewed as a lens without
the normal emotional aspects one would normally include in an analysis of a relationship. There is an
argument that analysis of a relationship tend to take on phenomenological and qualitative methods
rather than being subjected to positivism and quantitative methods. (Read more on research methods
here)
Despite this, it is fairly easy to calculate the value a person brings into your life in terms of dollars
and cents. If your girlfriend/wife/FWB cooks for you, and does so well (which is rare with modern
western women) that could be seen as an alternative to eating out, or cooking yourself.
Sex could be calculated in terms of the cost of hiring a professional, cleaning the same. This is the
first post in a series that I’ve entitled “Gendernomics” that deals with how each gender approaches
the sexual market place.
Value theory
There are two main value theories in economics, subjective and objective. Despite my general dislike
of the subjective in many cases, this is one where I think the subjective choice is the correct one.
Subjective value theory states that the value put on something is unique to the person, this is what
makes a deal work, because what I have is more valuable to the other person than what they have and
vice versa.
This is also how a “10” can be different from man to man.
Objective value theory states that all objects have a single value, this can be from the cost of
production, raw materials and many other factors.
This is how a male “10” is a 10 to all women.
In short, the subjective value theory of men, makes a group of men less likely to all be attracted to
one female. While objective value for women makes a group of women more likely to be attracted to
the same male.
This comes from that women are valued on their beauty and aspects that signal fertility. Out of those,
you have 1 subjective variable (beauty) and one objective variable (fertility).
For men, the 3 major categories are often protection, provision and good genetics. All 3 are objective
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variables that can be measured.
The effect of these different perceptions, impact the market of dick and pussy. It means that men as a
gender has a bigger market, since they are attracted to more females. It also means that a sub-group
of top ranking men enjoy a very big market because they are attractive to the largest group of
females.
It means that women as a gender have a smaller market of males, because there are fewer males they
are attracted to, and also means that the competition for those males is much more intense.

Hypergamy in 1 picture borrowed from rationalmale.com

For men, seeing as men are more subjective in their valuations of females, they can play in a much
larger market. Thus they can pick the market where they are the most likely to find success.
Supply and Demand
I remember reading a quote a long time ago, that went something akin to “Eggs are expensive, sperm
is cheap” this alludes to the fact that a woman has a finite amount of eggs, whereas any man
(provided not sterile or otherwise impaired) can produce plenty of sperm to procreate. The theory
here would be that you will always have a situation where there is always too few eggs to “absorb”
all the sperm, so it becomes a case of perpetual oversupply.
We can take this up on a higher level, and we can say that “Dick is plentiful, pussy is rare” but this is
not the case. Seen statistically, there are actually more women living on this planet than men, thus it
follows that pussy is more plentiful. The correct way to make the statement is “Dick is cheap, pussy
is expensive” which stems from the built-in sexual strategies.
Men have the Alpha strategy of fathering a lot of offspring with different women, and investing little
in each. There is also the Beta strategy of fathering fewer offspring with a single female, and
investing heavily in each.
Women only have the Beta strategy of fewer offspring but heavy investment.
To draw a picture, when our species lived among lions, several hundred thousand (and probably
more) years ago. The risk of sex for a man, can be summarized as:
In danger during sex.
Social consequences.
The risk for a woman, was not only being vulnerable during the act, but a pregnancy means she is
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less mobile, and less able to fend for herself for 9 months, plus the risk of death while giving birth.
Social consequences could also be added here.
This means that from an evolutionary standpoint, it makes sense that women would be more prone to
wanting to secure a male that will take care of- and protect them during those 9 months.
So, the supply of dick was high, the supply of pussy was low, therefore pussy became a very
expensive commodity.
Enter female contraceptives. Once the pill entered the market, women suddenly were able to enjoy
sex with minimal risk of pregnancy. These days, between the pill, morning after pill and abortion
pretty much available at a drive-through, there is no risk left for women engaging in sex.
On the other side, “deadbeat dad” laws, the lack of male reproductive rights, divorce laws, “Yes
means yes” laws, and a range of other legal changes have made it much more risky for men to engage
in sex. Knowing that you can sleep with someone today, and 12 years from now she can file for backchild support and you can end up it jail is a real deterrent.
This has the effect of making dick more expensive and pussy cheaper, as the supply of dick decreases
and the supply of pussy increases in the market.
Production costs
As I stated earlier the value of a man is based on his ability to protect, to provide and genetics. Out of
these, he can influence protection and provision.
He can improve his ability to protect by lifting weights, learning a martial art, learning the fine art of
diplomacy or Machiavellian thinking and many more. He can improve his ability to provide by
getting an education, a good job, running businesses and many others.
A man who is aware of red pill philosophy sees that he has everything to gain from engaging in these
self-betterment behaviors, as it will put him in the top 20% of males who have access to 80% of the
female market.
One could argue that “high value males” are made not born, and in producing themselves, high value
men show off genetics for many traits, such as deferred gratification, strength of will, intelligence,
ingenuity and many others.
Females on the other hand are valued based on their beauty and their fertility, only one of which they
can influence. Furthermore, while beauty can be influenced by clothing, make-up, training and plastic
surgery. The barriers to entry for 3 out of 4 are very low, meaning that all women could engage in
them. Plastic surgery on the other hand due to risks and costs have very high barriers to entry.
Furthermore, in viewing the marketplace for “good males” females should wonder whether an arms
race is healthy as it would risk devaluing pussy on a macro level, in order to realize gains for a few
suppliers on a micro level. Therefore, groups on the female side adopt an approach to lower the
expectations of men when it comes to female performance, resulting in lower investment costs.
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This approach insulates the female from risks, as she is trains her market to expect sub-par
performance until the sub-par becomes the par. This is why you see complaints against porn for
presenting an unrealistic image of sex, or females with normal body fat percentages as “Anorexic”
and get a size 90 on the cover of Sports Illustrated.
Investments
To expand on investment costs. A high value male, is a high value male because of the investment he
has made into himself combined with his genetics and his mindset. Any male will have a strategy to
get laid, generally it is somewhere on the Alpha-Beta axis. They both carry the same investment cost,
but it is invested differently.
Where the Alpha male invests in his own needs and adopts a mindset and a strategy that permits this,
such as the Dark Triad traits. The Beta male on the other hand invests in the female, expecting a
return. The Alpha strategy can be argued as a diversified strategy, where the alpha invests in himself,
and invests little in each female is he approaching. Thus lowering overall risk of his portfolio. Since
the Alphas main investment is in himself and his needs, he also secures that regardless of the
outcome he has increased his principal.
The Beta on the other hand is a highly concentrated strategy, that is illustrated by the idiom “Do not
put all of your eggs in one basket” The beta invests heavily in a single female, in the hope that the
investment will pay out equal to the Alpha over the long run. This strategy is somewhat absurd in that
it is both risk averse and extremely high risk. It is risk averse in that it is scared of diversification, but
it is high risk in that the Beta risks not only his investment but also his principal.
The Beta investment is also so larger in a single female, that he incurs a much higher opportunity cost
than the Alpha strategy. As the Alpha is spreading his (smaller) investments around in different
females, the opportunity cost incurred in each investment is smaller.
Conclusion/Summary
I’ve explained 4 basic principles of economics.
Supply & demand,
Value theory
Production costs
Investment theory
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These all interact with each other. For instance, social beauty norms can influence the value theory
and supply and demand variables. The production costs can influence the supply and demand
variables. Investment theory impacts the market as a whole depending on in what proportion a group
of males select either the Alpha or Beta strategies.
What attracted me to economics as a field many years ago, is that everything is interconnected and I
look forward to exploring the SMP and how economic theory within it works.
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The modern discourse, ethos and pathos.
March 1, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As I wrote in my short introduction to rhetoric, it consists of three
parts according to Aristotle, credibility (ethos) the emotion and psychology of the audience (pathos)
and the patterns of reasoning (logos). Out of those three aspects, one is focused on the message being
conveyed from the speaker to the listener, two are focused on “communications”. In this sense, we
can categorize the terms as:
Logos : The reasoned argument that is to be communicated.
Ethos: The credibility of the person presenting the argument.
Pathos: The ability of the speaker to communicate in a manner, which appeals to the emotions of the
audience and is adapted to their psychology.
An even simpler classification would be that the means to communicate is pathos and ethos, while
what is to be communicated is the end of the communication.
On ethos in modern discourse
In terms of credibility, it is to assess the speaker, “does this person live according to his message”, “Is
the person someone we should listen to based on their background?” it is totally unrelated to the
message itself. Now there are cases where ethos does play a major part, a Stephen Hawking on
physics, Richard Dawkins on evolutionary biology and Lawrence Krauss on mathematics. The hard
sciences is where value judgments have very little place and as a result, a background in the hard
sciences lend credibility.
In fields such as psychology, sociology and political science, the effect of a degree is less, because
the fields are “soft sciences” in that they do contain a higher degree of subjectivity and value
judgments. For instance, there are political scientists who support communism as an ideology, there
are political scientists that support capitalism, liberalism, feminism, authoritarianism, monarchy rule,
and every other system of governance, yet biologists agree on evolution as a general theory,
physicists agree on the theory of relativity, and mathematicians agree on how to perform longdivision.
The further a field gets from mathematics, the more subjective and value laden it gets. All the way
down to such academic heavyweight fields as “gender studies” and “art criticism”. Listening to an
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MD over a mechanic makes sense if you’re having health issues, not if your breaks are not working.
Listening to a political scientist or politician, may not mean you get a better or worse answer to a
governance perspective than listening to an autodidact.
Who is to say that the person with a degree in political science hasn’t followed a specific curriculum
that means including and excluding certain sources and books, based on the preference of a professor,
or professors. Marxist-Leninist philosophy used to be required for all University students behind the
Iron Curtain. Many Universities teach neoclassical economics, but in doing so exclude both Marxist,
Keynesian and Austrian economics to varying degrees. An autodidact who takes foundation classes,
and reads a large selection of varied literature on a topic, may have a more well-rounded education
within a topic.
On pathos in modern discourse
A second focus is on pathos, “does this person touch my heart”, “and does this person speak in words
that do not offend my sensibilities”, “is how the message is being conveyed tasteful to me”. It is also
unrelated to the message itself. It is merely a tool to make the pill go down a little bit easier, the sugar
to help the medicine go down. This is often what people refer to when they call someone a great
orator, or a great public speaker, it is their ability to pander to their audience, to appear to be the equal
or slightly above an audience, yet not speak down to them. To present a message in a manner where
feelings are prioritized over truth, and sensibilities are prioritized over clarity.
Tell tell signs of pathos in modern discourse is emotional appeals, hamstrung conditional logic,
distancing words, identity politics and a lack of clarity. People often accuse politicians of lying but
they are not lying, they are just presenting their message in a way that would have the least potential
for the highest amount of people to take offense.
That’s why politicians say things like:
“I’m complete in favor of the second amendment; however I think extended magazines need to be
outlawed”
Instead of being honest and just saying
“I think Europe and Canada have a better approach to firearms regulations as proven by statistics”
Then people accuse them of lying once they get into office and act in accordance with their own
views. Pathos is falsehood, action is truth.
On logos in modern discourse
The role of logos in any discourse, is to be what is to be communicated as initially stated.
Communication for the sake of communication is “small talk” where you discuss the weather and
what you got for Christmas. Or you ask, “how is the wife and kids” without really caring.
In a true debate, it starts with a reasoned argument, that is then communicated through the speakers
credibility and the ability of the speaker to arouse the emotions and passions of an audience. This
puts the main weight on the idea to be communicated (the end) and less weight on how and by whom
it is communicated (the means).
Logos in and of itself is the formulation of a reasoned argument, based on logical validity and
soundness, it is the birth of a new idea or the reformulation of an existing idea.
Unfortunately, in the age of 140 character limits, 30 second attention spans and catch phrases, the
role of logos has lost the glory it once held. The focus is on how an idea sounds and the charisma of
who speaks it rather than how reasoned it is. This can be demonstrated by things like:
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The wage gap – Dis-proven by economists yet maintained as a talking point. “Women earn
within 2% of men, and in some cases more than men” is just less effective as a talking point.
[1] [2] [3]
1/4 women will be raped or sexually assaulted in college – Sounds very good, because 1/30 or
1/40 plus the wholly definition of sexual assault these days just sounds bad. [4] [5]
The Western World hates women – Because pointing out that women have a range of legal
benefits and protective legislations that men do not undermines your case. [6] [7]
Women are harassed more than men online – A great talking point and grounds for protection
and censorship but blatantly false. [4]
In conclusion
In order to act as an intellectual with integrity, logos has to be the focus of your arguments, the logic
and the facts you are trying to communicate. However, as I’ve argued before, logos is not the most
effective for persuasion or pandering to an audience. I read an article recently by Illimitableman
where he handles conventional logic vs Machiavellian logic, which is useful reading, as those who
are high in one are rarely high in the other.
[1] http://www.wsj.com/articles/the-wage-gap-myth-that-wont-die-1443654408
[2]
http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/harvard-prof.-takes-down-gender-wage-gap-myth/article/2580
405
[3] Economic facts and fallacies – Thomas Sowell
[4] http://www.iwf.org/news/2432517/One-in-Four-Rape-myths-do-injustice-too
[5] Who Stole Feminism – Christina Hoff-Sommers
[6] https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/vawa_factsheet.pdf
[7] http://thoughtcatalog.com/janet-bloomfield/2014/08/5-legal-rights-women-have-that-men-dont/
[8] http://www.pewinternet.org/2014/10/22/online-harassment/
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Exploring the Sexual market value
March 2, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
I first heard of sexual market value or SMV when I started reading Rollo Tomassi. It figures
prominently in his books “The Rational Male” and “The Rational Male: Preventative medicine”. In
short, the theory is that women and men peak differently in regards to their value on the sexual
market. While women are primarily valued based on beauty and fertility, their rise and decline is
rapid, with a peak at 25. Where as the rise of the male is slower, yet declines more slowly. As
illustrated by the following graph:

SMV Curve from Therationamale.com

As you can see, the male starts out much lower value, but at approximately 30 years old the SMV
values intersect and the male’s value increases to beyond that of the female.
The impetus for writing this article came from a criticism of the curve that I found on
hookingupsmart [2] . The criticism presents a range of arguments, and I will address them in correct
order.
The first one draws from a study of 3000 Canadians of all ages and concludes:
Participants with stronger fears about being single were more likely to stay in relationships they were
unhappy with – and more likely to date people who weren’t good for them, the researchers concluded
in a paper published in the Journal of Personality and Social Psychology. [3]
The first challenge with this data is the sample size. A sample of 3000 people is hardly a
representative sample of the population the SMV is attempting to address of 7 billion people.
Secondly, it is a circular argument. People who fear being single are more likely to settle in order to
not to be single. This is the equivalent of saying “People who fear flying, are more likely to avoid
flying”
Thirdly, likelihood to settle doesn’t play into the alpha fux, beta bux, dynamic in the expected way,
since a beta male is just as likely to settle as the female. So it is to be expected that both genders
would be roughly equal to settle. Beta males who are deprived of female “attention” over-invest in
single females, and are especially prone to settling down too soon. Females at least tend to ride the
carousel for a while in their 20s, the beta male is more likely to be serially monogamous through his
twenties, only to marry in his late 20s and early 30s.
“People doing statistics badly”
The author also cites another blogger by the name of “Midnight in the Garden of Epsilon and Delta”
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who makes a few arguments as well. [4]
1. This graph is entirely subjective speculation sans any sort of data. This is a fact pointed out by
a variety of people.
Yes and no. There are a lot of sources out there for male and female fertility, and most of them agree
that by age 35 the fertility of the human female falls drastically up until the age of 45 where there is a
50 – 80% chance that no live birth will take place. [5,6] The fertility of the human male on the other
hand declines much more slowly. [7]
The subjective aspect comes in the form of other variables that are not stated in the construction of
the graph. For instance, “Beauty” will always be a subjective variable.
In an appeal to logic, there is no problem to argue that in a market place of mating, that fertility will
undoubtedly play a major part of a person’s value, and as male fertility declines slower, this will
naturally cause male values to decline slower. If we use the variables of physical beauty for females
and wealth for men, beauty tend to depreciate where wealth accumulates.
The second argument made is:
2) No axis labels. Petty but true.
I always love when the second argument against numbers is their formatting. Moving on.
3) For a graph that is supposedly an average over time, there should be a non-zero value (including
for women) out to at least the average life expectancy. Which, last time I checked, was around 78.
I actually somewhat agree with this argument. Even though, the subject of the graph is sexual market
value, and the argument could be made that the entry time into the sexual market place is once a
woman has menarche and a man can produce ejaculate that can impregnate said woman. A value
prior to this, would be a “projected sexual market value“. Another argument could be made that once
someone can no longer become pregnant or impregnate, their value goes to zero.
4) What are the units of sexual value and how is it computed? It strikes me that averaging
preferences is closely related to at least some of the literature on what we in the US would call
alternative voting schemes, in particular preference voting. The OkCupid data from further down
seems like the closest to sort of preference vote data which would seem applicable. As Mrs. Walsh
points out, the data doesn’t support the model.
Here is the OKcupid graph:
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Graph from Okcupid

This graph does support parts of the graph posted at rationalmale.com. It does support that women
“peak” earlier than men, and that the decline of women is more rapid than that of men. The start of
the decline seem to match up quite closely, in both graphs. Around 26 years of age, the lines cross
and men are dominant until the line ends at 48.
As the graph stands, it does support Mr. Tomassi’s graph for women, it fails to do so for men. If the
claim that men peak in SMV at the tender age of 35, then it follows that the highest portion of
OKcupid users should be interested in a man aged around 35, not a man aged 27.
There are 3 potential reasons for this:
A) OkCupid is not representative of the general population.
I tried to do some research on this but despite all the stats available, I struggled with finding any user
demographics except this chart:
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OKCupid user distribution

If we look at the demographic, it lines up very nicely with the other graph of attractiveness rating.
Like being interested in like. Or arguably, a large part of the male pool interested in a small part of
the female pool (20 – 24) and a large part of the female pool interested in men 22 – 26. Another
interesting observation is that most of the user base is aged 22 – 26.
When we compare this to the latest data I could find on the U.S population the two are very different.
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U.S population pyramid.

This means that the market Mr. Tomassi is referring to, is a very different market demographically
speaking than the market used in the criticisms. From a marketing perspective, demographics are
vitally important. The reason for the SMV peak of men at 35, rather than 26 in the original SMV
chart is that a male aged approximately 35 appeals to a very wide market segment. From a “buyer”
perspective, he is also a sell-able piece of merchandise in that segment.
My take on the topic
The curve from therationalmale.com is a curve that shows market value. Market value can be
translated into 2 variables: Supply and Demand. Approaching the variables using pure logic, and
supply & demand theory would indicate that:
A) Females experience a curve that sharply increases between ages 15 and 23 and then declines. This
indicates that from ages 15 to 23, there is a shift in either supply (the supply becomes smaller) or
demand (demand becomes higher) or both.
Mathematically the increase for females is as follows:
15 – 23; 5; 10; 100%
B) Males experience a curve that rises both slower, but also in a different manner. The male curve
rises sharply from age 15 to 25, then rises at a slower rate until age 30, and then increases rapidly to
age 37, when it begins to decline at an even, but somewhat slower rate than that of females. This
indicates that reduction in supply or increases in demand happen at intermittent times (15 – 23, 30 –
37).
Mathematically the increase is as follows for men:
15 – 23; 1 – 3.8; 280%
24 – 30; 3.8 – 5; 31.58%
31 – 37; 5 – 10; 100%
The comparison between the two is that the female rise to SMV max is done in 8 years and is a
12.5% increase per year during those years. Male SMV rises in periods over 22 years with an annual
increase of 39.13% per year.
The rise from the middle (SMV 5) to the peak (SMV 10) is identical between both genders, being an
increase of 14.29% over a span of 6 years.
I’m tempted to ascribe the problems with the increases in the mathematics because the author omitted
the rise in female SMV from 1 – 5, and starts females off with an SMV of 5 at age 15 vs a male SMV
of 1 at age 15.
I also took into account the point from the blogger, and decided that the lowest SMV any gender can
have is 1.
If we look at the decline, females decline from 10 to 0 at 60.
Males decline from 10 to 1 at age 70.
Thus the female decline is done in the span of 37 years at a rate of 2.43% per year.
The male decline is done in the span of 33 years at a rate of 2.73% Thus males actually decline in
value from the peak at a faster rate than females do.
So, based on these numbers I made a new graph:
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Full SMV graph

As you can see the graphs do line up, however males are delayed in roughly 15 years compared to
females. The female SMV correlates with female fertility by age [5, 6] and the male SMV correlates
with when a man in a modern life should be reaching achievement milestones.
If we look up age disparity in marriage [7] in the US (similar patterns exist in Australia [9] and the
UK [10]
33.2% of marriages are where husband and wife are both within 1 year of each other.
33.7% of marriages the husband is 2 – 5 years older than his wife.
9.8% of marriages have the wife 2 – 5 years older than the husband.
The average age of a first marriage in the US is 29 for men, 27 for women [11] in the UK it’s 33 for
men, 30 for women [12]. Is it coincidental that the countries where the proposed hypergamy and CC
are allowed to run the most free, the average marriage takes place right around the time where the
male SMV is about to eclipse the female SMV?
From a male perspective his ideal mate based on fertility alone should be between 20 and 24 years
old, definitely no older than 32. In order to take advantage of max SMV, the male should be in his
mid to late 30s. However, the question is that if females ride the carousel during their prime years,
wouldn’t a male be best advised to take advantage of his peak SMV in the same manner?
If this was actually done, a male from 35 – 37 would marry a woman 15 years his junior, but this only
makes up 6.4% of marriages.
If we approach it from a market perspective, the female is quickly dropping in demand, while supply
is increasing of marriage ready women in their late 20s and early 30s, at the same time a new supply
of young women at or near their SMV peak.
Whereas for men, the supply of eligible bachelors with no severe financial or emotional baggage is
rapidly decreasing, at the same time as demand is going up not only from the women who after their
“fun years” in their twenties are getting ready to get married and have a family. But also from a new
supply of young women who are ready to have their fun with an older man.
However, the men of the same age as the female have yet to come into their peak SMV, and are
coming off the female’s peak in SMV, where they have observed and lived the female in high
demand, and their own low demand and are thus seduced by the shift.
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Think of it like buying an Iphone, lets say an Iphone 19 costs $500. You buy the phone not knowing
that a new model is coming out that will then cost $500, and that the model you purchased will be
reduced to $350. In this case, you either paid $150 too much for the old model, or you could have
gotten a new and better model for the same money.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] Therationalmale.com
[2]
http://www.hookingupsmart.com/2013/12/05/relationshipstrategies/beta-bux-myth-debunked-science
/
[3]
http://www.theglobeandmail.com/life/the-hot-button/settling-for-someone-because-you-fear-being-si
ngle-youre-not-alone/article15773294/
[4] https://epsilongardener.wordpress.com/2013/12/05/people-doing-statistics-badly-1/
[5]http://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/index.jsp?action=download&o=29271
[6] https://dx.doi.org/10.1093%2Fhumrep%2Fdeh304
[7] http://www.census.gov/hhes/families/files/cps2013/tabFG3-all.xls
[8] http://www.indexmundi.com/united_states/age_structure.html
[9]
http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/2f762f95845417aeca25706c00834efa/a8d1bea8a2ff1b
33ca2570ec001b0dc3!OpenDocument
[10]http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/population-trends-rd/population-trends/no–132–summer-2008/age
-differences-at-marriage-and-divorce.pdf
[11]
http://www.theatlantic.com/sexes/archive/2013/03/getting-married-later-is-great-for-college-educated
-women/274040/
[12]
http://w3.unece.org/pxweb/Dialog/varval.asp?ma=052_GEFHAge1stMarige_r&ti=Mean+Age+at+Fi
rst+Marriage+by+Sex%2C+Country+and+Year&path=../DATABASE/Stat/30-GE/02Families_households/&lang=1
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Gendernomics: A deeper look at supply and demand
March 3, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In my gendernomics series, I reference supply
and demand theory a lot, and will continue to do so in future posts, as it is my argument that many
behaviors are linked to this basic economic function. To serve as a foundational post, I figured a
deeper look at supply and demand was in order, even though many of us understand it intuitively.
The fundamental variables considered in supply and demand are quantity and price for two different
variables. The quantity is normally displayed on the horizontal axis, and the price on the vertical axis,
the intersections between these two variables on the Cartesian plane, form a curve. A supply and
demand graph is usually built to cover a single product, but they can also cover entire sectors or
groups of products if the data is comparable.
The Demand curve is usually downward sloping, meaning that as price goes up, demand goes down.
This is a result of a few different things, but primarily that fewer people have the funds to make a
purchase, or they elect to buy substitute products.
The Supply curve is usually upwards sloping, meaning that as price goes up, supply goes up. This is
due to the fact that more suppliers of a good will be willing to supply it if it commands a higher price,
due to higher margins. It also tends to mean that producers who previously could not compete within
the product area, will become competitive.

Supply and Demand
As you can see from the illustration a standard supply and demand graph is made up of a line that
goes up (supply) and a line that goes down (demand) on the vertical axis (Price) and the horizontal
axis (quantity) the intersection of these lines is called the “equilibrium”. The equilibrium is the point
where demand and supply intersect, and thus the level that “clears the market” or to put it in other
words, it is the point where you have a perfect alignment with how much to make at what price to
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sell everything you make. Price elasticity affects the supply and demand graph is a factor that says
something about how much of a change in price affects the demand for that product. A product is said
to be price elastic if a change in price does not affect quantity demanded. A product is said to be price
inelastic if the quantity demanded is heavily affected by the change in price.
Substitute products affect the demand for a product in that if there are many alternatives to a product,
consumers tend to switch over to a cheaper version of the same thing. If lets say the price of bread
goes up, but pasta or rice has the price go down, then people are likely to switch over to use an
alternative source of carbohydrates. Giffen goods are an exception to classic supply and demand, and
are goods that has an inverse relationships with price elasticity, in that they actually become more in
demand as the price increases. Examples of such items are luxury goods such as high quality
watches, high end cars, brand name whiskey and Tom Ford suits.
The supply side on the other hand, may also be inelastic or elastic. However, a more important factor
is how rapidly a change in price is reflected in quantity supplied. This is a function of the product
characteristics. For instance, during WW2, America was able to mass produce combat vehicles fairly
rapidly, as a result of converting factories that already produced vehicles into producing armaments.
Had America not had a well developed vehicle industry prior to the war, it would have taken much
longer to respond to the need for combat vehicles. This is sometimes referred to as the supply lag,
and it is interesting from a gendernomics perspective as a result of supply of both high value males
and females being completely inelastic. Even if the demand for more hot women is sky high, the
supply remains roughly the same globally.
How the supply and demand lines change
The basic premises are that, if you produce/have too much of something, you will have to sell it
cheap because the demand is lower than the supply. If you do not have enough of something to meet
demand, you can charge a higher price because some people are willing to pay it. When demand
outstrips supply, prices tend to go up, when supply outstrips demand, prices tend to go down.
It goes back to the basic premise of commerce, “You can sell a lot of something to a lot of people for
a little money, or a little bit of something to a few people for a lot of money”.
However, the sexual market place is quite unique in that just because every man out there wants a hot
wife in her early twenties, the sexual market place does not respond by only producing hot chicks in
their early twenties. In fact, doing so would make “Hot, 20something, women” drop in value, until
they became the new average woman.
How this affects the Sexual market is obvious. Rollo Tomassi over at rationalmale.com linked some
numbers from Chatau Heartiste the other day, that I put into a graph.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 77 of 1188

As you can see from the above graph, as a woman’s age increases her age preferences in a mate also
increases. The result of this is that demand for men of every age range will remain a constant. It also
shows that female preferences are relative to her own age. This is good news of sorts for men, as this
means that aging does not immediately manifest itself in the form of lower demand.
The same graph for male preferences looks like this:

From this graph, we see that men between the ages of 20 and 50 all have a preference for women
between the age of 20 and 24, which translates into a high constant demand for those women. It also
shows that male preference is irrespective of his own age. Therefore, men will always face higher
competition for women within the age bracket of 20 – 25, throughout their life. As the supply of such
women is inelastic.
From this we can conclude that:
A) Women ages 20 – 24 will always experience high demand as a result of being the most appealing
product for males of all ages.
B) Men will experience a lower peak demand, but a more constant demand.
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U.S population pyramid.

After doing these numbers I found something very interesting. Females ages 20 – 29 are in a situation
where the supply of males in their preferred age range is larger than it needs to be. In essence, in this
age bracket, there is a constant over-supply of men, alternatively a constant under-supply of women.
However, as the men grow older, this flips, and once a man reaches the age range of 30-34 the supply
and demand within the bracket is virtually equal. However, beyond the age of 35, the supply of
females outstrip the demand for them, and the supply of men is lower than the demand for men. This
partially explains why women searching for a man within their own age bracket from the age of 35
and above are often found lamenting that there are no good men left.

From this we can see that females start off in the SMV at 20, and live through their twenties in an
abundance of males. There is simply an oversupply of males that total to a little over 600.000 in that
rage using U.S census data from 2010. As women grow older and due to their relativity of preference,
their demand slowly increases beyond the supply until at age range 40 – 44, where there is a demand
for 970874 males in order to ensure that each female can have one. This means that females go from
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abundance to scarcity.
Men on the other hand, with their single preference for women between 20 and 24, are always living
in a situation where supply is smaller than demand. We would need some 53 million women in that
range for each man to get a woman within the age range he prefers. However, as the male pass into
his mid to late thirties, he starts to experience some degree of abundance as a result of two factors,
number one being the increased demand for his services. The second being the increased feeling of
panic and desperation of women who are rapidly approaching 40 without a husband and children.
Note, that I am aware that lesbians exist, that gay men exist, that bisexuals exist however it is not the
most relevant point in this regard. That point is that females experience a shift from abundance to
scarcity, whereas men do not.
In essence, females go through their twenties as a brand new Iphone, then become a Huawei, then a
Sony and finally end up as a Nokia from 1994. Men start off as that Nokia and never really change
unless they do something to elevate themselves about the fray, like add in a free headset. Now, just
because the men in the data prefer women ages 20 – 24, this does not mean that they will not be
attracted to a woman outside of this bracket, and the same goes for men. However, these choices will
be acting as substitute products. This being due to the cost of their true preference being too high
(they cannot compete).
As Illimitableman writes:
Work out if you’re at an advantage or not by deducing if you’re in a buyer’s or seller’s
market, then calculate the external party’s degree of narcissism and negotiate accordingly.
[1]
The math shows that as a general rule, men are at a disadvantage when the woman is between 20 and
29, and women are at a disadvantage when they are older than 30.

Summary and Conclusions
Men are always in some form of over-supply, if one takes a hint from commodities markets where
little product differentiation exists, the only strategy that allows profits to be earned is to reduce costs.
Aluminum ingots cannot ever become a differentiated product to the point where someone insists on
buying only ingots from ALCOA. However, the sexual market place is not one of commodities. The
quote “eggs are expensive, sperm is cheap” is truthful, in that there is always going to be a large
supply of sperm, due to the nature of its production. The production of eggs will always lag behind,
due to their highly limited nature.
However, there are markets within the market where certain selections of both products have
different supply/demand dynamics. For instance, there are markets for cheap vodka and high-end
vodka, for cheap cars and luxury cars, that point to the fact that it is possible to make a product with
the opposite characteristics than those that would be expected within the product category.
These products cannot completely shed the base characteristics of their parent-category, but they can
appeal to niches within a market where the demand and supply characteristics are different. This is
where the focus on self-improvement, standing out, and so on, come from in that it turns your basic
product into a high quality product. While this can never completely eliminate supply and demand as
a concern, it can assist in appealing to markets where you either experience a less hostile competitive
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climate or where you have a higher probability of appealing to the market.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
Blue Ocean Strategy, Expanded Edition: How to Create an Uncontested Market Space and Make the
Competition Irrelevant by W. Chan Kim
Competitive Advantage: Creating and Sustaining Superior Performance by Michael E. Porter
Sources:
[1] http://illimitablemen.com/page/3/
[2] http://www.census.gov/prod/cen2010/briefs/c2010br-03.pdf
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Gendernomics: Expectancy, Equity theory and sex.
March 6, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Two of the classics in motivational theory for business are
equity and expectancy theory. The two state different but complimentary perspectives on what
motivates an employee and how to get an employee to perform.
About equity theory
Equity theory is a model used that is based on the supposition that people seek to maintain equity of
inputs and outputs within a relationship, when compared to the perceived inputs and outputs of
others. When applied to a business relationship, it tends to refer to the employees inputs (hours work,
results) and the employees outputs (pay). When compared to the perceived inputs of co-workers and
the remuneration of co-workers.
The theory states that if the employee perceive themselves as being in a non-equitable relationship,
meaning one where costs are greater than benefits, they will strive to restore equity, for instance by
working less, or producing less results.
This model is made for business, but it holds true in interpersonal relationships as well, if a person is
overly investing in another person (onetis) that is done with the expectation of equity being restored
at one point. This becomes very clear in the reasoning underlying many a man’s orbiting of an
attractive female, where he has selected a strategy of showing evidence of being the perfect man
according to what the woman says without any guarantee of payout but with an implicit expectation
of equity being restored at some point.
About expectancy theory
Expectancy theory works very well with equity theory, because where equity theory is about cost vs
rewards, expectancy theory is about behavior motivated by rewards. Basic expectancy theory states
that a person will elect certain behavior over other possible behaviors based on the expected
outcomes.
So an employee seeking to get a promotion, will select showing up on time over being late, or will
take on ambitious projects because they expect that this will get them a promotion.
The problem arises when expected behavior does not lead to the expected benefits. For instance if the
employee sees that the person who got the promotion spent more time engaging in political plays and
less time in work, the up until now, model employee may decide to engage in more politics and less
direct work. This is negative for the company, as the employee was one of the guys in the company
that made sure results happened, but he is now dedicating 30% of his working time to playing politics
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in order to secure his goal.
Causality
Propositions of cause and effect underlie much of human thinking. In both of the examples used for
equity- and expectancy theory, the core was a supposition by the actor. “If I do this better, I should
get more” and “If I do this, I should get that”
A lot of feminists/women are very quick to engage in the female solipsism of “Just because you’re
nice to me/buy me stuff, doesn’t mean I owe you shit” and this is correct. Every woman as a being
with agency is free to choose what is required to enter into her holiest of holies. However, we are
dealing with two opposite expectations.
One is expecting resources to be spent on her with no idea of reciprocity being permitted.
The other is expecting that reciprocity applies as a moral principle.
Expectancy theory:
Man: “If I’m nice, buy her shit, and demonstrate what a good boyfriend I can be, she will eventually
see that we should be together.”
Woman: “I can expect men to be nice to me, buy things for me, and do things for me without offering
anything in return.”
In the case of the man there is an expectation of causality, “If X, then Y”, which is also a reciprocal
expectation. In the case of the woman there is an expectation of “If X, then maybe Y”.
A meaningful analogy would be that the man’s expectation is like a bond. He pays a principle (the
effort to get the woman) and then he gets paid interest for a period of time afterwards (the coupon). In
reality, what he is buying is an option, it may or may not vest, and the woman is free to sell options to
other men as well.
This is highly beneficial for the woman, as she can have 5, 10, 20 men are buying things for her,
doing things for her and so on, without actually having to make an equitable investment.
Evolutionary speaking, this means that the woman is net positive, whereas the men are net negative.
They are expending resources that she gets, but are getting nothing in return. This raises 2 major
questions that are beyond me to answer:
A) Are women inherently narcissistic and thus expect to be given free stuff.
B) Are women oblivious to reciprocity and thus naively believe that the orbiters hang around and
expend resources on them with no expectation.
I’m not one for moral arguments, but misrepresenting the potential outcome to extract resources in
many cases will be considered fraud.
The longer term effects
The effect of this over time is very predictable and is stated in the first 2 parts of this essay:
A) The man not getting what he expects, starts to engage in different behavior.
B) The man being taken advantage of refuses to provide equity any longer.
From a perspective of a negotiation, the outcomes are as follows:
A) If the female is in enough demand, she can easily replace him.
B) If the female is in high enough demand, she can replace him with another man who does provide
equity.
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For a much more detailed perspective of negotiation, please visit Illimitableman’s breakdown here.
As Rollo Tomassi outlines in several pieces on the sexual marketplace [1] women hold the
negotiating power until they hit “The wall”, I explored this in my essay on the SMV. At this point,
the power-dynamic in the negotiation changes. A woman’s ability to attract and maintain a network
of positive equity, starts to rapidly decline until she is no longer able to keep it up. This is when the
lamentations of “Where are all the good men who are supposed to marry a 35 – 40 year old woman,
who has only focused on herself for most of her life?”
The problem for her comes in the following:
A) Men who are younger than her, prefer to go for women their own age or younger.
B) Men who are at her own age, have now experienced a massive rise in sexual market value
(provided they have done the work) and are now highly attractive to both women their own age, and
women who are younger.
C) Men her own age, and men older than her, are either married or have experienced a divorce and
thus are less likely to go for attempt number 2.
As I outlined in my essay on supply and demand, a woman is in extremely high demand until she hits
30, at which point she suffers a drastic decline in demand. She, like many investment banks failed to
realize that a crash was coming, and thus needed a bailout. Now, she may get a bailout from one of
the long term orbiters, who marries her and takes care of her. He of course is just happy that after 10
– 15 years of banging every bad boy, artist, and whatever other type of man, she finally sees that he is
the one.
The option for men
The wake-up call is usually harsher than it needs to be for men. It can come after the perfect soulmate turns out to be a harpy. It can come in the form of anger after watching his perfect angel going
after men other than him for years. It can come after one too many nights of listening to her cry into
his shoulder about how she always picks the wrong men. Or perhaps, the classics “Lets just be
friends” or “You are such a perfect guy, how come you aren’t taken?”
The man starts to look around the net for advice on how to get her to finally see him, and he ends up
in the manosphere. I hope in some of the better sections, and he learns that all the behavior he has
observed in his own life has also been observed by many members of the manosphere, that I call
“The Manosphere Grounded Theory project: What the fuck is up with women?”.
He learns about hypergamy and understands the woman’s behavior with the string of “jerks”. He
learns about how to be a man from one of the many surrogate fathers of the manosphere. He starts to
work out, maximizing his career, and invests all the resources he used to invest in her, in himself in
preparation for the SMP flip. This is in essence the man realigning his expectancy theory and equity
theory in the following manner:
Expectancy: I expect that if I apply the principles of the manosphere, I can get more women than
ever before.
Equity: I refuse to invest a women who do not invest in me first.
Alternatively he rejects women all together, and decides to go MGTOW, in varying degrees. Either
he rejects women all together, or just long term relationships, or just marriage or some form of this.
This is a change in expectancy and equity as follows:
Expectancy: I expect that if I invest all my resources in myself and my life, I will have a better life.
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Equity: I refuse to invest resources in anything except myself, as I expect them to bear no fruit.
These positions in terms that are simple to understanding is:
A) Flipping the script and the position of negotiation in effect assuming the most powerful role in the
power dynamic.
B) Refusing to play the game at all.
These are not mutually exclusive roles except for in their extreme states, one can be a MGTOW and
still engage in short term relationships and one night stands. However, they are both reactions to
failure of expectancy and equity, combined with an extremely negative market for most of his life.
As illustrated by the following table:

Men experience a case where from ages 20 – 29, and to a lesser extent 30 – 34, the supply of women
that men are most attracted to, is lower than the demand for them. Thus increasing the price of
females. At the same time, men are in over-supply, resulting in a decrease in the price of males. As
this flips when a woman hits 35, and goes into the extremes when the woman goes past 40, the
demand and supply curves of the genders become inverted. With men in undersupply and high
demand.
A man lives in supply-side economics, where supply creates its own demand. An Alpha male is
always in high demand because he is a differentiated and rare product.
Women live in demand-side economics, where demand creates supply. An attractive women is not
always an attractive women, due to aging and declining beauty.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Sources:
[1]http://therationalmale.com/2012/06/04/final-exam-navigating-the-smp/
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A book does not a religion make
March 8, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

What does make something a religion
though? If you think about it, ideologies have traits of religion, they have value systems, doctrines, a
view of morality and a perspective on how society should be organized. One could argue that the
addition of a supernatural being as central to the ideology elevates a mere system of thought to a
religious system of thought. However, given that we have religions without supernatural beings, such
a various pagan religions where gods are merely representations of mother earth or the starts (very
natural things) in anthropomorphic forms.
Scientology is classified as a religion, but to my knowledge the “supernatural” beings of that
particular belief system happen to be natural beings with advanced technology. So, it would seem that
belief in a deity does not a religion make.
If we compare the definitions of ideology [1] and religion [2]
(plural ideologies) A system of ideas and ideals, especially one that forms the basis of economic or
political theory and policy: the ideology of republicanism
The belief in and worship of a superhuman controlling power, especially a personal God or
gods:
A particular system of faith and worship: the world’s great religions.
In the case of the latter, I dismissed the first definition as I’ve already made the argument that a
religion does not hinge on a supernatural power.
In the case of the definition of ideology, it puts particular emphasis on economics, political theory
and policy. In the case of religion, it puts emphasis on “faith” and “worship”
Faith [3] is defined as:
Complete trust or confidence in someone or something: this restores one’s faith in
politicians
And worship [4] as
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Adoration or devotion comparable to religious homage, shown toward a person or principle:
our society’s worship of teenagers
So we can clarify the definition of religion as:
A particular system of complete trust or confidence and adoration or devotion shown to a
person or principle.
This does not change the meaning of the definition it mere expands on it in order to make it more
complete.
From these definitions we can argue that an ideology transforms into a religion when its believers
show complete trust, confidence, adoration and devotion to it.
From the preceding argument it follows that any ideology could to some or many become a religion
rather than an ideology.
The when it is your religion, when it is your preferred ideology?
I’m a big fan of capitalism, is it my ideology?
Do I show complete trust in it?
I suppose as always that this would depend on the definition of “complete trust” if we define
“complete trust” in that I have faith in that it can solve all problems, that would be a no.
Am I completely confident that capitalism can always work for the best possible end?
Again, this depends on what the end is. Optimal allocation of resources from a pragmatic
perspective? Probably. Optimal allocation of resources while ensuring the least necessary harm? Not
so much. Capitalism is a tool, and just like many other tools, using a wrench to hammer in a nail and
a hammer to tighten a nut, does not work very well.
Do I show adoration for it?
I do have a thing for capitalism, but I do see other ideologies on the side. There are aspects of
socialism that can be beneficial in certain periods, such as Keynesian intervention in downward
market, or times where the good of a country must be put before the good of industry, such as times
of war.
Do I show complete devotion to it?
Again, I do see other ideologies on the side, and there are many variants on capitalism, ranging from
laissez-faire capitalism to state capitalism and to social democracy. Can capitalism provide the
answer to all of life’s problems? Considering that if left unchecked, capitalism focuses on breast
enlargements, boner pills and treatments over cures, I’d say no. It’s not in the financial interest of a
company or companies to develop cures over “take 3 of these every day for the rest of your life“.
Conclusions
I think the exercise above is the correct way to determine whether you are treating an ideology as a
religion or as a system of thought with flaws, problems and errors. All systems of thought we know
are man-made, all men have flaws, thus it follows that all man-made systems have flaws.
I’m reminded of a quote frequently attributed to Winston Churchill:
“Democracy is the worst form of government, except for all the others.“
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To deal with some of them, if you restrict the vote, not everyone is represented, and thus you do not
have a true rule of the people, you have a rule by some people. Which makes it equivalent to “all the
others”. On the other hand, if you give the vote to everyone, then it is the equivalent of asking your
cardiologist, your accountant, your lawyer and your babysitter to come up with the best way to deal
with your car being broken down.
Can we expect the order to arise from chaos? Can we expect individual competence to arise from
collective incompetence? Can we expect a population that is not well educated renaissance men to
know enough of the various fields of knowledge that intersect in what we call government?
How much is fact and how much is opinion? This was one of the cornerstones of my education in
economics, “Economists do not make value judgements, we compare 2 or more scenarios and tell
you the likely results, without saying anything about which result is the most moral, or most
beautiful.”
I suppose this could be perceived as a digression from the argument and subject-matter at hand, but it
is precisely the moment where you seize to be able to evaluate a system of thought based on cold,
hard logic and facts, and mix morality and other soft-values into it, things become religion.
There are degree to it of course, but to bring it back to the picture that leads into this post: Once a
person crosses the river into a land where no argument and no fact could convince them that they are
not 100% right in their beliefs, they have adopted a religion. Once they admit no flaw in their adopted
system of thought, they view it as a religion.
[1] https://www.oxforddictionaries.com/us/definition/american_english/ideology
[2] https://www.oxforddictionaries.com/us/definition/american_english/religion
[3] https://www.oxforddictionaries.com/us/definition/american_english/faith#faith__4
[4] https://www.oxforddictionaries.com/us/definition/american_english/worship
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Alpha, Beta, Ethos, Pathos, Logos
March 9, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Beta game

In my first post on the Aristotle’s 3 parts of rhetoric, I explained how any communication consists of
a mix of 3 elements. Ethos, the character and credibility of a speaker, pathos the emotion and
psychology of a speaker, and logos the reasoned argument of a speaker according to Aristotle’s
rhetoric. For communication purposes, this means a 3 prong model, where the logos consists of the
message that the speaker wishes to communicate, the ethos his credibility, and pathos how he
communicates it to an audience.
In an analysis of modern narratives and discourse, telling rhetoric from propaganda is difficult, never
more so than between the male and female genders. A common statement is that men communicate
information, women communicate emotion. Thus, one could argue that female communication is
biased towards pathos, while male communication is inherently biased towards logos. Ethos, is
relevant for both genders, men in terms of gauging how credible a speaker’s logos is, for women the
social status and psychology of the speaker.
Much has been said about game, but many times “game” is defined as “alpha game” and men
attempting to adopt alpha game to have more success with women, rather than game being a system
of thought including behaviors, world perception, self-perception and many other things that exist in
various ways.
For the purpose of this article, “Game” is defined as “A sexual strategy employed by a person or
persons in order to achieve a goal”

The Beta Game
The Beta game, or provider game consists of using primarily logos in behavior and speech in order to
convince a woman to either enter a long term relationship or to have sex with the Beta. Many Beta
men use external validators (clothing, property, job titles) superficially as ethos (to establish social
proof) and supplication to draw out desired emotions (pathos). Taking into account the current
cultural narrative, one could argue that men are subtly trained into become beta males. If one looks at
the mainstream communication regarding relationships in popular culture, one could point out that
the narrative within romantic comedies, often follows the female 10, who after going through a string
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of alpha fux, relationships, finally realizes that her shoulder to cry on throughout the movie, is the
love of her life.
Even in their most evolved forms, the beta game is centered on a valid chain of reasoning, that I
described in depth in the article “Grounded theory and the PUA community”
The chain of reasoning goes (short version):
Major premise: Women are attracted to nice, stable guys
Minor premise: I demonstrate how nice and stable I am.
Conclusion: Therefore women should be attracted to me.
Where the Beta got the information that underlie this valid, but unsound chain of reasoning can be
left up to debate and many people have written articles on it. However, the Beta is running this game
as a sexual strategy under the belief that it works, and thus his rhetoric is perfectly suited for his
beliefs.
He is trying to convince by argument the female of the species to give it up for a man who by his
information “hits all the targets” that the social narrative has told him to hit. Beta reasoning is driven
by logos, his pathos and ethos merely servants to his ultimate communication: “I am a high status
male because of X“. This would work with other men, because as a gender we are generally fact and
logic driven. It does not work with women, because women do not respond to logos, they respond to
Ethos and Pathos. This approach is very typical of the male approach to problem-solving, identify the
present state, identify the ideal state, use deductive reasoning to figure out the steps between A and B.
This problem solving approach is very rational when hunting mammoth, fixing an engine or
troubleshooting your career, but not very rational when dealing with women. The trouble with the
Beta Strategy is that it intermittently works. For instance, when a woman finishes her party years and
starts to enter her epiphany phase, she will be looking for Beta tells, as this will be her desired goal.
However, a woman is also inherently programmed to hold out on sex when soliciting provision, in
order to ensure long-term investment. This leads to many Betas ending up in “unintentional
monogamous long term relationships“, frequently on the woman’s terms. I suppose one could argue
that men trick women into sex, women trick men into relationships. The trouble with the volatile
success-rate of Beta game, is that if it was a complete failure the man would learn that he needs to recalibrate. The message to re-calibrate his approach, would translate into finding ways to be more
alpha, or to appear more alpha. The two options would result in him either being more alpha or
appearing more alpha.
However, this would be negative for the female side of the equation, as their dualistic sexual strategy
depends on having both genetically fit alpha genetics and provisionally fit beta genetics for maximum
optimization. If he appears more alpha, this may lead to a woman engaging in her short-term sexual
strategy with him on false pretense. In essence, it becomes more difficult for her to differentiate
between real alphas and pretender alphas. If a large group of men started becoming more alpha, this
may compromise her long-term sexual strategy and ability to find a provider male.
Women need and want both Beta males and Alpha males within the sexual market place, in fact its a
requirement for their sexual strategy. Thus, beta game becomes encouraged to some extent, through
cognitive bias. A beta male engages in his heavy front-loaded investment pattern, develops oneitis,
and sticks around for a period of time, if this is a failure 3 – 10 times, he rationalizes it through “She
wasn’t the right woman“. This is encouraged in his female peer-group, in the form of “You are such a
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nice guy, you will find the girl for you“, “She just wasn’t the right one who appreciates you“, “How
are you still single?” or a range of variations thereon. Thus, the failure of his beta game is not
attributed to himself, or the approach, but to the woman. If he obtains a single success in 10 attempts,
this is seen as validating his approach, and him finally having found “the one“. While a 10% success
rate isn’t bad in terms of approaches, the beta approach takes a long time, and heavy resource
investment, it’s not a case of the 10 approaches in 2 hours that takes place during a sarging session.

Alpha Game
Alpha game, as mentioned earlier is the game most people think of when they hear the word “game”
in this context. Alpha game can and often is driven by logos, it has a goal, it follows a straight line of
reasoning, but it is not communicated as such. In alpha game, Ethos and Pathos are used to their full
extent and full value. Ethos is used to provide social proof, by being surrounded by hot girls
(triggering pre-selection), cool people, by being a “leader of men” (Mystery), and a range of other
qualities. Pathos is employed to tailor the approach to female psychological triggers, such as dread
game, negs, demonstrating self-confidence, poise and an abundance mindset.
Alphas understand that “The best way to make a man do something is to convince him it was his idea
in the first place“. The Alpha reverses the position, where he is now the buyer and the women are
trying to sell to him. This is embodied in the old Mystery gambit “So, tell me 3 interesting things
about you that aren’t about your looks” what it communicates is a disinterest in a woman’s
appearance. It signals “I’m around women just as hot, if not hotter than you all the time”, it flips
positions in the negotiation, it signals “work harder” and a range of other things.
This approach triggers a woman’s short term mating strategy, thus, the requirement for the Alpha to
prove himself as a long term provider is not relevant. If one contrasts Alpha game and Beta game, the
former communicates covertly, the former does so overtly. A common statement is that “it’s not what
you say, but how you say it” and this is no-where more clear than in Alpha game. The focus here is on
triggering a woman’s appreciation for his ethos, namely his social standing, and his pathos, his ability
to communicate in a way that appeals to her emotions and psychology.
The major difference between Alpha game and Beta game, comes in what they trigger, and how they
trigger it. The Alpha game triggers a woman’s short-term sexual strategy, by communicating that the
male holds superior genetics, and thus she should seek to secure these genetics rapidly.

Summary and Conclusions
From the perspective of evolutionary psychology and biology, the dualistic sexual strategy of women
makes sense, from a risk vs reward perspective. A woman who got saddled with offspring that has
inferior genetics, has wasted a resource that is very energy intensive, namely a pregnancy. A
pregnancy also means that the woman is at increased risk for predators and the risk of dying in
childbirth. Thus, for her being able to filter men into “short term sexual strategy” and “long-term
sexual strategy” is critical for her survival. Women who were inherently biased towards one of the
two strategies, were probably less reproductively successful than women who were prone to the
duality.
What Beta men do not understand is that the same woman who insists on a clean house, yells at you
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for having more than a single glass of wine and insists on Gucci purses. Will also fuck a broke
musician in the back of a filthy van, while he’s high on heroin on top of a filthy blanket. The Beta
approaches women in the same way you approach a company when you want to get a merger started,
you give them all the good reasons why they should want to merge with you overtly. Alphas on the
other hand understand that the key to getting the deal is to make the other person think they are the
ones who initiated it.
It reminds me of a tip I read in a book on selling, “The easiest sales are when your customers come to
you begging to buy your product” Alphas understand that by using ethos and pathos they make
women want their product. Betas think that by telling a woman what a great product they are that
they will get sales. An alpha has no need to communicate his alpha status overtly using logos, he does
so covertly through use of ethos and pathos. His character communicates his alpha status through
posture, self-confidence, amused mastery, and various other traits. His alpha status is supported by
both his own psychological and emotional communication, but also through the ethos and pathos of
others. For instance, the “leader of men” coined by Mystery, is a case of the male both
communicating himself, but also others communicating to support his communication.
Anyone can say “I’m a high value male” and this is in essence what the Beta strategy tries to
communicate overtly using logos, through a mixture of virtue and provision signalling. Through
virtue signalling, he is communicating that he holds the virtues he thinks women want, and which
society tries to communicate that women want, these include, stability, reliability, monogamous
potential, long-term mate potential. Through provision signalling he tries to communicate his ability
to provide for her and her children.
More Reading
The Red Queen: Sex and the Evolution of Human Nature by Matt Ridley
Rhetoric by Aristotle
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Female privilege
March 12, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I realize that some readers may laugh at the
concept of women being able to have privilege given that systems of oppression governed by male
privilege has spent millennia holding the woman down. However, the concept of systems of
oppression is in itself a questionable thesis. There is no doubt that social systems such as legislation
can act as a tool of oppression, for instance in the case of the Nuremberg Laws or Jim Crow laws,
however the argument that systems act in an oppressive manner if they are not designed by a
diversity of skin color or sex is inherently flawed.
The reasoning behind this statement is that the goal of a law within the Western legal system, be it
based on common law or Civil law, is to remove such influences from the law itself, in effect
rendering it neutral in terms of gender, race, religion or other characteristics. This is why Lady Justice
is often depicted as wearing a blindfold.
The argument for these characteristics having a stronger influence on legislation is therefore, an
argument that the law should discriminate based on race, religion, gender, sexual orientation or any
other chosen characteristic. This was an element of the law until quite recently, and is a feature of
among others feudalism. To give an example, the law in France used to apply in one way to the
citizenry and one way to the Aristocracy.

What is privilege?
Some examples I’ve gleamed from reading around is that “straight white male, CIS privilege”
manifests in an individuals interactions with societal systems such as government, private industry,
interpersonal non-work groups and so on. For instance, the fact that white people use just as many
drugs as black people [1] , but black people are more prone to go to jail [2] may be a symptom of
“White privilege“, according to this logic.
Not satisfied with this, I found a list of 30 signs of male privilege [3], now I’m not going to quote
them all just a few:
5. If you are never promoted, it isn’t because of your sex
8. A decision to hire you won’t be based on whether or not the employer assumes you will
be having children in the near future
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These fall into a category I’ve themed “Opportunity“, that because of your gender, or race or class,
you will not be denied opportunity to achieve what you set your mind to, these are things that are
legislated against in various laws, under the umbrella of equal opportunity legislation.
16. Balance a career and a family without being called selfish for not staying at home (or
being constantly pressured to stay at home)
25. If you don’t spend much time on your appearance, you won’t have to worry about about
being criticized at work or in social situations
These fall into the category of “Freedom from judgment based on choice/action“, in that they are not
objective in terms of cause and effect. For instance, in the case of 25, the criticism could be because
you are a female that does not spend much time on her appearance, but it could also be because you
have a peer group that is excessively focused on appearance.
So, from that data, we can boil down privilege to 2 categories:
1. Benefits in terms of opportunity.
2. Benefits in terms of freedom from judgment/consequences from action.
This conclusion is supported by additional research and sources for male and white privilege [4]
[5][6] While the research is nowhere near what I would conduct for a proper literature review for
research that has to stand up to peer review it is sufficient for a blog.
So lets explore these two types of privilege in order.

Benefits in terms of opportunity
The argument here is that males (especially straight, white males) garner a benefit as a result of being
male. This is somewhat embodied in the following quote [4]
“My odds of being hired for a job, when competing against female applicants, are probably
skewed in my favor. The more prestigious the job, the larger the odds are skewed.“
According to a recent study, this is no longer true in STEM fields, where women are now twice as
likely to be hired as equally qualified males. [7] A recent Guardian article found that women are
more likely to be hired right out of University [8] than males.
If we break down the argument made in the male privilege section on opportunity and the concept of
systems (which feminists love) then it follows that if a system is granting men more than their fair
share of opportunity, then this should be across the board, it should not be situational. What do I
mean by this? A system cannot be unsystematic, if it grants men benefits, then it should do so in
every case, not in selected cases.
Words like “institutionalized” and “Systemic” at their root imply that it will be everywhere. If there is
an institutionalized system that discriminates against women, then it should be omnipresent.
Therefore, women should not have any advantages in opportunity, which the studies do in fact show
they have. Now this is only the U.S. when we take a look at Europe where quotas are being
implemented at light speed [9] this further adds to an advantage of opportunity and here is why. If
there are 100 board seats to fill, and you know that 30 are earmarked for women, then it follows that
the other 70 can be filled with men, women, or a mix of the two. So in theory, having all 100 of them
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being women is fine.
Secondly, education. The bastion of conservative and libertarian politics and theories. Women are
earning more degrees than men in the US [10] and in Europe [10]. I also found that several European
countries and the US are using affirmative action or similar programs with the end result being that
less qualified females beat out their better qualified male counterparts. [12][13] If anything this is
causing unequal opportunity created from a misconception that women are covertly oppressed, so one
must seek to counteract this overtly.

Benefits in terms of freedom from judgment/consequences from
action.
The argument here is that males in general, and straight, white, CIS males in particular gain a benefit
in that they are judged less, are held less accountable for their actions and protected from the effects
of those actions to a degree larger than other people.
This is somewhat embodied in the quotes:
“Walk alone at night without the fear of being raped or otherwise harmed” [3]
Which is blatantly untrue. If the writer had done his research, he would have ended the sentence with
raped, and been right. Now he just looks silly when confronted with statistics from the Bureau of
Justice [14] that shows that men overwhelmingly are the victims of crime and thus have even more of
a reason to be fearful of walking alone at night. Men overwhelmingly are the victims of violent
crime, including assault
“If you choose to have children, you will praised for caring for your children, instead of
being expected to be the full-time caretaker“
This is assuming you even get that choice. As I’ve written about before, female reproductive rights
are much better than rights for men, to the point where a woman can commit statutory rape and still
get child support.
So, are men held less accountable for their actions than women in the western world? In what area?
If we look at conviction for crimes, men suffer harsher sentences for the same crime [15]. Is this what
we would expect in what is supposedly a culture filled with systemic and institutionalized antiwoman sentiments and that according to feminists is a rape culture?
The value put on a person
I’ve dealt with the two former points, but as I was writing the part on freedom from
consequences/judgment, I started to think of another aspect that had to be covered. A society that
treats men better, I.E. a society with institutionalized sexism and misogyny, would it not follow that
such a society would value men at a higher rate?
After all, we take better care of things we value, invest more in them and generally seek to maintain
them do we not? This brought an interesting angle from an economic perspective. As more women
than men are graduating college, it follows that more is being invested into their education assuming
gender parity in intelligence.
If we assume that our society would seek to keep the more valued gender for longer, then the striking
“death gap” [16] or as they call it “health gap” or “life expectancy gap” brings more questions than it
answers. [17]
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How about workplace deaths or the fact that men overwhelmingly are expected to put their life on the
line to defend nations under attack? [18]
Conclusions
This has been a somewhat depressing post to write. There is a lot of tragedy in the numbers that I’ve
quoted, but my conclusion isn’t where I wanted it to be, because there are two options:
1. There is no patriarchy, in fact the western world consistently put benefits and entitlements for
women into legislation, and work to make women have more opportunities for their level of
ability and less consequences for their poor actions.
2. There is a patriarchy but it is an extremely incompetent and stupid patriarchy that in its quest to
oppress women, kill off men, punish men harder, somehow make men die sooner, and get less
invested in them.
Sources:
[1] http://www.icpsr.umich.edu/quicktables/quickconfig.do?34481-0001_all
[2] http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/p12ac.pdf
[3] http://itspronouncedmetrosexual.com/2012/11/30-examples-of-male-privilege/
[4] http://www.as.utexas.edu/~cmcasey/diversity/male_privilege.pdf
[5] http://ted.coe.wayne.edu/ele3600/mcintosh.html
[6] http://maleprivilege.tumblr.com/
[7] http://www.pnas.org/content/112/17/5360.abstract
[8]
http://www.theguardian.com/education/2015/jul/23/women-graduates-find-more-jobs-while-men-win
-higher-pay
[9] http://www.economist.com/blogs/economist-explains/2014/03/economist-explains-14
[10]http://www.statista.com/statistics/185157/number-of-bachelor-degrees-by-gender-since-1950/
[11] http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Tertiary_education_statistics
[12]
http://ideas.time.com/2013/06/17/affirmative-action-has-helped-white-women-more-than-anyone/
[13]http://chronicle.com/blogs/brainstorm/the-death-of-affirmative-action-part-i/44860
[14] http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv14.pdf
[15] https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2144002
[16] http://www.health.harvard.edu/newsletter_article/mars-vs-venus-the-gender-gap-in-health
[17] http://ocw.jhsph.edu/courses/socialbehavioralaspectspublichealth/pdfs/unit2gender.pdf
[18] http://www.avoiceformen.com/the-facts-about-men-and-boys/
[19]http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv14.pdf
[20] https://afsp.org/about-suicide/suicide-statistics/
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Fun with fallacies 11: You either agree 100% with what I said
or you hate women
March 12, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The false dichotomy is one of those fallacies that many
people do not notice in a heated discourse. My impetus for writing another fun with fallacies and
picking this fallacy was that I ran into a youtube video where the core argument on an abstract level
was “Either you accept all aspects of an ideology, or you are an enemy of that ideology”. If you’re
read my post on religion vs ideology, here is your sign
At the core of a false dichotomy is a choice between two things, but those two are not your only
options. “You are either with us or against us” is a false dichotomy in that you can always be
ambivalent. One area in which humans are very prone to this type of fallacy is in our love lives. I’m
fairly certain that everyone who reads this has had a friend with “oneitis” who is playing the “If I
don’t get with her, I’ll be alone for the rest of my life.”
A way to spot a false dichotomy is by comparing the choice to the choice of “Live or die” there are
only 2 options here, if you think there are more then odds are someone is trying to convince you
through using a false dichotomy.
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Fun with fallacies 12: The Red Herring
March 13, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I was going to save this fallacy for later, but in
writing the pieces on some other fallacies, I found myself wanting to reference this fallacy so it got
expedited in my posting schedule. The Red Herring is a relevance fallacy and thus falls into the same
class as straw man arguments. Now unlike the straw-man that is based on misrepresenting your
opponents argument. The red herring is ultimately a distraction tactic to draw an audience away from
the arguments being made.
As a general rule, the red herring will tend to lead an audience towards plausible but ultimately false
conclusions that are not relevant to the topic at hand.
Example:
Participant 1: We need more focus on the suicide epidemic among men and boys, and we also need to
focus on men’s health to look for reasons for the “life expectancy gap” between men and women.
Participant 2: I agree with participant 1 about the focus, but it is important that we remain focused on
the rape culture as we are in a time where women are under attack.
As you can see from participant 2’s argument, it is not a response to the argument made by
participant 1, as the second part of the sentence distracts away from the primary argument made by
participant 1.
To write out participant 2’s response in a more clear manner:
“I agree with you, however I disagree with you completely now look at my issue”
Unfortunately, I have no good techniques to respond to red herrings except being brutal in following
the red thread of the discourse and steering the debate by staying in control. This can be done by
either:
A) Introducing your own red herrings to bring the debate back to the focus you want.
B) Ignore that the red herring took place, and what came of it.
C) Pointing out that the person is shifting the focus of the debate away from the topic (provided there
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is a defined topic for the debate).
There is also a second form of red herring that I’ve frequently seen politicians use that I refer to as
the digressional red herring, where a politician will knowingly switch the subject with digressions a
few times to draw focus away from the central topic.
Example:
On the subject of gun control, I think it is important to bear in mind the second amendment rights that
our founding fathers built into the constitution. Our founding fathers were wise men, and their
legislation has held up remarkably well, I remember when my father first read the constitution to
myself and my sister by the campfire at our roaring fire at our cabin by the Lake in North Dakota.
This is why family values are central to this country, by having strong and secure families, we can
prosper and regain our competitive advantage in exports.
As you can see from the above text, the politician switched topic from the second amendment, to the
founding fathers, to family, to family values and finally to the economy.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 100 of 1188

Fun with fallacies 13: Straw man argument
March 14, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Those of you who get into a lot of debates online
have inevitably found yourself either using, or facing a straw man. Now, this isn’t the fun kind of
strawman people burn Nicholas Cage inside for participating in a crappy remake. This is the kind
someone uses to make it appear that they have refuted your argument.
The core of the strawman is a misrepresentation of an opponents argument, usually into a variant of
the argument that makes it easier to refute. To give an example from a debate on violence.
Participant 1: While I agree that as a general principle men should not hit women, there are certain
situations such a self-defense where the action would be permissible.
Participant 2: My opponent is arguing that men should be allowed to hit women. As a feminist, I
disagree with this statement, men have been using violence against women since the dawn of man,
and as it is 2016 its time we stop it!
In this case, participants 1 argument is that men should be allowed to use violence to defend
themselves from a female assailant. Participant 2’s counter-argument is based on Participant 1
making an argument that men should be allowed to hit women, period, no modifier.
The greatest thing about a straw man is that it can also be used in reverse, by accusing your opponent
of straw-manning you, the effect is to de-legitimize the argument made and force that person to spend
time arguing that he was not.
Spotting a straw man is fairly simple, you will get a gut reaction akin to “that wasn’t what I said!”.
The most common response to being straw manned is to become more logical, to clarify your
argument, and to justify what you said. This is the wrong approach.
The best response to being straw manned is a shit test response technique [1] called “agree and
amplify”. The way to perform this technique, is to A) Agree with your opponents straw man, and B)
Exaggerate it to a ridiculous level.
From my example above, participant 1 could respond something like
“Yes, I’m totally in favor of men beating the crap out of women, as a matter a fact I barely made it to
this debate with my busy schedule of violently assaulting unsuspecting women in the street”
The best approach is to use a lot of humor in your exaggeration, because making someone laugh is a
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good way to get them on your side and because you want to make sure that your “agree and amplify”
is very clearly a joke. The point is to make your opponent look ridiculous for even making the straw
man argument.
For more on Shit tests and responses Illimitable Man wrote the book on it:
[1]http://illimitablemen.com/2014/12/14/the-shit-test-encyclopedia/
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Fun with fallacies 14: Cherry picking
March 15, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Cherry picking is not a logical fallacy per say, but I’ve
chosen to handle it as one as it is very common in debates and other forms of discourse. The core of
the fallacy is misrepresentation of an opponents position. Thus it is related to the straw man fallacy.
The core difference lies in that while straw manning is a straight misrepresentation of what was said,
cherry picking often quotes verbatim, but out of context.
One example that comes to mind as often being cherry picked is a Marx quote, where he refers to
religion as the opiate of the people. Out of context, it appears that Marx’s perception and opinion on
religion is that it is a drug.
The entirety of the quote goes:
Religious suffering is, at one and the same time, the expression of real suffering and a
protest against real suffering. Religion is the sigh of the oppressed creature, the heart of a
heartless world, and the soul of soulless conditions. It is the opium of the people.
The abolition of religion as the illusory happiness of the people is the demand for their real
happiness. To call on them to give up their illusions about their condition is to call on them
to give up a condition that requires illusions. The criticism of religion is, therefore, in
embryo, the criticism of that vale of tears of which religion is the halo. Karl Marx. [1]
In context, it would appear that Marx’s criticism is not of religion, but of society and the world being
in a state wherein religion is required to act as medicine. This is also why I tend to encourage people
to read as close as possible to the original source.
Just like the previous straw man fallacy, accusations of cherry picking are often used as red herrings
in debate. If you wonder if someone is guilty of cherry picking, ask the following question: “Is the
quote a correct representation of the quoted person’s position on the topic”
As with the straw man fallacy, most people respond to being either accused of being a cherry picker,
or when being cherry picked with trying to defend themselves with logic, reasoned argument, and
acceptable rhetoric. However, this is draws attention away from the argument that was being made,
and thus allows the person who is trying to manipulate you to “win”. My recommended approach to
being cherry picked is to ignore it if possible and continue your argument as if it did not happen, an
other option can be the “agree and amplify” technique.
[1] https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1843/critique-hpr/intro.htm
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Fun with fallacies 15: Kettle logic
March 15, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Kettle logic originally comes from
“Interpretation of Dreams” and refers to a person who holds a position, using multiple arguments to
defend that position, when his arguments are internally inconsistent.
The original example given by Freud is one where a man is accused to returning a kettle he borrowed
from a neighbor in damaged condition and he then uses 3 arguments to defend himself:
1. He returned the kettle undamaged.
2. The kettle was already damaged when he borrowed it.
3. He never borrowed the kettle.
As you can see, each of these arguments by themselves are acceptable. However, argument 3 is
inconsistent with arguments 1 and 2. He could not have returned the kettle if he never borrowed it,
and in argument 2 he states that he did in fact borrow the kettle.
This is also what Epicurius saw when he came up with what has become known as the “3-O”
argument or “The problem of evil”. Wherein god cannot be omnipotent, omniscient and
omnibenevolent. In that if God is all of those three, then why is there evil in the world?
Kettle logic is usually one of the harder fallacies to spot, especially if you are not paying full
attention. If combined with a flurry of argumentation, and arguments that are obfuscated so as to
avoid being clearly contradictory a speaker can easily give the impression of having a lot of
arguments at his disposal, despite the fact that they all contradict each other.
One thing that is often not mentioned is “Kettle citations” this is where someone cites a lot of sources
in their argument, yet the sources may contradict each other on important points, while superficially
giving the impression of a strong case. This is a phenomenon I’ve experienced quite a lot in debates
on religion, where a believer will often cherry pick verses or quotations from a work in order to
defeat the argument you are presenting that at moment.
For instance, they may cite the new testament if you are criticizing the somewhat harsh and
unforgiving god represented in the old testament, and revert to quoting the old testament when the
topic changes to homosexuality.
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Fun with fallacies 16: #Yesallmen and #Yesallwomen
March 16, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
Yes, I picked this just by accident, it has nothing to do with the hordes of feminists, social justice
warriors and male accomplices of these group committing this fallacy so frequently that its easier to
point out when they are not doing it. Of course, I’m guilty of doing this on occasion such as arguing
“AWALT” (all women are like that) or using phrases such as “All women” or “All feminists”.
The basic foundation of this fallacy is to generalize from a small sample to the whole of a group. For
instance, the leap from “1% of men are rapists” to “All men are rapists” is a hasty generalization.
To give you a little bit of a background on representative samples when it comes to research. The
basic principle is that the sample should:
A) Be representative of the population as a whole
B) Be large enough to capture the population as a whole.
For instance, if you are looking into “campus rape culture” among 30000 students, matching the
demographic mix of society as a whole in the age range of 20 – 25. Then in order for your sample to
be valid within a reasonable confidence limit, you would have to:
A) Ensure that your group consists of people who represent the right mix of race and gender, are
college students and are in the age range of 20 – 25. If you pick students at an adult learning facility
who are mostly white, and between 40 and 45, you cannot say that this is representative. You also
want to make sure that your sample is not confined to one area of study as this can influence your
results. For instance if you asked the arts department at Columbia and the Arts and humanities
departments at Duke you probably would have poor results.
B) Ensure that your sample is big enough to ensure that your sample size is valid.
Once this is in place, you can make educated generalizations about a group as a whole based on the
information you got from your research. This is how this type of research is done for polls, or census
surveys and so on.
The problem with the hashtag activists behind those hashtags is that it becomes very easy to prove
their proposition wrong, as if you find a single man or a single woman who protests, that invalidates
the proposition.
I’m reminded of David Hume, who made the observation that we can say:
The sun has always risen as far as we know.
But we cannot say:
The sun will always rise.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 105 of 1188

Fun with fallacies 17: Feminism will fix all your PROBLEMS!!
March 16, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The Nirvana fallacy, is the fallacy of rejecting
solutions to a problem because another solution may be better. It effect it creates a false dichotomy
between a real world solution and a theoretical solution that may be better. It’s closely related to a
concept named the “perfect solution fallacy” where the non-perfect solution is argued against on the
basis that it will not solve every single aspect of the problem. The Perfect solution fallacy on the
other hand, is an example of black and white thinking, where complexity is overlooked.
So, when MHRA (Men’s human rights activists) argue that there needs to be advocacy groups for the
rights of men and boys, and feminists counter with that feminism is the perfect solution (and that they
will get to male suicide rates, divorce rape and imbalanced family courts once they are done with the
important things like women being able to walk around naked at 3am without fear), they are
committing a perfect solution fallacy.
On the other hand, when MHRA groups argue that there needs to be help for male victims of
domestic violence, help lines for suicidal men, and such things, and feminists argue that domestic
violence and male suicide is a result of Patriarchy, which won’t be fixed by setting up the equal
support system for men that women already have, they are committing the Nirvana fallacy.
The goal of either, is to dismiss practical solutions, either on the grounds that the solution is not
perfect. A great example is that “we have helmet laws, yet people still die in motorcycle accidents,
thus helmet laws do not work” alternatively “Come on baby, condoms are only effective in like 70%
of cases… let me hit it bareback”
How do you spot when someone is engaging in this fallacy? There are 2 major questions you can ask
yourself:
1. Does their argument against your solution seem to be highly theoretical, with no seeming
connection to reality?
2. Does their argument against your solution, seem like they are doing the equivalent to arguing
that you should not put a piece of plywood over a broken window, because then you can’t look
out for a few days?
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Fun with fallacies 18: Oh you won’t believe how horrible I felt!
March 17, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
The fallacy of misleading vividness is one that I didn’t think I would end up writing about for this
series. It used to be quite rare, and the anecdotal fallacy would usually be sufficient to cover most
bases on this issue. However, as I’ve been spending way too much time online and following the
primary season in the US election, it became very apparent that this fallacy was trending.
The fallacy is in my opinion a form of an anecdotal fallacy, yet it uses strong language and vividness
in the description to make it seem as a relatively rare or low probability occurrence is a big problem.
This also seems to be a social justice warrior/third-wave feminist favorite, judging from the high
volume of pathos and ethos used in their communications. It also signals a departure from the
objective to the subjective wherein the narrative of what is taking place is the major part of what is
being communicated, rather than the facts and pure logic that should inform action.
A typical example is the 1/4 women in college will be raped argument, which is not true when
statistics from the BJS are involved and show about a 1/40.
[1]http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/rsavcaf9513.pdf
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Abusing logical fallacies: 1. How abuse a Scotsman
March 17, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

For those who read my first ever post in the fun with
fallacies series, Angus is very grateful. For those who did not, the “No true Scotsman” is a fallacy
with many uses, where most of them are very useful for confusing both an audience and an opponent.
The most clear cut example of this fallacy is the example below:
Participant 1: We have seen that in many cases, feminism turns into a code-word for misandry
Participant 2: Any misandrist is not a true feminist.
This is a clear example that shows how this fallacy happens in the obvious cases, there is an assertion
about a group, which is countered with “Anyone … not a real member of group”
In the simplest use from a perspective of winning, it serves to distance you and your perspective from
the link your opponent is trying to make. In effect, it is an ad hoc rescue attempt to save an assertion
that has been debunked.
In the example above, the assertion is:
A: Feminism is about the political, social and economical equality of the genders.
This is countered with:
B: Feminism and that definition of feminism, is used as a code word for legal misandry.
Now, rather than dealing with this claim, which would result in having to either refute the examples
given of feminists who are all misandrists, the effect those feminists have had on the ideology as a
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whole, and perhaps amend the definition. The person elects to use a “No True Scotsman” fallacy to
swiftly distance their group from the negative spillover.
There are several basic “movements” where the “No True Scotsman” fallacy can play a central role.
The Deflect and Counter
The purpose of this movement is to deflect the assertion or argument an opponent makes, and
counter-argue as a part of your deflection. This serves the same purpose as a pure deflect, but you
also take away your opponent’s ability to counter your fallacy, as you keep talking.
Example:
Participant 1: Feminism has a tendency to turn into misandry over time. In fact it is often linked with
misandry in texts by prominent feminists.
Participant 2: No misandrist is a true feminist. If you look up the dictionary definition of feminism it
clearly states that feminism is the ideology that seeks complete economic, political and social
equality of the sexes. To conflate this with misandry is clearly both sexist, and shows a lack of
understanding of what feminism is.
In this example you see a “No True Scotsman” (red) marked with combined with an ad hominem
fallacy (attacking the person, blue) and a poisoning the well fallacy (green). In this case, Participant
2, has used a string of fallacies that distract from one another, are designed to challenge the
opponents gender views, and undermine their knowledge on the topic, to the combined effect of
distracting from the original argument.
Participant 1 here is likely to want to respond to allegations of being sexist and to lay out their
“feminism scholarship credentials” to avoid losing the audience.
The double-deflect
The purpose of this movement, is to deflect twice in a row, thus leaving your opponent playing catch
up, trying to gain back control of the debate or discussion. Furthermore, to confuse both opponent
and audience to bring the debate back to your preferred ground.
Example:
Participant 1: Feminism has a history of walking hand in hand with misandry.
Participant 2: No true feminist is a misandrist, furthermore no real feminist would ever accept a
misalignment of their ideology with simple sexism, as this undermines the true aspect of the character
of anyone who calls themselves a feminist.
Here the original “No true Scotsman” is marked out in red, with a second, much more drawn out
variant on a no true scotsman, where the language is used to confuse the meaning of the sentence.
The buried deflect
The buried deflect is simple but highly effective if employed correctly. The key to this move is that
you appear to be responding to your opponents argument, when in reality you are setting up the no
true scotsman fallacy behind the scenes.
Example:
Participant 1: So, obviously it follows that feminism has a long history of being mixed with misandry
Participant 2: As my opponent states, feminism has a history of occurring concurrently with
misandry, this is a very unfortunate thing as it conflates an ideology based in the social, economical
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and political equality of the genders with one of man-hating. However, given the definition, one could
scarcely argue that a feminist is someone who is a misandrist.
As you can see here, the no true scotsman takes place at the end of what appears to be a concession to
the opponents argument, this also ensures that a normal opponent will not be expecting the deflect to
be used at this time.
The script flipper
The script flipper is a potent mix of a no true scotsman fallacy and a cherry picker fallacy.
Example:
Participant 1: Throughout its history, feminism has frequently championed women’s rights and has
been supported by misandry. One could argue that these two march in lock step.
Participant 2: As my opponent states, feminism has been approaching women’s rights for decades
acting as a champion for women. While feminism is an inclusive ideology, that has done a lot of good
throughout history, the accusation of misandry has followed the movement like a black cloud. Once
and for all, I therefore want to make it clear that feminism is about equality, therefore no feminist
could ever be a misandrist.
In this example the cherry picking (green) sets the stage and redefines the problem as feminism being
accused of misandry, rather than being inherently misandric, before engaging in the “No True
Scotsman” as a closer.
Ending notes
Considering that this is the first post, I should add that you are in no way limited to using one fallacy
or one type of fallacy when abusing logic. The key to being effective is to string them together in a
subtle manner, in order to ensure that they are not spotted. While very few people have the
knowledge and put in the time to learn about fallacies, many people do get gut reactions when
something seems wrong.
The key to becoming a strong manipulator, is to tailor your use of fallacies to your oratory style and
your audience. If you are speaking to scientists, you want to keep the fallacies subtle, if you are
speaking to an uneducated audience and are a great speaker, you can get away with fallacies based on
their perception of you.
Another tip is that even though the fallacies usually have a set form, this stems from the basic
structure of logical arguments in addition to making it clear what the fallacy is. You can easily play
with the forms, you can extend your oration time so that the fallacy takes place over 15 sentences
rather than in a single sentence, use tangents, or other tools to obfuscate your movements.
Becoming familiar with Aristotle’s 3 forms of rhetoric is also highly beneficial as the more apt you
are at ethos and pathos, the more fallacies you can get away with.
As a final end note, here is an example of using a “No true Scotsman” fallacy in a “Red pill” context.
Woman: You are obviously a player, you must say that to all the girls.
RPM: No real player would ever say the same thing to all the girls, they may all be friends, or you
may risk repeating yourself.
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Fun with fallacies 19: You are like Hitler!
March 18, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The fallacy of a false analogy happens when
someone is making an argument in the form of an analogy where the analogy is lacking in certain
aspects that make up a good analogy.
The basic form of an argument from analogy tends to be similar to this:
P and Q are similar in A, B, and C
In P we have also observed X
Therefore Q also probably has X
An example of such an argument could be
Ivan and Boris both work out hard, eat right and get extreme results in body composition
We also see that Boris takes anabolic steroids.
Therefore, Ivan probably also takes anabolic steroids.
The factors that either add to or detract from an argument from analogy are:
A) Relevance (positive or negative) of known similarities of the two things to the similarity inferred
in the conclusion.
B) Degree of relative similarity or dissimilarity of the two things.
C) The amount and variety of instances that form the basis of an analogy.
This is generally not the type of fallacy you end up evaluating on the fly. In verbal discourse
analogies tend to be superficial at best, and used for humorous effect, rather than as a piece of
complex reasoning. They serve a purpose in rhetoric by “short-circuiting” a persons mind, by
triggering associations.
For instance, when I say that “My opponent is like Stalin” the audience’s minds start doing the X
from the argument themselves. I don’t even have to do the A, B, and C for this to happen. This is why
good analogies are central to becoming a great orator or manipulator. I remember hearing someone
say that the worst way you can punish a child, is by telling them “Go to our room, I’ll be up to punish
you in 10 minutes” because the child’s mind starts creating their worst case scenarios for what the
punishment will be.
This is what a great orator does with the false analogy, he creates what appears to be an argument,
that the audience then convince themselves of in their mind.
Speaker: Trump is like Hitler!
Audience: He said it, so in what ways is Trump like Hitler?
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What happens in their mind is that they come up with the best reasons for why Trump is like Hitler,
rather than evaluating and dismissing it as fiery rhetoric. This is also congruent with salesmanship
tactics, where putting your client in the position where they are selling your product to themselves
increases the chance of making a sale.
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Fun with fallacies 20: The fallacies of #Gamergate
March 18, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When I started this series, it was more to drive me to
write something on a regular basis, so that if I get busy, I will have some content to post. Since this is
post 20 in the series, and we have quite a few to go, I figured I’d make a special post on the two new
fallacies I saw emerge from #gamergate.
For those of you who didn’t follow it, #Gamergate is a quantum-state topic, for some it is the gaming
communities rise against what is a clear lack of integrity from gaming professionals. Triggered by the
discovery that an indie game “developer” who got great reviews for a game that is unplayable, based
on sleeping with a string of members of the gaming press.
For some it is the anger of misogynist gamers rising up against “wominz” playing their games,
interfering with their hobby and producing videos with the academic credibility of a German doctor,
specializing in Eugenics in Poland ca. 1943.
Besides just about every fallacy in “Fun with fallacies” 1 – 19 being used, the anti-gamergate
movement also invented their own fallacies, which isn’t that strange considering they invented their
own research methods and their own variant of peer review as well.
These two fallacies are; Sea Lioning and the Dictionary fallacy.
Sea-lioning
The definition I found for “sea-lioning” is:
“Sea-Lioning is an Internet slang term referring to intrusive attempts at engaging an
unwilling debate opponent by feigning civility and incessantly requesting evidence to back
up their claims. The term was coined in September 2014 by anti-GamerGate Internet users
to mock perceived online discussion tactics employed by GamerGate supporters.” [1]
To me, as someone who insists that claims or arguments can be dismissed for there is no evidence for
them, this seems like a strange thing to accuse people of. It strikes me as a case of “I should be able
to say anything I want without providing evidence or arguments to back up my position” which runs
counter to any accepted decorum in debate or public discourse. One could argue that public discourse
is founded on evaluating ideas, arguments and evidence using critical judgment.
Furthermore, that anyone who is unwilling to engage in debate, should write a personal journal,
rather than post their thoughts to public communication forums such as social media or blogs. After
evaluating it, this meme is a form of an ad hominem attack on the person asking for evidence, as the
person accusing the other of “sea-lioning” is attacking the person rather than the argument. Secondly,
it could be argued as a Red Herring in that it draws attention away from a potential non-defensible
argument or position held by the accuser.
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The dictionary fallacy
This is also a more classical fallacy and is sometimes called “appeal to the definition” arguing that
the definition of something in a dictionary is the ultimate true definition. I’ve mentioned this on
multiple occasions when discussion feminism, that the definition of “seeking political, social and
economical equality between men and women” is no longer an accurate or sufficient definition of
feminism.
The reason why this is arguably a fallacy, is that dictionaries are generally just short-form
explanations of the current usage of a word, and does not reflect changes in use or the depth within a
term. A very good example of this is the definition of “Christianity” from dictionary.com [1], which
while accurate fails to account for numerous smaller groups, or even the meaningful differences
between lets say Protestantism and Roman Catholicism.
Bonus: Fallacy of a single cause & The moralistic fallacy
This was one of the more disturbing fallacies I saw among anti-gamergaters. The tendency to argue
the cause of gamergate as a bunch of misogynistic and racist CIS, white male gamers harassing
women. Now, I’m not going into what is and what is not harassment, as I’m not a lawyer, and this
blog is not called “Black label law”. However, what I do want to weigh in on is the gargantuan
fallacy committed when the whole movement were described by both anti-gamegate activists and the
gaming press in the form of a fallacy clusterfuck that can be written up as single cause + moralistic
fallacy.
Where rather than look at the complex variety of potential causes it all came back with “You are all
sexist and racist” and then went into a series of arguments based on a moralistic fallacy. I.E.
“Gamegaters are immoral”, “Gamergaters are scum” and similar arguments aimed at negating any
factual and logical claims that the #Gamergate movement could make such as:
The revelations of overly close relationships between game developers and game journalists.
An agenda that conflicts with producing the best games possible for an audience.
The disdain that the gaming press holds for it’s own audience as shown by numerous articles.
The overly close relationships and coordination of members of the gaming press. On an
industry level this is collusion/oligopoly and is against the law.
The ownership structures of the gaming press, where multiple outlets are owned by the same
companies. (Generally a case for most of the MSM these days)
[1] http://knowyourmeme.com/memes/sea-lioning
[2] http://www.dictionary.com/browse/christianity?s=t
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Musings on career politicians
March 20, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When the idea for this article struck me, I thought about 3
rough paths to leadership roles. There is the guy who started in the mailroom, and over a span of 20
or so years, works his way up and attends night school to expand his skills. Then there is the student
that goes to college, gets a degree, perhaps works a couple of years at an entry level job, then gets an
MBA and moves into management. Finally, there is the entrepreneur who starts his own company,
and works to make it a success.
I’m not necessarily sure that the latter is a distinct path, as there are people who both type 1 and type
2 who have chosen it after becoming disillusioned by their first choice of path.
On competence building
In the first case, experiential learning and meeting objective performance requirements leads to the
rise from mailroom to C-suite, in the second case academic learning and meeting objective
performance requirements lead to the C-suite.
However, in all 3 cases, you produce a leader who may or may not be technically competent. In the
first case, you get a person who is (ideally) well versed in all aspects of company functions, is
familiar with the history and corporate culture, and has put in his dues. In the worst case, you get a
sycophant who is great at playing politics and getting in with the right crowds in the company.
In the second case, you may get a person who is well-versed in the latest academic and theoretical
aspects of running a business from an academic perspective. However, this person has very little
experience with day to day management of a business, and may also be a sycophant.
Technical skills are what gets jobs done and targets met. If you do not produce, you do not sell, you
do not get paid and you end up bankrupt. I can sum this up as “How to do your job”. If you’re in
accounting this job is getting money in and paying money out, if you’re in programming, it’s writing
code. If you’re an author it’s writing.
Social skills are what is used to sell, to interact with co-workers, to communicate effectively, and to
manage people. A common story in business is of the company that promotes its best engineer to
manager, then proceed to double-lose because they lost their best engineer (by moving him to
management) and they got an incompetent manager. A side-effect of social skills, is that they also
tend to be the backbone of any good manipulator.
The performance grid
I designed the performance grid to demonstrate how this breaks down:
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As you can see the sycophant is low in technical ability, but high in social ability. The subject matter
expert on the other hand is high in technical ability and low in social ability. Ways this influence the
business world, can be the standard of promoting your best engineer to management, but the skill-set
that makes a great engineer does not translate into making a great manager, as this requires higher
social ability. On the other hand, having a high amount of social ability, does not translate into
becoming a great manager either, as you lack the needed subject matter expertise to make the
decisions you will be expected to make in a leadership position.
Human beings tend to take the path of least resistance. This is pretty logical, if you approach it from a
scarcity mindset, which is what our ancestors are likely to have lived under. This breaks down as the
human that expends the least amount of calories (energy) to get to a goal, is the human that survives
to procreate more, thus those genes are passed on.
In the case of the person with high social skills, this means that it is easier for them to either fake
technical skill to superiors, and then use technical subject matter experts to actually do the job of the
high social skills person. This is a net benefit to the high social skills person because as they are the
point of contact between management and technical, they can take credit for the subject matter
expert’s work, and appear as this expert themselves. Thus creating a false belief in management, that
the person who is a sycophant, is actually a high performer.
On the other hand, a technical subject matter expert, may want to use the high social skills person as a
salesman to get their work known. The reasoning being that they gain larger benefits from developing
higher technical skills rather than social skills. However, this is a fallacy by the technical expert,
because it gives the high social skills person access to a subject matter expert skill-set without paying
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a cost.
How this translates to politics
Politics is most likely the field that requires the highest level of social skills, as the entire job of a
politician is to be a negotiator and salesman. You negotiate with other politicians in order to get bills
passed, alliances formed and make trade-offs. You also sell other politicians and the public on your
ideas.
At the same time, politics encompasses many technical fields, construction, information technology,
economics, sociology, psychology, law and many others. Yet, there is no requirement on the
politician to have actually performed at a high level within these professions. What they do need is
the social skill-set in order to get policy passed and the public sold on what is being done.
For instance, if we draw from the current cabinet of the United States of America. The secretary of
defense is a physicist and the secretary of agriculture is a lawyer.
In a sense, politicians are heading down the path of managers where the birth of the professional
manager is in lock-step with the professional politician. A person who has very low requirements for
subject-matter expertise in the field they are managing. If we go back about 50 – 100 years, this
would not happen. The question that remains to be answered is whether “management of people and
resources” is its own area of subject matter expertise, furthermore, whether this is a productive path
we are on. It stands to reason that if someone who is an expert on managing people and resources, is
to manage a nation’s military during a period of conflict, that they would have to rely heavily on
advisers with subject matter expertise in military matters.
The dangerous thing about advisers is when the adviser becomes more powerful than the king. Which
is heavily compounded when the adviser(s) have a differing goal from the king. This was a fairly
common occurrence in history, where a trusted adviser would sell out his king to further his own rise
to power. Perhaps the adviser has higher ambitions than to remain an adviser and watching the King
gain fortune and reputation from the work of the adviser.
This is in essence the catch .22 of being a subject matter expert, you are too valuable to be promoted
from your current position, yet too ambitious to remain there. I suspect that some advisers go on to
become entrepreneurs for this exact reason.
There is also a second important point, there can be efficient and objective key performance
indicators for subject matter expertise. Where the professional manager or politician can explain
away failure to perform as there being “cultural issues” within a company, or “if only we had a clear
majority in the last election”. You cannot explain away a failure to perform at a subject matter
expertise level.
Bonus: How this chain of reasoning translates to red pill theory
The key difference between the subject matter expert and the sycophant, is that the an idea may
become reality in the hands of the subject matter expert, but it can only be translated to the public by
someone with a certain level of social skills. Apple grew from the technical competence of Steve
Wozniak but became a success because of Steve Job’s salesmanship and marketing approach.
These two work very well in pairs where 1 person has the subject matter expertise and the other has
the salesmanship and social skills. However, in implementing red-pill theory you need to be both
men. You need to be an expert in the theoretical foundations of game, the red pill theory, and many
of the other topics, but you cannot implement them with success without developing basic social
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skills.
What red pill men can learn from career politicians and professional managers is that you can be
devoid of subject matter expertise within a field, and still be an important presence in that field.
More reading:
Dale Carnegie – How to gain friends and influence people
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When ideas (should) die.
March 21, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
The concept of falsification is central to ideas in the sciences. To prove something true is much more
difficult than to prove something not true. If we adopt this principle when dealing with ideas, and
systems of thought, how would we go about determining when an idea can be dismissed and should
be removed from the toolbox of ideas?
If we use Marx’s communism as a baseline, as this is a system that has on multiple occasions been
implemented fairly in line with the conditions laid out in “Das Kapital”. In each case the
implementation has resulted in tyranny, mass murder and a lack of rights for the individual. This
holds true in the Soviet Union, Cambodia and North Korea, plus many of the less well-known
communist states in Eastern Europe and Africa. In every case there has been a tendency that progress
towards the ideal state Marx describes stops with the dictatorship or rule by the revolutionary
committee.

Evaluating parts of a whole
Therefore, we can draw the conclusion that as a whole, within the conditions laid out by Marx,
communism can be dismissed. However. we can not draw the conclusion that each individual piece
of his doctrine can be dismissed. Parts such as public ownership of means of production, his value
theory, or the assertion regarding the distribution of the results of production.
It thus follows that each of these have to be handled as individual pieces of a constructed whole, with
the goal being to determine whether or not these stand-alone ideas work well inside another system.
For instance, in evaluating subjective value theory from Austrian Economics vs Objective value
theory from Marxist economics, we must look to reality to see what is required for trade to take
place. However, many Marxists would argue that when viewed in aggregate, objective value theory
wherein goods are priced according to the cost to produce the goods, deals with the most optimal
allocation of limited resources within a society. Whereas subjective value theory deals with the
individual instances of trade, where a trade cannot happen unless both parties view what they are
looking to trade for as having value to them above what they are willing to trade for it.
If Trader 1 has 10 gold coins, and trader 2 has 200 lbs of steak, they cannot trade if both trader 1 and
trader 2 agree that objectively, the 10 gold coins are worth more than the steak or vice versa.
However society can argue that the cost to produce 200 lbs of steak is the equivalent of 10 gold coins.
Therefore, the conclusion must be that both objective and subjective value theory holds under a
different set of constraints, but do not have general applicability to all trades.
In this case we have dismissed Marxism as a whole, but accepted one of many ideas within the
system. In the manner, one can accept that old moral codes such as the golden rule and 10
commandments are beneficial to maintain social cohesion as stand-alone ideas without having to
accept their baggage.
The general maxim to draw from this discussion is that while whole systems of ideas can be
dismissed as whole, the individual parts must also be tackled alone in order to fully dismiss a system.
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An analogy from computers, would be that a bad batch of motherboards do impact the whole system,
but one can replace just the motherboard, without having to replace the remaining parts.
The consequence of this is that dismissing a system of thought needs to happen on two levels, as a
whole (sum of the parts) and as the parts themselves. Furthermore, in evaluating the system and the
parts, areas of synergy or of requirement must be reviewed.
In effect, a system of thought should always result in better results than the individual parts could
alone, if the system is worthwhile. This is normally referred to as “synergy”. Requirement on the
other hand, deals with the objective conditions that need to be in order for the system as a whole, or
for parts to function. To draw on the computer analogy once more, every part requires the power
supply in order to operate, the power supply itself only requires a source of power, but it is worthless
without the other components, because the only purpose for which it exists is to power the
components.

Finding the components of an idea or part of an idea
The method for finding underlying components is to continue to probe a system’s parts in depth over
time. You will know when you have reached the fundamental idea, as this does not require any other
ideas. If we problem classical liberalism in the tradition of writers such as Thomas Paine, we arrive at
a basic maxim regarding the freedom of the individual and the rights of the individual versus the
rights of the group. We can summarize this as “What is the price the individual has to pay, in order to
get the security of the state?” furthermore “What is the price the state is permitted to charge from the
individual from this security?” However, if we probe even deeper, the individual is a concept from
nature, the group is a concept from the individuals, thus it follows that individuals must have rights in
a situation where no group exists.
As these rights exist without the group, it follows that this is the starting state of rights and that any
restrictions on these rights must require the cooperation of the individual. An individual as a general
rule has 2 states:
1. Stand-alone (not a member of a group)
2. Member of a group
Therefore it follows that an individual may make a choice of whether it wants to be a member of a
group, or not. Therefore it follows that membership in a group is conditional and based on a costbenefit analysis by each individual based on rights given up vs privileges gained.
Thus one can conclude that the Natural Law from the enlightenment is based on the individual as a
core idea.
If one were to evaluate Marxism in the same way, one would find that Marxism is based on the best
for the group, not the individual. This follows from the abolition of private property and the
collectivization of results, embodied in “To each according to their need, from each according to
their ability”.
This is in many ways a profitable approach, because most ideas and systems of ideas have unstated
ideas or premises, that once seen often result in dismissals of whole systems or subsystems of ideas.
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The final goal
The final goal of this long and accurate process of reason is to have a system of ideas fully mapped
out, into individual ideas and how they relate to each other. This should give you a bird’s eye view of
how the ideology functions and what has to be true in order for it to function. Once you know what
has to be true, then you have the core premises, the conclusion will naturally follow.
For instance, in order for gender feminism to be true, the patriarchy has to exist as a social system
that seeks to keep women subservient to men in political, economic and social matters. If this is not
true, then it follows that all the ideas that are based off this central premises have to be reevaluated at
well. This includes every other system of thought based on the concept of systemic oppression. This
is going from the specific [A system that oppresses women] to the general [A system that oppresses
GROUP].
The great thing here is that this does not have to be evaluated from a perspective of pure reason, it
can be evaluated with practical reason, because we have ample historical evidence of how such
systems operate and what they look like. We have women prior to 1900, we have black people in the
United States of America up to and including the civil rights movement, we have South African
Apartheid, the treatment of Jews in Nazi Germany, and the caste system in India.
In all these systems the following was true:
The oppressed group suffered discrimination in economic and political power through the legal
system. This was done by giving them less rights than other groups within the country legally.
Either in the form of less positive rights or more negative restrictions.
The oppressed group had their social status marginalized by widespread negative portrayals in
popular culture, and the media.
For instance, black people in south Africa had less rights in that they could not vote, they could not
attend certain schools and society was overall segregated.
Jews in Nazi Germany were not permitted to own and operate businesses, their property could be
confiscated without grounds, and they were segregated from the rest of the population by law.
Women prior to 1900 generally did not have the right to vote, women up to and until 1960/1970 did
not have equal rights in the workplace (equal pay, being hired for certain jobs etc)
Black people in the U.S were negatively sterotyped in the media, and in pop culture, by things such
as blackface or other approaches that sought to influence the public perception of black people.
These examples clearly show that systems of oppression enact oppression via the legislative branch
of government. Furthermore, they undermine the social status of a group through widespread
negative stereotyping in popular culture and mass media.
This gives us a basis for evaluating which groups are actually oppressed and which are not, based on
the 3 areas outlined in the textbook definition of feminism:
A) Social – how is the group portrayed in popular culture and the media in general. You can test
these by a fun association game:
If I say spousal abuser, what is the image in your mind?
If I say rapist, what is the image in your mind?
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 122 of 1188

If I say criminal, what is the image in your mind?
B) Political – is this group denied equal political power through being denied the right to vote or
otherwise equally influence the political system. Furthermore, are there specific laws in place that
negatively influences this group, or alternatively that benefit this group.
C) Economic – is this group denied equal opportunity to gain educational qualifications and jobs.
As a final note, if you wish to continue down the train of thought I started in the latter part of this
post, please do not mistake equality of opportunity for equality of outcome.
More reading
Critical Thinking for Students: Learn the Skills of Analysing, Evaluating and Producing Arguments
by Roy van den Brink-Budgen
How to Win Every Argument: The Use and Abuse of Logic by Madsen Pirie
Thinking Fast and Slow by Daniel Kahneman
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Why females slut-shame: Hypercompetition
March 23, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
The basics of selling something often breaks down to “Sell a lot of something for a low price” or
“Sell a little of something for a high price“. One could argue that the first one can exist in a state of
both low-cost and differentiation, but the latter tends to correlate strongly with differentiation.
Differentiation and Low-Cost are two basic strategies outlined by Harvard Professor and business
strategy guru Michael Porter in his landmark classic “Competitive Advantage“. In this book, Dr.
Porter outlines 3 strategies, low-cost, differentiation and “stuck in the middle”, to summarize the 3
quickly:
Companies utilizing low cost strategies seek to achieve the lowest cost of production through striving
for efficiency throughout the value chain. This manifests in reducing overhead costs (marketing,
sales, etc) and seeking to produce at a lower cost than all of the competition so that they can sell their
products to the customer at a lower cost than the competition. This strategy is highly suited for
products where very little differentiation can exist, such as raw materials, generic components, and
also where the item is a repeat purchase, frequently.
The differentiation strategy is a strategy aimed at planting the product in your customer’s mind as
“something special“. To make your product stand apart from all the other products that service the
same need. This is often seen with high end brands such as Gucci, Hugo Boss and Armani. However,
it also happens with volume brands such as Budweiser and Gillette. The key to this is often to use a
large amount of money on marketing and sales, toting the value of your product.
The “Stuck in the middle” strategy refers to a company that seeks to compete both on cost, and on
differentiation. This is more often than not a failure, because you will fail to achieve the economies of
production that pure low-cost strategy companies will, and you will fail to achieve the same level of
differentiation as pure differentiators.
What follows from these 3 strategies is that the low-cost company will be selling their product at the
lowest price to the customer, the differentiation based company sell at the highest price to the
customer, and the stuck in the middle company sells at a rate between the other two.

Porter’s 5 Forces
The 5 forces is one of those heuristics that are brilliantly formulated by Dr. Porter but has been
abused by a million MBAs to the point where I laugh a little when yet another MBA wants to present
another analysis to me.
Porter’s 5 forces is a tool that helps you analyze how competitive an industry is based on important
factors.
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To give a short explanation of each:
Bargaining power of suppliers: How strong is competition among the people who sell you the
inputs to your production? If you require highly specialized components for your product, that only
one or two companies can supply, that are in high demand, they have a strong position in any
negotiation with you, and can ensure that they receive a high premium on their product.
Bargaining power of buyers: How many other companies produce a product that covers the same
need, or want. If you are a monopolist, then bargaining power of buyers is low, if you have a highly
differentiated product then bargaining power of buyers is reduced. If there are hundreds of companies
selling substitute products then your bargaining power is reduced.
Threat of new entrants: This deals with how easy or hard it is for new competition to enter your
industry. The core premise is that if an industry is earning above average returns on investment (as a
result in supply and demand), capacity will flood into the industry until the supply and demand
rebalance. The “size” of the threat depends on what investments are needed to compete, the
requirements of economies of scale and many other factors.
Threat of substitute products: This has to do with how easy it is for your customers to buy other
product that satisfy the same need or want that your product does. This can be simple, such as if you
make jeans, then substitute products may just be jeans made by other companies, it may also be a
general “all forms of pants”.
Competitive rivalry: This deals with how intense competition is in an industry to begin with. How
many dogs are fighting over the same bone?
From these 5 factors, we can conclude that an ideal industry to enter is one that has low competitive
rivalry, low threat of substitutions, low bargaining power of buyers, low bargaining power of
suppliers and low threat of new entrants. This is where a company will realize the highest profits.
This means having a unique product, that requires highly specialized knowledge, high returns on
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scale in production, high investment to compete, where your buyers have to buy your product
(monopoly producer) and where you are the only one who wants to buy the products your suppliers
make.

The mathematics of sluttiness
So, what strategy do women employ to sell their goods to men? This is the first question I asked
myself, because we can somewhat divide women based on the investment required to get laid. As
I’ve touched on before, and will touch on more in length in a later post, men have 2 options of
investment:
A) In Themselves (X)
B) In The Woman (Y)
(A-1) If we assume that these exist on a scale from 1 – 10, and that the maximum sum of the two
values is 10. Making the equation X + Y = 10, will outline the sexual strategies of men. A high X
value is Alpha fucks, a high Y value is Beta bucks.
(A-2) We further assume that women view both investments as equally valid, depending on their own
SMV and goals.
(A-3) A third assumption is that women seek to obtain a partner who is as far as possible above them
on the SMV scale. (Hypergamy) [1]
From these we can determine the following:
From A-1 and A-2 we can determine that a women does not care how you diversify your assets, but
only the total sum with the weight assigned based on their goal (LTR or Hookup).
From A – 1 and A – 3 we can determine that “selling cheap” is the equivalent of putting out to a
partner who is at, or below the female’s own SMV value.
From A-2 and A-3 we can determine that AF or BF will be conditional based on what product she
seeks to purchase.
We can also conclude that “selling cheap” for a women, means “not selling pussy at the highest
possible price-point” and this is what makes a woman a slut. We can also add in that, as the male has
two approaches outlined, females may have 2 preferences (A-2) one of the male investing in himself
and the other of him investing in the female.
We already know from red pill philosophy that women’s investment preference changes with age,
often referred to as her “hitting the wall” or as I outlined in my post on supply and demand, where a
woman feels demand for her drop and thus sees the need to secure a long-term relationship with Beta
Bucks to have children.
We also know from the same philosophy that in order to satisfy hypergamy, a woman tends to spend
her peak SMV [1] years dating around, or riding the carousel.
This creates two different supply-demand scenarios for both genders. One when women are in the
age range 18 – 30, one where women are 28 – 35. This also creates two competitive scenarios for
women, one where they are seeking the most alpha man they can find for “fun” and one where they
seek a stable “nice guy” to settle down with.
If we assume these can be interpreted as being part of the same strategy then we can make some
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logical deductions from the SMV curve.

Full SMV graph

The intended illustration by Rollo [1] with the original curve was to show how the genders peak in
terms of sexual market value. However, the curve is generalized across both genders, which results in
that theoretically speaking, no women in her 20s should ever sleep with a man in his twenties, she
could only sleep with men at or above her on her to sate hypergamy.
This is obviously wrong as an axiom. However, the curve as a whole holds. It holds because women
in their 20s exclude some male-value variables from the equation. For instance, if women sought pure
financial variables, they should seek to get into long-term relationships with men studying STEM
fields, medicine, law or business as these are the careers that give the highest potential life-time
earnings. Yet, we also know that these are the type of men who suddenly become attractive once a
women is close to, or hitting the wall. This means that women:
A) Seek realized value, not potential future value. Which means they do not invest in a man for future
potential.
B) Seek other variables than purely financial ones prior to getting to the point where they want to
settle down and have children.
We can deduce from this that a woman will operate with two prices, one SMV price for a short-term
relationship/hook-up/fun and one SMV price for a long-term relationship/marriage/children.
From this it follows that there are three “slut-scenarios” for a woman:
1. She hooks-up with a man who is below her on the SMV scale.
2. She enters a long-term relationship with a man who is lower SMV for her.
3. She hooks up with a man far above her on the SMV scale.

Synthesis
If we analyze the industry of vagina using the generic strategies by Porter, we can create 3 types of
women:
Sluts – Low cost
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Perfect women – Differentiated
Normal women – Stuck in the middle
The sluts are women who seek to gain a man through requiring low investment from him and being
low-maintenence, and other general factors that reduces a male investment in her.
The perfect women is a woman who seeks to gain a main through setting herself apart from the other
two generic types of woman, through a mix of staying in shape, good genetics, developing a pleasing
personality, learning how to take care of her man, and so on.
The normal woman, is a woman who basically can go between the perfect strategy and the slut
strategy depending on what she feels like, and her present mood/situation. This may be the 38 year
old who is looking for a long time mate, but hooks up with her married alpha male boss, while
making her dates wait 4 dates for sex.
We can assume that the 3 strategies exist on a bell-curve as outlined below:

Where a woman’s base SMV dictates what category she ends up within, but where the majority
cluster around the middle, with an SMV of 4 – 6.
If we do the industry analysis of the pussy industry, we can eliminate bargaining power of suppliers
as a factor, as this is not a factor that is relevant.
Threat of new entrants would be a constant if we assume that the number of men and women born
exists within 2 – 4% of each other. There will be X new entrants into the industry every year, as more
women turn 18, and some of the older ones go bankrupt and leaves the industry. However, as
younger women tend to have higher SMV values than older women, this threat would be high.
Threat of substitute products: There are two basic ways to look at this. We could look at it from the
perspective of the first part of this summary, and conclude that the women within the top 5% of the
bell-curve face little threat of substitution, while the women clustering around the middle face a high
threat of substitution. There is also an argument to be made that all women are substitutes for each
other depending on the investment required by the male. Depending on which argument one follows,
this is either high or medium.
Competitive rivalry: Women are said to be highly competitive with each other. Anecdotally, very
few men are hit on as much as they are when they wear a wedding ring or are seen with one or more
high value women. If we take Rollo’s [2] Pareto principle article, and the statement that “20% of men
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do 80% of the fucking” one could easily conclude that this is conditional based on the man’s SMV.
High value males encourage extreme competition between women, whereas low value males
encourage less extreme competition. If we average this out, setting this as medium seems appropriate.
Bargaining power of buyers: There are two arguments to be made here as well. Argument 1 is that
high value males have very high bargaining power, whereas low value males have low bargaining
power. The other argument is that bargaining power is based on the relative values of the SMV of
both parties. That the party with the highest SMV value determines the bargaining power in the
situation. Thus, as with the others this is a medium.
What comes through in the 5 forces analysis is:
A) A high amount of averaging out between high and low depending on SMV.
B) : The 5 forces analysis
Bargaining power of buyers: Medium
Threat of new entrants: High
Competitive rivalry: Medium
Threat of substitution: High
This creates elements of something called “Hyper-competition” this exists where you have a higher
supply than demand for something, and often results in destructive price wars. It is often a case of
low differentiation combined with high substitution, med-high bargaining pwoer of buyers, and a
high competitive rivalry. The two core approaches to dealing with it is either a race to the bottom
where only the lowest cost producers and the most differentiated producers survive or it’s a form of
collusion referred to as “Oligopoly”.
Oligopoly is a situation that often happens when you have a few large companies offering a substitute
product to each other, where they tacitly cooperate (price fixing) and avoid head-to-head competition.
Usually, this is not a case of overt price fixing or overt territorial division but it happens because of a
Nash Equilibrium [3]
In the case of women, based on the 3 strategies, and hyper-competition all “non-sluts” have an
interest in and incentive to keep the price of pussy fairly stable. If all women in a small tribe of 40
(20 men, 20 women) people decided that you have to put a ring on it to get laid, then all the men
would have to marry in order to get laid. If a single woman deviates from this, this undermines the
strategy by the other 19 women. It also increases the bargaining power of men, and shifts the supply
line. It creates a situation where the negotiating power [4] of men is increased, and the negotiating
power of women is decreased.
As the goal of women is to maximize hypergamy, a women who does not respect the X+ hypothesis,
undermines the negotiation position for all women. This undermines the strategy of fake scarcity that
women create for a majority of men, and the strategy of maximizing hypergamy vis-a-vis high value
men. If the market is given less of a drastic curve it creates a situation where:
A) A man will be more aware of his true SMV value.
B) High value men will restrict themselves to a narrower set of female SMV values.
Both of which undermine the basic principle of “maximum hypergamy” which takes place where the
female is able to sleep with/enter an LTR with a male who has a much higher SMV value than her.
For instance, say that all women in the present market are able to do SMV +3 so a woman prefers to
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sleep with/LTR a man who has an SMV up to 3 points higher than her own. A man on the other hand
is SMV -3 where man can sleep with a woman who has an SMV equal or up to 3 points lower than
his.
With the assumed bell-curve distribution of SMV for both genders, this puts most females (SMV 4 –
6) in a range where they can sleep with/LTR men up to values of 7 – 9 (roughly top 16%) but most
men (SMV 4 – 6) in a position where they can only sleep with a minority of females. This satisfies
hypergamy and the female imperative perfectly.
Because it means that a women can sleep with an alpha male, and still can fall back on sleeping with
someone +-1 of her own SMV, thus secure an LTR that seems like a good deal to the man, who
normally is only able to LTR women with a -2 to his own SMV. This is illustrated in the following
graphs:

In the above graph, you can see the relative relation between the SMV of the male and the SMV of
the female. For instance that a female with an SMV of 1 is equal to a male of SMV 4. In the graph
below, you see the same distribution with +1
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From the graph here, the narrower gap means that females have less of an ability to date, and sleep
with men above her own standing, and it also means that the majority of females that cluster around
the mean in the bell curve have less access to the highest 16% of men (those with an SMV of 7 or
above). This is less acceptable to female hypergamy.
If we introduce the SMV curve into this, it also makes it clear that it narrows the female window of
securing a high value male. They would either have to date older men who are likely to be more
aware of their true SMV, and have had a longer time to create a high SMV. Or they would have to
take risks on men who are likely to develop a high SMV.

Conclusions/Summary
This all started with a question of why women slut shame. As I’ve argued in this post, women slut
shame because they are in a market situation where they by keeping the majority of men in a situation
where sex is scarce are able to date above their own SMV, but also ensure that they get a medium to
medium high, good deal once they decide to settle down. In short, assurances [5] of their backup [6]
If women and men paired off at equal SMV, so a woman at an SMV of 5, would only hook up with a
man with SMV 5, then the supply in the market would match the demand in the market, this would
create an equilibrium where the demand = supply.
The competitive situation would normalize, as the number of SMV X would equal the number of
SMV Y and therefore it would seize to exist. However, in a situation where a great majority of
females are attracted to a small minority of men, and the situation dictates that those men will sleep
with the majority of females, it creates a case of hypercompetition for the top 16% of men that some
70% of women are chasing after to maximize hypergamy.
Therefore it is the best interest of women to slut-shame 2 sets of women:
Those who offer “no strings sex” to men well above their own SMV. For instance a female 6
who sleeps with men with SMV 8+ as these are the only acceptable mates for SMV 8, 9 and 10
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women.
Those who offer “no strings sex” OR “LTR” to men equal to OR below their own SMV, as this
undermines the backup that these men are to be for the women who are busy sleeping with
higher SMV men.
It is never in the best interest of men to slut-shame, as this reduces the SMV gap between males and
females, gives men more bargaining power, and pressures the female suppliers to reduce their price in
order to create sufficient demand.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
Competitive advantage by Michael Porter
The Rise and Fall of Strategic Planning by Henry Mintzberg
Sources:
[1] http://therationalmale.com/2012/06/04/final-exam-navigating-the-smp/
[2] http://therationalmale.com/2016/02/23/the-pareto-principle/
[3] http://www.investopedia.com/terms/n/nash-equilibrium.asp
[4] http://illimitablemen.com/page/5/
[5] http://therationalmale.com/2016/02/28/assurances/
[6] http://therationalmale.com/2016/03/14/plan-b/
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How men compete: The better mousetrap
March 25, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The whole concept of “building a better
mousetrap” is a very good explanation of how males compete. As I outlined in my post on why
women slut shame, this is to in effect lower the relative market value of the women branded a slut,
while increasing their own market value. In addition to “keeping other women in line” with
hypergamous optimization. In effect, women compete in marketing.
Men differ in that competition tend to be in terms of performance, this is apparent early on with men
often engaging in competitive activities such as team sports, or other forms of competition. Even nonphysically active men tend to engage in forms of competition such as gaming or vicarious living
through other men competing by watching sports.
The core difference can be summarized in that women tend to compete by marketing themselves,
while putting down others, ideally not wanting competition but oligopoly/cartel situations. Men tend
to compete by self-improvement and adding value to themselves, in a situation which is much closer
to laissez-faire competition.
To illustrate explain the difference take a look at the diagram of the Value Chain.
Men tend to be focused on Inbound logistics, operations and outbound logistics. In effect, resources
in, transforming resources and the results gained. While women tend to be mostly focused with the
marketing and sales aspects of the value chain.
Now, for those of you who already read my article on women, you are going to read this article and
feel like the articles are different. The answer why is simple, my article on women is descriptive, it is
what they do, how they do it and why they do it. My article for men is prescriptive, it is what you
need to do, why you need to do it and what the results should be.

The concept of product engineering
When dealing with product engineering, a product needs to be adapted for the needs it is supposed to
solve, be cost-effective, and optimal/efficient. Furthermore, it needs to be capable to be produced at
the highest level possible with the minimum required resources in order to be efficient.
If we read red pill philosophy a lot of it builds on being a better man. About lifting weights, putting in
the work and striving to become your best self. If we look at PUA, a lot of it is playing to the female
strength and creating the image that you are this better self through focusing heavily on marketing
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and sales, rather than product development. One could formulate an argument that a lot of early PUA
material is the predecessor to Red Pill awareness, where PUA allows you to market yourself as, while
red pill awareness advocates actually being.
In a way, we could argue there are two core investment strategies that I outlined in my article on
females, that apply to men trying to improve their shot with women.
The Alpha fucks strategy that involves heavily investing in yourself, working towards becoming a
better man, and as a result drawing in more women. This was based on the equation:
X + Y = 10
Wherein 10 is the highest value you can reach on the SMV, and as a male the Alpha strategy is heavy
investment in yourself, which is X in the equation. This correlates heavily with the Dark Triad as
psychopaths/Narcissists heavily invest in themselves, but not really so much in their partners. Which
supports the “Dark Triad” approach advocated by a number of Manosphere writers.
The second strategy is the beta strategy of investing heavily in women, while minimizing investment
in yourself. This strategy does tend to reduce the competition with other men directly, but you will
still be indirectly competing with other males, on top of exposing yourself to risks. This strategy is
conducive to taking heavy losses, as a result of relationships ending, and thus it also creates situations
wherein a man may remain in a bad relationship for too long.
Drawing on product engineering and the article I wrote on how females compete what follows is that
men maximize their value by investing in self. This also carries less risk, as investing in a female
results in a risk of losing that investment if the female dumps you, or you need to dump her. By
investing in your own development, you ensure that you appeal to the largest possible female
demographic (giving yourself a larger market) in addition to gaining a competitive advantage versus
men who select the beta strategy or at less adept at the Alpha strategy.

The Value chain of Man
To draw further on the value chain, to build a man, we can argue that the inputs are the genetics and
basic upbringing a man gets from his parents. Some of us grow up with amazing red pill fathers or
grandfathers who teach us about women and act as role-models. Some of us grow up without them,
yet find such models in our life, and some of us are left without them for most of our life, only
finding substitutes when we find the red pill community online.
The operations aspect is what we do with our genetics and develop from our starting point. Some of
us are born with genetics that allow us to have above average IQ, above average height, perhaps we
are mesomorphs or athletically inclined from birth and some get none of these. Operations are what
decide what you make of what you started with and in the words of a rapper I no longer remember is
“Hard work beats talent when talent doesn’t work hard“. We can complain that we struggle with
putting on muscle, or that we were not born looking like Chad Thundercock, or that we were born
without the confidence to talk to women. However, the key is doing something about it.
Operations is what we draw on to make the best of what we got, and overcome it. We are not women,
we do not cooperate to make sure that the fat, shanky bitches can land a high quality man, we want
all the bitches for ourselves. In a business operations is the day to day grind to make sure we produce
and deliver and for men this is what we need to do, produce and deliver.
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Outbound logistics for men is the results we get. It is what we put our mind and will to, it is what we
want to manifest from our hours in the gym, or at school or at work putting our nose to the
grindstone. It is desired outcome. If we do not get our desired outcome, we compete more and throw
ourselves into putting more energy, more time, more resources into realizing our desired outcome.
The power of masculinity lays in visualizing an outcome and then making it happen.

Men and economics
The core issue with men in the sexual market place is that we are from nature all equal. Sure, some of
us have better genetics, some of us are lucky in that our genetics are adapted to excel in something
that our society values early on and some of us are born into lucky family situations. However, it is
what we do with the foundation that creates the end product.
The best way to put it is, that if you are born as a white guy, with genetics that allow you to be over 6
feet, good with sports and to a wealthy family you are golden. You will develop high SMV in your
early teens, you will get used to working with women in your early teens and like Grog, you will
never feel like your value is mediocre or low. This results in that you naturally develop an abundance
mindset. However, the reality for many men, is that they feel like their value is low due to some of
the above mentioned aspects and they feel a need to compensate.
You could always be a contextual alpha [1] but this is not permanent, it is only something you
experience within a sphere. Stephen Hawking is a contextual alpha, much less intellectually inclined
and/or accomplished men are permanent alphas.
The permanent alphas are men who either were endowed by nature and upbringing or who built
themselves up to be alpha. These fall into some major categories such as rich, athletic or highly
intelligent, or other categories that naturally lead to being a desired target for women.
The trade-off is interesting as athleticism matures earlier and carries over into later life, then has a
rapid drop off. Intelligence has a slower rise, then peaks in later life. This is a natural result of general
athletic prowess peaking early as a result of youthful fitness, whereas IQ taking longer to peak due to
length of training required.
This means you have 2 essential supply/demand curves for men, with the demand overlapping
somewhat. If we make the assumption that high athletic men peak earlier in life from age 15 – age 25,
and high IQ men peak from 25 – 40. It follows that men realize their potential at differing times
dependent on their predilections towards physique or intelligence. This is a natural result of athletes
having their prime while they are young, while academic achievement peaks at closer to 40.
However, it should also be mentioned that the more visceral aspects of a men are more important as
characteristics of alpha than intellectual accomplishment. This deals with markets more than it does
anything else, as good looking men, that have adequate social proof, and the right mindset tend to
appeal to a larger market than men such as Professor Hawking that appeal to a niche market.

Accepting the truth
I left his for the end, because honestly I had no idea how to write it before I spoke to Rollo Tomassi .
A lot of us are idealists, we wish for a woman who is as logical, as idealistic and who will love us
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without the burden of performance. It will not happen.
In order to transcend from egghead to alpha you have to ingrain certain truths in your mind and one
of the harder truths to swallow is that female sexuality will never be solvable by deductive logic. A
female being attracted to a male is computer science, binary logic, a 0 or a 1. In order to be the 1, you
have to perform the actions that I’ve outlined to realize your value cognitively, but also physically.
Without the physical aspects of action, being in shape and being a visual alpha, you will never realize
your full potential and there is a high chance that women will perceive you as “Beta Bucks”. This
perception is countered by a number of traits related to the physical and a mindset often composed of
dark triad values.
It is the Iphone problem all over again. The Iphone, by most objective metrics is a poor product.
Battery life is bad, you are tied to an App store where Apple controls the content not demand, your
phone’s operating system is highly controlled and so on. However, it is a product that is marketed
extremely well, has a sleek design, and that gives the user a certain feeling of “coolness”. You can
create the best product in the world, but without marketing you will appeal to a much narrower
market than your potential would indicate.

Conclusions
Look at human history, it is at least 100.000 years of evolution in which physical prowess has
dominated 99.560 of them. Being “really freakin’ smart” has only been a true benefit since the
enlightenment and short periods prior to that. Sure you could have been Leonardo, Michelangelo or
Aristotle, but brains have only truly been valued over brawn for the past 30 -40 years in a
technological society.
The female brain and attraction is still functioning in the pre-tech revolution where the chunk of
hardened muscle crushes the egghead, and where the physical always trumps the mental. Therefore, it
follows that to be truly attractive to women you need to embody historical values. Historical values
are strength, physical power, willpower and determination, once you adopt those on top of your
intellect you will win. However, as long as a “meathead” can kick your ass, you won’t. The signals of
genetic fitness, and thus determinants of product quality has not been updated as the market has
developed.
What we need to remember is that women compete through marketing, by making it seem like they
are the best product, while perhaps not being even an acceptable product. I tweeted this a while back,
that the main female tactic to lure a man into a long-term relationship is the “bait & switch” where
they adapt themselves perfectly to the man during the courtship phase, with an end goal of seizing
control at a later date. This is marketing 101, always make it seem like your product will solve all the
customer’s problems, even if it won’t. The physical is the first and strongest impact you have in any
interaction with a human being, and where you have the highest chance of manipulating their
perception. Once someone has a solid first impression of you, it is very difficult to change it, just ask
any man who has tried to move out of the “friend zone“.
As I said, physical aspects have been more important for most of our history, they mature around the
time where a normal mating would have taken place historically, and they are always on display.
Intellectual aspects can be displayed indirectly through wealth, or forms of social proof such as job
titles and degrees but this takes longer, and tends to correlate strongly with “Beta Bucks” meaning
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that you spend your time fighting your way out of the “Beta Box”
The key is that you can build a great amount of wealth and social proof through your intellectual
accomplishments, but your physical presence is what triggers the judgment of “Alpha Fucks vs Beta
Bucks” in a woman’s mind.
This is why you often hear Betas, Gammas and Omegas entering into the female competitive sphere
and denigrate more successful men. They are attempting to utilize the female competitive strategy in
the hopes that it will psychologically influence the female into wanting them. Yet it accomplishes the
opposite, because of the female perspective. Females compete among themselves using marketing,
and they evaluate men based on accomplishments and marketing.
To a woman, telling her that “That guy is such a jerk, he just sleeps around with other women and is
a total man-whore” is actually selling him to her, as it shows confidence, arrogance and massive preselection. On the other hand, telling a man “She is such a slut, she’s fucked all your friends” does
lower the value of a female in the eyes of men, because as I argued in “How females compete” it
signals that she has low standards, may be less loyal, and does not value herself.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
Understanding Michael Porter by Joan Magretta
Sources:
[1] http://therationalmale.com/2016/03/03/gamer-girls/
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So How many bitches be crazy?
March 26, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Those of you who follow this blog
may have noticed that I have an above average interest in numbers. After watching a video from
Terrence Popp over at redonkulas.com I started wondering how many [1]
“NARBIPOLBITCHISTIC” women there are out there that could seriously screw up someone’s life,
especially that of a nice Beta man.
In this I’m going to do a short post with data from The National Survey on Drug use and Health from
the American government [2]. As our society is gradually working to normalize deviations in female
behavior, ranging from the denial that females can be domestic abusers, to encouraging narcissism
and anti-social behavior in women, this is highly relevant for your journey into the sexual market
place.
One can argue that entering the sexual market place without knowledge of the risks, is the equivalent
of entering a casino with no understanding of the odds. This is in no way arguing that all women are
crazy, but pointing out that a large number of women do suffer from disorder that can make a
relationship with them a rather complex and damaging ordeal.

Prevalence of Mental Illness in the United States
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National Survey of Drug use and Health – 2014

Now from the graph, we can tell that 21.8% of women fit the criteria in the survey for having
impairment, including behavioral, emotional and mental disorders, that can be diagnosed according to
the DSM-V criteria and within the present year.
Keep in mind that this doesn’t mean that only 21.8% of women literally are crazy, it just means that
these were the ones crazy enough to actually be diagnosed. For those of you who are sitting there
going “Wow, that is a lot of crazy” it roughly means that if you sleep with 5 women, one of them was
probably crazy.
This comes out to about a total of 34.5 million women who are crazy enough to be diagnosed with a
mental, emotional or behavioral illness in the United States. I think I should also repeat that these are
only the ones who are crazy enough to get a diagnosis and it does not include drug or other substance
abuse. You can do plenty of damage without a diagnosis.
Another thing I need to mention is called “comorbidity” which is a word for when symptoms of more
than one mental disorder is present in the same person. This is especially high for the Axis 2
personality disorders [3,4] that also include such gems as borderline personality disorder, anti-social
personal disorder, narcissistic personality disorder and histrionic personality disorder.
For those of you who are thinking “Well, we all know that Americans are crazy, I live in the UK so
not a problem for me” according to a statistic I found [5], 1 in 4 UK residents will experience a
mental health problem each year.
This includes that 3 – 5 out of 100 will have a personality disorder, 1 – 3 out of 100 will have bipolar
disorder and 1 – 3 will have schizophrenia. Note that these numbers do not include people in
hospitals and prisons, so the numbers are likely higher. This means that your chance of banging a
crazy chick if you take a Roosh V tour of the UK, is 25%. In comparison, shooting yourself in the
head with every trigger pull in Russian Roulette with 1 bullet in the cylinder is 1/6 or 16.6%.
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I tried finding the same statistics for the European Union, but I had issues finding updated numbers,
however the numbers from 2001 were available. [6] I do give the European Union credit on having
the most fancy reports and PowerPoint presentations with the most feeling and the least facts. This
shows that prevalence rate in the respondent countries were similar to the other data sets. Thus I went
digging for more data.

I found a story by NBC News from 2004 where the chart above was collected from [7] It is unclear
from the article whether or not personality disorders are included in these numbers. The reason why I
focus so much on personality disorders, especially those in the Axis 2 or “Cluster B” is that these are
considered untreatable and incurable by mainstream psychiatry, and thus while you can put your bipolar girl or Schizophrenic on medication, Axis 2 is forever.
The challenge for men is that often these personalities do not manifest full force early on, often one
may be deceived that the woman only has cute quirks, and nobody is perfect right? Yet, this is a
minimal manifestation of how the problems will develop. When suffering from pussy-blindness, most
men are irrational and should not be permitted to make decisions, yet this tends to happen more
frequently than not. The cultural narrative is also that “love conquers all“, which puts most people in
a position where evaluating the other personal from a transactional perspective may cause significant
guilt.
You must keep in mind that a relationship with a woman who suffers from a mental disorder is no
different from one with someone who has physical ailments, it will affect your life in highly negative
ways.

The big question
So, I suppose the question some of you may be asking by now is “But Black Label Logic, how can I
tell if she’s just normal woman crazy as opposed to DSM-V crazy?” To answer that, I’m going to
draw from the most actionable book on the topic in my experience and I have read over 40 books on
the subject. “Dangerous Personalities” [8] by Ex-FBI profiler Joe Navarro [9].
His lists of traits are highly actionable and useful in the real world. The core problem with using the
DSM-V or the European equivalent is that they are made for clinical settings where a trained
professional evaluates a patient over time, and in a controlled setting. This is not the case when you
happen to run into Barbie after having a couple of drinks in a nightclub.
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Joe Navarro outlines multiple dangerous personalities in his book.
Narcissistic personality
The core traits of a narcissist is that everything is about them and their needs. While this term is
frequently uses colloquially to refer to anyone who is pompous, self-important, self-aggrandizing, or
self-centered, the true meaning is something who has a core maxim of “Everyone should treat my
needs, priorities and preferences as their own.”
To accomplish this they will use just about any means necessary but tend to default to psychological
manipulation. Their chief goal according to the literature is to secure sources of narcissistic supply,
meaning people who supplicate to them, or supply them with flattery, material goods and preferential
treatment. Patrick Bateman from American psycho is a great example of a malignant narcissist who
kills in bursts of Narcissistic injury.
Some of the traits in the screening quiz include:

Excerpt from Dangerous Personalities by Joe Navarro. Narcissistic personality disorder

Emotionally unstable personality (borderline)
Borderline personality is a type of disorder that it somewhat of a catch-all and that professionals
argue about. Some have argued that it is the female equivalent of anti-social personality disorder,
while others argue that it is a stand-alone disorder. Like the narcissist, the borderline is very much
self-involved, and their goal is to avoid real or perceived loss of relationships. The irony is that they
behave in a manner that makes them almost impossible to be around. The internet meme of “overly
attached girlfriend” is very typical of borderlines. Journalist Milo Yiannopoulos coined a phrase for
feminists “quantum state feminists” to symbolize they they act as both victim and aggressor at the
same time, and this is very much the case with people who suffer from borderline personality
disorder.
They exist in a world where things are black and white, where there is either unconditional love or
hatred, no middle-ground.
Paranoid personality
I’m not going to write much on paranoid personality, because it is a personality structure that largely
seem to affect males, and thus not highly relevant to this article. However, the key traits boil down to
a lack of trust and a penchant for mistrusting others. The paranoid personality will often attribute
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malice where none exist, congeal grand schemes and conspiracy theories from separate events.
The Predator (Anti-social personality disorder)
The psychopathic personality is one where a lot of research has been done, but largely on inmates in
correctional facilities or patients in mental institutions. Harvey Cleckley the author of “The Mask of
Sanity” thought of them as insane, but appearing sane, and the French term of psychopath actually
means “madness without delirium“. The psychopath like the narcissist is prone to predatory lifestyles,
self-aggrandizing behavior and dishonesty, while being less prone to narcissistic injury than the
narcissist.
Combination personalities
Joe speaks about these in length in the book, and I looked up co-morbidity for Axis-2/Cluster B
personality disorders and some studies have shown them to be up to 60%, meaning that 6/10 people
who have traits of one of the personality disorders will have traits of another one as well.

Conclusions
I’m not writing this to scare anyone, more of as a warning that mental illness does happen, and if you
think “normal” women are crazy, wait until you deal with someone who could actually be diagnosed.
The damage these women can do range from boiling bunnies (Fatal Attraction) to pulling a Lorena
Bobbitt (which she will probably by applauded for by the modern feminist movement).
Know that if you as a man get tangled up with one of these women, there will not be any shelters for
you to run to, they are prone to making false allegations of all kinds from domestic to child abuse,
just to hurt the men who are attempting to escape from them. These women are Lucifer’s daughter
[10] as coined by Illimitableman.
The only true advice to give other than educating yourself on mental illnesses, through reading posts
like this, the linked books, and blogs. Is to trust your gut, if you ask yourself “Is she crazy?” yes, she
is. If you or other people around you notice negative changes such as being isolated from your friends
and family, constantly feeling guilty, afraid or obligated to do something. If you notice Machiavellian
tactics being used against you, or her reactions being out of proportion to events, then get out.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
Dangerous personalities by Joe Navarro
Snakes in Suits by Robert Hare
Sources:
[1] https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7GD6oxd2G6s
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[2]
http://www.nimh.nih.gov/health/statistics/prevalence/any-mental-illness-ami-among-us-adults.shtml
[3] http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7694906
[4] http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9777282
[5]
http://www.mind.org.uk/information-support/types-of-mental-health-problems/statistics-and-facts-ab
out-mental-health/how-common-are-mental-health-problems/
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Marketing and the sexual market place
March 28, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In the last month or so I’ve written multiple articles dealing
with the sexual market place and how the genders seek to control and manipulate it. I would
recommend reading the following articles before this one to get the whole picture.
Exploring the sexual market value
How men compete: Building the better mousetrap
Why Women Slut Shame: Hypercompetition
The SMV game is largely focused around marketing. This is the preferred female approach, and this
is reflected in their attention to clothing, make-up perfume and other sensory aspects that draw male
attention. Therefore, a lot of men have started to emulate this, embodied most strongly by the
“metrosexual” movement where men in essence adopt female modes of dress, and grooming.
However, far from being purely about the physical, women (and to a lesser degree men) also adapt
their personalities when around a potentially attractive partner.

The 4 Ps of The Sexual Market Place
The 4 Ps are a classic tool in marketing and consist of Product, Price, Place and Promotion. A quick
intro would be that:
Product the different characteristics and choice criteria of a product and what need it sates.
Price, how much does it cost, how is it positioned price-wise in the marketplace.
Place, is how is it positioned, and where is it sold.
Promotion, how do you build awareness of the product, what are the selling points, where do
you promote it and how do you promote it.
Collectively these are known as the “marketing mix” and tend to form a backbone in most product
and service marketing that is done. There has been some alterations to them, increasing to the 7ps, the
4Cs and a lot of other trials, but the 4ps still stand.
As I mentioned in the posts on female and male competition, men primarily compete in the product
category, while females primary compete in terms of promotion. Price is relevant to both genders, but
men tend to use it more as a choice criteria often making the distinction between a “high maintenance
woman” and a “low maintenance woman”. Place (distribution) tends to be related to the social habits
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of each party, however, women tend to hold a stronger control over this aspect of the mating mix,
because if women go somewhere, men tend to follow, hence why you get “girl’s drink for free” or
“no door charge for women”.

People buy benefits, not products
This was a favorite saying of an old business professor of mine, that builds off the fact that the
impulse to buy something is linked to a need. You are not going to buy something that makes you unthirsty unless you are thirsty. In this case, the benefit you seek is something that makes you quenches
your thirst, and what you seek to quench that thirst with is dependent on your choice criteria. Your
choice criteria are the elements of the features of the options for what to quench your thirst with. This
ultimately leads to a choice you make for what to drink.
In the sexual market place the same thing takes place. Every customer (male or female) have a need
usually it is either a relationship or a hookup, sometimes it’s both or neither. They know some of the
benefits sought, such as getting off. They have choice criteria that ultimately inform their decision on
who they’d prefer to sate that need with.
The core difference comes in the various layers of social elements that obscure the transaction that is
actually taking place. It is social perceptions that result in that a woman that overtly sells sex in order
to pay her rent is a prostitute, while the woman who has her fuckbuddy pay her rent is not. This is
where statements that men say among themselves and women hate such as “all sex is prostitution, it
just depends on how you pay.” comes from.
The confusion among men about “what women want” comes from the fact that men often view sex in
terms of expectancy and equity theory however this does not lead to hypergamous optimization.
In order for hypergamy to be optimized, it needs to make sure that the choice of reciprocation lays on
the woman, not on the man. If the female had to reciprocate in order to maintain relational equity,
then it follows that she either has to sleep with non-optimal men, or say no to free stuff. Neither
which is a good option in the eyes of hypergamy.
In order to ensure hypergamous optimization, it is necessary to obfuscate the female choice criteria,
because if a man knows them, he can fake them and thus sleep/date her when she feels he should not
be able to. Thus foiling female hypergamy. This is also why the red pill and pick-up artist
communities have received so much backlash from women, because to them it is a system hack. It is
using their inborn choice criteria against them.

How much is she going to run me?
Men and women approach this from two different perspectives, yet are both looking to get the best
possible deal. With how our sexual market place is set up, men are looking to pay as little as possible,
women are looking to get paid as much as possible.
As a general rule there are 3 major pricing strategies, price skimming where the company sets a high
price at first that is lowered over time in order to get the maximum sunk-cost recovery before
competition sets in. Market penetration pricing, where a company sets the price low enough to
capture large amounts of the market, and neutral pricing which is a mix of the two former.
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The concept of price may be a touchy subject for some, but there are always costs associated with
getting laid. In a way we could put women into a pricing model where the total price is Pre-Sex +
Relationship cost = Total cost. This is based on the cost to get laid or into a relationship, plus
additional costs you have to bear in order to remain in the relationship.
What we have to remember is that as humans there is only one metric that truly matters in cost
analysis, namely time. Women in order to optimize hypergamy adopt market skimming as a pricing
strategy, they want to realize the maximum benefit of their SMV as they go through life, this is
evidenced by how the average female age for marriage coincides with the start of decline in their
SMV . Men on the other hand tend to go for penetration pricing to appeal to large amounts of the
market very quickly.

Promotion
As I outlined to begin with, women tend to be better and more natural promoters than men are. In
order for a man to compete with women at promotion, he has to adopt narcissistic and Machiavellian
traits. As every U.S presidential campaign reminds us, there are 2 basic types of promotion regardless
of the mix, which are; positive advertisements of your candidate, attack ads on the other candidate.
I outlined how women do this in my post on female competition.
I think that the reason why this has become the chosen strategy for women is that it holds low
risk/effort, for high reward. You do not need to become objectively better than another woman, you
just have to be perceived by the buyers (men) as being better than another woman. Where men seek
to be objectively better than other men, since men are judged based on performance not perception,
women are judged by perception.
However, knowing how much weight women put in promotion, most men should take a page or two
out of their book. The “manosphere” has done a good job at figuring out female choice criteria, and
men should learn how to signal those choice criteria when they have developed them. What use is it
being the best product, if nobody knows it?

Place
Distribution seems irrelevant, except for the fact that your SMV ranking is relative. A 10 in Miami is
going to be off the charts in Boise, and a 4 in LA can be an 8 in Cleveland, because it is dependent on
what exists in the market already. SMV for both men and women, just like for products depend on
what is available in the market. Sure seafood that came off the boat 2 hours ago and was fished no
more than 4 hours ago is expected in coastal cities, but 3 day old frozen fish may be top notch in a
town where there are few (if any) opportunity to get truly fresh seafood.
Single women tend to congregate in certain cities such as New York, L.A and Miami. Meaning that
the market in these cities tend to experience a constant influx of young and attractive women. Once
these women settle down with a man, the family tends to move to the suburbs where the competition
for her man is less. So, the HB10 moves to New York to land a rich investment banker, then moves
him and the family to a suburb where he hardly sees another HB10 of the younger model. This means
as his wife’s SMV drops off with age, she has a point or two advantage in the local market, while he
is unaware of his rising SMV due to being in a poor market.
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Where you live and the places you frequent decide what market of men or women you are mainly
targeting with your product.

Market development
Igor Ansoff devised the product matrix that I’m going to be using the categorize methods for growth
for a product.I could make some market penetration jokes here but I won’t. Market penetration means
that you sell more of a product to an existing market. Market development is when you develop new
markets, in order to increase sales. Product development is where a product is either improved,
altered or entirely new products are created in order to increase sales. Finally diversification is when
you branch out into other products, or markets. Ansoff points out that diversification is different
because unlike the other three it requires that the company develop new resources, skills or
knowledge.

What we can now see is that when the “body shaming” movement posts their memes, try to make
people feel bad for their preferences and so on, they are actually engaging in market development, in
that they hope to build a market for women that are not appealing to the conventional market.
When a man engages in weight lifting, healthy eating, running business over bitches and adopts a red
pill mindset, he is engaging in product development, as he improving and innovating on his product
(himself). In this specific case, it may also include diversification, if the man decides that he wants to
specialize in a special type of woman, and as a result has to develop new skillsets and so on. For
instance day-game.
When feminists or beta males push the “Stop fucking jerks” narrative, they are attempting to increase
the market penetration for beta males and feminist accomplices to encourage more of the male market
to move in that direction to set up hypergamy for when the feminists are ready to settle down.

Market shares and market potential
One of the first red pill truths I ever heard was in Chris Rock show “20% of the guys, do 80% of the
fucking.” To put it in economic terms, this means that 20% of the sellers have an 80% market share.
This means that those 20% of sellers have done something that makes this happen. In the history of
economics and business, no company has been able to do this without somehow being a superior
performer. Carnegie Steel and Standard Oil obtained market shares comparable to this in the Robberbaron era, however they did so by delivering superior products and being superior throughout their
value chain. Thus it follows that 20% of men is doing something very right, that the remainder can
emulate.
To put this into numbers, if there are 10 men and a 10 women in a group, 8/10 times a woman gets
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fucked, its going to be by 2/10 men. That means that two of those men got laid 4 times each, while
the other 8 got laid 0.25 times.
To draw further on the reasoning, the only reason why men like Carnegie, Rockefeller and the other
Robber Barons, were able to build their fortunes and get such huge market shares, was because there
was no anti-trust legislation. This means that the business could only work that way, so long as the
other part of it; government was complicit in what was taking place.
This does not mean that I advocate government control of getting laid, it means that such a market
share for that minority of men, can only happen if women are participants in the market distribution.

The two products that are interesting to women
Women tend to be interested in 2 rough product groups of men. The Alpha male (the good genetics)
and the Beta male (The good provider) this is quite normal as tastes in products often change with
age and experience. The difference is that women’s tastes for Alphas never change, they are a
constant demand market, whereas the demand for Beta males seems to increase once the woman has
had her fun years and is looking to settle down.
This basic categorization by women, indicate that there are product characteristics that define which
category a man ends up in to that woman (and most likely her peer group). It stands clear that women
have obvious choice criteria for:
A) Which of the groups the man is put into.
B) Which product she is seeking at the moment.
The fact that men categorize women was well known to previous generations. It was quite common
for mothers and grandmothers to tell their daughters colloquialisms such as “Nobody is going to buy
the cow if they can get the milk for free”. This indicates that for men, we tend to divide into “hoes
and housewives” there are simply some women who are wife material and some women who are one
night stand material.

Summary and Conclusions
The thing that started to congeal in my mind after writing all these articles is that I can argue the
sexual market place from many different angles. The traditional way of arguing it with women as
buyers and men as sellers, comes short when the end is “marriage and children” because while
women are gatekeepers of sex, men are gatekeepers of marriage.
On the other hand arguing men as buyers and females as sellers comes short when explaining hookup
culture, as women are gatekeepers of sex.
Arguing the SMV as corporation vs corporation also falls short, because while you do have 2 camps,
men and women, you have men that adopt the feminine imperative.
The only way that it makes sense to argue it is to argue in terms of desired end product, and keeping
in mind that the entire SMP has 2 goals.
A) Hookup
B) Long term relationship
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Here it follows that you will in each participant have a weighted choice criteria. For instance
someone may be 99% hookup and 1% long term relationship, another may be 99% long term
relationship and 1% hookup. From basic supply and demand theory, one can conclude that for each
tier of choice criteria has a supply and a demand, and they have a point where equilibrium between
supply and demand is reached.
However, this will influence the price based on the other aspects outlined in this post and others, such
as the supply of women who want a hookup vs the demand by men who want a hookup. For instance,
if 1 woman wants to hookup but 10 men want to hookup, that increases the price. If you introduce the
principle of choice criteria into this, that could eliminate 6 of the men, however they are unaware that
they have been truly eliminated, because the woman has a vested interest in keeping the perception of
demand high to maintain her price.
However, if you introduce 2 more women into this, her ability to do so will lessen as a result of
competition, unless they decide to keep the price high in a form of cartel price fixing through making
themselves seem scarce.
An abundance mindset is recommended because it undercuts the female price fixing strategy,
whereas a scarcity mindset reinforces it. A Beta orbiter both makes a woman feel high in demand,
while offering social proof that she is in high demand through acting as a false type of competition.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
Marketing Analytics: Strategic Models and Metrics by Stephen Sorger
The Igor Ansoff Anthology by by Peter H. Antoniou
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Building blocks of betas and female narcissists
April 3, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Incentive theory is a subset of research on
“human motivation” or as I like to call how “How to dangle the carrot and wave the stick around“.
For instance, if you’re running a sales office, and you need more sales, what is more effective?
Bonuses or threats of people being fired? It comes from a field of psychology made famous and
pioneered by B.F. Skinner who did a lot of work on operant conditioning. Those of you who read my
post on expectancy theory and equity theory are already partially familiar with this concept and some
of its effects.
Sometimes such incentives can have positive effects, such as when you offer a major bonus to the
best salesperson. Sometimes they can have very unfortunate effects when the encourage hiring
patterns that focus highly on “social fit” and less on ability, education or experience. Sometimes it
can have positive effects, such as seeing a quarterback getting laid like a rockstar and that
encouraging young boys to try to be good at football. Other times it can have negative effects, such as
when a “nice guy” notices that all the guys he knows with girlfriends like to tool them up once in a
while and decides that in order to get a girlfriend he has to become the type of guy who tools up
women.
A core principle of incentive theory is that people do what you are encouraging them to do in order to
reach their goals. If a man wants to get laid like a rockstar, he will adopt the behaviors that make that
happen. The 2008 financial crisis is interesting in this respect, in that the system encouraged the very
behavior and recruited personalities prone to such behavior, that almost lead to a systemic collapse.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 150 of 1188

The Western Culture and Incentives
The core enlightenment values of liberty, life and pursuit of happiness were values that melded nicely
with protestant values of hard work, self-reliance and stoicism. Combined, these two value-sets
created a person who was free to pursue their dreams, goals and ideas, without oppression, through
their own hard work, self-reliance and to stand tough in the face of adversity. Through tax systems
that permitted a person to keep most of the product of their labor, and law that allowed a person to
benefit from their inventions, it created a largely merit-based society that drove us to the
technological peak of our species.
The western world in the last 40 – 60 years has really managed to get itself in a bind over these
incentives. For instance much of Europe has social programs that create incentives to have a ton of
kids that you cannot afford, and raise them on the public dime, over getting a minimum wage job and
a few less kids. This combined with the fact that highly educated/high earning people tend to
procreate less, and you have a situation where the people who are net-net benefits to your society are
dwindling, where those who are net-net losses are growing in numbers. Through Government
programs that seek to reduce the natural volatility of capitalism and merit, we have built structures
that limit the volatility, but also inherently reduce the personal responsibilities each of us have to bear
in our day to day lives.

The pleasure and pain principle
As animals we are programmed to avoid pain and seek net pleasure (pleasure – pain) and we act in
accordance with what we have been told to do, or what we have experienced before. For instance,
people finish high school, then get a college degree and get a job or their finish high school and go
looking for a job, and then they go for the spouse, the children, the house and the picket fence.
Because that is, what society has been telling them is the path to happiness. However, as people start
to see that high school degrees are valued less because most entry-level jobs require a college
diploma now, college in itself has become a pursuit of a checkbox, rather than a pursuit of
knowledge. They know that 50% of first marriages end in divorce, with most of them initiated by
women, the women is more likely to get full custody and get the house with the picket fence, and
they will end up living at poverty levels because of antiquated child support laws. These paths are
clearly not what they are being said to be, young men today are being sold an incentive that died in
the 60s and 70s.
This results in the creation of concepts such as MGTOW and “Red Pill” where men eschew
relationships with women completely, or they decide to live entirely on their own terms and for
themselves.

The Growth of the Beta Mindset in the West
Why would a society want a ton of Betas running around? To answer this question we actually have
to go back to around 1900, and the world as it was then. The West was the dominant force in the
world. The United States of America was slowly becoming the industrial engine of the West, while
the sun never set on the British Empire. Both of these countries had a history of masculine values
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such as might makes right, merit-based systems, incentives to better yourself and the “stiff upper lip”.
Of their time, they also had undercurrents of racism, sexism, various forms of bigotry and
ethnocentrism.
As we progressed forward, and ended up in first one world war, then a second world-war all before,
we reached the mid-century and the ideas of Karl Marx gained a foothold in Russia, which became
the Soviet Union. After the fall of The Third Reich, the west felt very guilty about anything that
could have led to the extreme forms of racism, sexism, bigotry and veneration of a culture. As a
result, the West after this became very anti-racism, anti-sexist, anti-bigot and very much against
ethnocentrism. The new call to action was to be tolerant, to be multi-cultural and most importantly,
not to judge other cultures from the perspective of our own cultures.
As the century moved forward, we saw the rise of “women’s lib” in the form of second wave
feminism, a grouping that sought to give women equal rights in the workplace. We saw the rise of
hippie-culture in opposition to the war in Vietnam. There was a rise in alternative research
philosophies within the social sciences emphasizing perceptions that are more subjective and the
politicization of academia. There was also as with most generations, a rebellion against the values of
their parents, in this case “The Greatest Generation” who had learned through experience that
sometimes force is needed, that you have to be stoic, that merit is the way to govern, and that
principles are more important than emotions.
Males rebelled against their buzzcut, clean shaven, Christian, suit wearing conservative fathers, by
growing their hair long, wearing beards, rejecting Christianity and wearing clothing made from god
knows what. Females rebelled against their feminine, submissive, stay at home wife, mothers through
adopting male styles of dress, rejecting make-up and other symbols of femininity and adopting a male
mindset. The hippie culture also venerated peace and love, adopted socialism over merit and
infiltrated academia in a much larger degree than ever before. As they started to have children of their
own, that would become generation X, they focused on cultivating self-esteem, individuality,
empathy and rebellion. Thus, we got the first generation of western children that had no real
connection to the values that made the west great, and even rejected many of those values wholesale.
There is no greater symbol for this than the “Grunge” era in the early 1990s, where bands like
Nirvana bellowed out their emotional existential angst in a way that would have embarrassed their
grandfathers.
The unfortunate effect was that since nobody rejected the slow demasculinization of the west, and
could see the major systemic effects it was having, it continued to grow in echo chambers. This is the
downside of free expression and assembly; bad ideas can be allowed to grow in echo chambers until
they reach a critical mass. We saw this most recently with third wave feminism, a variant on
feminism that was defeated by scholars such as Christina Hoff-Sommers and Camille Paglia in the
1980s in every debate, yet became dominant due to the infiltration of professorships and other
teaching positions in Universities.The most ironic aspect of the infiltration of academia, is that just
like the Nazi German academia who spent countless hours and mountains of resources trying to find
objective evidence for subjective perceptions, so do many modern social scientists in academia today.
The unfortunate side of this research, the attention it gets in modern journalism and the acceptance by
government is that it smears the name of science, and ultimately undermines the structures that can
make a society work. Each generation likes to think of itself as more enlightened, but the reality is
that the Universe is anything but. Throughout history, we have had many enlightened societies that
fell to the barbarians at the gates. Their demise frequently started with the feminization of their
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societies, which ultimately lead to them being unable to defend their borders.

The changing nature of male-female relationships
When I first started writing this essay, it was much shorter and had a different slant. However, as I
was doing the research and reasoning process around it, it changed in nature. It’s likely that the
foundation for a beta mindset among men has always existed in some form, but that it is tempered by
the society in which it exists. That for instance, a Beta male in Sparta would have been different from
the Western manifestation of the same archetype.
The old pattern for a relationship between a male and a female, where the man is protector and
provider, and the female offers procreation and housekeeping, was a stable and beneficial pattern for
a long time. However, as “women’s liberation” slowly has made the female sexual strategy [2] and
feminine imperative [3] very clear the pattern has broken down on one side of the swing.
Where a male is still expected to be the protector, the rock, and the provider, in some cases long after
a marriage has ended, there are no reciprocal demands placed on the female. The nature of the malefemale relationship was always a case of reciprocity, where the male offered what he had and the
female offered what she had. The reason for female chastity was a simple resource equation.
A-1 Zero-sum resource game.
A-2 No contraception
A-3 No way of telling who the true father of a child is
Then it follows that in a limited resource game, a man would want to ensure that the children he is
investing resources in, are his own. The only way to ensure this is to make sure that his wife has
never slept with another man, seeing, as there were no contraceptives. If we add the high risk of death
in childbirth both to mother and to child, it follows that in a case where a woman gets pregnant by
another man, there is a high risk that the man will lose his investment in the female, without realizing
the ultimate goal; a child that is his. Of course, there has always been a situation where a male may
sleep with the wife of another male, if she becomes with child, and her husband does not catch up,
both the wife and the lover will realize a reproductive benefit. The man, a child for whom he will not
need to expend resources. The wife an additional card with different genetics from her other children
to play in the reproductive lottery.
If we look at the female perspective of this argument, it looks somewhat different. The female will
always be certain that she is the mother. She also derives great benefits from having a husband that is
a good provider and protector. However, in order to be certain that her offspring has the best genetics,
and thus is the best suited for reproductive success in the future, it may be beneficial for her to obtain
high quality genetics from another man, while retaining the benefits of her beta male husband. The
only ways in which a woman could ensure both high quality genetics and high quality provision, is
through either finding a male that is a high scorer on both, or to get two men, one that scores high on
provision and one that scores high on protection.
The question that arises from this is why Betas still exist if alphas would always out-breed them, and
the answer is; Beta is both nuture and nature.
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How to mass-produce Beta males
Beta males have become an increasing part of the population because throughout the past 40 – 60
years because popular culture and their female friends/feminized fathers/female relatives have told
them to go through the steps to become a good provider, then find a wife, have kids and settle down.
This stems from the base perception by academia that women are inherently pure, good and
empathic, while men are by nature filthy, evil, brutes. This creates a dynamic, wherein boys in school
are treated like malfunctioning girls, when they act out, fight, or are restless in a classroom.
It reminds me of a statement by Christopher Hitchens on God, that humans are made broken, and told
to not to be broken. Boys and men have been treated for the past 2 – 3 generations as if they are
broken. They have been treated with ADHD medication, diagnosed with autism spectrum disorders,
sent to principal’s offices and told that their gender is the root of all evil. If you look through your
average woman’s magazine, you start to notice that women are attracted to confidence. If you take a
young boy, and tell him 5 days a week, for 8 – 10 years that he is defective, you undermine
confidence.
Furthermore, by putting boys into a school system when they are 5 – 7 years old, where they are told
that they are defective every day because they do not behave like little girls, and create an incentive
structure wherein they are rewarded for behaving like little girls. You should not be surprised that the
result is many boys that have no confidence and behave like women.
The noted exception to this seems to be the boys that show early skill in athletics who are then routed
into pursuits that cater to their natural form of behavior and is adapted to handling men. Where
aggression, competition, merit, hard word, and achievement result in the young man developing alpha
characteristics.
Once the boy who is not fortunate enough to be athletically gifted, hits puberty and develops an
interest in the fairer sex, he will seek out information to figure out what to do. He will find countless
“romantic comedies”, he may ask his sister(s), or other female relatives, if he is lucky enough to have
a father or other male role-model he may ask them. If he lucks out, his path will diverge from the
path to beta-hood, if he does not he is in for about 15 – 20 years of misery. Furthermore, he’ll run
into campaigns such as #Yesallmen or statements that all men are rapists that serve to make male
sexuality dirty and something to be repressed. You cannot be surprised that the west is massmanufacturing Beta males, when this is what the structural incentives are aligned with doing. With
the roles of fathers and male role-models at an all time low, and many of those fathers and role
models being the first or second generation “Beta boys” who came of age during “female liberation”
other role models are needed.
Popular culture shows that if you just stick around the girl you love, while she is split in half by the
“18 guys you should date before settling down” and continue to orbit her, be her shoulder to cry on
after they treat her as she should be treated, be her handyman and her errand boy. Then she will
finally see what a great and nice guy you are and consider you worthy. This is a certain way to create
the perfect Beta, because as I outlined in an earlier post, they are starved for 15 – 20 years (while the
woman has her fun) and then when they finally get attention they leap at it and tie the knot.
Furthermore, due to the roadmap supplied to him by society, he will spend these 15 – 20 years getting
an education, building his career and his life so that she gets a finished husband 1.0 when she decides
to settle down.
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Masculine males are a great boon to a society, because they are the ones who protect the society in
roles such as military, law enforcement, fire departments and other dangerous jobs that are essential
to making a society work. However, the current narrative surrounding cases where men are behaving
badly, such as breaking the law, or acting in a non-acceptable way, is to put the full weight of what
has happened on the male, or the male gender. In essence arguing that the situation is the result of
actions the male engaged in.

How to mass produce hypergamic narcissists
When the little girls start school, it differs from the experience that the little boys have. When the
little girl enters the school system, she finds a system adapted to her mode of behavior. It favors
cooperation over competition, social skills over academic skills, psychological bullying is punished
less than physical bullying and most of her teachers will be female. She will be surrounded by
government programs to tell her that she is special, that she can do anything she sets her mind to, and
that build her confidence and sense of self.
As she grows up and hits puberty, she’ll find that boys can be easily controlled through utilizing her
sexuality. Furthermore, she’ll notice that she is encouraged to explore her sexuality. She is told that it
is a woman’s prerogative to change her mind, that she will not be held accountable for her words or
actions, and that a simple complaint to an administrator can get a boy in loads of trouble. She also
finds out that if she happens to get pregnant due to “forgetting” to take her pill, or contraceptive, she
can get an abortion, a morning after pill, or just leave her baby at designated locations.
When she finally decides to settle down, and find that her marriage does not satisfy her as she thought
it would, society will encourage her to seek happiness. She will find books like “Eat, Pray, Love” that
encourage her to get a divorce and spend a year or two just playing around again. When she seeks a
divorce she can be almost certain to get custody of any children and that if she decides to not pay
child-support the courts will not enforce the agreement. If she decides to have an affair, she can be
sure that she won’t be demonized, and may even be lionized as a “strong, independent woman”
taking charge of her own sexuality.
If she is one of the women who decides to abuse their husband, she can be relatively certain that
society will just laugh at him, or refuse to believe him if he files a report [4]. If she isolates him and
drains his finances, she will know that he has no shelter to run to, or a help line to call. Furthermore,
if she wants to get rid of him she can simply bang her head on something and call the police to have
him dragged out in handcuffs.
So, to summarize, as a woman, she is raised to believe she is special and can do anything she wants
to, and be certain that society is rigged to make sure that she does not have to bear the consequences
of her actions. The narrative surrounding cases of female killers, abusers, rapists and so on is a
narrative wherein the woman’s actions are not the fault of the woman, but a natural consequence of
what has happened to that woman.

Summary and Conclusions
Incentives are important because ultimately, humans respond to them and they shape behavior.
Therefore, if the individual decisions of humans create social incentive structures that are inherently
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anti-social this creates a society that ends up in a negatively loaded feedback loop that creates more
behavior that is negative.
Society gains great benefits from the traditional family unit, namely it ensures that children have both
a mother and a father to take care of them and raise them [1]. Economically, the state attempts
replace men through child support legislation, but in terms of a deal, this tends to be a raw one for the
male. Child support payments are frequently excessive, does not take into account that the man needs
money to live, and can often be enforced without any right to spend time with your children.
What western society is doing at the present moment, is to encourage a perception of the feminine as
inherently good, and the masculine as inherently bad. Causing women to feel entitled, and men to feel
guilty. This creates a structure wherein, women feel the permission to do whatever they want,
whenever they want, and where men feel obligated to accept the consequences of the female’s
actions.
For instance, society creates an incentive structure where men are built into beta males. This is done
by eradicating traditional male spaces, vilifying masculinity through terms such as “toxic
masculinity” or the meme that all men are rapists. By blowing aspects of “lad culture” out of
proportion and by expanding “sexual assault” to a point where even saying “Hi” to a woman can get
you expelled from a University. If we look at the more heavily publicized campaigns such as “He for
she” or “Give your money to women” they are campaigns to reinforce the traditional protector and
provider dynamic, that was the cornerstone of gender relationships for millennia, without the
prerequisite actions by the female.
To draw a parallel to some of the feminist arguments about consent, namely that regret = rape, and
that a woman can withdraw consent even after a sexual encounter has taken place, this removes
agency from women, and make them into objects that are acted upon. Which, funnily enough is the
exact opposite of what original feminists wanted. In embryo, a structure is created in which men
always bear the responsibility, but women decide the course of action.
More Reading
Carrots and Sticks: Unlock the Power of Incentives to Get Things Done by Ian Ayres
The Manipulated Man by Esther Vilar
Sperm Wars by Robin Baker
Sources:
[1] http://www.childtrends.org/?indicators=family-structure
[2] http://therationalmale.com/2016/03/25/children-and-cornfields/
[3] http://illimitablemen.com/2016/03/16/understanding-female-psychology/
[4] http://www.theguardian.com/society/2010/sep/05/men-victims-domestic-violence
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The baseline-parallel model for effective learning and work
April 5, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I’ve mentioned this model a few times on Twitter and after getting
a few questions on how it works I figured I’d write a short post explaining this philosophy. In the
book outliers Malcolm Gladwell outlines the principle of the 10.000 hours of practice that someone
has to put in to become an expert on something. When learning a language we often focus on
cramming in as much as we can about how the grammar works and as many words as humanly
possible. You may need 10000 words to be fluent, but only about 2000 to be conversational.
The second principle is based on that once you have built a solid foundation, you can cut back the
work and maintain that foundation indefinitely with a lot less effort than you had to put in while
building it.
When we see examples of renaissanse men in modern culture, we usually get to see the finished
product, a man in his late 30s to early 50s, who is a polyglot, a subject matter expert in his field, has
multiple other areas of expertise, and a range of other skills that it surprises you to find out when he
shows them off. However, we do not see how he builds his impressive arsenal of skills for the 20 –
40 years prior to demonstrating them to you.
Now, I’m going to tell you how to be a Renaissance man.

The baseline principle
The baseline aspect of my model is that any form of progress takes place in a continuum where skill
increases often take place much faster initially and then slow down the longer you keep at something.
For instance, you may put on 5 – 10 lbs of muscle in your first 6 months to a year of working out, but
once you get closer to the top of your genetic potential, you may only put on 1 – 2 lbs a year if that. If
on the other hand, your goal is to lose weight, you can lose 2 – 3 lbs per week or more initially
depending on how overweight you are, but the closer you get to your “ideal body fat” level, the
slower the weight loss will be.
This principle makes up the foundational aspect of the baseline-parallel model of learning any skill.
Yes, you may have to put in 4 – 5 years for a masters degree, 3 – 5 years for a phd, and then do 3 – 4
years of post-doc to be a through and through subject matter expert, but once you have your masters
you know more than most of the population.
Intense focus, and an obsessive approach to reading or practicing a skill up until you have practiced
that skill for 1000 – 2500 hours (1 – 2 years @ 2 – 3 hours per day) will get you an acceptable
practice level for most skills, and at that point you can bring it into your parallel regime, which is
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where you can cut back drastically on your hours, yet keep most of your proficiency at the skill.
The reasoning behind the baseline principle is that if you spend a minimal amount of time on
something initially with minimal repetition, it tends to drop out of your mind quickly, and in the case
of athletic endeavors you will not develop the CNS and muscle memory required to maintain easily.
An example would be to spend 2 hours a month learning a new language. You will not retain what
you studied in the 2 hours last month to the study session next month. However, if you study
intensely, and obsessively for a short period of time, you will develop a good baseline that can then
be maintained indefinitely.

Parallel practice
The principle of parallel practice is where you make sure to practice the skills you have achieved a
foundational ability in through 1000 – 2000 hours of practice, for a few hours every week/month to
maintain most of your progress, while being able to allocate time to new skills or ventures. For
instance, I spent a lot of time obsessively learning about diet, weight loss and weight lifting about 5 –
6 years ago, I still remember most of it and I can still apply the principles almost flawlessly. In a
worst case scenario, I can go back, look at one of my journals and it comes back to me.
This allows you to become a renaissance man who knows many different fields to a level that is
unattainable to most of the population, and thus increase your social value. You maintain your old
skills, while developing new or complimentary skills. Depending on the skills, they can be easy to
hard to maintain. For instance, a skill like cooking is easy to fit into your schedule, after all, most of
us cook meals at home a minimum of 3 – 4 times per week. A skill such as skiing may be harder to
maintain unless you live close to a place where you can get into skiing regularly.
The logic behind the maintenance principle is that while few humans are able to learn intensively and
obsessively in multiple subjects at a time, we are able to maintain a range of skills over a long period
of time with very little skill loss. This is where the expression about having learned to ride a bike
comes from. I did a lot of swimming growing up, I didn’t swim for about 15 years, but I have no
problem swimming at 70 – 80% efficiency once I hit a pool. Once I spend about 10 – 20 hours
swimming, I regain most of my old skills.

The math:
All of us get the same amount of time, 24 hours per day, 7 days per week, 365 days pr year. If you
account for a normal job that takes about 2000 hours or so, add the same for sleep, and you’re left
with a little over 4000 hours per year. If you just allocate 1000 of those (a little under 4 hours a day)
to learning a new skill, and 1 – 2 hours a week to maintaining old skills, you can slowly build your
Renaissance man arsenal over time.
If we go back to the 10.000 hours Gladwell spoke of, you develop the first bulk of those that also
account for the largest growth in your skills in the first 1 – 3 years (1000 – 2500 hours). After that,
you can reduce to 100 – 200 hours per year (2 – 4 hours pr week) and over 5 more years, you will be
1/3 of the way towards becoming an expert at that skill, but you will also have added 1 – 3 more
skills that you should be getting close to the 3000 – 4000 hour mark in.
Most of us are unable to spend 40 or more hours per week practicing new skills, on top of work,
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sleep, and other commitments, but spending a few hours here and there to maintain, while having 1
main hobby is something most of us can do. If you think you can’t, look into how much time you
spend watching TV or messing around online.
Finishing thoughts
“Jack of all trades, master of none” is a regularly repeated statement in our society, and while there
are limits to how many skills you can master, perhaps the goal shouldn’t be mastery for everything.
Specialization to some degree is required for every path in life, if you wish to be a true outlier, it
requires a very high level of specialization. However, human beings live on average 60 – 70 years if
not more in the west, which is enough time to get the 10.000 hours Malcolm Gladwell outlined
multiple times over.
Most people tend to stop learning once they hit a certain level, for some its after high school, for
some after college, some keep pushing through grad school, or as autodidacts. However, a great
majority of people do not realize their potential, nor do they allocate their time for maximum
efficiency.
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Musings on universality and intellectual integrity
April 7, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Noam Chomsky once defined Universality in terms of morality as “If
it’s right for me, it’s right for you, if it’s wrong for you, it is wrong for me” in a 2007 interview. This
is a fairly short and to the point definition for moral universality. The opposite of this is moral
relativism in its many forms, which always makes morals a conditional case. Our laws are in theory
based on universality, an act is illegal regardless of who performed it. One could argue that in
practice it may work out differently, but the theory and system is designed to be as close to universal
as possible. Moral relativism on the other hand, is the position that moral statements are right or
wrong only based on a specific standpoint, for instance culture or historical period.
For instance, most of the western world today would consider slavery morally abhorrent, while most
of the western world would have considered it perfectly permissible, and even benevolent in some
cases if we travel back 300 years. If you view this as “slavery is always wrong” you are a
universalist, if you view it as “slavery was ok back then, because of the times” you are a relativist.
Now, both cases tend to end up in the wrong to varying degrees. For instance, universalism may
argue that killing someone is always wrong, whereas relativists would argue that each individual case
of killing would have to be evaluated. For the most part, our justice system works around the inherent
universalism by adding things like “tiers of killing badness” such as first degree, second degree, third
degree, manslaughter, self-defense and so on. However, this does not mean that the justice system is
relativistic, it just means that it takes into account the circumstances of an action. You will be
charged, and in a court of law a jury of your peers will determine your guilt.
Relativism on the other hand, have negative consequences as well, for instance it would be difficult
to maintain a position that killing is bad, if it is conditional. For instance, killing is less bad if it was
done by someone who spent their childhood years experiencing the Bosnian war and were exposed to
what happened there. Or stealing is less bad if a rich white guy does it using accounting, than if a
poor person does it using a gun.
Relativism is what allows us to treat people who have done terrible things but fill one or more checkboxes differently than people who fill different check-boxes. It is how we end up with the privilege
hierarchy that I wrote a sarcastic post on a while back, where every action and word, has a
consequence based on the sender. In essence, the punishment does not fit the crime, but who
committed the crime.
The backbone of any society that functions is a social contract that regulates your rights and duties
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towards the other individuals within a state. There are contracts based on universality, which is what
the western world largely operates with, and there are relativist contracts that are used within many
other countries.
For instance France, Germany, the UK and the US, have laws that state in one form or another state
that it is never OK to steal from anyone within the borders of that state. The social contract is based
on all of the citizens being offered the exact same deal, accepting it and living accordingly. This
social contract has created some of the most stable, modern and peaceful states in the world. We may
argue that people who can afford better lawyers get a better deal or some group gets a better deal, but
they do not vis-a-vis the state as long as the law states that they do not. In essence, this argument is
like saying that people who can afford better cars, get a better deal on the autobahn because they can
drive faster.
The social contract in some other countries on the other hand is highly relativistic, and it states that
stealing generally not permitted, but it depends on who you are, what family, clan, group, or political
party you belong to. In this case, it becomes quite Orwellian where all the animals are equal, but
some are more equal than others. For instance, if you are a member of a ruling family, you can get
away with murder, or if you happen to be the head of a major government corporation, you can treat
that company’s money as your own.
Now you may ask, what is the difference in those two cases, both have people getting away with
murder? My answer would be, that in the case of the relativist state, they are getting away with
murder by design, while in the other state by accident. Of course, I could always argue that the
former is better for socialists because it reduces volatility.
To some extent we are all relativistic, and this is very clear in politics, we will forgive and forget for
our own candidate, but continue to harbor a grudge for the other candidate for months, sometimes
years. We will put up with behavior from our blood relatives that we would not tolerate from friends
and acquaintances. Relativism is needed when it comes to interpersonal relationships, otherwise
you’ll end up living alone in the middle of the forest never associating with people.
Do we even act according to universality? Not as much as I’m sure a lot of us would think. At the
core of universality is holding yourself and others accountable according to an objective standard.
This is not a fun role, as I’m sure a lot of police officers can attest. The only place where it tends to
be done on a large scale is the military, and that is only because if you don’t people are going to get
killed. Even the Catholic church, supposedly the representatives of God on Earth, hid the widespread
child abuse going on in their own churches by their own priests to protect an organization they are
invested in.
The desire to protect that which we are invested in is a universal human desire. However, when we
do not keep that which we are invested in, or ourselves accountable, it deteriorates and morphs into
something else. Once we start slipping on accountability, then then the values that created what you
love and enjoy the benefits of starts slowly crumbling. Like it or not, values are a complex system,
and like all systems are balanced on a fine-tooth comb. In an example from history, it took 6 years
from the 1933 election in Germany until Hitler attacked Poland, it took 3 years after that to start the
Holocaust, in comparison the first Iphone was launched 9 years ago. So, it took Hitler as long to take
Germany from a democratic, modern, industrialized state, to a totalitarian dictatorship hell-bent on
mass extermination as it took Apple to go from Iphone 1 to Iphone SE. This is how quickly a
grassroots movement can reverse a positive trend.
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In embryo the current progressive movement has embodied relativism as a founding virtue, with
every action being judged, not on the action itself, by the meaning or context of the action, nor by
words spoken, but by who did or said it. It is perfectly acceptable to assault [1], incite to violence [2],
rationalize the perversion of the free press [3], the perversion of the bedrock of the justice system [4]
and conviction for thought-crime [5]. To never be intellectually [6] or morally [7] consistent. The
irony of the whole matter, is that the progressive movement are actually driving progression back into
times prior to the values so called “reactionaries” are trying to maintain.
Throughout history we had and still have societies where assault is/was permitted as long as it it/was
against certain people [8], incitement to violence was common [9], the free press was used as a
ministry of truth [10], where courts were used to personal ends [11] and your thoughts were on trial
[12]. Where scholarship was political [13] and morals conditional [14].
Through their actions they are actually advocating a case of legislating taste, where they want the old
society where people did judge and were treated based on race, sex, sexual orientation and religion,
they just have a different preference for prejudice. The difference is that they have a prerogative to
push that preference into politics and make the public pass it, lest they be pilloried.
To end on the founding principle of any state that practices universality and one of the greatest things
said in the history of mankind, even though it is frequently attributed to the wrong person:
“I disapprove of what you say, but I will defend to the death your right to say it”
Sources
[1]
https://www.vice.com/read/militant-misogynist-roosh-v-makes-it-to-canada-gets-beer-thrown-in-his-f
ace
[2]
http://louderwithcrowder.com/melissa-glick-disgraced-mizzou-professor-caught-yelling-profanity-atpolice/
[3] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/A_Rape_on_Campus
[4] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Duke_lacrosse_case
[5] http://www.nationalreview.com/article/392929/shirtgate-and-common-decency-jonah-goldberg
[6] https://www.aei.org/feature/factual-feminist/ *note for this link, I’m liking Christina HoffSommer’s debunking of feminist politicized scholarship., not as an example of it.*
[7]
http://dailysignal.com/2016/01/19/attacks-on-women-in-cologne-highlight-double-standard-of-multic
ulturalism/
[8] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Anti-Jewish_pogroms_in_the_Russian_Empire
[9] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rwandan_Civil_War
[10] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Media_of_North_Korea
[11] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Moscow_Trials
[12] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Red_Guards_%28China%29
[13] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nazi_human_experimentation
[14] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Treatment_of_slaves_in_the_United_States
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Gendernomics: Risk management, how to avoid getting burned
April 10, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Risk is defined by ISO 31000 as the effect of
uncertainty on objectives. Risk management is focused on identifying, analyzing, and mitigating risk.
There are multiple types of risk used in business and there are multiple types of risk in the SMV. You
have risk coming from legislation, risks coming from the social sphere, health risks and plate risk.
The most commonly known method for assessing risk is based on a risk matrix where the risk is
equal to probability plus impact. For instance high probability and high impact is a high risk. High
probability and negligible impact is a low risk. Mathematically this can be done easily too, if
something has a 50% chance of happening and if it happened the cost would be $100.000, then the
risk is $50.000
Often risks are divided into known known; risks we are aware of, and understand. Unknown known,
risks we are not aware of but understand. Known unknown risks we are aware of but do not
understand, and unknown unknown, risks we neither are aware of or understand.

The Risk of the SMP
Government can create frictions in markets and they quite often do, either through influencing
productions costs, such as by mandating health and safety regulations, environmental regulations and
put special taxes on certain industries.
How does the government influence the sexual market place? Well, marriage is the best example,
other examples include dead beat dad laws, child support laws and rape legislation.
The recent “Yes means yes” laws have an effect to increase risk to men. As it has been demonstrated
by multiple mainstream news outlets in cases such as Duke Lacrosse, Mattress Girl and Jian
Ghomeshi, treated the accused as guilty as a de facto position. This came with great negative
consequences to their personal lives and their professional lives. This reasonably could be argued to
increase the risk of engaging in sex. The effect of this in the SMP is that it reduces demand for sex
from men. This is an example of a known-unknown, you know the risk exists but do not understand it
or the probability that it will happen.
On the other hand, easy access abortions, morning after pills, safe haven laws and “The Pill” reduce
the risk of sex for women. You may argue “female contraception reduces the risk for both genders”
and you would be wrong, because the formerly mentioned methods are 100% under a woman’s
control, so men experience the same risk. What you have done is to transfer the risk for men from a
known known (the risk of pregnancy when having unprotected sex) to a known unknown. Therefore
what the female contraceptive laws do is that they increase the number of women who will have sex
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(increasing supply) but it does nothing for demand. Secondly, female contraceptives do not reduce
the risk of getting an STD, only the male condom does.
In the case that something goes wrong with the pill, the woman has 3 other risk elimination tools and
if she selects to carry to term, she can sue for child support and thus greatly mitigate the financial
risk. The man on the other hand, will in a situation where contraceptives fail, be exposed to a very
high financial risk and be completely at the mercy of the woman. I covered this area in depth in the
post on reproductive rights.

Social risk
Women in general and feminists in particular are very fond of dredging up the risk of a woman
ending up raped or in a situation where domestic abuse takes place. These are legitimate and
understandable concerns, however, in the case where a woman is the victim of rape or domestic
abuse, this comes at very little social risk to her in the west. She has domestic abuse shelters to go to,
support hot-lines and government programs to help her. In the case of rape it is a crime that is
possibly the most despised crime that can happen in our society.
For a man on the other hand, who is the victim of domestic abuse, this comes not only with the same
psychological and financial costs of a woman in the same situation, it also comes with the risk of
social loss. Studies have shown that men are 40% of victims in domestic violence cases [1] yet do not
have the same support systems as are available to women, but also suffer in terms of their reputation.
The same can be said for false rape or domestic abuse allegations, where legislation largely favors
females and where law-enforcement are likely to take the side of the woman over the male. To the
point where some women use false allegations of domestic abuse or child abuse as a weapon in
divorce cases. [2]

Portfolio theory and plate spinning
The core of portfolio theory in investment is that you can reduce the risk of a portfolio through the
combination of stocks you hold. A basic form of this is known as diversification. The idea is that you
can eliminate all individual stock risk (through averaging) and be left only with systemic risk.
Systemic risk being events that happen to the whole system rather than to individual securities or sets
of securities.
Not putting all your eggs in one basket is sound advice, but it doesn’t make much of a difference if a
meteor strikes you. Red Pillers often advocate that a man should date/sleep with multiple women at a
time (often called spinning plates) and this is a basic type of diversification. If you have investments
in multiple relationships, it reduces both risk and loss.
Let us say that you are dating one woman, if the relationship ends, you lose 100% of your investment.
If you are dating 5 women, losing any one of those relationships means losing 20% of your
investment. Secondly, if one of those relationships does end, you still have the other 4 women,
meaning loss feels less severe. This is a known-known risk since we know relationships end and we
know what the impact is. The more women you have in your portfolio the lower the loss of any one
woman would be. However, this is not me advocating that anyone should become the Peter Lynch of
pussy.
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It also reduces the risk that the man will take on a high risk exposure in one plate as a result of having
too few plates to distribute the “capital” in. It’s a common theme among some investors, that when
they have a lot of free cash on their hands, they realize that keeping it in the bank offers very little
return. This could be equated to a man having plenty of time on his hands and realizing that watching
TV all day is a poor investment of his time, thus he tries out 15 hobbies in the span of 3 weeks. This
is a rush to invest the capital, in a sense investing the capital because you have the capital, rather than
investing the capital because you see a good opportunity for return.

Total risk
There are a multitude of risks we as men have to be aware of in the sexual market place. From the
22% of women who can be diagnosed with mental illnesses, to the risk of STDs, the unwanted
pregnancy risk that can land you in hot water for 18 years, the danger to your reputation from false
domestic abuse claims, and many others.
If we view this from the position of a male, most of the risks are known-unknown, in that the risks
are known, but the probability and impact are unknown to some degree. If we list some of the risks
for a man:
Risk of unwanted pregnancy: Can be mitigated through control of the reproductive method of
choice. This means using good quality, not-expired male condoms, and possibly spermicides.
Considering the availability of condoms, and their high rate of effectiveness if used correctly, the
probability is fairly low, yet the impact is very high since the cost is potentially 18 years of child
support payments.
Risk of domestic violence: Can be mitigated through careful vetting of potential partners, avoiding
relationships in general, or avoiding long-term relationships. Having a zero tolerance policy for any
kind of physical, emotional or psychological abuse. Given that the statistics on the frequency of
domestic violence against men is hard to come by, this is perhaps a medium risk and low to high
impact depending on the situation.
Risk of false allegations: Cannot really be mitigated other than by employing body-worn
surveillance technology and keeping all correspondence between you an the other participant. In the
present climate with the tendency towards the accused having to prove consent, and allegations
taking place long after the event, this must be considered a fairly high risk considering the damage
done to both professional and private life.
Risk of ending up with a person with mental illness: This is probably the highest risk situation a
man can end up in given the 21.8% of American women who have been diagnosed with a mental
illness in just the last 12 months. What people often do not consider is that this risk influences all the
other risks I outlined. “Crazy bitches” are more likely to engage in abuse of their partner, false
allegations and “accidentally” ending up pregnant. Especially if they are of the Borderline, histrionic,
narcissistic or psychopathic variety crazy. Keep in mind that that 21.8% is women who could be
diagnosed, it does not take into account those who are never checked out, or those who are not crazy
enough to be diagnosed, yet crazy enough to take a chainsaw to you while you’re sleeping.
If we compare to women, they have built in risk-mitigation and elimination systems from the
government. There are special laws to protect women from violence such as the violence against
women act, there are shelters and support hotlines for women in domestic violence situations. The
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police are more likely to haul the abuser away in handcuffs, as opposed to the victim. Lawenforcement are also less likely to laugh at a woman who got beaten up by her man, than a man who
took a frying pan to the face from a 5 ft tall, 50 lb woman.
The risk of unwanted pregnancy for women is reduced to 0. In addition to having the same access toand more choices in terms of contraception. Women also have the benefit of their choice to be a
parent being a case of “consent to sex does not mean consent to parenthood” as I wrote about in
length here. Furthermore, if they do elect to have the child, the man will have to pay child support for
18 years, even if he was underage and she poked holes in the condoms.
STD risk is the same for both genders.
The risk of ending up with a person with a mental illness is lower for women. According to the
statistic I used, only 14.1% of men compared to 21.8% of women could be diagnosed with a mental
illness. That means that for men the chance of ending up with a crazy is a little bit over 1/5 whereas
for women it is about 1/7.

Conclusions and summary
The thing that I found myself thinking over and over again while writing this post is; why does
demand for sex from men not seem to go down markedly despite the last 50 years of increased risk of
sex? Part of this may be explained by lower risk aversion in men, than a women [3] but I think most
of it comes down to thinking with the small brain, rather than the big one.
Some would be inclined to argue that improving the situation of women does not automatically make
the situation worse for men, and I would be inclined to agree in a lot of cases. However, this is not
one of them. Any legislation that changes the market dynamic in the sexual market place, especially
when related to risk, does not eliminate that risk, it just shifts that risk. When legislation improves the
situation for women, it does so by shifting more of the risk onto men.
In the case of unwanted pregnancy, the woman has multiple options to get rid of the consequences of
the pregnancy, the man has none. If the woman elects to keep the child, then she can demand 50% of
the cost of raising said child from the father.This means that both parties carry 50% of the financial
risk, but one party has the option to completely take away that risk for both parties.
If legal abortion became a possibility for men then both parties would have a tool to eliminate the risk
to themselves, but also control their own risk exposure. However, the financial burden currently
covered by child support, would either have to go to the woman, or to the state. Most likely the state.
The fact is that the SMP is a zero-sum game, and has zero-sum risk profiles, therefore any shifts in
power leads to one party carrying more risk than the other.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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More Reading
The Black Swan by Nicholas Nassem Taleb
The Art of Thinking Clearly by Rolf Dobelli
Sources
[1] http://www.theguardian.com/society/2010/sep/05/men-victims-domestic-violence
[2]
http://www.amazon.com/Splitting-Protecting-Borderline-Narcissistic-Personality/dp/1608820254/ref
=sr_1_1?ie=UTF8&qid=1460320672&sr=8-1&keywords=bill+eddy
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On the subject of morality
April 13, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

This is one of those topics I normally keep my hands (and
mind) off because it tends to be a heavily value laden area of philosophy. While there are pragmatic
arguments to be made for most things, they largely tend to be post-hoc rationalizations rather then
true reason. The cornerstone of ethics and morality is trying to answer the question “what is good”
and “what is bad”. From a realistic perspective, it is highly likely that as humans are social animals,
morality and in-group behavioral characteristics that strengthen the group. Will have lead to those
that have them out-breeding those who did not, and thus resulting in an in-born sense of morality,
tempered by socialization.
Thus, if morality is merely the expression of instinct in regards to maintaining group cohesion, it
follows that it can be ignored. However high number of group members doing so would result in
lowered in-group cohesion, it follows that we would have to develop systems to enforce the mean of
the behavior. These are our social methods for enforcing behavior criteria in a group, that are
expressed in a multitude of social situations. From shunning, shaming, obligations, and fear of
sanctions, these are all methods to enforce behavior and thought, just as some behaviors are used to
both reward and incentivize pro-social behavior.
Some people are born with a strong internal locus of control, and are less influenced by the social
methods of control. These are often themed contrarians, or iconoclasts. Some people are born with
crossed wires in terms of genetics meaning they do not innately possess the pro-social behavior
genes. Some, are even born without gene control and are immune to social control, these are
sociopaths.
As humans love finding patterns and seem to love codifying those patterns even more, we developed
systems in the field called “ethics” out of which there are two main forms.
Deontological ethics
This is a fancy word for “rule based ethics” the primary example of this area is the categorical
imperative by Immanuel Kant, which states (paraphrase) “Act always as if your action will become
natural law.” Which is to say that you should always handle yourself as if everyone else who gets in
the same situation will act exactly as you did. This is a useful perspective, but it also underlines the
limitations of this field of ethics.
The primary sources for deontological ethics are often religious texts such as the Bible (The 10
commandments, Golden Rule). One could argue that the legal system as well is a form of rule based
ethics in inception, but not necessarily in practice.
The principle of deontological ethics is that whether or not an act is good, depends on whether it is
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according to the rule. The consequences of the act do not matter. For instance, if you have a rule that
states “You shall always save someone’s life if you can” then saving Hitler’s life would have been a
good act. Intent matters, consequences do not.
Consequentialist ethics
This style of ethics is a different beast overall, here only consequences matter, not intent. So, if you
save someone’s life, and they grow up to be Hitler, then that act was a bad act. This ethical/moral
position can be summarized in reductio ad absurdum as “The end justifies the means”. Based on my
exploration of the subject-matter, I haven’t really found many philosophers espousing the virtues of
this style of ethics. This may be due to its association with more “barbarian” and “Machiavellian”
tribes in the past, that were perceived by the more civilized states at the time as not having rule of
law.
Perhaps it has to do with the simple fact that most of us would undoubtedly be deeply immoral if the
full consequences of some of our past engagements were explored. Even simpler, as consequences
often cannot be predicted prior to an action, it has no prescriptive value. Or, the easiest of them all, it
offers no control over a population and no way to punish that population for stepping out of line.
The discussion
Which style of ethics should a modern man adopt? Deontological ethics will offer an easy to follow
set of rules, but it would depend on how generalized the system is, and how expansive it is. A simple
rule like the categorical imperative (in the formulation above) is highly general requiring a large
amount of rational thought and consideration. However it will be adequate and adaptable to most
situations. On the other hand, if the man selects a system such as Islam, or hardline Christianity, both
of those characteristics will go down.
By selecting a consequentialist approach to ethics, he has the greatest flexibility, but no way to
determine if his life is moral before viewing it in retrospect. One could even inquire whether a
flexible moral system is even a moral system at all if the same act can be both immoral and moral
depending on context. This is one of the more difficult aspects of Kant’s imperative in practice.
If a man who has had a string of bad luck, he is desolate, destitute, and depressed, isolated, irritated
and inconsolable. If this man kills himself, then according to the categorical imperative, we need to
imagine what the consequences would be if every man in his situation did so. I’m certain that many
men have felt this way at some point and have gone on to live great lives once recovered. Therefore,
it follows that this is an immoral act, due to the wasted potential. On the other hand, I’m sure many
men have never recovered, and spend the rest of their lives living lives of quiet desperation.
Therefore it follows that his act would be a moral one.
The dangers of morality and ethics
Morality and ethics are dangerous, they are by nature subjective and thus by adopting too stringent of
a requirement for yourself, will put you at a disadvantage, on the other hand, not being stringent
enough would most likely put you into the company of persons you perhaps do not want to be
associated with. Illimitableman touched on this in an article on Machiavellianism and morality [1]
where he writes:
Only intelligent men can really discuss the nuance of ethics and thus, whatever their
disposition, cognisantly find a balance between altruism and sadism, principle and
incentive. Of course if one is innately sadistic, only the discipline of volition can suppress
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such a thing.
This is the key to finding a moral system for yourself that strikes the desired balance of realism and
pragmatism vs altruism and nativity. I use the term nativity here to mean “belief that human beings
are inherently good“. A general belief that humans are inherently good will expose you to very high
risks in situations where humans are not good, and makes you vulnerable to predators. A generally
altruistic perspective, leads you open to be taken advantage of, from misguided faith in reciprocity. A
high degree of realism, will make you prone to view the world through the law of the jungle, and
when combined with a high degree of pragmatism, to the end justifies the means and “whatever
works”.
The irony of this discussion is that we are left with the two things I started this discussion with, the
combination of your genetics and your experiences that have shaped your life. Morality not being a
fixed concept, it is merely a habit. If you are used to putting the needs of everyone else before your
own, if you feel guilty when you say no or have been screwed over time and time again, you just
need to train new habits. It will not feel good when you change a habit, it rarely does at first, but over
time your life will improve.

[1] Morality & Machiavellianism
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Transitioning between economies
April 15, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

If we go back a few
hundred years prior to the industrial revolution, most countries in the world had what is referred to as
an agrarian economy. The central principles of this is that the majority of capital is allocated towards
activities linked to agricultural production. The result of this is a largely decentralized population,
because people tend to live where it was possible to grow food, while supply-chains were not
efficient enough and we lacked the technology to preserve food during transport.
This is the situation that much of the world is still in, people live on small, rural and family owned
farms. Mixed crop production is still common, as people try to have production of their own staples,
and the production is largely done by traditional methods.
Sure, goods that are not food are still produced, but at a smaller and much more local scale in such an
economy. There are factories, but they tend to be small, and work largely off collectives or guilds of
artisans.
The industrial revolution provided manufacturing jobs on a scale not seen before, and the capital
made its transition away from agriculture and country estates to real estate in cities and
manufacturing plants. This enabled us to produce both a higher quality and quantity of goods through
specialization. This brings something referred to as “economies of scale” into the mix, which is
basically that the cost of production drops with additional units as fixed costs are distributed across
an increasing number of units.
Combined with higher levels of specialization, meaning that people get really good at one thing,
rather than having to be passable at 4 or 5 things, means that production efficiency goes up, which
means a higher production at less inputs. This continued to happen throughout the 19th and 20th
century where manufacturing slowly became the giant industry that was the engine of the economies
of the United States and most of Western Europe. You make stuff in your country and sell it both in
your own country and to trading partners internationally. As long as you had a largely domestic
production, you got jobs and good standards of living for your citizens. You get a nice import-export
balance, and a nice boost to GDP every year. As communications improved and you could export
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more and more goods, someone had a bright idea that if wages are lower outside of your country, and
most of your market is inside your country, you could in theory produce in lets say Asia, then ship
and import the goods into your own country to sell them there.
This would bring down cost, while maintaining margins, resulting in a higher return on capital
invested. This efficiency bug bit into most of manufacturing starting with Taylorism and still going
strong today with consulting companies ready to “Pimp your Profits” with the latest and greatest in
buzzwords and PowerPoint presentations.
All the while this was going on and we were slowly making the transition from a mostly local, then
regional, then national and then finally international economy, someone theorized that if you reduced
tax burden on the wealthiest citizens, it followed that their tax savings would go towards investing in
more business to make even more money. This follows fairly logically from the 3 things you can do
with money, save, spend or invest. The wealthy tend to spend less of their income as a percentage
than the less wealthy, they tend to know that savings accounts are the worst place to put your money
and as they are wealthy they have a proven track-record of earning good returns on capital.
This logic is sound, but as we had also made the transition from a mostly national economy, where
fair enough regional variances played into where you would build your factory, but it benefited the
country giving the tax cut. We were now living in a global economy, where national circumstances
still played a part, but where the options for where to invest were much greater. For instance, a U.S
tycoon who would have picked starting a factory in Mississippi in 1960, could now establish his
factory in Guandong province in China, or in Malaysia or Vietnam, and actually save money when
the books were done.
Now, most people when the think about it logically, understand that if it is cheaper to make
something in China, then ship it to America by long-haul and container ship, something has to be a
little wrong. People understand that if they go into their kitchen and make a sandwich, that sandwich
will be cheaper than if they drive to a cafe down the street and buy it.
The reason was a mixture of scale economies in shipping, production, government incentives in the
US and China, scale of production, low wages, and a host of other things. However, this wouldn’t
have been a problem if the Western world had understood the basics of Adam Smith, that some
countries develop competitive advantages and that these change over time.
When this happens, you can either try to impose tariffs or other forms of barriers to secure domestic
jobs, or you can adapt to the changes and get ahead of them. This was unfortunately what the West
failed to do.
The knowledge economy and the service economy are both the suggested replacements for the
manufacturing sector that is being lost to countries where higher ROI is earned in manufacturing. We
can discuss why the ROI is better in those countries, which are things ranging from failing to deal
with externalities, asymmetric subsidies/programs/incentives, bad trade deals, lower wages, and a
range of other things. Or we can do the rational thing in my mind, which is to look at the road
forward.
When the west transitioned from the agrarian economy to the industrial economy, there were
robberbarons, and horrible working conditions, people thought all humans would be replaced by
machines, and a range of other things. The core problem with losing the manufacturing sector, is that
there was nothing to replace the myriad of low-skilled jobs available to what is the major part of the
population.
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I could argue this in multiple ways, but the easiest way to put it, is that the industrial revolution,
followed by the green revolution and advances in medicine lead to a drastic population increase,
which meant more jobs were needed, and those jobs were found in manufacturing. There are simply
too many people competing for the same manufacturing and service jobs, on a global scale. To
borrow one part of Michael Porter’s 5 forces, the barriers to entry are very low for manufacturing
jobs.
Service jobs are also have somewhat low entry barriers, however the trouble with service jobs is that
they do require something that most factory jobs do not, namely people skills. Few people really care
who produces the things they want to buy, hence the high amount of people tweeting to raise the
minimum wage and that everyone deserves good working conditions on an Iphone. However, people
do not tend to like their waiter to be impolite, brash, or a host of other things that do not cause
problems if you work an assembly line.
Then comes the knowledge economy, the next leap forward where human knowledge, lead by the
STEM fields are set to become the focal point for the next 100 years or so. Yet, we lack STEM
graduates, we lack people with basic scientific knowledge, despite having the World’s best
universities in the west, we have a population that are not equipped to take the next step into
knowledge production. We also have states that are living in the manufacturing bubble, with tax
systems, regulations and laws that are not adapted to things like the software industry, biotechnology
or many of the new frontiers. Only, unlike the transition from the agrarian period to the industrial
period, where regulations, laws, enforcements, incentives and international trade did not exist. We
now have regulations, laws, enforcements, incentives and international trade that is not adapted to the
future. Where the industrial revolution had plentiful labor as it required no-skilled labor, that even
children could do. The knowledge economy requires a highly skilled population with a level of
education that may be unattainable for the vast majority of people. Knowledge economy jobs have
much higher barriers to entry than manufacturing or service jobs.
This indicates that the transition from manufacturing/service economy, to knowledge and technology
economy may be a brutal transition for the West. The late bloomers to the party such as the BRIC
countries still have a lot of manufacturing demand from their own countries, whereas western
countries largely import their goods from other countries in the name of cheap and efficient. This
could play out a couple of ways once robots become more advanced and can take over more
manufacturing jobs. The most likely one; the air pops out of the manufacturing balloon for good, and
the up and coming countries collapse as their source of cheap labor is no longer a competitive
advantage and production is moved back to the west.
The transition to the knowledge economy should have started a long time ago, with the boomers
being the last manufacturing generation, and Gen X being the first knowledge economy generation.
Unfortunately, this requires fundamental changes in our governments, our economy and our school
systems. The school system is designed to create great manufacturing workers, and is built around the
needs of someone running a factory. The government is built on the back of “brick and mortar” and
manufacturing and the economy is largely built around geographic requirements.
Where a company used to have huge amounts of capital sunk into their physical locations and
equipment, now moving your business can be as easy as copying data from one warehouse to
another. In some cases, its a matter of putting some data on a flash-drive and getting on a plane.
Where industries changed over decades, and products hit the down cycle after 50 years, we are now
seeing software companies going from nothing, to billions to nothing in 2 – 3 years in some cases.
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This speed with which innovation and creative destruction happens has increased massively, while
most of our governments are still acting as if this is 1960.
Conclusions/summary
What has happened is an increase in instability. When most production and consumption was local,
then local factors largely influenced people lives in a controlled manner. There were external factors
such as plagues, or wars, but many small towns around Europe didn’t experience much change during
the second world war, life went on as it always had.
Where companies spent decades building their brick and mortar models, going from local, to regional
to national and finally international, then planned strategy made a lot of sense. So did heavy
investments in efficiency and scale economies.
If we go back 15 years, there were no smart phones, laptops were expensive and fairly rare. Very few
people had broadband and were using dial up and ISDN lines to connect to the internet. There was no
facebook, no twitter, no wordpress, Apple was suffering from a long-term decline, Samsung was
virtually unheard of, and google were the guys powering Yahoo.
Change simply happens faster, and gets more press, this is why you see a growth in “change
management consulting“, or “How to become a flexible organization“. This in and of itself creates the
“innovation wars” where “big leaps” become more and more rare, due to the need for “incremental
innovation” to stay relevant for the next quarterly presentation. The trouble is though, that change
makes it very hard to make big, long-term investments due to the uncertainty you have to deal with.
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Sophism : How to actually make logic abuse
April 16, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Those of you who have read my posts on logic, and
particularly my posts on logical fallacies, should be familiar with how you can call someone out
when they make fallacious or spurious arguments against you. This was my own motivation in
immersing myself in the field of logic for years, the ability to become a human logic machine. This is
its own reward, the ability to use reason as a rapier can be exhilarating and bring great intellectual
satisfaction, however logos alone is not an effective tool for the rhetorician.
In ancient Greece there was a group of teachers that were called the sophists, they were teachers of
many things but are perhaps most renowned for teaching the tools of convincing rhetoric. Depending
on who you read on the topic of sophism, Plato for instance derided them for using their knowledge
to their own ends rather than seeking justice and truth, you may have a different picture. The modern
meaning of the term, has come to mean one who uses the tools of logic and rhetoric to deceive
someone in a debate. The term “sophistry” has come to be defined as using sophisms for subtle and
deceptive argumentation or reasoning.

The ethos of sophism
The character of the speaker is of high importance when engaging in sophistry. The perception of a
person by another person or the audience, will influence how likely they are to fact check, or question
the reasoning by the speaker. In a concrete case, a person of questionable repute, with many enemies
is likely to be questioned, and exposed for a sophist due to the desire of the audience to bring forth
his humiliation.
This is where you have to make a choice between being a sophist in plain sight, aiming to get to a
position where the audience are aware of your predilections, yet are not conscious of them because
they are used to it being part of your character. Alternatively, maintaining your cloak and dagger, and
building your reputation as a robust and resolute soldier of reason, so that your stratagems and tactics
will remain imperceptible. Building this character will offer you some insulation should you be
caught, as a history of flawless reason, will serve to strengthen that on this one instance you made a
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mistake.
Simple ways to manipulate ethos is to make the most of your appearance. There is a bias called the
halo effect [1] where people tend to think better of better looking people. Wearing clothes beyond
your station, and having good posture adds to people’s perception of you as important. Adopting a
language with an advanced vocabulary, and improving your intonation, voice tone and pronunciation
will add to the perception of you as important.
The goal of your ethos is to build a presence that dissuades people from using critical judgments on
your rhetoric. They key to getting away with using sophism, is to create a perception where you have
plausible deniability if caught, and are rarely questioned.

The pathos of sophism
Emotion and the psychology of an audience are critical elements for the enlightened sophist. These
can be used in effective ways to shroud your rhetorical maneuvers from the audiences perception.
Unfortunately large groups of our species have internal workings where their emotion will override
their capacity for reason, by use of simple trigger words, or vocal performance.
Gauging the psychology and internal state of an audience takes practice, once you master it, you will
be able to adapt your level of sophistry to best suit both the tastes of the audience but also to avoid
being revealed. Many logicians including me, have found ourselves outmatched, by an opponent
engaging in faulty reasoning, pointless audience pandering and below average factual knowledge,
simply because of misjudging the audience.
Presenting a string of mathematical reasoning to an audience who would rather have dental surgery
than think of basic arithmetic, or engaging in a lengthy build-up of a logically coherent and factually
correct death-blow, found ourselves hitting the shadow.
A sad truth, but reason and logic are not the “default state” of a human being. If it was, we would not
have needed to invent the scientific method, or logic itself, to eliminate human bias and human flaws.
You will get further by appealing to emotions in short-punchy, easy to remember and repeat
statements that make people feel good about themselves on some level, than by writing reasoning as
beautiful and coherent as the Critique of Pure Reason.
While the advice I offered under the ethos holds, it follows that as you adopt your arguments and
behavior for an audience, you should also adapt your way of speaking and appearing. This is
important, as an audience that perceives you as speaking down to them, or feeling like you are better
than them, will be more hostile and inclined to tear you down. Using psychology and emotion to
override the audiences’ critical sense and rational brains, enables you to use increasing volumes of
sophistry while it remains imperceptible to them.

The logos of sophism
Logos is where sophism gains its meat and bones. The original sophists frequently used logical
fallacies, elaborate structures and impressive vocabularies in order to draw a shroud over the eyes of
people. The key is to engage in sophism, while remaining undetected. In the post I wrote entitled
“How to abuse a Scotsman” I demonstrates some simple, yet easily detected ways to use logical
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fallacies both standing alone and combining multiple fallacies for greater effect.
We saw a great example of someone with great ethos and pathos, and engaging in logos that should
make any adult cringe, when Sam Harris was attacked by Ben Affleck on “Real Time with Bill
Maher“, with what amounted to a string of ad hominem attacks. “You’re gross and racist” he
shouted, looking like he was about to break out in the equivalent to an empathic overdose, against the
argument made by Harris and Maher that was backed by multiple surveys and statistics. Dr. Harris
looking somewhat flabbergasted was derailed from his argument, into defending why it was not
racist.
This is just another variant on the SJW “You’re a racist“, “You’re a misogynist” etc ad hominems
that serve the purpose of red herrings, drawing you away from your original argument, and into
defending yourself as a natural reflex. Rather than respond to your argument, they attack your
character in an effort to distract you from your chain of reasoning, and to turn the audience against
you.
The fallacy of misleading vividness caused Rolling Stone to print an article that did not hold up under
scrutiny, and that a 5 minute fact check would have gotten thrown out. The author, a victim of her
own confirmation bias and emotions, ignored the various red flags, because the story was so vivid,
and confirmed what she already thought.
Using logos for sophism is surprisingly simple and straight forward. From the foundation writings I
did on logic, you know that a syllogism generally contain 2 premises that lead to a conclusion. For
instance:
Premise 1: All men are mortal
Premise 2: Socrates is a man
Conclusion: Therefore Socrates is moral.
The syllogism lends itself easily to manipulation, because in the spoken word validity is hard to
check, and very few people are capable of checking for soundness during a live debate, unless you
have the facts at hand. It is also impactful if used in conjunction with pathos and playing to audience
bias.
Premise 1: Feminism is defined as working for the social, economic and political equality of the
sexes.
Premise 2: Something cannot be defined as working for equality, yet work for supremacy.
Conclusion: Therefore, feminism is not working for feminine supremacy.
This may appear valid on the surface level, however both premise 1 and 2 are questionable on
soundness. Premise 1 on the basis that definitions do change, and definitions of ideologies do not
always reflect that ideology in practice. Premise 2 on the basis that it is actually possible to work for
equality, and work for supremacy. Furthermore, the conclusion does not follow from the premises.
Utilizing transitive properties is a very effective way to persuade someone, even if the facts do not
support your argument. One of the famous examples is the “Cholesterol hypothesis”
Fatty foods increase your cholesterol, cholesterol causes heath disease, therefore fatty foods cause
heart disease. In this case, the argument is A => B and B => C, then A => C. It does not hold, for a
variety of reasons, mainly that it leaves variables unaccounted for in the research. The mathematical
understanding of transitive properties is in the most basic form that if A = B, and B = C, then C must
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equal A.

Cognitive bias
A bias is defined as
a particular tendency, trend, inclination, feeling, or opinion, especially
one that is preconceived or unreasoned: illegal bias against older job
applicants; the magazine’s bias toward art rather than photography;
There are too many forms and variants of bias to cover in a single article. Nobel laureate Daniel
Kahneman talks about two ways of thinking in his book, system one that is fast, but prone to be
inaccurate and system two which is what we normally call reason. System two, actually requires you
to parse information through your brain consciously and evaluate it it using critical judgments.
The bias most people will be familiar with is known as confirmation bias, which leads to accepting
information that reinforces your preconceived notion, while regarding information that contradicts
your preconceived notion as less reliable. This can be used to your advantage, especially combined
with sophism to engage in stealth attacks, present new information so that it is consistent with- and
supports an existing belief by the person you are manipulating, then steer them in the direction you
want.
The availability bias gets its power from the examples we can think of and as a result of them we
construct maps in our heads that are inaccurate. This bias is what I speak of in my articles, when I
saw that men and women construct different valuations of themselves in their head. When a man goes
through life, he will remember his rejections most clearly, thus confirming his low self-valuation. As
a woman goes through life, she will experience being hit on and being given social proof by her
girlfriends, reinforcing her bias of “men are like buses”.
The story bias is an interesting one, as a species we want things to have meaning. Putting things into
a story allow you to create a narrative of your choice, which if it appeals to your target, will be more
powerful than the same argument presented in the form of a story. Secondly, people tend to put
observations, experiences and events into a narrative that fills a function in their psyche. This is why
women are prone to create elaborate “meeting” stories of how they finally settled down for their nice
beta after 12 years on the carousel.
Like bias. The like bias is very simple, we tend to like people who like us. If you can put on the
facade that you like someone, mirror them, build rapport and perhaps even entertain the idea of
entering their frame, you can use this to your benefit like a trojan virus. Once they like you, they will
be less skeptical of what you say and less critical of your ideas.

Conclusion/Summary
The key to becoming a strong sophist is educating yourself both on the fundamentals of rhetoric, but
also the nature of human cognition and psychology. The variants of logical fallacies that can be
employed is endless, but they have to be tailored to the personality you are targeting. An argument to
the new can be very effective to people who perceive themselves as innovative and non-conformist,
but would fall flat on someone who is a traditionalist. An argumentum ad populum would fall flat on
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an independent thinker, but would do wonders with conformists.
If you can, avoid direct attacks and settle for subterfuge in your strategies. Very few sophists can
maintain their stealth if they get a reputation as the debater who engages in overt hostility through ad
hominem attacks, or poorly concealed straw men arguments. Utilize the cognitive bias of the human
mind, and present information in a manner that ensures it will be processed by emotion and system
one, rather than reason and system two.
Learn the logical structures, and approaches to unlock the power to twist them to your purpose. Most
of your audiences will be unable to see the more subtle fallacies, and an even smaller proportion
capable of seeing structural logic errors or abuse of transitive properties. Do not accuse someone else
of committing fallacies unless you already have the audience eating out of your hand. Being a
hardline resolute, logician can make you appear as a bully to the feelings over fact proportion of the
population, which is rapidly approaching majority.
If you have any questions, or would be interested in a post dedicated to various forms of cognitive
bias let me know in the comments.
More Reading:
The Art of Thinking Clearly by Rolf Dobelli
Rhetoric by Aristotle
How to Win Every Argument: The Use and Abuse of Logic by Madsen Pirie
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Gendernomics: On risk, goals and time
April 18, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Grand old man of strategy Michael Porter says in the article “What is
strategy” that a strategy is just as much about what not to do as it is about what to do. This may seem
self-evident, but as a species we are often the species that do not want to say no to anything. This is
frequently true of men who are pre-red pill, who find themselves in a situation where rather than
selecting a mate, they get a mate selected for them. The concept of a false choice centers on choices
between options where there are really no real options, the funniest example is Eddie Izzard’s sketch
“Cake or Death” [1] If you perceive yourself as having a singular option for a partner, then in reality
you have no choice.
The term actually comes from the military, ancient Greek where it translates into “art of the general“.
To put it in more concrete terms, strategy is how you win a war, tactics is how you win a battle. A
parallel would be how researchers break down a research hypothesis into operational hypotheses.
Strategy is not a plan of action, it is what forms the foundation on which, you build your plan of
action.
This results in 3 primary elements of strategy; a goal, time and risk. Thus, in order to build a strategy,
you must know that which you want to force into fruition. The time constraints for achieving that
end, and finally, the probabilities relating to that which must be done.

On goals
An objective or multiple objectives are important to a life, in that a man without objectives, becomes
an object in a vacuum, never acting until acted upon by an external force. Frequently, this will result
in the man in question ending up in situations, not as a choice, but as a coincidence. There is no plan
behind his actions, and no real actions behind his actions. It is like rafting down a river without a
paddle, it may be exiting at times, but you are sure to hit some rocks on the way.
By having goals, you enable yourself to follow Dr. Porter’s advice, because if you are not cognizant
of what you want to do, you will also not know what you do not want to do. When you are certain
what you want, you can always ask yourself the question “What purpose would doing this serve?”
You will also be able to determine if you are engaging in the actions required in order to reach your
goal, within the time limit you have set for yourself.
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There are many types of goals, there are long term goals, short-term goals, goals that you never see
yourself being able to complete but serve as motivation or guidance. To each his own goals, but have
them. However, the downside of goals is that once they are achieved one often becomes
disillusioned. This could happen for many reasons, for instance you expected the goal to drastically
alter you life, and it did not. The goal itself became your reason for existence, rather than a means to
that existence.
I speak of means and ends in another post and this has become one of my first principles. If a goal is
an end in itself, then achieving it is your ultimate goal, and therefore in your mind it will always be
defined as a definitive end with no after-effects. If a goal is an end, then you are engaging in the goal
for the sake of the goal itself, not because of effects it will have on your life. If a goal is a means to an
end on the other hand, for instance learning game in order to attract more women, then it follows that
you are not engaging in the goal for the goal in itself, but for the benefits derived from achieving it.
For a goal of this type, one must plan further ahead, what is your next goal after this goal?

The element of time, value and an uncertain future
People tend to have a fatal flaw when predicting the future forward from the past. If oil has been a
safe haven for your capital or typewriters have been the writing implement of choice for 5 decades,
there is no conceivable reason for why this would not also be the case in the future. This is why the
movie “Blade Runner“, while imagining many interesting aspects of 2019, also assumed that phone
booths would exist at that time, and how many of you have seen one in the last 5 years?
As explained in my gendernomics posts on the SMP and supply & demand I explain that most men
live most of their lives from the time they start becoming interested in women, to the time they are
usually married off, in a position where they feel lucky if a woman will give them the time of day.
This is a function of the supply and demand characteristics of the sexual market place. Women grow
up in a position where they are in constant demand, and spend their first 10 – 20 years in the sexual
market place, at both a higher value than their male peers. Thus, it is easy to see why they would
assume this lasts forever.

As you can see from the graph, men grow up in a situation where they are not equal value to females
for most of their life, and as a result they are prone to settling before their time, due to a perception of
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scarcity in the markets created by hypergamy [2] and female psychology [3]. Scarcity mindsets leads
to mistakes. In our past as cavemen, we could die from scarcity much more frequently, leading to
mechanisms of frenetic attempts to avoid becoming victims.
This can be likened to negotiation from a weak position [4] where the male due to the perceived
scarcity and marketing tricks used by women, rushes to settle prior to hitting his own sexual market
value peak. This can be likened to a merger between two companies, where one company has been a
dominant player for a long time, but they have become slow, sluggish and the market no longer goes
for their product. The other company is a nimble and fast start-up, that may be struggling a bit with
cash, but is obtaining great growth. The start-up may think that a deal to merge with the large
company is a great deal, but they are on their way up, and the large company is on the way down,
meaning that perhaps in 2 – 5 years the start-up will have eclipsed the giant.
However, men being fed a diet of scarcity for most of their life, elect to settle too soon, instead of
holding out for the better deal out of fear of losing the deal that is on the table. They elect to act on
the flawed future projection that the value of the female and their own value, will remain relatively
the same going forward, as they have in the past. It is the ultimate example of “better with 1 bird in
the hand, than 5 on the roof”. The men project their scarcity mindset and the experienced sexual
market dynamics going forward in a linear fashion, and women do as well. Thus, women assume that
their value can only increase with time, men that their value will remain static relative to that of the
female.
The trouble is that while many men view taking an early offer on the table as the low risk option, it is
in fact a high risk option.

The element of risk
The reason why I refer to the marrying before peak as the highest risk option, is that a man will most
likely be marrying a woman on a downward value trajectory while he is rising. This is similar to
stock traders that attempt to buy a stock just as it reaches it’s bottom, something which is often
referred to as the equivalent of attempting to catch a failing knife. Refer to the graph earlier in the
post, and you can see that the crossover happens between 28 and 31, which is around the same age as
the median age for a first marriage. [5] As a woman is on the way down in value, the odds of the deal
being poor for her if she marries a man equal to, or older than her is very small.
The odds of the man getting a poor deal is much larger as a result of both her declining SMV and his
increasing/soon to increase SMV. If he pairs off, his resources will rapidly be directed away from
investments that increase his SMV, and into joint ventures of sorts, where both the man and the
woman enjoy the benefits. From the perspective of the woman, this is doubly-beneficial, because she
can utilize his resources to her own ends, in addition to limiting his options to replace her.
The SMV peak is a relative number, in essence it is the highest value you can achieve based on
potential x (effort x time). For a man to realize his highest value, it in essence becomes a case of
wealth, health, and many other factors. Women, and family takes time, which is the only true zerosum currency. We can print money or diplomas, we cannot print more time. A man who marries at
32, has a first child at 33, will not spend as much time cultivating his career, maintaining his health,
and educating himself, thus reducing his chances of reaching SMV potential. If you add child support
for 1 – 3 children that man is a de facto workhorse for the next 18 years of his life.
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Statistically speaking, 40 – 50% of all first marriages end in divorce, with the divorce rate for
subsequent marriages even higher. Women initiate 70% of divorces. [6] Therefore, 50% of the men
who marry at 31, will end up divorced, some of them past the SMV peak, some before, but if there
are children or significant assets involved, they may never experience their peak. So, in this sense,
they have committed a double-drop in their value, they have lost their time investment, and based on
a 50-50 split after a divorce, they may have lost half of their earnings from that time period. The math
being (Male assets earned during period*Rate of return) + (time allocated to relationship * realistic
estimate of alternate allocation value)

Conclusions & Summary
This post started with a statement of how strategy is as much about deciding what to not to do, as it is
about deciding what to do. This was demonstrated through the argument of poor valuation of SMV
going forwards and the high risk of making decisions based on your current value, rather than a
realistic future value. It is one of the paradoxes of modern life, that every woman seem to think that
she is a princess who deserves to be treated like royalty, while many men seem to think of themselves
as her workhorse. An interesting parallel to “Animal Farm” by George Orwell is that men are the
horse, but see themselves as the pigs, where women are the pigs, but see themselves as the horse.
So, what strategy should you select? Dr. Porter outlines 3 possible positions. Differentiation, Cost
leadership and stuck in the middle, with a moderating influence ranging from mass market to niche
named “focus”. It is clear to me that being the “cheap” option for the mass market translates into Beta
game. The Beta game is centered around offering the woman a low-risk (for her) deal, where the man
pledges to allocate his resources towards her, where she may remain in control and where he lives for
her self-actualization.
Sigma game would be differentiated with a niche focus, while alpha game is differentiation with a
mass market appeal. “Purple pill” strategy, translates into a “stuck in the middle” strategy.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
HBR’s 10 Must Reads on Strategy (including featured article “What Is Strategy?” by Michael E.
Porter) by Harvard Business Review
Sources and references:
[1] https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rZVjKlBCvhg
[2] Category archives on Hypergamy by Rollo Tomassi
[3] Understanding female psychology by Illimitableman
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[4] The Art of Negotiation by Illimitableman
[5] https://www.census.gov/hhes/families/files/graphics/MS-2.pdf
[6] http://www.apa.org/topics/divorce/
[7] https://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2015/08/150822154900.htm
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How gays and transsexuals will bury feminism
April 21, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Since I first heard that “gender is a social construct” I’ve done
some light reading on the topic to see what the actual science is, but no definitive answer has been
given. Biological sex is a fact and well defined in literature on biology. Gender is defined as “the
behavioral, cultural, or psychological traits typically associated with one sex” [6] as biology defines
sex as being binary and follows purely physical traits. Gender on the other hand, is not strictly
defined as being purely about the physical, as it includes behavioral and psychological traits that have
social influences, and culture which is an entirely social phenomenon.
In our societies we have legislation that does deign some behaviors unlawful. We punish unlawful
behavior with legal sanctions such as prison or fines. Whether or not a behavior is in truth unlawful
depends both on the behavior and the subject context. For instance, someone can be declared not
competent to stand trial, as a result of among other things mental illness. In this case, we are saying
that the behavior was unlawful, yet the personal biological/medical circumstances of the person who
committed the crime, are such that it cannot be punished.
We could say that our justice system is based on people being actors, that are able to tell lawful
behavior from unlawful. Thus, we create axiom 1: Able to tell lawful behavior from unlawful
behavior.
Secondly, we have to consider which behaviors could be deemed unlawful. Can something that is
biological be illegal? This goes towards the human construct of government and by extension law,
versus the reality of biology. Of course, we have cases of genetics such as the warrior genes, that may
make someone more likely to be violent, however as long as they can tell lawful from unlawful
behavior, this is not a recognized legal defense.
So from this we can create 2 principles for making something illegal:
A) People have to be able to tell what is legal and what is not legal. (Competency)
B) One cannot legislate against biology.
The basic argument presented to make homosexuality no longer unlawful behavior was as follows:
Premise 1: You cannot make something biological illegal.
Premise 2: Homosexuality is biological
Conclusion:Therefore, you cannot make homosexuality illegal.
This is a logically valid argument. Premise 1 is widely accepted in legal circles, both in terms of
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principles but also in terms of practice. Premise 2 is contested, but the science is starting to come in
on the topic. What homosexuality is, is the attraction to someone sharing your biological sex. If
homosexuality is genetic/biological then it follows that who you are attracted to is hardwired in your
brain. In terms of economics we could argue that what sex you are attracted to is the “need” and your
preferences in a partner is the “want”. In the same way that need is “thirst” but your preference for a
drink is Miller Lite.
Feminism has long claimed that there is no such thing as male or female brains. That despite the
differing hormonal cocktails we receive throughout pregnancy and life, in addition to differing
chromosomes this does not influence the functionality of the brain. [1] [2] [3] Which brings an
interesting contradiction. If there is no such thing as male or female brains, then how can someone be
born as “the wrong gender”? After all, trans is rapidly becoming the new gay, and the basic premise
of trans is “being born as male and identifying as female” or “being born as female and identifying as
male“.
If I put this in the form of a syllogism:
Premise 1: Gender is a social construct
Premise 2: People can be born as the wrong gender
Conclusion: Therefore, people can be born as the wrong social construct.
This is a logically valid argument, but the conclusion does not make sense. If you are born as
something, then it is biological, this follows from the fact that social construct cannot come into play
until you exist within a social group. Secondly, if gender is a social construct, then you are not born
as a gender, you develop into it as a result of social interaction. If I restructure the syllogism:
Premise 1: Sex is biological.
Premise 2: People can be born with the wrong sex.
Conclusion: Therefore, trans is biological.
This argument works in terms of validity. Premise 1 is uncontroversial, however, there is little proof
for premise 2.
Our self-perception must come from the brain, as it is the only organ in our body that has the
capability to process information in the manner required to construct your self-image.
The trouble really arrives when you try to keep all these 3 positions in your mind at once.
The conclusion to the homosexuality-principle “What sex you are attracted to” is biological.
The conclusion to the transgender-principle “What sex you identify as” is biological.
The conclusion to the feminist-principle “There are no biological sex differences in the brain”.
I outlined the reason why there is an incentive to make both homosexuality and transgender
biological from the perspective of advocates for both groups. If something is biologically contingent,
then discrimination against it, would be violating basic human rights as it puts it in the same category
as race.
Feminism on the other hand has a very strong incentive to make everything related to gender a social
construct, because if it is not, then the convergent evolution of similar gender-roles within a disparate
group of cultures indicates the superiority from an evolutionary perspective of the current status quo.
Furthermore, rather than the oppressive thumb of the patriarchy oppressing the feminine sex for all of
history, the current status is a result of individual choice on an aggregate level over a long period of
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time.
After all, if gender roles are the result of biology which drives choices made by men and women,
then it follows that working to “make things equal” is undermining the very choices made by both
women and men in the first place. This is where concepts such as “internalized patriarchy” become
very insulting to women, by implying that a woman who has made choices that do not fit within the
permitted choices outlined by feminism, is not doing so because she is in fact a strong, independent
woman, but because she is brainwashed. To construct yet another syllogism:
Premise 1: You are attracted to a sex.
Premise 2: You identify as a sex.
Premise 3: There is no such thing as biological sex.
Premise 4: Sex is a social construct
Conclusion A: Therefore, the sex you are attracted to is a social construct. (From 1, 3, 4)
Conclusion B: Therefore, the sex you identify as is a social construct (from 2, 3, 4)
The questionable premises here are 3 and 4 in terms of soundness, but the argument is valid. If I
restructure as:
Premise 1: You are attracted to a sex
Premise 2: You identify as a sex
Premise 3: Sex is biological
Conclusion: Therefore, the sex you are attracted to, and the sex you identify as are biological
I don’t think a single one of those premises are hotly contested in science, and the argument is valid.
The takeaway from this diatribe is that feminism in it’s rush to stay relevant through intersectionality,
has become a religion where the basic premises end up in a form of Kettle Logic where the whole
system of thought falls apart because it is built on contradictory premises. I’ll demonstrate why:
If sex is biological, then it follows that certain behaviors are biological as well. Such as women being
more inclined by nature to take care of children. If women are more inclined by nature to take care of
children, it follows that behaviors that would result in more successful child-rearing would be
selected for by evolution.
From a perspective of mathematics:
If you have 2 women, one has an 80% chance of successfully raising a child to reproductive age, the
other 50%.
Both women are identical in every other way.
They become capable of pregnancy at 16, and become unable to have children by age 45. (29
reproductive years) At 1 child pr year, this is a total of 29 children, out of which the 50% mom will
raise 14 – 15, and the 80% mom will raise 23 – 24. In one generation, mom-80% had 12 daughters
who inherit her gene for successful child-rearing, and mom-50% had 7. In generation 2, the 12 go on
to have a total of 278 children, 139 of which inherit her successful gene. In the second generation
mom-50% has 7 daughters who have 101 daughters inhering her gene. Over a few hundred this
compounds to the point where the 80% gene is in most of the female population.
Some would be inclined to dismiss this argument as “biological determinism” but that isn’t really the
case. The core premise of evolution by natural selection is that organisms that adapt the best to their
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circumstances survive and reproduce, whereas organisms that do not adapt, die out. For something to
be deterministic, it would indicate having no choice in how your life played out. In essence, by
knowing someone’s genetics, we would be able to tell exactly how their life will play out. The
argument is that over the span of hundreds of generations, certain behaviors and the genes that
influence them have been much more successful in the survive and reproduce game than other genes.
Therefore, these genes are now present in a very high proportion of the population, and therefore lead
to successful behaviors being widespread within a population.
The “biological determinism” accusation is frequently a false dichotomy where arguments from
biology is pitted against the debunked “Blank slate” hypothesis.
Conclusion/summary
The core of this essay, is that you cannot on one end argue that gender is a social construct, while
holding the position that both what gender you are attracted to, and what gender you perceive
yourself as are biological. This becomes a contradiction. Gender is by definition the manifestation of
behaviors, cultural or psychological traits associated with one sex.

[1]
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2015/dec/04/male-female-brains-same-but-people-all-dif
ferent
[2]http://www.businessinsider.com/gender-brain-differences-2015-11
[3] http://geekfeminism.wikia.com/wiki/Essentialism
[4] http://www.webmd.com/balance/features/how-male-female-brains-differ
[5] http://www.amazon.com/The-Blank-Slate-Modern-Denial/dp/0142003344
[6] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/gender

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 189 of 1188

Trust, credentials and how you are manipulated
April 22, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
As you go through life, you will find yourself meeting and working with many different people.
Some of them will be brilliant, some of them will be so intellectually challenged that you ask yourself
how they managed to tie their shoes without killing themselves, and most will be absolutely
mediocre. With experience comes the ability to learn which category someone fits into rather quickly,
but unfortunately, it is often camouflaged by credentials and other forms of social proof.
If someone told you “My friend would be perfect for you, she has a great personality, she’s
intelligent and she is so caring!” would you take them on their word, or would your internal voice be
saying “So, she’s ugly then?” This is what you will encounter if you elect to go through life avoiding
long-term relationships, a series of people presenting the “Eligibility CV” of their various
questionable friends, accomplices and malcontents. “She is a great and caring girl, (you can tell from
the 11 cats/dogs she adopted)”, “She is so generous (you can tell from the hundreds of thousands of
credit card debt)”, “She will be such a great mother and housewife (she cannot really handle
working)”. “She is such a free spirit (you just cannot count on this bitch)” or my personal favorite
“She has a really rambunctious personality, and is a strong woman (she will nag you to death, and
start fights over nothing)”
Social proof comes in many forms, personal recommendations, the reputations of former employers
or the degree awarding institution that signed off on this person having a certain level of competence.
However, one must take into account the incentives each of these parties have to be less than truthful.

The case for third-party trust
When you start reading red pill literature “Social proof” is probably one of the first concepts you hear
about, frequently in the context of “If you are with an attractive woman, other women are more
interested in you, because of social proof/pre-selection“. From a business perspective it could be
argued as the equivalent of credit rating agencies, or other organizations that offer analysis, due
diligence and other services that aim to reduce risk. In this example, a case of trust in a third-party,
leading to you suspending your own critical analysis. It is a form of “Milgram experiment light” [1]
Rather than engaging our brain in the energy intensive work of research and analysis, we elect to take
the easy way out by assuming that someone else has already done such critical analysis and research.
We put our trust in that a second party has the knowledge base and necessary critical thinking ability
to make an educated judgment about a given situation, thus saving ourselves the need to engage in
calorie intensive system 2 thinking. I can see where this made sense in terms of evolution, the basic
idea of teaching is that each human being does not have to expend the necessary energy to learn a
range of information that could be made available to them in a more efficient way. However, the
human preference for “cheap and easy” over “expensive and difficult” tends to have unintended
consequences. Nowhere is this more clear than in the “diet and weight-loss” industry, which is
overflowing with quick-fixes and magic pills for a problem that is both complex and challenging. The
answer is simple, but the execution is difficult.
When we accept an analysis from a third-party, we are in fact not only saving energy by accepting
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our analysis, we are saving energy in our critical evaluation of their knowledge and experience base
for making such an analysis. Human interpersonal relationships is a lot like art history, in that there
are certain facts and some technical knowledge that could be used to make sounder and more
accurate judgments, however they tend not to be used because “it’s about emotions“.
So the judgments you do not accurately make when accepting a third party analysis is:
A) That they made this analysis using the relevant facts.
B) That they made the analysis using sound and valid logic
C) That they are not hampered by bias
D) That they do not have a vested interest.
For instance, when your mother sets you up with that “nice girl from next door” by saying “She is
such a nice responsible, go-getter” did she take into account:
A) That the “nice girl next door” is still living next door at 32, because she has had 5 different
“careers“, and has 3 baby daddies?
B) Did they use logic to construct a syllogism such as:
Premise 1: She has 3 kids by 3 different men.
Premise 2: She has had 5 different careers in 10 years.
Premise 3: People who are stable, responsible adults have stable career paths.
Premise 4: People who are responsible adults do not have 3 baby daddies.
Conclusion: Therefore she is not stable, responsible or an adult.
C) Did your mother consider that perhaps she is influenced by a bias that you should be married at
your age, or perhaps that since she never goes out and only interacts with “nice responsible girl next
door” that she may have a massive case of availability bias.
D) Does your mother’s desire for grandchildren, and her failing health influence her urgency for you
to knock someone up?
These will obviously differ from person to person, D could just as easily be that your best friend just
got married, his wife only lets him hang out with “couples friends” thus he wants to couple you up so
you can double-date and he can get some freedom from the utter boredom. However, a third party
will always have their own interests and therefore, one runs into a case of agent-principal.

Referential proof
This type of proof is also sometimes called “borrowed authority” in that a speaker borrows or
transfers authority from one field or area into another, or from one person to another. One example is
the “Dr. So and So said solar roadways makes sense” without mentioning that “Dr So and So” has a
doctorate in education. Even children understand this concept intuitively when they argue with their
siblings or friends using such arguments from authority as “My mom says” or “Teacher said that“.
They are borrowing the authority of a third party to add more weight to their argument, but in doing
so they are fairly free to play around with the information. The concept of information asymmetry
touches on this in that it deals with two parties having access to differing information with usually
one party having more or better information than the other.
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You will face the referential proof issue less in your dating life as a man because men tend not to be
convinced by arguments such as “You know, she fucked the lead singer of Whitesnake in the back of
their tour bus” or “She dated rich wealthy men“, but they are crack to women. If you can offer a
woman third-party referential proof that you are a high status man you win. However, men are very
prone to assume that because someone is something, they can tell you how to become what they are.
However, this is not always the case. Those who have interacted with men who are “naturally good
with women“, have without a doubt experienced the natural’s “You just talk to them man” or “Just act
like you normally do“, which is true for them, but offer you little in terms of actionable advice.
Referential proof is faced frequently in the job market, where it is a very high contributor to why
certain types of people get hired. This is a function of brand image in many cases where people have
a certain perception of a company or an institution that lead them to associate the qualities and
reputation of the institution or company, with the person. In some cases, the reputation of the
institution and the reputation of the company, are intertwined in a manner which creates synergy for
both of them. A great example is Harvard University, that through connections to top ranked firms in
both consulting and finance are able to place graduates at these firms, not necessarily graduate merit,
which leads to a perception of Harvard as the way to the big leagues, and lead to the perception of the
firm as prestigious and selective. This becomes known as a self-reinforcing feedback loop, that
benefits both brands by increasing their status through synergy.
This plays into a variant of the halo effect [2] where the quality of the work done by a person, and
that person are viewed more favorably as a result of marketing rather than concrete results.

Summary and conclusions
Everyone has people in their life who they trust and who gives valued advice. However, if one
discounts the incentives behind the advice, or hold the wrong person in high regard, this can be a
perilous journey. Referential authority often holds a lot of weight, and that if you can figure out what
authority figures a person you are trying to manipulate view through the halo-effect, you can add
force to your manipulations. Social programming relies heavily on referential authority, and
repetition in order to slowly alter our perceptions and opinions in the desired direction.
Beware of authority in general, and be aware that in order to be a thinking man, you have to do the
work. You cannot get by allowing other people to influence the most important decisions you will
make in your life. Getting advice is one thing, we all need and want that at differing times, however
once you stop relying on your own knowledge base and logical faculties, you have given up control
of your own mind and life. Beware of people who use their academic credentials or employers as
shields.
More Reading
Thinking fast and Slow by Daniel Kahneman
Influence by Dr. Robert Caldini
The Art of Thinking Clearly by Rolf Dobelli
Sources/references
[1] Milgram experiment
[2] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Halo_effect
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Gendernomics: The art of the deal or negotiating yourself
to hell
April 23, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The deal is central to many human
endeavors, from countries making trade deals, international agencies brokering agreements between
nations, OPEC countries coming to an understanding to price-fix in order to have an optimal price of
oil in international markets and entering into a relationship. Tycoons agreeing to build railroads
across America to transport oil or entrepreneurs finalizing a financing contract with investors. Even
something as simple as you going to the grocery store and exchanging money for groceries.
In many ways the deal is just as central to economic growth as entrepreneurship, and just as central to
politics as nations or legislation. The foundation format for a deal, is that you have multiple parties
that have something that the other parties want, and every party have their view of what such a deal
should look like. To continue on the grocery store example, the grocer wants the price for the items
you want, to yield the highest possible margin for him, you want the item to cost as little as possible
for you. In his view the optimal deal is one wherein you pay the maximum amount over what he paid
for the products. In your view, you don’t care if he makes a profit.
So, you come to a compromise where you are both OK with making the deal, but neither of you are
maximally happy with the deal. Another example is where the OPEC states and Russia, meet to
discuss the state of the oil price, the obvious solution to the low price is to limit supply. However,
Russia and OPEC, in an ideal world want the other party to shut down their production, while they
maintain theirs. So far, no compromise has been reached.

On compromises
A compromise seems to be an innocent thing, it is defined by Merriam-Webster as:
a way of reaching agreement in which each person or group gives up something that was
wanted in order to end an argument or dispute [1]
It’s a way of getting progress on a deal by each party agreeing to make the deal less optimal to them.
Rather than, “I am going to get the best deal” each party is saying “I’m going to get the best deal I
can get”. This is rather sensible, it plays to getting progress towards a desired end, even if one has to
compromise on that end.
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Merriam-Webster also has a second definition of the word compromise which is:
a change that makes something worse and that is not done for a good reason
In this definition, a compromise hardly seems like something a person would want to do. It makes
something worse, and it is not done due to solid reasoning or cold hard facts. One could argue if one
desired to construct a skyscraper in a location, yet found that the location was such that a skyscraper
could not be built, then it would be a good compromise to move the location to a more suitable one. It
is made for good reason, and it does not make it worse, as the building collapsing would be much
worse than moving it to a slightly less desirable location.

Why compromises are bad
People often wonder why politicians cannot seem to get things done. There are a multitude of reasons
for this, but often the case is that in order to get A, a politician has to make compromises to add B
and C as well. B and C can be detrimental to A. To put this in an example.
Politician 1: I want a new factory for my state (A), because of reasons X, Y and Z.
Politician 2: OK, if you want A, then I want increased taxes in your state (B), and I want stronger
EPA enforcement (C)
In this case, B and C are anti-employment/establishment factors for any businessman trying to
determine whether to put the factory in the state represented by 1 and 2, or in another state. Property
laws and zoning issues are mentioned in the book “The Art of the Deal” by Donald Trump, but the
issues of compromises between politicians/local government and business interests are frequent and
often detrimental. My favorite example was the republican view of Obamacare at one time “We like
some parts of it that we want to keep, we just want to get rid of some parts of it” when the parts they
wanted to get rid of paid for the parts they wanted to keep.
So, isn’t this a contradiction of the point that I made earlier, that compromises are in embryo the lube
of a deal? Yes it is, and the reason for it is that while a compromise can often expedite an agreement,
it often comes with a poison pill. Therefore, the compromise pushes problems ahead in time, where
the have unknown consequences, vs keeping them in the present when they have known
consequences. To illustrate again:
Party A and Party B agree that they want to make a deal because of a set of reasons.
Party A and Party B publicize that they want to make a deal, to the public, to shareholders, to
stakeholders or whatever.
Party A and Party B sit down to negotiate, and find that they are approaching the deal from two very
different points of view. Therefore they find it difficult to come to an agreement.
Now we are at a crossroads where the sides can:
A) Become deadlocked.
B) Compromise
A means that they have to go tell their shareholders, the public or whoever else that they have not
reached an agreement, and it now becomes a game of who can spin it so that the other party gets
blamed.
B means that they put making the deal over the results of the deal, and therefore can tell their
shareholders that the deal has gone through, and they are moving forward. At which point the work
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with ensuring that the deal is enforced, enacted or executed lays with someone else.
It creates an image of action that conceals inaction. It’s the equivalent of agreeing that you and a
buddy will bet on different horses in a race, then shooting the horses. You can’t be blamed for both of
you losing, the fuckin’ horses were dead.

The red pill issue
Some of you may wonder why I wrote a post in the gendernomics series, and I have yet to mention
the red pill, women, men or relationships. To be honest, it was a compromise I had to make in order
to avoid going off on a tangent earlier in the article. The truth is that there is one area where men
constantly make compromises that end badly for them, and that is relationships. There are bigger and
smaller compromises, and some are always going to be needed in relationships. How to decorate the
house, where to live, and other issues that would come just as natural if it wasn’t a romantic
relationship. Even if you have a roommate you are going to have to come to an agreement on basic
rules to avoid killing each other.
The big compromises men make is to marry the grenade they jumped on when one of their friends
wanted to bang “the friend“. It is to not be cognizant of their own value, when they negotiated their
relationship contract. More than anything, it is the constant and inevitable chipping away at their
personality and pride throughout a relationship. For some strange reason, relationships have a way of
progressing through the same stage of compromises, where the woman gets the man to change
something under the guise of it being for the best of the both of them.
To draw a business parallel, it’s the equivalent to one 50% owner telling the other 50% owner, “You
should take less dividends this year” or “You should devote more of your resources“. A good deal
would be for it to be a fair trade, not one where the man changes something and the woman remains
static. When a woman uses the phrase “We need to talk” or any variation thereof, what she is saying
is “I want to renegotiate our relationship contract to benefit me more“.
Men end up making these deals over and over again, never asking what the other side is putting on
the table. In essence, women present in-equitable compromises as equitable compromises.
Sometimes you also get the “for your own good” compromise such as “Smoking is bad for you, you
should quit, so you’ll live longer” this is ostensibly an argument to improve your health, it’s also a
demand that you give up something you enjoy. For instance, I enjoy quality coffee and Cuban cigars
very much. If I were to give them up, that means my happiness goes down. Therefore, it follows that
the happiness needs to be replaced by something else.

Making Good Deals
Making deals is a complicated topic, but broken down it seems to come down to roughly the
following elements:
A) Knowing what you want out of the deal.
If you go into a negotiation blind, or hoping to “play off” your adversary, you are at an immediate
disadvantage. If you are very aware of what you want, it gives you a goal to focus on. Sometimes you
will have to enter a deal blind, such as with the “We need to talk“, however be very wary of agreeing
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to anything in such a situation. Hear the pitch, say you need time to think, and then walk away from
the table.
B) Having an idea of, or knowing what the other party wants out of the deal
By understanding your opponent, you are at an advantage and you can identify areas where you can
make it appear as if you are giving them the world, when in reality what they wanted was of no
consequence to you. Make sure to always act as if what you are giving up, is a huge point to you, as
this opens them up to a reciprocity ploy later.
C) Knowing what points you are willing to negotiate on
If you know what points you are willing to negotiate on, you have a map in your mind of what can be
sacrificed without it having a major effect on you. For instance, she wants to paint the living-room
shock-pink, but you hate shock pink, but you may be OK with a darker shade of pink. Though,
always remember to make it out as if you are doing her a massive favor.
D) Knowing what is non-negotiable for you
Kenny Rogers said this the best in the song “The Gambler” when he sings “Know when to walk away,
know when to run“. Some deals are simply not worth making, as they are too costly. This is in my
opinion the area where most men struggle when it comes to their relationships with women. They
simply do not have a point where they will walk away from the table. Many men enter relationships
that are valuable to them, but through a string of poorly executed negotiations, where the lack the will
to walk away, they end up living lives of quiet desperation (paraphrased from Henry David
Thoreau). If you find yourself reading this 3 – 5 years into a relationship, where you pay for a whole
house, yet most of your stuff is in the garage, where you get less sex than when you were single and
where you have given up most, if not all of your hobbies, then you are the victim of many poorly
executed negotiations.
In addition, you have to ensure that you are aware of at all times, that making the deal is a means to
an end, not an end in itself. If you start to view signing the contract as more valuable than what is in
the contract, you are heading to a slaughterhouse. Perhaps the most important point is that you are not
responsible for, financially, morally or anything else, for your adversary getting a fair deal. That is on
them, if they are willing to concede point after point and compromise on everything and you see no
detriments to yourself, then that is their problem.
This plays into what I call the “salesman catch 22” where a salesperson will over-promise, to a point
where his co-workers will be unable to deliver even close to what was promised at a given price.
Which is also what happens to many men and women who date not as themselves, but as their
representative.

Summary/Conclusions
If you take anything from this post, please let it be “be wary of compromises“, you can compromise
yourself into a divorce, into bankruptcy, and into many other non-desirable positions merely by being
unaware of the points I listed earlier. As humans we negotiate much more than we are aware of,
about things ranging from billion dollar joint ventures to who does the dishes.
Most relationships start off as very equitable deals. The start of a relationship is where you cannot
keep your hands off each other, you spend time with her when you want to, you have your hobbies
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and buddies and largely control your own life. However, as a relationship progresses, the woman
seeks to change the dynamic in her favor, as females are the masters of bait and switch. There is no
denying that both genders engage in certain levels of bait & switch in the phases of early dating,
however women follow up their initial bait and switch pressures towards more compromises. When
you are first dating, she is dressed to the nines, always pays attention and is always in a good mood.
Once she has moved in with you, the flannels and sweatpants come out more and more often. You try
to talk, and find yourself out-gamed by an I-pad and her facebook friends.
Females only really perform until they lock you down, and with each locking stage, your deal
becomes less equitable. Moving in together means she’ll put in a little less effort, get married, she
puts in a little bit less, have a kid or two, her effort virtually disappears.
More Sources:
The Art of the Deal by Donald Trump
The Rational Male by Rollo Tomassi
Sources:
[1] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/compromise
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On the enlightenment, social justice and the state
April 27, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I suppose we’ll never know for sure who had the radical idea that
“people should be free to express their views without fearing reprisal”. I know that it was a
somewhat popular idea when Socrates took his final shot of hemlock, and that a lot of was absorbed
into the Roman Empire, and the Hellenic empire after that. After all, at that time they were the
greatest cultures and empires the world had ever seen, both in terms of social progress. The Ancient
Greeks wrote works that are still central to many modern fields of inquiry, such as Plato’s treatise of
government, “The Republic“, Aristotle’s work on logic, and ethics, the Pythagorean theorem, and
Archimedes’ law.
These were civilizations that showed technological prowess that disappeared after the fall of the
Roman empire when Europe descended into what has become known as the dark ages. This is until
human beings, strangled by Christianity, and a church that dominated every aspect of life, from your
bedroom to the chambers of government. Where God-Kings and God-Emperors feared the
excommunication from the Pope of Rome, as their power was considered willed to them by the
divine. Started rediscovering the works of Ancient Greece, of Rome, and we got the period known as
the Renaissance, a French word that means “Rebirth” or “Revival”. Where philosophers such as
Plato, Aristotle, Protagoras, Marcus Aurelius and artists such as Virgil and Cicero, inspired a new
generation of artists such as Leonardo, Michelangelo, scientists such as Galileo. Those works lead to
that the Phoenix of ideas and exploration rose from the ashes of the great empires and minds of
history and once again brought light to a world that had laid in darkness. It made us strive for
enlightenment once more.

The enlightenment
The enlightement was a period that lasted a short time for all the impact it had and still has on our
modern lives. It mainly took place in the 18th century but it laid the foundation for the world that we
live in today. From Thomas Hobbes Leviathan, the basic treatise of Government, Adam Smith’s
“Wealth of Nations” which is a foundational text in economics, Immanuel Kant who wrote
fundamental works on ethics, morality and inquiry.Kant even strongly influenced one of the first
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feminist philosophers in history, Mary Wollstonecroft, who argued that women should be treated as
rational beings.
The scientific method was “invented” in it’s rawest form. David Hume laid much of the ground-work
for empiricism and skepticism. Thomas Paine even wrote his greatest (in my opinion work) “The Age
of Reason”.
Some of you may ask why I’m writing this and my reasoning behind it is that the Renaissance and the
Enlightenment are the greatest examples of why free expression and discussion of ideas without
bounds are important.

The Age of Reason
Hopefully, fellow Thomas Paine appreciators will forgive me for stealing his title for this section of
my essay. There is no denying that Thomas Paine’s work was a great aid to those seeking to end the
theocratic state, and the alliance it had with the “God-Kings” of Europe at the time. However, much
more of the credit goes to a German miner’s son, who lived a few hundred years before him. Who
would go on to do more to modernize and de-power Christianity than many of those who had come
before or after him, by nailing a simple statement of 95 theses on a church door in Wittenberg. This
man was Martin Luther, the man who’s ideas would forever split Christians into Catholic and
Protestant. He did so, while persecuted by other Christians, who held much power over both the state
and the people. He slowly won a lot of them over, by as I once heard it said by Marcus Wengstrom
“There is something sublime about him dragging popes and kings into his intellectual wrestling ring
and handling them with the roughness of a miner’s son.”
For those of you may be unaware of history, this was not the castrated Church of today, who are so
happy that you show up and give them your money and led them your ear for an hour on Sunday, that
they do not much care what you do from Monday to Saturday. This was the church of witch burnings,
of selling indulgences, of the Crusades, and many other horrible acts that show you what religion
does when it has power. This was the church that Martin Luther injured, and that would later be
injured time and time again.
When the French revolution came to be, and “Liberté, Egalité, Fraternité” became the slogan of it, it
carried somewhat of a different meaning. It stated that we are all equal, we are all brothers and we are
all free, from the perspective of those who had been treated as unequal by the church and state, as
wretches and sinners, and slaves of their kings and clerics. This was the world, in which Thomas
Paine wrote his polemic against religion and the church, where Paine challenged the legitimacy of the
Church, its foundation document the Bible, and criticized revelation in general. (I recommend
reading it)
Killing the power of the Church to censor thoughts, words, scientific inquiry and much more, was the
foundation that permitted the modern western world to exist. It all happened because people fought
for equality, freedom, brotherhood and the free expression of ideas. Understanding that equality,
freedom and brotherhood, are not mere abstract ideals, but true states in which a human being can
exist.
A man who cannot express his point of view without being threatened with loss of livelihood, or life
is not a free man. A man who would take from another his livelihood or his life is no brother. Finally,
in a paraphrase and extension of the philosopher Voltaire, the man whom you may not criticize is
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your ruler, if you have a ruler, you are not equal.

The construction of the Leviathan
The central argument made by Hobbes will be dated at this time, as he argued the social contract and
governance by a sovereign. This is perhaps due to his familiarity with this model due to growing up
and living in such a state. Or perhaps, a ruse to avoid being rapidly thrown in the Tower of London
for insulting the all mighty God King. Perhaps one of the most central things to take away from his
work, are his statements on the state of nature, which is a state of civil war, “everyone against
everyone”, which in his philosophy is a worse state than one governed by said sovereign under a
social contract.
The foundation of the social contract is at the core about the contract between the state and the
individual, which rights do the individual give up, for the state, and which rights does the state grant
the individual in exchange for giving up said rights. Freud touches on this in “Future of an Illusion”
where he argues that in order for human beings to suppress their natural inclinations, threat or bribes
must exist.
At this point in time, most states had absolute rulers, in the form of unholy alliances of church and
Aristocracy, who held their power by force not by electorate, not by moral or divine right. The King
was frequently judge, jury and executioner, sometimes in person sometimes by-proxy. So, this is the
world in which Thomas Paine wrote the Rights of Man, where the core argument is that natural rights
stem from nature themselves and cannot be revoked by law, as this would make them privileges, not
rights. This is based in large on the Second Treatise of Government by John Locke, where Locke
argues that in a natural state, all humans are (socially) equal, and thus have the natural right to defend
their life, liberty, health or possessions. These principles are enshrined in the American Declaration
of Independence, and Natural rights were the basis for what we now call Human rights.

Calculating the madness of people
It would be a great oversight of me to leave out what followed from the two former parts of this
essay, namely a greater freedom for men of science. I’m certain that we have all heard the story of
Galileo who was forced to recant his radical theory that the Earth and other planets moved around the
sun, not that the sun moved around the Earth, as the Church had maintained as doctrine, and which it
and the sovereigns had enforced by torture and murder.
With the free expression of ideas, came a new vigor to science, from the dissection of stolen corpses
to lay the foundation for anatomy, of which Leonardo drew incredibly beautiful and inspired
drawings. The opportunity for Isaac Newton to discover gravity, while being locked away at a room
at Oxford, rather than in a cell in the Tower of London. It allowed James Watt to invent the steam
engine, which would later drive the industrial revolution, all without being burned at the stake for
witchcraft. There were new understandings of chemistry, physics, mathematics and all manner other
of science, all because the shroud and chain of the church had been removed by force.
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Conclusions/Summary
I agree that I did summarize rather much and left out a lot of important people. I’m afraid that the full
history of the enlightenment would be a longer blog post that I’m comfortable writing at this point.
The core red thread of the renaissance and the enlightenment is that the rights we take for granted
today, were won by defeating all powerful God Kings and a Church that was at its most powerful.
Unfortunately, I perceive that the unholy alliance of church and state is rapidly reconstituting itself,
not in the form it once had, but in a new form.
We have found ourselves in a world where democracy, has formed governments that are greater than
the people they govern. Hobbes’ Leviathan come to life before us, which is ironic considering the
name was borrowed by Hobbes from the Bible, where the Leviathan is a tentacled monster that can
reach into every aspect of the world. Governments that demand the right to violate our rights in order
to protect them, just as the God Kings once did.
We have founded ourselves new Churches, that are not of the old church in ideology, yet embrace
many of the same tactics. Such as silencing criticism, through tactics such as social shaming, social
exclusion, and taking the bread out of people’s mouths. Striking through their families and social
sphere. That show the self-awareness of Pope Rodrigo Borgia punishing sinners, while having orgies
in the Vatican, when they claim to be defending tolerance, by being intolerant. When they dress
themselves in the caps and gowns of Academia and Scholarship, while rejecting empiricism and the
scientific method.
This is the unholy alliance between the Church of Social Justice, and the God King of democratically
elected government.
More Reading:
Europe: A History by Norman Davies
Common Sense by Thomas Paine
Leviathan by Thomas Hobbes
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The FOG of modern society
April 29, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The idea for this post was one that just
dropped into my head as I was putting away groceries and I’m not really sure why. For those who are
not familiar with the FOG concept, it is an acronym for “Fear, Obligation and Guilt” which are three
primary mechanisms of manipulation. To give some examples, when you see a group of boys
playing, and when one of them refuses to do something the group wants, the calls of “are you
chicken?” combined with various physical gestures and clucking quickly follows. In this case, they
are using the target’s fear of losing social status as a mechanism to get him to do something he really
does not want to do.
When you see parents trying to get their children to visit their annoying uncle, and the “he’s family”
statements start to come out, they are playing on the children’s feeling of obligation to the family
construct, or to wider social values.
Finally, if the parents start to tell the children “remember how your uncle gave you that great present
for [insert time]“, they are playing on the children’s feeling of guilt. The funny thing about all three
of these is that humans have irrational fears, we feel obligated when we have not accepted an
obligation, and some even feel guilty for putting themselves first.
The social FOG
Fear, obligations and guilt have all had their purpose, purposes that are largely adapted to a small
group of 20 – 50 people, where every member relies on every other member in order to survive. In
this group, fear serves to limit anti-social behavior, obligations ensures you do your duty and guilt
reinforces the first two.
There are two primary ways of seeing a society or social group, as individuals or in aggregate.
Therefore, it is safe to conclude that any mechanism of manipulation that works individually also will
work in aggregate and vice versa. I started to think about how I see fear, obligation and guilt both
present in natural form, and used as a tool by various movements to drive policy and society in the
desired direction.
If we look at the migration wave in Europe for instance you have many examples of all 3:
There are people who protest against migrants based in fear of losing social cohesion, loss of
resources, loss of a country or a culture that are hundreds if not thousands of years old. There are
people who fear being called racist if they protest, and people who fear that the modern western
world cannot absorb such a large amount of people from cultures that are very different from the
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western one. On the other hand, there are people who live in fear of a world where people who need
help do not get help. They fear what would happen if they ever needed to migrate, who fear that the
boom of violance post-migrant boom will be the end of the multicultural project, and that the
consequences will be grave enough to end ideologies they have worshiped, and the politicians they
have supported.
There are people who feel obligated to their history, their predecessors, and their ancestors to help
preserve a culture and a way of life that people sacrificed their lives to build, defend and maintain.
There are other people who feel obligated to help other human beings based on that they are human.
There are people who feel guilty if they do not help people in need, and there are people who feel
guilty if they sacrifice members of their “in-group” to help people of their out-group.
There is little doubt that these mechanisms are employed on a grand scale by politicians and others in
order to control the populations they govern. The Church for hundreds of years controlled Europe in
the way that Islamic councils do the Middle-East today, with fear of punishment, obligation to God,
and guilt for not following the commandments. Even further back, perhaps men have “approach
anxiety” because in the tribal days hitting on the wrong woman could get you killed or kicked out of
the group. Perhaps we evolved to feel obligation to facilitate a community built on what Professor
Richard Dawkins refers to as reciprocal altruism. Maybe we do feel guilt to make us pause, and think
through desired actions one, or two or three more times before we do them.
Growing up foggy
Think about growing up, while being constantly exposed to fear, obligation and guilt triggering
mechanism, not only from your close knit social group who are trying to raise you, but also from
society at large. Feminism as a movement, have destroyed the social perception of masculinity and
driven the value of boys down for the last 40 – 50 years. Using rhetoric of “All boys are stupid throw
rocks at them” and examples that are much worse. Boys watch their friends get put on Ritalin for
being rambunctious. They grow up being punished for protecting themselves with physical force
against psychological bullying.
They enter junior high school or high school, start noticing girls and unless they fall into the high
value group by accident, they have a few embarrassing moments while clumsily courting a classmate.
Get sent to the principal’s office, to be punished for inappropriate behavior. Told that they are
obligated to treat women with respect, regardless of merit. Generally, treated as second-class citizens
by a school system dedicated to defending female delusions and deflecting any threat to them. They
fear losing their social status, the respect from their peers, and feel obligated to earn it back through
high risk behavior, or throwing themselves into accomplishments. Then feel guilty when they say no
to people, or act outside the accepted paradigm, because they have been conditioned to suppress and
deny their male instincts.
This is not accounting for a school system that caters to female behavior and female learning
preferences, ensuring that in addition to being told that their gender is what is wrong with this world,
they also fail at getting a basic education in their early year.
They finally leave high school, and enter college, where they rapidly discover that they have to sit
through consent classes that treat them all as if they are rapists. They find themselves in fear of Title
IX complaints, and suddenly being smeared across a nation wide magazine or newspaper. I’m glad
that I’m not going through my teens today, being an awkward 14 year old, being called racist, sexist,
and every other term, merely for disagreeing with certain sets of ideas.
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Conclusion & Summary
Many of the men I talk to both online and out in the real world, are interesting from a scaled
perspective. In essence if we imagine psychopathy as one end of the scale and neuroticism on the
other end of the scale. Where psychopathy consists of narcissism and sadism, while neuroticism
consists of mercy and self-sacrifice. Many of these men fall towards the neuroticism spectrum.
Psychopaths are highly resistant to the first form of FOG and actually employ it as their tools of the
trade. Whereas neurotics are highly vulnerable to FOG and often display a tendency to be too fearful,
taking on too many obligations and feeling guilt very easily.
The trouble for these men is that if they ask for something they want or need, they feel fear that they
may be rejected, if they get it they feel obligated to reciprocate in greater amounts than they received,
and they feel guilty about imposing on someone. It’s a through and through scarcity mindset, where
they rank themselves on the lowest level. They lack the programming for enlightened self-interest,
because it has in many cases been beaten out of them throughout their “education”.
The funny thing is that these mechanisms are not needed to keep neurotic men in line, because they
do so themselves through their innate temperament, but they are very effective at controlling neurotic
men. However, they are wholly ineffective on the men that society needs to control, because these
men are immune.
Some may think that this is a post that is written to garner sympathy, but it is a post to highlight how
we have developed a society that beats the masculinity and self-confidence out of boys from age 6,
then wonder why men kill themselves in disproportionate rates. Our school system has become a
giant Skinner box, where boys are rewarded for behaving like girls, which leads to failure later in life.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: Fraud and Intangible assets
May 1, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

So, in the early 1900s, the lives of
your average homo sapiens sapiens was fairly similar to how it had been for the preceding thousand
or more years. Yes, technology had made it so that rather than work the fields, people worked in
factories, rather than live spread out in rural areas and many had started moving to cities where more
jobs could be found. Still, most human beings were living similar cycles to their parents of childhood,
and then adulthood.
The average marriage and child-birth happened in the early twenties, for many women even earlier.
They were married to their husband, who was the head of the household and the main wage earner.
Taking care of a house was a full-time job, where floors had to be scrubbed by hand, in some cases
using sand or other materials. Water had to be picked up at public pumps or springs, then carried
back to the house and heated over a wood stove, which, made chopping and carrying wood a major
prerequisite for being able to heat water, and cook food. Clothes were cleaned either in a river, or by
heating up enough water to clean them by hand.
So, a stay at home mother, had much work to do in the house in the early 1900s. The father on the
other hand, most likely worked 6 to 7 days per week, up to 12 – 15 hours pr day, to put food on the
table. This was similar to both rural and urban families. The male children from the age when they
were able to contribute either worked in factories, selling papers or working the fields. The female
children started helping their mother out in the house from an early age preparing food and cleaning.
Prior to the industrial revolution, and the growth of factories, most rural boys grew up working with
their father, possibly grandfather, uncles, and other men in the fields. This acted both as male
bonding, but also as the education of the young boys in the ways of men. The girls would be assisting
their mothers in the house, bonding and learning how to become a good wife.

The Redefinitioning
As the century moved on, women slowly earned suffrage throughout most of western Europe and
America. They won the right to be educated, and to work. This is not to say that women had been
unable to attend Universities or been barred from work prior to this, however it was not a central goal
for many women, to educate themselves or work, because once they had children, they would stay at
home and not use their degrees thus it was considered a poor investment.
The role of the woman changed a lot in just a 100 years. From being expected to be a stay at home
mother, who would have a full days work just ensuring that her home, her children and her husband
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were taken care of, to a worker bee, equally educated and equally hard working compared to her
husband. Some of this followed naturally from making the required time to take care of a home much
less than what it once was. The hoover, washing machines, tumble-driers, electric or gas stoves,
indoor plumbing, hot water heaters, deep freezers, and many other modern appliances has turned
housework into chores. Where a single person can easily do a weeks laundry, clean a reasonably
sized house, and prepare food in less than 8 hours total active labour pr week.
As the century went on, the ideological movement of feminism, hand in hand with progressivism and
liberalism, redefined what it meant to be a woman. Rather than the submissive and feminine ideals,
worshiped by many societies, the new woman was strong, independent, she had her own job,
education, made her own money, and she needed to indulge herself. Which, inevitably lead to the
“Sex & The City” culture, where women after going through 4 – 8 years of University education, at
age 24 – 28, wanted to “live” for a while, and experience being the “strong, independent woman”
that she had been told to aspire towards.
This lead to women not really being interested in marriage and being mothers until they had the
education they wanted and then had the career they had been told to aspire to, meaning that the
average age of marriage and motherhood increased. Rather than having 3 children at 24 (or younger)
like their mothers, who married their high school sweetheart and started a family at 19. This new
generation of women moved up the clock to 3 children at 34.
An unfortunate side-effect of the “Sex & The City” lifestyle, is that nature tends to not care that “I’m
living my life, just having fun with different men” so we got the single mother, a rarity in previous
times, now growing year on year at an unprecedented rate. [1]
The re-defining of the woman was simple, she was to be redefined to be centered on herself, not on
her family and her husband. Her actions were not to be seen in the context that her life’s goal was to
be a mother and a wife, but in that she was to realize herself in life however she saw fit. Furthermore,
her behavior was to not be viewed in terms of what she could do for her society, but what her society
could do for her.

Redefining men
Everything I wrote about above, about the redefinition of women and the redefinition of family is
fine, so long as women redefine what womanhood, motherhood and so on, doesn’t inherently mean
redefining men as well. Where women over the past 100 years, have worked hard to change their
definition from being one centered on their husband and family, to one centered on themselves, this
has not happened for men.
Men are in many ways still not considered “grown men” until they have taken on the responsibility of
a wife and children. This is why, there is such outrage in the media right now about “man-children“,
men who need to “man-up“, the question of “where have all the good men gone“, and so on. This
stems from one simple source, women wanted to change themselves and their deal, but keep the men
the same in many ways. Women wanted to spend their 20s and early 30s “being them” rather than
being mothers and wives, but once they decided that they wanted a husband, they wanted the same
deal that their mothers and grandmothers got.
So, Samantha after banging her way through most of Manhattan, sleeping her way through a liberal
arts college, perhaps with a unexpected “bundle of joy or two” and if you’re really lucky 10s of
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thousands of dollars in credit card debt, and student loan debt from her B.A in Finnish Feminist dance
and now 38 years old, expects to be married to “her equal“. The unfortunately valuation problem that
comes here is that “her equal” is Joe Bob, a guy who never went to college, peaked in high school,
banged his way through a cheer squad or two, and ended up with a couple of baby mommas, an
assault charge and a few hundred grand in credit card debt. Her equal is not David, who she perceives
as her equal, who went to college to study engineering, math, economics or law, who continued on to
land a prestigious, high paying job, who has paid off his student loan debt, owns his home outright
and has no children. However, she thinks she deserves David.
However, David has defined himself in his life. Being an analytical and intelligent man, he has
realized that Samantha has wasted her youth, she has been irresponsible and that marrying her or
even sleeping with her represents a huge risk. He may not be one of the full-blown red pillers who
reads blogs like this one, or the ones in my blog-roll, but he understands on a gut level, that he is
better off being a bachelor. Perhaps, he’s seen his friends go through divorces with children, where
child support is used as a proxy for alimony, where they have lost their houses, retirements and are
now forced to work until the day they die to maintain the lifestyle of harpies.
So, David has redefined himself as a “soft-MGTOW” meaning that while he is happy to engage in
short term affairs with women, perhaps he goes to a country such as Thailand, Brazil, The Dominican
Republic or Eastern Europe a few times a year, to enjoy the company of feminine women who are
more than happy to take care of their man. He has a group of male friends who he enjoys spending
time with, a range of hobbies that he enjoys and in most ways he is happy with his life. Perhaps he
wants children and a wife, however, he understands that from an analytical perspective, it makes no
sense in today’s world.

Conclusions and Summary
The very nature of men and women is somewhat of a zero-sum case. If one takes a couple, in each
week they have a total number of hours that can be spent of 336 (168 each). So, anything one party
does not do, yet has to be done will consume time from the other person’s 168 hours. Thus, if a man
goes from 0 hours chores, to 10 hours chores, and the woman goes from 20 hours chores to 10 hours
chores, this is a net gain for the woman, and a net loss for the man.
The feminist movement never took into account that men and women are engage in a negotiation.
That has been the state of the genders throughout history. To pair up, the man offers what he could,
usually provision and protection, the woman offered what she could, mainly progeny and caretaking.
This was a deal in which both parties offered something the other could not do for themselves, where
both offerings were perceived as equal in value.
When you go about wholly redefining the woman, this affects the deal that the women are able to
offer the men for pairing up. A young woman, with a high SMV has many options for pairing off
with a man at that point in time. As her SMV drops as a function of age, her options diminish, and
with the bundles of joy in tow, it diminishes further. The reason for this is simple, most men are
happy to care for their own children, but very few would happily take care of the children of another
male.
In a sense, women and men are an equation that has to stay balanced, if one side is altered the other
has to be as well in order to keep that equation in balance. Feminists by engaging in widespread
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tampering with both sides of the equation, managed to make it so unbalanced that it no longer works.
I suppose a better analogy, would be that men and women are a financial statement, with equity and
liabilities. The old statement, sought to roughly balance equity and liabilities for both parties
engaging in the deal. The feminist movement, slowly removed the equity on the woman’s side, and
increased the liabilities on the man’s side.
I’m not sure if the feminist ideologues understood this and did it intentionally as a way to break up
the family unit or hurt men. Or if it was a case of female solipsism gone mad, that assumed that by
removing all equity a woman brings into a relationship, and adding to the liabilities of the man
entering into that relationship, it would do nothing.
What we are seeing today with “perpetual bachelors“, “herbivore men“, “MGTOW“, and the various
other incarnations of male perspectives on life that are often written off as “men refusing to grow up
and man up“. Is actually men redefining themselves in the same way women have already done.
Rather than define themselves in the role of father and husband, as men did throughout history, they
are defining themselves based on themselves. They are moving their locus of control from external to
internal, and are living the lives they want to live.
These are perhaps not the lives many of them ideally would like to have, where they marry their high
school sweetheart, get a steady and predictable job, work for 40 years, and retire at 60, and enjoy
their remaining years surrounded by family and loved ones. However, being a perpetual bachelor, is
simply more enjoyable than being raked across the coals in divorce court and custody hearings. Being
accused of financial abuse when they cut up their wife’s credit cards before she can spend them into
the poorhouse. Being hauled off to jail after false domestic abuse allegations, or have their lives
ruined as their names are pasted across a national publication after a false rape accusation.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
The Red Queen: Sex and the evolution of human nature by Matt Ridley
The War on Men by Suzanne Venker
The Manipulated Male by Esther Vilar
Sources & References
[1]
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2014/12/18/the-unbelievable-rise-of-single-mother
hood-in-america-over-the-last-50-years/
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Gendernomics: Is perception reality?
May 3, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
The last 200 – 300 years have been characterized by a trend from the science of economics. Around
the time when Adam Smith wrote the wealth of nations, it was specialization, rather than having each
person make what they needed, they should become specialists at making one thing, and trade with
other specialists. As time went on and the effect of the steam engine made the industrial revolution
possible, it became scale economies, a trend that persists as central to many companies today. The
1960s and 70s were in many ways the age of “scientific management” and management fads such as
“Total Quality Management” and “The Balanced Scorecard“. I suppose that in hindsight, the
transition from a focus on producing a quality product, predictable operations, and little change, by
way of management fads, was the introduction to the age of the marketer.
My reasoning behind this post is simple, as I was watching the recent episode of Silicon Valley, I saw
once more the meeting between sales, administration and engineering within a business. These are
the three parts of a business that can make or break it, but they are in fundamental conflict. While
sales always want to sell the most, preferably in the easiest way possible, administration often view
the company’s market value as its product, whereas engineers tend to be focused on the raison d’etre
of a company, namely what it actually produces. Those who work in tech or production, will
undoubtedly be aware of the problem with over-engineering, in that many engineers are perfectionists
who, if left to their own devices may never decide to release the product to the public because it is not
perfect, whereas sales and administration would rather release a product before it is finished if it will
lead to commissions and market value. This made me think of various products I have purchased
throughout the years, computers that last 8 years vs computers that break after 2.5, shoes that last a
month vs shoes that last for years.

Engineering or Marketing
Part of this is related to value for money, which in essence becomes the trade of time vs time. In
effect, how much time did I trade away in order to be able to buy this product, and how long was I
able to enjoy it. This made me start to break it down in terms of a quality – perception setup,
assuming that the total product value is 100, and it is composed of equal amounts quality of product
and quality of marketing.
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The trade off between resources spent on marketing vs resources spent on product engineering, is an
interesting one in that they can each make up for each other. The major difference is that quality of
engineering can be objectively tested, using positivist methodology, and will yield objective results.
For instance, one could make a hypothesis about whether or not spending a certain amount of
resources on engineering would yield a correspondingly higher product quality. Marketing on the
other hand, tends be more suitable to be tested with phenomenology and while hypothesis tests can be
used, more subjective approaches tend to be adopted such as focus groups or semistructured/unstructured interviews.
Mercedes is a brand that has succeeded in both delivering high quality engineering and high quality
marketing, however its perception as being of high quality comes from actually being of high quality.
In this case, you have perfect alignment between the two outer points. A strong product leads to a
strong brand, and they both reinforce each other.
The choice between marketing and product quality is time-dependent and investment dependent For
instance, for short-term sales and valuation driving, marketing is superior as it is usually less resource
dependent, and there is little chance to change the purchase. A product that you have to keep for 20
years, requires less focus on repurchase and more focus on first purchase.
If for the other hand, the time horizon is long, and repeat purchase is frequent, then the amount of
chances your customer has to change their product decision is frequent. Therefore, by delivering a
low-quality product, you increase the chance of the customer switching to a competitor. The moral is
that the perception of quality only holds so long as the deliverable is not of sub-standard quality.

How this relates to the Red Pill
If we do a thought-experiment where there are two types of women, A and B, where B is an obvious
lower quality woman than woman A, but has the ability to be perceived as of equal quality to A. This
is often the case with the women I spoke about in my post on crazy women. I’m certain that all of my
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male readers can come up with a list of qualities that makes a woman a class A broad for them, and
I’m sure that most of you can also come up with a list of qualities that make her a woman of the other
variety. However, deception is powerful and a part of all human relationships, and women tend to be
naturally Machiavellian. Thus, for a man to mistake B for A, could be a costly mistake, both
financially and otherwise, in much the same way buying a product that does not fit the intended use
and expected quality. For instance, if a man is looking for a reliable car, that gets him where he needs
to go, gets good mileage, and requires little maintenance and upkeep, yet is somehow mislead into
buying a car that burns fast and then fades away, it would be double-down, as he is not only down the
money he spent on the first car, but also down the money he will need to spend on a second car in
order to ensure that he remains mobile. Odds are that he would have known that a 1963 roadster with
350.000 miles on it, was a poor choice, or if he was convinced by the flashy salesman otherwise, he
had options to get a second opinion. However, when we want something for the image, the flash and
the perception, we tend to disconnect our critical minds.
You can be a highly analytical, intellectually endowed person, yet make a mistake of this magnitude,
because you select to rely on your perception over the reality. Therefore, while knowing yourself and
your requirements are paramount central to being able to make good choices. Even more important is
your ability to reason from an elimination perspective, where rather than finding reasons for why you
should select a given course of action, you attempt to find reasons why you should not.
If one evaluates the course of a relationship it is not uncommon for both men and women to be their
representative rather than themselves in the initial stages. After those initial stages, they gradually
reveal more and more about themselves to the other person, often as a function of familiarity, but also
a result of having secured the initial investment. Many men who decide to adopt Red Pill Principles,
and learn game to secure their oneitis, end up in such a situation, where after obtaining the object of
their affection, they immediately revert to their “real self“, at which point, the woman leaves them.
However, the incentives to do just this is even higher for women, if a woman can secure a marriage
and/or offspring from the male, then she has lined herself up for a payday, or potentially 18 years of
paydays if there is offspring.
Thus, the consideration for men is whether they are merely perceiving her as a high quality mate as a
function of her performance, or whether she is actually a high quality mate.

Summary and conclusions
I’m a firm believer in that stereotypes and generalizations are forms of human pattern recognition that
aid us in creating heuristics, which in previous times allowed us to make life and death decisions
rapidly. The ability to make these rapid decisions was a survival advantage, and thus was
reproductively beneficial. This is a mode of thinking, which while highly practical and quick, is not
one that it suited for delayed gratification and critical evaluation of options. As a species we are
prone to a range of cognitive bias, we are hardwired for a life in the wild not hunted by predators, we
are built for scarcity of choice, not a plethora, and finally as men we are built to take a shot at
reproduction, rather than carefully consider it. However, a male’s reproductive reasoning is based
around a world where there is no child support, where running away 100 miles would be enough to
never be caught by your ex-lovers tribe, and where the prospect of death was so ever-present that
“long term” carried the meaning of “until the next meal“.
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As a species we frequently died at less than 35 years of age, which means a generalized 15 – 22 years
of active reproduction before embracing the ever-lasting sleep. For a man making the choice of
product, the question would be “if I don’t take this option, will I ever have another option?” not “if I
take this option, will I get saddled with 18+ years of child support“. Simply put, reproduction was an
end with no thought to the consequences. However, in the world we now live, child support and
divorce law has drastically altered the consequences, and thus the downside of the evolutionary
programming for males.
For females, legislation has been put in place to ensure that they do not have to consider
consequences as much. Deadbeat dad laws, various social programs, and divorce law ensures that a
man alone must carry the majority of financial consequences of poor reproductive decisions. As I
wrote in “The Concept of Reproductive Rights” there should be no such thing as “accidentally”
becoming a mother, hardly even such a thing as an accidental pregnancy. I would argue that such
things do not exist, the question is one of conscious intent or subconscious intent by the female. Did
she intend to get pregnant in order to secure herself financial support from the man and the state, or
did she subconsciously do so?
In the age of the marketer, the risks have steadily increased for men. Our society to larger and larger
degrees venerate and worship instant gratification, “YOLO”, and various other rationalizations in
order to not think of consequences.However, teh ability of a female to market herself has also
increased, helped not only by social programming of men into the “Blue Pill” perspective of soulmates, romantic love and the images they are bombarded with daily of what a relationship actually
entails. The feminine imperative, is hard at work demonstrating that “true love” means she is in
control, she gets what she wants, and if you do anything for yourself then you are a selfish bastard for
doing so.
Expect her to stay in shape? Then you are shallow, superficial, a body shamer, fat shamer or various
other names. Expect her to do anything inside the house? Misogynist pig, caveman, relic, or bastard.
Steady increases in female marketing technology such as the introduction and popularization of
Spanx, increasing amounts of make-up, plastic surgery, and various other new technologies are
invented and exist to reduce the need for the women to be quality, yet enable her to look like quality.
In a hook up culture, each hook up is potentially a loaded gun with 18 years of payments to be made.
This is not to say to never have one night stands, but more to give someone pause before they end up
sleeping with the woman who has 4 kids by 4 different men.
You may go for flashiness in apparel, your car or you house, but go for quality in a female. Beware of
flashiness sold as quality.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Musings on cognitive bias and how they related to red pills.
May 5, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The whole model of human cognition is
interesting from the perspective of modelling something. The whole concept behind a model, be it
financial, technical, structural or other forms is to represent something that exists in reality in a
different way. A financial model may represent different outcomes mixing macro and micro
economics to form scenarios of “what if” allowing your to play with various premises and
conclusions and see the results.
The funny thing about the model of human cognition is that there are about 160 biases that behavioral
economists talk about when trying to fit the model of “homo economicus” with observed behavior.
Economics was always big on making conditions that would make it seem more science and less art,
I suppose that has to do with the positivist and quantitative bias within the field. However, if you
need a 163 exceptions in order to make your model fit, you do not have a model, you have data points
that you need to find a fitting model for. Its a classic example of starting with a conclusion and
finding a set of premises that work.
The premise that many behavioral economists work from when it comes to bias is that they are things
our minds are prone to doing, without us paying attention to them. Sort of mental shortcuts that that
we sub-consciously use in our daily lives that have limited negative effects.
The origin of bias
As an empiricist and rationalist I put my best effort into keeping my mind clear and free of bias.
However I find myself wondering where some of them come from. For instance, the swimmers body
illusion is mistaking a factor for the selection, in essence that a professional swimmer does not have a
perfect body because they swim extensively, but they are professional swimmers because their bodies
are built to make them great swimmers.
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Where would such a bias in the brain have yielded a benefit for Cro Magnon man?
Humans are great at recognizing patterns, everything from the ones in nature that the ancient Greeks
discovered, to the times where Jesus or the Virgin Mary makes an appearance on toast. In the movie
“A Beautiful Mind” about mathematician John Forbes Nash, a man who is very good at recognizing
patterns develops schizophrenia and starts seeing patterns that are not there. This is very common in
humans, and is called a clustering illusion, when we see patterns that are simply not there.
I can see why this was beneficial to Neanderthal man, living in the grass plains where noticing
patterns of predators and prey would keep them alive. Cognitive bias are simply not an anomaly in
the normally rational brain of a human being, they are features of how our cognition works that have
had evolutionary value.
Some of the more common bias that influence your life
Confirmation bias is when information is interpreted in a manner that supports our existing beliefs,
theories and convictions. The best example of confirmation bias in action I can think of is the concept
of “internalized racism” and “internalized patriarchy” often talked about by feminists and other
social justice warriors. In this case, information going in that most women do not identify as
feminists or agree with feminist theories, is interpreted in a manner that ensures that the advocates of
feminist theory will never have turn a critical eye to their theories.
One could wonder why, but it is likely that it is a mix of emotional investment and a sunk cost
fallacy. Now the concept of sunk costs is central in business economics, and refers to humans not
wanting to give up resources that has been invested in a venture that is not going well. Rather than
ending the project and shifting the resources to something more production, the unsuccessful project
continues because “we have invested so much in it already. This is very common with Beta men
prone to the position of orbiter, where he elects to invest time and resources in a woman, with no
guarantee of payback, yet refusing to just let go when it becomes very clear that she will never put
out. As he gradually invests more and more in his relationship with her, he becomes very prone to
safeguarding his investment.
When he sees her date Alpha after alpha, and feels like he’s being beat down by her behavior, he
becomes prone to the “it gets worse before it gets better” fallacy, where he argues to himself that his
investment in her is sound, because if she gets dumped by enough Alphas then she will finally see
what a great guy he is, and if she keeps dating them, it confirms his prediction that she needs to be
dumped by more alphas. So, after seeing this happen for another couple of years, this guy gets pissed
off and he stops investing in the woman, he cuts down on their contact massively and as a result they
lose touch. At first he is pissed off at himself, his decision to not invest in her anymore means that his
unicorn is now out of his life. The hindsight bias is the tendency humans have to judge decisions
based on their outcomes, rather than the process of making the decision.
So, rather than evaluating why he made a string of bad decisions that lead him to orbit the woman, he
blames himself for not doing it anymore. So how did he end up in such a shitty situation?
First, he probably fell victim to the one or more of the cheerleading bias, where the woman appeared
more attractive in a group, he may have ignored the base rate of how many hot/interesting/sexy or
whatever women there are in his surroundings, and thus experienced a scarcity bias, where he feels
like this woman is a rare unicorn among horses. Once he has established a friendship with her, he
may fall prone to an illusion of control, where he thinks he has greater influence over her than in
reality. As he observes her banging more and more alpha bad boys in front of him, he experiences the
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ostrich effect, where he ignores an obviously bad situation for him. He now interprets everything she
does through the lens of selective perception, and thus everything she does is interpreted through his
selective perception that she also wants them to be together despite acting very differently.
He is also interpreting the revolving door of alphas as social proof that the woman is of high value,
rather than just making herself available, thus confirming his analysis of her as a unicorn. Yet,
because he still expects the outcome to favor him, he avoids taking the loss just yet.
Are there red pill unique bias?
From my perspective, I think most of the bias that men experience with women tend to be variants of
existing bias. However, for the sake of clarity, I’ll cover some of the biases that I’ve seen wreck
havoc on men in their relationships with women.
The Unicorn effect is when men perceive a woman as being unique to her gender. Its usually a
mixture of multiple biases, but it results in what the community refers to as “oneitis”. As a result of
seeing a woman as uniquely valued, the man invests in her, ignoring other options, and especially
avoiding comparisons to other women. If he engages in comparison of his unicorn with other women,
it is done in a light that confirms his valuation. Any behavior she engages in is interpreted from the
perspective of her embodying the good qualities he is looking for.
The unicorn effect is related to the fundamentally good fallacy and in some cases a contrast effect.
The fundamentally good fallacy in this case, results in a psychological frame wherein the man
interprets all the woman’s actions from a perspective of her being the Virgin Mary. She can ignore
him, knowingly hurt him, engage in behavior he would normally class as reprehensible, and many
other things, and it will not alter his perception of her.
The innocence and nativity bias is when a man interprets a woman behavior to stem from innocence
or nativity rather than ill intent, and is related to the unicorn effect. In this case, the man can see that
the woman is engaging in behavior or has attitudes that he strongly disagrees with or that hurt him,
yet rather than attribute them to malice or personality flaws, he attributes them to the woman being
innocent or naive.
Summary and conclusions
Bias are with us, and we are not perfect logic machines that have perfect information at all times, thus
it follows that we will experience situations where our minds deceive us. These functions have
probably served a purpose during our evolution, by giving us a survival advantage, however in the
modern world that constantly load men up with more consequences and seek to take them away from
women, risk must be monitored.
If you find yourself falling in love, or being stuck on a single woman, you are probably falling victim
to a perfect storm of bias that is preventing you from seeing fundamental reality, which as I’ve
spoken of before should always be the goal. In a sense, your perceptions and dreams are guiding you,
rather than staunch reason and detail-oriented empiricism.
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On female solipsism
May 12, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Solipsism exists in various strength of formulation. The word
itself comes from the Latin “Solus” meaning alone, and “ipse” meaning “self“, the position of this
philosophy is that one’s own mind is the only thing one can be certain of exists. As an
epistemological position, it posits that everything outside of ones own mind is unsure, in terms of
metaphysics it can go so far as to say that the outside world and other minds does not exist. The best
known formulation from a solipsist philosopher is perhaps Descartes “I think, therefore I am”. From
this perspective, it is perhaps the rejection of empiricism, and to some extent the embrace of reason as
the guiding force. However, where it becomes interesting is in the acceptance of logic as a guidance
for thought.
I’ve often debated the merits of rationalism vs. the merits of empiricism, and the frequently cited
issues with rationalism is the concept of self-delusion, as ego investment and time investments in an
idea or a theory increases, so does the thinker’s clarity and objectivity of thought. In a sense, it is easy
to overlook a logical fallacy, if you life’s work depends on doing so. On the other hand, the issue
often cited with empiricism is the reliance on perceived certainty, and interpretation of evidence.
Since the reading of evidence, and the drawing of conclusions from evidence are inherently
influenced by the interpreter’s insight, intelligence and knowledge.
However, solipsism in the harder epistemological sense, creates a wall between thinker and world,
wherein only the thinker’s thoughts are true to exist, something which is shared with female
solipsism.
Female solipsism
When the manosphere writers and participants, speak of female solipsism, this is at best an inaccurate
term philosophically. It refers to the tendency of females as a group to not have a well developed
ability to think outside of her own experience and perceptions.In a sense, female solipsism, as
opposed to philosophical, can be defined as “Only my own experience and perception as validated by
my emotions can be sure to exist” where philosophers would worship reason and logic as their
guidance, to the woman her experience, emotion and her perception of them become her guidance.
This explains how a female can at the same time exist as a pack member and as a solitary creature.
This is why a woman can make statements such as “All women are crazy“, but if I man does so, the
same woman would be quick to respond with “Not all women are like that“. Because when the
woman makes the statement, it is implied that she is actually saying “All women are crazy…. except
me” whereas when a man makes the same statement, she takes it to include her. The woman sets
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herself apart from the set of all women, because in her solipsistic mind, her experiences, perceptions
and emotions are unique to the world.
This obviously makes no sense. If I were to draw a Venn Diagram of the statement, the circle labeled
Crazy, would overlap perfectly with the circle “All women” in both cases. Put in mathematical terms
I’m stating All women = Crazy. We could of course debate the terms, such as “How do you define
crazy” but the key is that any statement about “women” is taken by a woman as meaning “You“. This
is why many men perceive women as overly emotional and getting upset over nothing, because they
take impersonal statements as personal attacks. This is by large a case of set grouping, wherein the
single woman, who is a subset of woman, exists in a quantum state, where she is both part of the
group and apart from the group.
From an evolutionary perspective, solipsism does make quite a lot of sense, if we perceive the world
as it has been for great parts of evolution, with might being right. Men largely were expected to be
loyal to their chief, lest they seek to unsurp him, if they gained his power they could also expect to
inherit his harem. If you were a woman and you sought to maintain your life and preferred way of
living, submission would have been the only option, while simultaneously rejecting your previous
tribe and bonds. You have a higher probability of surviving as a war-bride than if you are sold into
slavery, or cast from the tribe. If you can settle down with your new warlord, and you can convince
yourself that by doing so you are honoring the memory of your tribe, or by mating with him you are
also keeping your tribe’s bloodline alive, then it facilitates survival.
Solipsism assists in these actions due to putting less weight on external structures, and more weight
on your internal perceptions, emotions and experiences. A woman who had a deep, undying loyalty
to her tribe and to the men within it, would have had a lesser chance of survival than a woman who
acted as the Romans do when the Romans conquered her tribe. Solipsism lends itself to delusion,
because the basic statement of it, is that if you can rationalize it to yourself, then it must be true.
Therefore, it follows that solipsism is based on validity, not through the use of an external system
(though some adopt it) but validity within a closed circuit. “If I can believe it, it must be true” or as
feminists phrase it these days “Listen and believe“.
Summary and Conclusions
From an empiricists perspective, solipsism makes little sense, because an empiricist is one who is not
satisfied with pure reason, but who has a deep need to test and experiment to validate his propositions
and theories. Therefore, the concept that nothing outside his own mind can be sure to exist is
troubling due to the fact that his mind is built based on his experiments and experiences, in effect the
outside world is more real to him than his own faculties of reason and knowledge. The empiricist
knows because the outside world demonstrates it to him, the solipsist knows because his own mind
tells him that it is true. A woman knows that her perceptions are true, because her emotions tells her
that they are. It is a case of circular reasoning, which readily becomes apparent when using objective
data such as statistics.
When speaking of statistics you will notice female solipsism regardless of the topic. As a matter a
fact, here is an experiment for my readers. The next time you find yourself having a conversation
with a woman, casually make the statement, “Did you know that 21.8% of American women can be
diagnosed with a mental illness?“, please leave a comment with your results.
Probability and generalizations tend to go hand in hand, if you know that 80% of white men who
wear Khakis love Kenny G, and you have a group of 10 white men wearing Khakis, statistically
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speaking, 8 of them would love Kenny G, (the other 2 might just leave when the other 8 start banging
each other). This is all statistics is, it is the observation of how often a certain trait appears in a
population, it is not personal, if you have multiple sets of statistics measuring different variables
within a population it is likely that you will not find one person who has all the statistical traits.
However, when a statement is spoken by a member of an out-group, namely a man, that uses a
generalization or statistical data and he applies it to a population, this short-circuits female solipsism.
While the man may make a statement such as “Did you know that according to research, most
women lie about their number of partners” what she hears is “You lie about your sex partners” she
immediately defends herself as if he had made the latter statement not the former.
On the other hand, if a woman makes a statement such as “Come on, all of us lie about our partners”
the other women hear “I lied about my sex partners”
To abstract:
A woman interprets a man’s statements about women as directed at her personally.
A woman interprets a woman’s statements about women generally as directed at the speaker of
the statement.
A woman interprets statements that she makes about women, as directed at all women except
her.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: The Consumption, Investment and Savings
of time
May 19, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
I’ve spoken at length about the virtues of capitalism before on this blog and on twitter, yet it does
have some downsides that are often downplayed. This is not to say that competition and merit are
poor judges of how well capital has been allocated, however it is to say that many of the milestones
that lay ahead of humanity are ultimately long-term investments that do not look good on shareholder
reports. On the other hand, it also requires diverting money from consumption to investment for a
long period of time in order to finance research and development of knowledge that will pay
dividends in decades or perhaps centuries.
This is perhaps why technological development appears to shoot ahead in times of war, as most of us
are willing to sacrifice in order to obtain reasonable security. Throughout history there is a history of
the more technological nation winning the conflict, therefore investing heavily in scientific research
in a time of war makes sense. On the other hand, in times of relative peace, people tend to be less
open to spending billions on technological development that they may not see the benefits of, and
would rather have lower taxes, more entitlements and higher consumption.
Basic macro economic theory tells us that money can be used in 3 ways, investment, savings and
consumption. This is just as correct for a single person as it is for a country. For years advisers have
been telling people to “pay yourself first“, which is a way of saying save and invest before you
consume. The difference between investments and savings is that the goal of an investment is to
ensure future income, whereas saving removes the money from circulation and save it for a rainy day.

Investing, Saving and Consuming Time
With investment there are 2 sides to the story, there is investment to maintain the present situation
and investment in order to build a better future situation. For instance, if you own your home,
maintaining it would be an investment that helps it maintain its value. On the other hand, if you
invest in your own business, you are doing so in order to facilitate a higher income later on.
Consumption represents the amount you spend on things that are not saving or investments, such as
standard living costs and various other things.
For a country, it is much the same thing. A country can invest in infrastructure, in research, it can
lend money to other countries, or it can consume its resources. The West has developed a habit of
dialing up consumption and letting infrastructure falter, in essence through spending money on things
that does not contribute to future investment, but rather maintaining the present. The interesting thing
about economics is that you can always form an argument that consumption ultimately leads to
demand, demand always leads to someone seeking return on capital satisfying that demand, and thus
it leads capital to flow into the industry where above average returns are being followed from
industries offering less return on capital.
This is perfect from the capitalist’s perspective and an example of the system working, however it
also means that capital does not flow to solutions until they are more profitable than the alternatives.
For instance, even if everyone decided to agree that we as a species need to get off fossil fuels
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 220 of 1188

tomorrow, we would be willing to take the hit in terms of lower energy pr $ for changing towards
green or nuclear energy.
For instance, more people die from ebola and dengue fever than from erectile dysfunction and small
breasts, however it is more profitable to find solutions to the latter. It is also more profitable to invest
in oil and fossil fuels, than in new energy technology at the present moment. It will probably also be
more profitable to let someone else invest in the R&D required to make green energy or nuclear
energy more usable, and then copy them, as opposed to doing original research.
This is the thought experiment that lead me to writing this post. As a species we know that the earth
has a finite amount of resources and we have a growing population. If we assume that the population
growth will continue, and with it more demand will come for not just food and water, but for other
items. Then it follows that sooner or later we will find ourselves in a situation with rapidly increasing
prices (demand much greater than supply) as a result of demand increasing exponentially, and supply
rapidly decreasing.
We know that there is a universe out there that can in essence make every resource abundant, because
of the sheer scale of the Universe. We have experienced a similar situation before when Europeans
migrates to the abundant free land in America. In order to facilitate this, they had to have transport to
get there (ships), there had to be an infrastructure to bring supplies and necessities from Europe,
finally enough resources and equipment in America to allow the country to be built.
If we apply the same principles to space exploration, it follows that:
A) You need feasible forms of transport.
B) You need a logistics infrastructure to facilitate colonization.
C) There needs to be production facilities in situ in order to facilitate expansion.
This would suggest that in order to further the goal of colonizing space or merely engaging in mining
of asteroids and the construction of solar harvesting operations, would require much prior
investments in both transportation and logistics. Where will this investment come from if present day
humans are busy consuming most of the available resources and only investing enough to maintain
the means of production?

Summary and conclusions
The way this relates to the red pill wisdom, is in terms of energy. If you are constantly burning
yourself out in the present mindlessly consuming your energy, rather than directing it towards
investments that will pay dividends down the line, you are ensuring that your past will become your
future. If we think of a man’s total available time and energy we all get approximately 27375 days,
that translates into 657000 hours of total life, and 438000 hours once you estimate an average of 8
hours sleeping.
If you work a regular job from the time you graduate college at 22 – 30 (I’ll be using 26 in the math)
up to retirement at lets say 70, that will be: 44 years of your life multiplied by lets say 48 work weeks
a year at 40 hours pr week (1920 hours pr year) x 44 years, for a total of 84480 hours of your life
spent working. That totals up to 12% of your life.
The key is to “pay yourself first” by investing a portion of your time in something that will yield
more time in the future. The concept of anyone “not having the time” is the same as the concept of a
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person who buys 2 cups of $4 coffee every day not having any expenses they can cut. Its a question
of being willing to give up a little instant gratification in order to realize unlimited potential later on.
That is the core problem we are suffering from, both in aggregate and on an individual level.
We have been convinced by corporations and an economic system founded on unlimited growth, that
spending is a virtue and saving is a sin. When it comes to money, this funnels capital into the hands
of the “corporate overlords” when it comes to time, expending all of it in the moment does as well.
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Seneca and Machiavelli Brothers in arms
May 20, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Stoicism and Machiavellianism are both
philosophies that are very much about power in their essence. When Nicollo Machiavelli wrote “The
Prince” he wrote it as a gift to his lord, a gift of knowledge gleamed from observing history, and
distilling patterns into essence. I do not really know what was Seneca’s motivation behind writing
“Letters“, whether he did it for himself or for others. Perhaps it was as “Ethics” by Spinoza, a thinly
clad rejection of religious oppression, perhaps like Paine’s “Common Sense” it was a call to action to
the peasantry to rise up against their oppressors, or perhaps it was like quite a few of my writings on
this blog, something he enjoyed writing about and did partly for himself, partly for others.
On Machiavellianism
Machiavellianism has a distinct outer focus, from the writing style of its inventor, and his modern
reincarnation in Robert Greene, the style and philosophy draws on observation of history and the
present, and distills them into essence in the hands of the author. Machiavelli and Greene both use
stories to illustrate the principles, and this comes naturally to the philosophy, as it is in it’s essence
about controlling the external world through cunning, intelligence and shrewdness.
It is clear that certain things are the antithesis to being able to achieve external control, for instance,
action without consideration of consequences, will tend to land you in situations where you are
disadvantaged. This was what happened at the death of Cesare Borgia, a capable general and fighter,
who in his excitement of chasing down the vanquished, found himself in their position. Another
example would be Adolf Hitler, who after blitzing down most of Continental Europe was seduced by
his own vision of greatness, which had seduced the German people, and then attacked the Soviet
Union.
In order to be a skillful Machiavellian, the key is to out-think, out-plan and out-perform your
competition, this is not possible if your internal states are not controlled and in balance. I was asked
once, what gives psychopaths their power, and it is the same things that often lead to their downfall.
A willingness to take high risk, related to fearlessness. Narcissism, which leads to an absence of selfdoubt. Finally, lack of empathy, which means the freedom to engage in any action.
This is a powerful cocktail of complimentary traits that together gives you the utmost confidence in
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success and your own abilities. A disregard for negative consequences and how the world will react
to your actions. Finally a complete lack of consideration for how your actions affect the lives of
others.
Stoicism
Unlike Machiavellianism, where a founding ethos would perhaps be “How can you affect the world“,
stoicism starts from the question “How does the world affect you“. Where Machiavelli gives you the
tools to control the world, Seneca and Marcus Aurelius give you the tools to control how the world
affects you. I wrote another essay on stoicism where I outline that the basic statement of stoicism is
that we cannot control the world, but we can control how we allow the world to control us.
When the book “Dune” was rejected for the 88th time, most authors would have sat down, burned
their manuscript or let it die in the back of their closet. Yet, author Frank Herbert sent it out again,
and it became a science fiction classic. I think that the reason for persisting for this long, was the
knowing that the world so far was wrong about his book, and he was right. 88 rejections would
normally be a strong communication of “you suck”, yet the ability to distance yourself from these
external messages, or even better, allow them to become your driving force is central to achieving
greatness.
Stoicism is about rather than let the world control your actions and affect your inner states, you
control them. It is not about denying the world entry into your sacred internal life, rather it is about
permitting yourself to control your inner states as a result of worldly intrusions. A stoic admits that
the world affects him, his emotions, and his mind, but he is determined that he affects himself, his
emotions and his mind more. This is where the best definition I have heard by author Nassim
Nicholas Taleb
“A Stoic is someone who transforms fear into prudence, pain into transformation, mistakes
into initiation, and desire into undertaking.”
The transformation is a central aspect of stoicism, it is somewhat like the alchemy of philosophy as it
is about going from one state, being influenced into a second state by the world, and using that
energy to transform into a third state.
A stoic fears, yet is not controlled by fear, because he knows fear is fleeting and will help him
transform into the state he needs to be in. A stoic is confident, not in outcomes, but in his ability to
handle the impact of any situation. A stoic is aware of, but not intimately bound by the opinions and
minds of others, as he knows that their states are as influenced by his own, yet he expects them to
gain from their states and what happens to them.
Summary and conclusions
The reason why I view Machiavellianism and Stoicism as complimentary, rather than adversarial is
that their focus is fundamentally different. You can use Machiavellian tactics on yourself, but if you
do, you may find yourself in the situation of Hitler who bought into his own image, of Cesare Borgia
who bought into his legend of greatness. Machiavellianism turned outward is manipulation,
Machiavelliansm turned inward is self-deception.
You likewise approach your external world using stoicism, however if this is how you elect to
approach the world, you will rapidly find yourself thrown to the wayside, or in a state of apathy
towards the external.If you view the external world through the lens of stoicism, you may find
yourself as the quiet observer of the world like many Buddhist philosophers, or quietly standing by,
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watching as your world burns. Stoicism turned inward is self-control and transformational power,
stoicism turned outward is apathy and resignation.
Much like capitalism and classic liberalism, being a stoic makes you a better Machiavellian and
Machiavellianism makes you a better stoic. Taking action in the world, which is the purpose and goal
of Machiavellians, means that you acting upon the external world in bolder moves, and more
frequently, which means that the external world will act on you in bolder moves and more frequently,
giving your inner stoic a chance to turn external effect into transformation. On the other hand, being a
stoic, means you are more controlled than your adversaries, are confident in your abilities and patient
in your approach, meaning you become a better Machiavellian.
I dislike the world “synergy” because it has been abused more by management consultants than
frequent flier miles and “work lunches“, however in this case it is the correct term to describe the two
philosophies. They simply make each other stronger. Now it is clear that an adherent of both, will
perhaps always fall more towards stoicism and machiavellianism, thus resulting in less optimal
outcomes. Such as becoming more prone to risk taking and no-holds barred fighting of the “High
Mach”, while others are more prone to becoming apathetic towards the external world, preferring
rather to manage their own internal emotions and thoughts of the world, however this is unavoidable.
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Female to male translations :Part 1
May 20, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
1. “I used to be wild but I’m not anymore”
What it used to mean: “I go out once in a while and dance with my friends and I will occasionally
have a beer”
What it means now: Back in the day, I had a wild time, I banged all kinds of men in all kinds of dirty
ways, but you get missionary, because I’m a good girl now.
2. “I’m curvy”
What it used to mean: I have a body like Sofia Vergara or Sofia Loren.
What it means now: I have a body like Sofia Vergara or Sofia Loren if they gained 200 – 300 lbs. A
synonym would be BBW.
3. “I’m a traditional woman”
What it used to mean: “I would prefer staying home, taking care of the house and the children, and
letting my husband handle the hard stuff”
What it means now: “I would prefer being a stay at home mom for about 18 years, or until our last
kid goes to college, I will expect you to handle your share of the housework even if you are working
full time to support us. “
4. “I’m a spiritual woman”
What it used to mean: “I believe that there are more things to life than what the eyes can see, or
science can measure, I believe in something greater than myself”
What it means now: “I can hear the voice of God in my head and would probably qualify under at
least 1 of the many diagnostic criteria for mental illness in the DSM”
5. “I’m a strong and independent woman”
What it used to mean: “I handle my own business and my own life”
What it means now: “I will give you hell with my demands and will expect you to handle my shit”
6. “I’m an educated and logical woman”
What it used to mean: “I am well versed in conversational topics that are pleasurable to my man, and
I can engage him in stimulating conversations”
What it means now: “I will browbeat your ass with emotional reasoning until you tell me I’m right
just so you can get some sleep”
7. “I’m looking for a close relationship”
What it used to mean: “I want to spend time with you, enjoy your company and do my utmost to make
sure that you enjoy mine”
What it means now: “I will expect you to give me all your passwords, why are you still friends with
that bitch you went to junior high with 25 years ago?”
8. “I enjoy spending time together just talking”
What it used to mean: “I would like to spend time talking to you”
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What it means now: “I would like to spend time with you, where you listen to me while I rant at you”
9. “We need to talk”
What it used to mean: “The two of us need to have a conversation to lay some issues that I
experience to rest”
What it means now: “I’m going to yell at you and offer ultimatums until you submit”
10. “I can take care of myself”
What it used to mean: “I am a person who is perfectly comfortable ensuring my own well-being”
What it means now: “Please take care of me”
11. “I don’t like giving head”
What it used to mean: “That seems dirty to me and I’m not comfortable doing it because you will
respect me less”
What it means now: “I’m not going to give YOU head, I may to others”
12. “I’m just not a sexual person”
What it used to mean: “Due to my upbringing and my personality, sex is just not that important to me
and I feel very uncomfortable engaging in sexual acts”
What it means now: “I got fucked so many times, by so many guys, and in the end I decided that you
can provide for me, but I’m just out-fucked”
13. “I’m just not ready for a serious relationship”
What it used to mean: “I’m not ready for a serious relationship”
What it means now: “I’m ready for a serious relationship, but just not with you, so I prefer just
getting laid with random dudes until a long-term prospect shows up”
14. “I just need to figure out who I am”
What it used to mean: “I have spent most of my life conforming to the expectations of others, now I
just want to know what I want”
What it means now: “I just want to party with my girlfriends and bang random dudes for a while.”
15. “You are such a great friend…”
What it used to mean: “I really appreciate that we can be friends”
What it means now: “I’m not going to sleep with you (unless I have a weak moment) but I would
really like to keep you around to do stuff for me.”
16. “I’m just not ready for a relationship right now”
What it used to mean: “I’m not really sure if my dad would approve”
What it means now: “I want to keep my options open, but hang around and do stuff for me please”
17. “I’m just focusing on my career”
What it used to mean: “I need to make sure I won’t get fired”
What it means now: “I just want to not sleep with you”
18. “I just feel gross and icky right now”
What it used to mean: “I’m on my period”
What it means now: “I just do not want to sleep with you”
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19. “I’m a highly logical and intelligent woman”
What it used to mean: “I focus on facts, logic and my school work”
What it means now: “I can pretend to be logical before assaulting you with emotional reasoning”
20. “I’m a sensitive and emotional person”
What it used to mean: “Please do not expose me to the cruelty of the world, you are my guardian”
What it means now: “By entering into this relationship, you agree to submit to every emotional
demand I have, and to not press charges if I stab you in your sleep”
21. “I love animals”
What it used to mean: “I enjoy being around animals”
What it means now: “I have 17 cats, 6 dogs, and a partridge in my pear tree”
22. “I’m a single mom and I need to put my kids first”
What it used to mean: “I’m serious about raising my children in a good way, and I will not risk
hurting them by having a string of men entering and then exiting my life”
What it means now: “I will use my kids as an excuse not to make you a priority in my life, while still
expecting you to contribute to raising them and maintaining my lifestyle”
23. “I just like doing my thing”
What it used to mean: “I have my own life going on, and I’d like to have fun”
What it means now: “If you sleep with me, expect me to stalk you, and expect you to treat me like a
wife”
24. “I really care about social issues”
What it used to mean: “It is important to me that our community is maintained and is close”
What it means now: “I will be dying my hair blue, my armpit hair pink, and will emasculate you on a
daily basis”
25. “I’m a feminist”
What it used to mean: “I think women should have the same rights and duties as men in our society,
I’m willing to accept more duties in order to be treated equally”
What it means now: “I think I should get more rights than men, while being obligated to perform less
duties”
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Gendernomics : Macro and Micro
May 24, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Economics is normally divided into micro and macro economics. Micro-economics is
sometimes referred to as business economics, which deals with business and industry specific
economics such as business strategy, marketing or financing. Whereas macro-economics usually
deals with national and international economic factors such as GDP, international trade and
import/export. Both sections have founding principles in common, but they differ in field of
application rather than in principle. For instance, debt for a country and debt for a corporation have
many of the same effects. For instance, a corporation can borrow against future income, so can a
country, as debt becomes a large portion of financing, paying them becomes a limit to future
investment.

The Micro
In the sexual market place, each man and woman can be thought of as a single corporation. Both aim
to maximize their income through a series of moves that I’ve spoken about before in the
gendernomics series. The major difference comes in that the female corporation is experiencing an
asset bubble, while the male corporation has to build its value one step at a time.
I did some statistics based on OKcupid data [2]

:
From this statistic, you can see that the male demand for women, tends to be focused in the age
demographic of 20 – 25 from the time a man is 20 years old until he is 50 years old. This means that
women ages 20 – 25 will always be objects of high demand. If you compare to the female graph:
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Here we can see that the age of the male a woman finds attractive is relative to her own age, in
essence ranging from men who are 1 – 3 years older for women in their early 20s, to men who are a
few years younger for women in their 40s – 50s. This results in certain implications for both men and
woman when approaching the sexual market place and wanting to maximize their profits.
Regardless of the end goal of being a participant in the sexual market place (the relationship vs
casual sex likert scale) it clearly shows that each gender has clear demographic preferences in the
opposite sex. The good news for women is that they will experience being in very high demand from
20 – 25, but will rapidly see a decline in demand for them as they near 30. The good news for men is
that there is still a demand for them as they reach their 50s.
However, from a strategic perspective it has implications for each genders ideal maximization curve
in the SMP as outlined by the SMV curve:

Full SMV graph

As we read from this graph, female value peaks in their their twenties due to that being the natural
maximum of their nature given value, namely beauty and fertility. This when taken in conjunction
with the male demand graph, this is also where they are in demand from the largest possible amount
of buyers. Male value peaks in their early to late 30s, where they still retain most of their nature given
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fertility and youthful strength, but have also had time to develop status and wealth. Men in this age
bracket are more suited to competing with younger men with better health, due to having more status
and wealth, but still young enough to beat out older men with more status and wealth but worse
health.
From a marketing perspective, men tend to approach it through gaining status and wealth, women
through beauty and fertility, however, there are variants on the competitive strategies that each
gender will use. Rollo Tomassi wrote an article on gamer girls [1] that outlines what is arguably a
niche strategy, wherein a woman will seek out a community that she faces less competition and thus
leverages a higher than average sexual market value, though catering to a very niche demographic. In
the same note, many men attempt to employ similar niche strategies, such as being a beta orbiter, in
essence trying to fly under the radar by keeping their intentions concealed. Male feminists are a great
example of a niche strategy where they are attempting to appeal to a niche segment of women,
through distancing themselves from “those damn men“. In essence, trying to drive up their SMV
through increasing rarity.
From the perspective of the Miles and Snow strategies, the woman is engaging in what is referred to
as an analyzer strategy, where she is seeking out market opportunities in niches ignored by the
defenders. The defenders in this case, would be the women who are 8 – 10 in the measuring system,
and who a majority of men tend to gravitate towards. The man on the other hand, is engaging in a
reactor strategy, where having been rejected by the mainstream he reacts to the rejection by
attempting to satisfy whatever he perceives as a market opportunity. The final strategy is embodied
by what has been referred to as “Day Game” by the PUA community. Where a small group of men,
seeing that competition in traditional sexual market place exchanges are crowded, decide to adopt a
prospector strategy attempting to seek out new market opportunities in less crowded venues.

The Macro Perspective
Those of you who are familiar with economics, will undoubtedly be aware that the macro affects the
micro. For instance, the current drastic dip in oil price, creates market reactions that go beyond
companies with a high exposure towards oil directly. It creates reactions in currency markets, in
international exchange rates and many other things.
In the same vein, the macro perspective in gendernomics, affects the micro. For instance, the sexual
revolution and the feminist movement, is a macro occurrence that greatly affected the sexual
marketplace and continues to do so today. By “liberating” female sexuality, it affected the supply and
demand curves of sex, causing them to shift resulting in the price of sex going down for men.
However, it also increased the male performance burden, due to females being by nature
hypergamous. Since females marry up, a woman with few career prospects and few means of
supporting herself, would marry up to a blue collar worker earning an average salary. However, a
female CEO, would have much fewer options for marrying up. This results in that the former would
have no problem finding a satisfactory mate, while the latter will be dipping her foot into a much
smaller dating pool.
Movements such as the “fat acceptance” movement, and the movement against “body shaming” are
doing so in order to lower a female performance burden, but creates the consequence that if more
women coalesce around the 3 – 4 SMV on the scale, it shifts the scale, giving relatively more power
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to a a subsection of women, who are above the median. It also creates a situation for men, where the
majority of men are left with a decision between two unwelcome choices, unattractive women, or an
increased performance burden. As I outlined in my essay on how men compete, we as a gender
compete by raising the performance burden on ourselves, which by extension raises the performance
burden of all other men. The result of these two in unison is that men increase their performance
burden, women decrease theirs, thus resulting in men offering a progressively better “deal” to
women.
In essence, the sexual market place on a macro level is a zero-sum game where a gain for females
results in an increase in male performance burden, whereas a gain for men, does not affect the female
performance burden. This is due to the nature of hypergamy meaning that a woman has to marry up
in some manner in order to be satisfied. The core of the argument is that as females gain benefits in
society that affects male performance burden negatively (it becomes larger) whereas as when males
gain ground relative to females it decreases the performance burden.

Summary and conclusions
The macro and micro of gendernomics shows that while macro dictates the total level of male
performance burden as a result of shifting positions in power between the genders, this affects the
competitive ability of each male and female corporation on the micro level. This results in that males
have faced increasing burdens of performance over the past 50 years since the sexual revolution,
whereas women have faced increasingly lower burdens of performance, to the point where any
burden of performance on women are now largely removed.
The consequence of this shift is showing itself in multiple facets of our society, most prominently in
the form of movements such as MGTOW, and Herbivore men. However, also in the prevalence of
“where have all the good men gone” articles, that is the cry of hypergamy gone wrong. In essence,
female positions relative to males have increased so much that a significant proportion of women
cannot find suitable mates that satisfy their hypergamic needs. This creates an inefficiency in the
sexual market place that ultimately creates an advantage for men who are willing to take on the
increasing performance burden, who gain access to large amounts of sexual market value. However,
it also creates a catch .22 for women, where they experience the same supply of men, but largely
consisting of men who do not satisfy their hypergamic urge. In essence, the supply of men is there,
but the female buyers facing starvation are not willing to eat SPAM just yet.
The male corporation is built from the ground up, a man is born worthless and his preference for
expending time decides to what level, and how rapidly he can build his sexual market value. His goal
is to expand and gradually take over more market share. The female corporation comes into the
sexual market place highly valued, yet with little to speak of as earnings, so over time she consumes
her owner’s equity, or in this case her sexual market value. Thus, her goal is to find someone who is
willing to purchase her prior to having to file for Chapter 11.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
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chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2016/03/03/gamer-girls/
[2] Dataclysm by Christian Rudder
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The morals of social justice
May 30, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As an observer of Social Justice Warriors
(SJWs) for a while now, I’ve noticed certain patterns, mainly that there is a distinct lack of
universality and logical consistency to the movement. To explain in brief, universality means that on
an abstract level, the moral status of an act, a statement or a thought are to be applied universally to a
population. For instance, if it is wrong for men to hit women, then it is also wrong for women to hit
men. If it is wrong for white people to be racist, it is also wrong for people of color. If it is wrong for
white people to be anti-Semitic then it is also wrong for Arabs to be anti-Semitic.
This basic principle is the foundation of the Western legal system, where we punish the act that was
done, not the person who did it or their reasoning for doing so. This has been subtly undermined by
things such as “hate crime” laws that punish both acts and the motivation behind them, in a sense
they take into account who the victim and perpetrator are, in addition to the act.
In the Marxist perspective of a social justice warrior, the class warfare that Marx had as a central
piece of doctrine as adapted to work with a string of victim classes, that are perceived as being
oppressed. For instance, a Saudi royal is oppressed as being both a person of color and a Muslim,
whereas a white male who is barely scraping by is privileged. In essence, each person is reduced to
only their race, sexuality, gender identity and wealth for which you can apply a simple scoring
system. For instance the black male who grew up in the ghetto is more privileged than the black
woman who grew up with multi-millionaire parents. Because of this Marxist perspective, you are free
to apply judgments regardless of universality, as each person has their value not in themselves but in
the various boxes within the privilege hierarchy they belong.
This creates a system of morality and social structure that is entirely relative where no logical mind
can navigate without previous instruction (usually in social justice classes) for many of us, principles
are applied universally without regard to the physical signifier of a person. What I mean in this case
with logical consistency is that in the case of the #Blacklivesmatter movement, they should focus
both on black lives lost when they are shot by Police officers, but also on black police officers who
are shot by black criminals. In the case of feminism in addition to launching a campaign of campus
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rape hoaxes, they should focus on the very real rape epidemics perpetrated by people of color against
their own population in countries such as Syria and Libya.
This creates a situation where you get moral and logical paradoxes, where you can not use the act as a
sole determinant for morality is as often done in legal systems. You cannot use deontological ethics,
which frequently look to intent. Finally, you cannot use consequentalist ethics that frequently look to
the consequences of an act. However, you can evaluate Social Justice Ethics against the two
standards.
In social justice ethics, the rules that dictate whether an act is moral or immoral is relative to each
person.
In Deontological ethics, the rules that dictate if an act is moral or immoral are constant, based on
intent.
In Consequentialist ethics the rules that dictate whether an act is moral or immoral are constant based
on consequences.
The subtle difference here is that while in both mainstream forms of ethics, we can create rules that
would apply to every single member of a population, that can then be applied universally.
Social justice ethics on the other hand ensures that you would need a set of rules that cover all
combinations of situation. For instance, if we based the law on SJW ethics, then you would need 1 set
of rules for each oppressed group. For instance, if a Person of Color murders a white person you have
1 law, if a white person murders a person of color, you have a second law, and so on. The only people
who would be happy with such legislation would probably be lawyers because the more complex the
law becomes, the higher demand for lawyers will become.
If we compare social justice ethics to the other two main branches of ethics again:
Social Justice Ethics dictate that whether an act is right or wrong depends on the participants in the
situation, their intent, the interpretation of the situation, and the situation itself.
Deontological ethics only takes into consideration intent.
Consequence ethics only takes into account the consequences of an action.
So, if a person is drowning and a deontological ethics profession tries to save them with a branch, but
end up knocking them out, this was a good act as he was trying to help. If it was a consequentalist
professor, it would be a bad act as the consequence is that the person drowned. If it was a social
justice warrior, it would depend on the skin color, sexuality, gender identity and wealth of the helper
relative to the victim, and the victim’s skin color, sexuality, gender identity and wealth. So, if if was a
person of color, homosexual, who identifies as a shark and is broke drowning, who was being saved
by a white, male, CIS, guy who makes $50k a year, then the act was immoral. If the roles were
reversed, it would be a benevolent act. As you can tell from the former, the universal principles are
applied in a logically consistent manner.
Summary and conclusions
The bigger picture is that social justice ethics is a loose framework consisting of Marxist theory as it
relates to the class warfare paradigm, which dictates that the oppressed cannot be oppressors.
Neglecting that in the case of the Russian revolution for instance, the oppressed rose and many
became oppressors. As Orwell once said:
Power is not a means, it is an end. One does not establish a dictatorship in order to
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safeguard a revolution; one makes the revolution in order to establish the dictatorship.
It is strange to me that Marxist rhetoric and principles are still alive today, considering the
considerable destruction the various revolutions and Marxist governments have left in their wake.
Very few people today use medical cocaine or use leeches as treatments, however, ideologies and
nice ideas can live in the minds of people. This lose framework is brilliant from the perspective of a
rhetorician, as it is nearly impossible to debate that which you cannot know prior to the debate. The
addition of the victim-oppressor dichotomy also ensures that one can always assume a victim role,
and failing that engage in ad hominem attacks (DIE CIS SCUM) or various other logical fallacies to
avoid actually having to debate your ideology on merit.
Human beings understand systems based on patterns and the more complex the patterns, the harder it
is to learn and use the system. The reason why simple arithmetic is easier than calculus is that
calculus has a larger ruleset of which you have to be knowledgeable. In the same way, a system that
is entirely relative is not really a system, its a set of conditionals with constantly shifting values. The
only constant appears to be that you have a class system entirely based on race, gender, sexuality and
wealth. So, how do you actually weigh these values?
Is being a woman worse than being a man? Yes
Is being a person of color worse than being white? Yes
Is being gay worse than being straight? Yes
Is being poor worse than being rich? Yes
This system is workable if you do a simple additive system, where you get +1 oppression points pr
box, so if you are a female, person of color, who is broke and gay, you get the max score of +4. If
you on the other hand happen to be a white, straight, rich and female, then you only get a score of +1.
However, once you start introducing other values to the system, such as various gender identities, you
get debates such as “Is it harder to be trans or gay?”, “Is it harder to be female than a person of
color?”, “Is it harder to identify as raptorkin than being trans?” and you can never solve these debates
because there are very few objective criteria.
This is why many tend to default to simple demographic sizes, to determine the aggregate size of
each group, and the group that is the smallest is the most oppressed. However, this has lead to
“vicimflation” where there are steadily new categories invented to ensure that your group is the
smallest demographic, therefore the most oppressed and therefore has the most status.
The runaway morality of such a system of thought is simply increasing levels of imposition of
minority issues on the steadily increasing majority created by the people who invents new groups.
Therefore, you get 2 problems that reinforce each other.
A) People have an incentive to create increasingly small groups in order to achieve a good score in
the privilege hierarchy.
B) By engaging in A, an increasing majority is created through exclusion causing increasingly small
groups to exert increasingly more influence, resulting in increasingly more people engaging in A)
The reductio ad absurdum of this position is that every human being on the planet has invented an
entirely personalized group, wherein they are the oppressed minority, and everyone else is the
oppressive majority.
Read part 2 here: The narratives of social justice
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The Social Justice Narratives
May 31, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

For those who are familiar with
SJWs (social justice warriors) and their means of persuasion you will without a doubt have become
familiar with “The narrative” that seems to drive both the media, the social media and the general
conversation around an event or events. From a writing perspective, the narrative serves to link
together disparate events into consistent and congruent story in order to entertain or inform the
reader. For instance, if we take the story of “The Little Red Riding Hood” the facts are as follows:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Little red riding hood is bringing some food to her grandmother.
En route to her grandmothers house she runs into the wolf.
The Wolf runs to her grandmothers house and swallows the grandmother whole.
The Wolf dresses up as the grandmother and waits.
Little Red Riding Hood arrives at the grandmothers house and is eaten by the wolf.
The Wolf falls asleep.
The Hunter (or Lumberjack) comes and cuts the wolf open allowing Little Red Riding Hood
and Grandmother to escape.
8. The Wolf is killed.
This is how short the story could be if you just stuck with the facts. To make the narrative more
engaging you add things like descriptions, you engage in “show” rather than tell, and you attempt to
get your readers to engage with the story through ethos and pathos. Narrative writing can be
contrasted with academic writing, where the goal is to convey facts and the interpretation of those
facts in a logically consistent manner. It can also be contrasted with journalism, where the goal is to
communicate facts or events free of interpretation.
I listed the facts of Little Red Riding Hood in order, but if I were to list them out of order, such as
listing the Hunter killing the wolf at step 2 in the story, it cancels out the rest of the narrative as these
facts could never have happened, therefore the narrative would have to be altered. Alternatively, it
would require moving other facts around as well in order to arrive at a consistent narrative. When
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structured in the correct order, the facts of the story (logos), work with the characters in the story
(ethos) and the emotions of the audience (pathos) to create a compelling narrative.
The rhetoric
When we explain the facts that are included in a narrative to an uninformed individual, we are able to
tailor them in a manner that allow us to persuade them into our interpretation of those facts. For
instance, we can omit facts, in order to make our interpretation more likely to be the one our audience
accepts as the nearest approximation of truth. We can add information to distract from facts we want
to obscure, we can employ body language and tone to convey emotions related to those facts, and we
can use language that leads to a given interpretation. See the example below:
Little red riding hood is bringing some poison to kill her grandmother.
En route to her grandmothers house she runs into the wolf and tells him what she is up to
The Wolf runs to her grandmothers house and locks the grandmother in a closet.
The Wolf dresses up as the grandmother and waits.
Little Red Riding Hood arrives at the grandmothers house and is eaten by the wolf.
The Wolf falls asleep.
The Hunter (or Lumberjack) comes and cuts the wolf open allowing Little Red Riding Hood to
escape and give the poison to her grandmother.
The Wolf is killed.
From these changes, the entire meaning of the story is changed and Little Red Riding Hood is now a
murderer, and her accomplice the hunter aids her in killing both her Grandmother and the defender of
her Grandmother, the Wolf. This is in embryo how the social justice rhetoric works, facts are moved
around, shifted, changed, omitted or obscured in order to fit into a story that is being designed in
order to persuade the target audience of a certain interpretation of facts.
This is the same process a salesperson will use when they attempt to sell you a product, they will not
tell you about the product recalls, or poor aspects of a product, unless they want you to purchase a
different product. In which case, they will emphasize the problem with your intended choice, show
you a much more expensive product that they will talk up, to finally show you a mid-range product
that is “almost as good as the one that is much more expensive”
This is all done through the power of ethos, pathos and logos, the three cornerstones of Aristotle’s
rhetoric with the aid of sophism in order to build a logical structure with the selected facts, in the
interpretation that is desired. Communicated by someone in a position of authority such as a
journalist, using emotional language and adapting the story to fit the audience psychology.
The audience psychology
As human beings our minds are far from perfect. The scientific method was created for the purpose
of structuring human investigations in a manner that made them logical, fact based, and evidence
based, and to avoid the more common fallacies which humans are prone to make. For instance, we all
have images in our heads tied to our experience, so that when I say the word “fratboy” you get a
composite in your head of what a fratboy is like and looks like.If I have an inkling as to your person,
for instance from cold reading, I can adapt the personas in my narrative to take advantage of your
inherent bias.
A great example of this in practice, is the use of expressions like “corporate fat cats” to give a
negative slant to a group of bankers in a narrative. A great example of use of bias by presidential
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candidate Donald Trump is his branding of his opponents Little Marco for instance giving allusions
to Rubio’s size on the surface, but also to terms like “lightweight” and “Not enough of a man to be a
leader on the world stage“, this means that every time something would happen that would give an
impression to childishness for instance, it would make the connection in the audience mind of “Little
Marco“. In essence, the use of confirmation bias means that the idea is planted in our head, which
leads our interpretations of future facts as confirming of our existing impression.
The class struggle narrative served up in social justice classes around the western world, makes the
social justice warriors prone to making the exact type of confirmation bias error that I just outlined,
as their entire framework for interpreting the world is based around victim-oppressor. This is the
great mindgame that feminists and social justice warriors played on the western world, they created a
framework that will utilize human bias in order to validate the subjective interpretation of a selection
of feminist ideologues.
Take for instance the example of someone on trial, the prosecution will attempt to build a narrative
around the facts, while the defense will attempt to build a different narrative around the facts. Both
lawyers will attempt to create a jury impression of what the accused is really like and what the victim
is really like. In doing so, they will utilize a range of rhetorical tricks, they will use logical fallacies,
such as cherry-picking evidence, poisoning the well when it comes to witnesses, and they will use the
bias of the jury as much as they can.
Summary and conclusions
A narrative is simply put a story with a purpose, it is meant to communicate to the less rational and
logical part of the human mind using techniques from persuasion, rhetoric and psychology. In
essence, the goal is to present the facts in such a way, that the critical thinking part of the brain is shut
down by the emotional and psychological impact of the story being told. It is the subversion of facts
through a powerful story that your mind and emotions feel are true. The easiest way of seeing
through a narrative is simply applying your critical mind and focusing on the facts, rather than the
emotional sections of the story.
Evaluating logical conclusions based on facts, while evaluating those facts are also difficult to do on
the fly, especially if your non-logical mind is being engaged and preyed upon. A simple non-sequitur
or a case of Kettle logic can easily slip by in the heat of the moment and this is what politicians,
social justice warriors and every other political activist is trained to do with their rhetoric. The best
way to influence someone is to bypass their rational brain, and influence their emotions and bias so
that their emotions and bias override their ability to think rationally.
The key to the SJW psychology, seem to be the combination of seeing patterns where none exist, this
is common in humans and why its quite common for humans to see faces in clouds or religious
figures in burned toast. The second is subjective bias, where all new information that contradicts the
strongly held belief is dismissed. The third is confirmation bias, where information is interpreted to
confirm the already held beliefs. The fourth is a combination of proof by assertion and argument from
repetition, where the arguments and narratives are repeated ad nauseum until an opponent relents.
The most interesting thing about social justice narratives though is that they are becoming
increasingly less effective as they are pushed time and time again, because they are now based in a
system of thought so far from the average person, that they only work within the social justice echochamber. This means that they become less an less able to work off bias, and thus are left purely with
emotions, which is clearly visible as narratives shift towards more and more catastrophic headlines
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and stories.
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The tactics of social justice
June 1, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Tactics are the action-oriented counterpart of
strategy, while a strategy is an overarching plan on how to achieve a goal, tactics is where thought is
converted into actions that are needed to implement the strategy. In my analysis of the social justice
phenomenon I came across some common tactics that have been used throughout history by
movements that seek to achieve influence regardless of merit, fact and reason. A great example of
this is the communist movement that grew out of Karl Marx’s works in the late 1800s. The history of
communism is filled with idealism and desire for a truly equal society on the surface, but throughout
the 1900s we saw that every single implementation of Marxist principles ended in Bedlam. From the
rise of the Soviet Union, governed for the first time “by the people” rather than by the Tsar. That
ended with gulags, planned starvation and genocide. The dreams of the Khmer Rogue for an agrarian
fantasy, that ended with “The Killing Fields“.
Communism as a governance ideology failed based on its merits and it cost us over 50.000.000
human lives and created untold amounts of human misery wherever it reared its ugly and bearded
head.
Playing on idealism
Communism and social justice warriors alike sell nice sounding ideas, and they are very good at it.
Rather than sell practical plans for productive and procedural implementations it sells castles in the
clouds, to people who really want to believe cloud castles exist. Appealing to idealism is common
throughout history, as most leaders know that people readily follow dreams, aspirations and pipe
dreams, but are more prone to investigate statements of fact. You need move no further than the
modern corporation with the range of motivational posters and corporation “vision statements” to see
examples of this.
Idealism is beauty and the beast, in that when put towards productive ends, you get companies that
seek to better the world and our species, rather than their bottom line, countries that focus on the
enrichment of the lives of all citizens rather than selected groups, and people who see their place in
the world beyond themselves. When put towards negative ends on the other hand, you get companies,
countries and people oblivious to the consequences of their actions.
Social justice ideology appeals to idealism because many people do prefer equality of outcome rather
than equality of opportunity, because it relinquishes them from having to perform.
Relinquishment of merit
The SJW are often marginalized in some way, yet have that youthful idealism where everything is
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possible, except critical thinking and self-reliance. At some point in our lives, most of us arrive at the
at the time uncomfortable conclusion that we are now responsible for the results of our own lives.
That what we get out of life is what we put into it. Communism and social justice alike, create a
comfortable untruth that you are not responsible for your life or what has happened in it. It makes you
an object rather than a subject of your own life, which ironically means that the ideology objectifies
all of its adherents.
The ideology tells the struggling and failing idealist that you are not to blame for your failures, there
is an external force that is preventing you from achieving what you set out to achieve.
The Class Struggle
Central to the tactics is the creation of various in-groups and out-groups where attention is focused on
an external enemy that is the embodiment of all that is wrong with the world. In communism this is
“The bourgeois”, the capitalist class. In Social Justice it is the heterosexual white man. As many a
great writer of fiction knows, without god you cannot have Lucifer, every protagonist needs an
antagonist in order to make a compelling story. For Marx the story is that of the “fat cat” capital
owner exploiting the labor of the the poor proletariat. In social justice, it is the story of the
“CISgendered, white, straight, male” exploiting the poor minorities. This is such a powerful narrative
when used in conjunction with the former two points, as the idealist will seek to dethrone the
oppressor regardless of merit.
This serves as the foundation upon which the house of social justice is built, without an antagonist
and without a protagonist, there can be no narrative and without a narrative there can be no moral
relativistic framework on which to base the tactics.
The tactics
Now that you are aware of the construction of a social justice warrior, I can discuss some of the
tactics employed to force complicity and conformity with the accepted viewpoints. First of all, is the
employment of mass fear, obligation and guilt as a manipulative tool in order to force complacency,
these are employed through various means available to each SJW, but often as coordinated attacks.
Secondly, there is an employment of propaganda techniques to both get attention, take control of the
public discourse and ensure that the population is poisoned against their own rational self-interest.
Thirdly, there is an enforcement of the social justice values using whatever means necessary to
ensure that nobody is able to break the narrative.
Fear, Obligation and Guilt
Fear, obligation and Guilt are three very powerful tools for manipulation that are often employed on
both a micro and macro level in our societies. When seeking to employ fear there is a single
foundation for every single fear a human being will ever experience, namely fear of death. This is the
cardinal fear, from which all further fears spring. In our history as a species, things like insufficient
food, insufficient shelter, social exclusion, social shaming, and many others would be conducive to
loss of life. Therefore, when someone seeks to use fear as their manipulative tactic of choice, they
will covertly or overtly seek to threaten those things that historically would have lead to death.
Methods include social shaming, which plays on the fear of being chased off from the herd. Causing
someone to lose their job, and thus impacting the well-being of them and their family. Harassment,
leading to a diminished health in the form of increased stress. There are many others but those are the
ones primarily used by Social Justice Warriors for now. We know from history that communists have
employed show trials, labor camps, brain-washing, and executions in order to control populations
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before.
Obligation is a manipulative tactic that seeks to exploit various natural human processes, such as
reciprocity in order to induce a feeling of “I have to do this” in a person. I suspect that obligation
arose in early human tribes due to the fact that reciprocal altruism appears to be a positive trait in an
evolutionary sense. The concept of “I’ll scratch your back if you scratch mine” is an allusion to the
power of obligation as a motivational force. In social justice we see obligation based manipulation in
the basic tenet of “You have to fix the wrongs your ancestors did to someone elses’ ancestors.“,
which is in embryo a combined manipulation using both obligation and guilt. A great example of this
in popular literature is “Animal Farm” by British author George Orwell, where the horse being the
strongest animal on the farm elects to do more than his fair share of the labor as payment for being
blessed with more strength than the other animals.
Guilt as a manipulative tactic is very old and has been used by every parent on a near daily basis.
Here we seek to take advantage of empathy and sense of fairness in order to cause a person to do
something that is potentially negative for that person. In communism we quite frankly see this as
appeals based on long-dead figures who went above and beyond, so why should you not? In social
justice we often see this in the form I mentioned earlier, but also in the form of attempting to make a
group feel bad for something, which they had no hand it. In essence, it is holding someone
responsible for happenings and actions that they had no authority or influence over.
The Propaganda techniques
The rise of the NSDAP under Hitler is often credited with the media savvy of the party, employing
both radio and TV that were new technologies but their core principles are not technology dependent.
The major tool in the propaganda arsenal is simple repetition. If people hear something enough times,
from enough different sources, they will start to believe in it. We see this very frequently from SJWs
with the “77 cents on the dollar” (wage gap), “1/4 women will be raped” (campus rape case), and
many others. The stats cited have been debunked many a time, yet due to their repetition and
prevalence they permeate the modern media and public discourse. This is also seen with democratic
candidate Bernie Sanders, who will blame Wall Street for something in every single speech or debate.
Branding, Republican candidate Donald Trump, a master marketer, utilize branding against his
opponents to influence the public perception of those candidates. As Dilbert creator Scott Adams
mentions in his interview on “Real Time with Bill Maher” if Trump nicknames a candidate Lyin’
Ted, facts or stories about that candidate will be interpreted through the Lyin’ Ted internal image a
voter has. It seeks to link emotion and imagery in a way that alters the way a person processes and
judges information. We see this with SJWs in many cases, where the opinion of anyone deemed a
CISgender, white male, are disregarded due to racism, sexism and cisphobia, regardless of the merit
of the opinion.
Vague terms, this is often used by social justice warriors in the form of the “fairness” arguments,
neglecting to state what “fairness” would actually mean to them. This assumes that there is a joint
definition of fairness among all humans and is also very effective in conjunction with FOG. It will
also put someone attempting to rebuttal you in a situation where they may be perceived as being
against fairness. This is highly effective when combined with the loaded term fallacy “Have you
stopped being transphobic?”
Enforcing the narrative
Social Justice Warriors and Communists alike need means to ensure that their narrative, once
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established by the techniques in the two former parts are enforced. We know from the history of
Stalinism, that he used the secret police, gulags, executions and show trials to fight the threats to his
narrative. The secret police of the Social justice movement are the people who seek out provocation
in order to raise their own profile within the social justice movement through catching people not
being politically correct. The show trials of the SJW movement is using social media and sympathetic
“news” organizations to spread the message, and ensure that the person who dared to contradict the
narrative is held accountable and publicly shamed on social media. The social media shaming is no
different than when the church would put adulterers in the pillory.
Fortunately for us, social justice warriors have not yet gained enough power to engage in executions
and “reeducation through labor” programs. Where are they headed? If we look at North Korea, the
critics of the current Kim-regime are sent to labor camps along with 3 generations of their family in
order to be properly educated to become citizens again. However, they have claimed a few scalps in
their crusade against people who trigger them with words, such as Pax Dickinson former CTO of
Businessweek, Professor Tim Hunt, formerly of University of London and I’m certain that there are
more out there.
Summary and conclusions
In this post I have broken down how the SJWs and communists seek to gain undue and unmerited
influence in our society, and how they force the mind-bending narratives that make up the backbone
of their ideology. As I wrote this post, I was surprised as to how well the SJW collective
consciousness seem to fit the DMS criteria for Borderline personality disorder.
(1) frantic efforts to avoid real or imagined abandonment – When SJWs notice that their ideology is
fading from or being rejected by the public sphere, any means are valid to ensure it remains at center
stage. This includes the rape hoaxes at UVA and Duke and any other cases that appear to be “The
Cis-White man is oppressing us”
(2) a pattern of unstable and intense interpersonal relationships characterized by alternating between
extremes of idealization and devaluation – Joss Whedon the director, producer and writer of such
television as “Firefly”, “Buffy the Vampire Slayer” and others, was long a darling of the SJW
movement, from dining with Anita Sarkeesian to the strong female characters he wrote, he was loved
by SJWs everywhere. Then, he had the gall to include a character in a movie that was sad that she
would never experience motherhood (Black Widow) and suddenly he was tossed from SJW paradise
like Adam from the Garden of Eden.
(3) identity disturbance: markedly and persistently unstable self image or sense of self – Social justice
warriors constantly invent new gender identities, some go so far as being white people who think they
are black, the crazy hair colors, the constant shifting between values.
(4) impulsivity in at least two areas that are potentially self-damaging (e.g., spending, sex, substance
abuse, reckless driving, binge eating). – Now, I admit that it is difficult to diagnose a movement on
this point, but if we look at how an ideology damages itself, namely through extreme actions that
make it lose intellectual credibility. Can anyone question that social justice as a religion tends to do
more damage to itself than those of us who advocate against it could ever hope to do? From
protestors attacking speakers at campuses (Dangerous Faggot Tour), Protesting speakers at
campuses (Ben Shapiro), blocking traffic (Donald Trump protests), rioting (Trump protests and
Ferguson), this is self-harm on an ideological scale.
(5) recurrent suicidal behavior, gestures, or threats, or self-mutilating behavior – Not really
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applicable, but as with 4, there are many cases where we see SJWs acting in ways that mutilate or
harm their own credibility and ideology.
(6) affective instability due to a marked reactivity of mood (e.g., intense episodic dysphoria,
irritability, or anxiety usually lasting a few hours and only rarely more than a few days) – Safe
spaces, Triggering, do I need to say more?
(7) chronic feelings of emptiness – It is hard to speak to this from an external perspective, but I find
that inner emptiness is correlated with external engagement. Those who have strong inner worlds
and are focused on themselves, tend to be less in the world inserting themselves into other people’s
lives.
(8) inappropriate, intense anger or difficulty controlling anger (e.g., frequent displays of temper,
constant anger, recurrent physical fights) – An SJW physically assaulting @Nero, Trigglypuff, getting
Nobel Prize winning scientist fired over a joke, going apeshit over a shirt, getting the CTO of a major
tech company fired.
(9) transient, stress-related paranoid ideation or severe dissociative symptoms – Thinking that all
CIShetero white men are secretly oppressing everyone else and the patriarchy.
Now, I’m not saying that all SJWs have borderline personality disorder, but in aggregate the
movement sure fits the diagnostic criteria well.
Part 1: The Morals of social justice
Part 2: The Narratives of social justice
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The debate strategy of social justice
June 2, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Humans have invented a lot of different
methods to communicate, we have computer code that allows us to communicate with computers, we
have mathematics that allow us to both communicate and model the world we live in and we have the
written and spoken word. Within the written and spoken word, we have further sets such as academic
language and political language.
Political language… is designed to make lies sound truthful and murder respectable, and to
give an appearance of solidity to pure wind. George Orwell
The language and vocabulary of social justice is without a doubt political, as it is a political
movement that wishes to alter the rules of how humans interact, are governed and dispense justice.
Once can scarcely deny that movements such as feminism and black lives matter are movement that
seek political influence and to that end they employ political language suited for the political stage.
Invent your own word day
Many sub-groups of a population tend to develop their own language, their own slang term, and over
time this is how human language changes over time. When the first British colonists traversed the
Atlantic ocean to reach the shores of America, they spoke and wrote the Queen’s English, 400 years
later, and the two have developed strong regional characteristics. For two humans to communicate
successfully it requires that they speak a language that both parties can adequately understand. This is
why communicating with people who do not speak your language is prone to be a catalyst for
confusion, frustration and wasted effort.
The trend started with feminism, who invented their own concepts such as the patriarchy, which
already at that time had a definition, however, feminism changed the definition from the commonly
accepted one to one suitable for their goals. This is a subtle trick, where you can shift definitions or
sentence meanings through equivocation. When this is combined with other logical fallacies it can
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create a formidable opponent to face even for seasoned debaters as you cannot hit a moving target.
This trend took off after the invention of what are referred to as “tumblrisms”, which is an expression
for words that have been invented on the social media platform “Tumblr” that has become a haven
for social justice warriors of all kinds. In order to have a proper debate, the definitions of terms have
to be agreed upon, each debater is free to use the definitions they would like to, however they are
required to inform their opponent of which definition they are using. Their opponent is also free to
challenge the definitions.
When you face an SJW in debate, odds are that you will be faced with a string of terms that you are
unfamiliar with. I remember very well the first time I heard the term “Cisgender” or
“CISheteronormative”, which are words where you cannot rely on a previously established definition
due to most dictionaries lacking them, and they are not in common use. One should always be willing
to engage an opponent in debate using their terms, however this does require that both parties agree
to not introduce obfuscation and word salads as debate strategies.
The best example of this in modern discourse is the litany of definitions that exist for feminism,
where feminist debaters will use the dictionary definition of “political, social and economical
equality of the sexes” both as a means of garnering support, but also to dodge accusations of
misandry.
Pathologizing language
The concept of language, which pathologizes ones opponents is not uncommon on the political stage,
especially within the progressive movements of the later half of the 20th century. This is similar to
manipulation techniques used by narcissists and psychopaths in intimate relationships called
gaslighting, in addition to making it appear as their spouse is the insane one, they also attempt to
make their spouse do the same.
A great example of this is the trend of adding the term “phobia” to the end of words, such as
islamophobic, homophobic and transphobic. A phobia is classified under the DSM-V and ICT-10 as
anxiety disorders, where a person experiences fear of something often disproportionate to the actual
risk. By using this terminology a social justice warrior not only labels their opponent as
psychologically ill, they also attempt to dismiss all arguments against their position as being based in
fear. This can bias an audience against every argument from their opponent, and also attempts to
build a perception of the social justice warrior as benevolent.
Pathologizing language is a method that is very akin to the concept of loaded language. In fallacy
form this may take the form of the loaded question, the classic example being “Have you stopped
beating your wife?” This is a highly aggressive debate stance where one seeks to put the opponent on
the defensive, so rather than present any of their rebuttals or counter-arguments they are left
defending themselves from the accusations of the opposition.
In essence, anyone who opposes the social justice warrior position is doing so out of irrational fear, is
simply rationalizing their opposition towards the SJW position post-hoc to appear less anxious.
Furthermore, the fact that they are left defending themselves from accusations makes them appear
more guilty.
SJW debate strategy
The goal of a social justice apologist is not reasoned discourse to arrive at the best approximation of
truth. They are already convinced of their role as arbiters of truth, and therefore their goal is to further
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their ideology. In order to further an ideology that does not have much to stand on in terms of
scholarly value, facts, reason or proven merit, their goal is to win by force. They will employ sophism
on an unprecedented scale, along with a string of logical fallacies, of which the most common tend to
be veiled ad hominem supported by pathologizing language.
The term “Gish Gallop” comes from Christian Apologist Duane Gish who used the strategy in
debates of attacking with large volumes of arguments and data, to ensure that nobody would be
capable to refuting all of it within the time limit. It was a debate strategy based on “A fool can ask
more than 10 wise men can answer”. In the two previous sections I outlined the foundation of the
SJW gish-gallop, which is to assault an opponent with an arsenal of unfamiliar terms, that both
confuse and pathologize the opponent, while obfuscating the point the feminist is attempting to make.
The priority of the narrative over truth ensures that a social justice warrior will not be bound by
constraints of intellectual integrity. Rather they will make statements such as “All women have
always been oppressed” or “CIS white men have always ruled the world” in order to build the
audience into a frenzy of in-group appeals. A great example of this is the quote by Presidential
candidate and former secretary of state Hillary Clinton when she said:
Women have always been the primary victims of war. Women lose their husbands, their
fathers, their sons in combat.
Is there any doubt in your mind as to what group she was appealing to in this case? Would this have
received standing ovations at a conference for women, or speaking to the troops in a warzone?
Claims will be made to statistics of dubious quality, and regardless of refutations it will be stated
again.
The SJW strategy will be supported by the tools I outlined in my post on narratives and executed by
the means I talked about in the post on common SJW tactics.
Summary and conclusion
In debating a social justice warrior, you are in a situation much like Caesar was against Pompey,
where if he was patient Pompey would have won, as Caesar’s troops were running out of supplies.
However, eager to prove himself the greater general Pompey engaged in battle and lost. With an SJW
you have two strategies, either ultra-defensive or ultra-offensive. Breitbart editor Milo Yiannopoulos
has had great success with the ultra-offensive strategy, where he is not only using facts and logic in a
highly effective manner, but also engaging in many of the same techniques social justice warriors
use.
What one has to understand is that SJWs use shame, guilt, obligation and fear to force their victims to
kowtow. Mr. Yiannopoulos turns the shame attacks on the social justice warrior by focusing strongly
on their lack of merit, their lack of logic and their lack of facts, through ridicule. He makes them feel
shamed for merely being pseudo-intellectuals, coming up short when it comes to reason and debate
ability. He plays on their guilt by pointing out that for people who claim to be defending the weak,
they are doing little for marginalized groups in non-western countries. Most of all he plays on their
fears, and hits for the soft spots that most people would not out of common decency.
You see, Social Justice Warriors are counting on their opponents to win for them by actually being
decent people. An SJW will engage in every single behavior that they accuse their opponents of
doing it’s much like an old joke I heard.
“Do you know how you can tell a narcissist is cheating on you?”
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“They accuse you of cheating on them.”
It is this fabulous display of psychological projection, because SJWs externalize their own misogyny,
their own misandry, their own racism, their own sexism, their own “phobias” which just supports my
diagnosis of the entire movement has having borderline personality disorder.
Read part 1: The morals of social justice
Read part 2: The narratives of social justice
Read part 3: The tactics of social justice

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 249 of 1188

The epistemology of social justice
June 8, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I made a joke on twitter, that I wasn’t going
write this post, because “Make shit up based on your feelings” would not make a very good blog
post. However, the thought ruminated for a moment in my mind, and I figured that social justice lives
and breathes in academia. It seeks to legitimize feelings by through giving them an air of
sophistication and legitimacy through abusing the tools of science. Much of the theory that feminists
and modern social justice warriors base their belief system on is Marxist theory applied to social
structures and groups, which is then validated by abusing the tools of science. Epistemology is Greek
and roughly translates to “word of knowledge“, which includes the scientific method, logic as a
system and other tools and opinions on how we as humans gain knowledge.
The purpose of this post is to outline how social justice warriors obtain knowledge from their
environments contrasted with how research is conducted in order to obtain knowledge.
A quick rundown of research
Usually research starts with a literature review to get an overview of the field and to trigger the reader
into coming up with their own research question or general field of interest. Once a field is narrowed
down to a topic, and perhaps even a research question, the person conducts in an depth review of all
the data available in the field in order to make sure that nobody has asked and answered the same
question before, to gauge the literature base, and so on. Once this is done the person tries to
synthesize the various sources. For instance if your research question was “Is feminism cancer” then
you would need to find information on both feminism and cancer, and then synthesize the two topics
into a coherent framework.
The next step after designing a theoretical research framework is to determine the philosophical
perspective of the research, which is normally a choice between positivism and phenomenology, of
course feminist research also comes in here. The reason for picking a philosophical framework first,
is that your chosen framework will impact your methodology quite a bit. For instance, positivism is
best suited for hard sciences and trends towards larger sample sizes, whereas phenomenology trends
towards social sciences and smaller sample sizes. This comes from the fact that positivists have
historically been focused on the “what” and “how” of events, where phenomenologists have been
focused on the “why”.
Once you narrow down to methodological approach, you can start to design your research,
determining confidence limits, sample sizes, your sources of data and data access, data types and so
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on. Then you carry out your research, according to the theoretical framework using the methodology
you designed and then analyze the data and make your conclusions.
SJW research largely focuses on grounded theory or phenomenological research, trying to answer
why questions, frequently using qualitative methods, and small simple sizes to investigate specific
situations. This is where qualitative, phenomenological researcher is the strongest it can be, and what
it was developed for, however, SJWs take “small sample size” to a whole new level, when they try to
paint single situations as a part of a bigger picture that proves their bias.
The application of research
So far, feminist research tends to not be completely horrible, except for the tendency of being
extremely poor at avoiding bias, especially when using soft methods. However, the major issue
comes when one tries to apply the research in a general manner. Positivist research often gives the
most approximate right answer due to often relying on large sample sizes, statistical methods and
having very high replicability. This means that Positivist researcher if documented well, can have its
findings replicated and thus they become stronger. Positivist methods tell us that a wage gap exists,
but feminists want to answer why it does and they are invested in that answer being sexism. When
alternative explanations are offered such as the choices females and males make, the amount of hours
work, amount of job risk, and inconvenience, the gap is rapidly reduced [1] [2] but such answers are
rejected not on the basis of evidence but that of investment in your existing conclusion.
I’ve mentioned numerous times that with the track record of countries that have tried and miserably
failed at applying Marxist theory, the theory should be rejected. However, there are ardent supporters
of Marx’s theories all over the world, including in governments in an academia that believe, but
cannot prove that it can work. From a research perspective, Marx’s theories have been tested and
found wanting.
Social justice and feminist theory on the other hand has never truly been applied, however they are so
invested in their answer and what little support they can get from small-scale exploratory studies,
Summary and conclusions
There are two major things that stand out about social justice warrior epistemology, the focus on the
individual and the dedication towards finding the answer the researcher wants to find. The latter is
not uncommon in research, many researchers spend large parts of their lives working within a field,
developing theories, some build their careers of the discoveries they may. If they suddenly find out
that their long held beliefs that they have invested 20 or more years of their life into, it is a shock and
they have to go through the 5 stages of grief. The former on the other hand spells trouble, because
while you can generalize from the population to the individual, you cannot generalize from the
individual to a population.
“Listen and Believe” is fine if you’re a religious leader, it’s not a recipe for how to run a state or for
how to decide what is the best approximate explanation that accommodates all the known facts. This
is where SJW epistemology fails, as their theory of knowledge, trends towards the experiences of a
single person, meaning that subjective perception of events becomes the baseline for what is factual
in their mind. This is no different than a religion, where adherents are asked to believe in things that
cannot be proven, against their best judgment.
The SJW epistemology is based on belief, and extreme subjectivity, which is also why feminists and
SJWs can be presented with clear cut objective truth, and still maintain their belief. Their subjective
truth, trumps the objective truth of others. The interesting events happen when subjective “listen and
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believe” meets another subjective “listen and believe” and the two are fundamentally incompatible, in
that case for SJWs their epistemology changes from extreme subjectivity of the individual to the
extreme subjectivity of the group, and a majority vote is taken for which subjective view prevails.
Sources:
[1] Sowell, economic facts and fallacies
[2]
http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/harvard-prof.-takes-down-gender-wage-gap-myth/article/2580
405
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On the concept of balance
June 10, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I was reading an article earlier where the core theme was
balance between duties and choices. For instance, a labor union can strike, however then they are not
being paid, an a factory owner can refuse to give into the demands of the union but then he is not
making any money. In this case, you have a carrot for both parties in that if they come to an
agreement they can both get paid, and a stick in the form of that they are both losing money by not
coming to an agreement. These types of checks and balances are what keeps every structure in
working condition because they promote stability and moderation over instability and excess.
Democratic countries are often built with “majority” clauses, and/or multiple branches of
government, which does slow things down, but also ensures that there is wide support and that it does
not devolve into majority tyranny. Take the draft in the United States of America, every man has to
register for selective service within 6 months of turning 18, in exchange they get the right to vote.
This means that every man who votes for hawkish and interventionist foreign policy knows that this
means that he risks being sent off to war if there is a draft. This has the effect of somewhat limiting
the willingness to go to war, and encourages voting for a policy that relies on both diplomacy and
force, not pure force. In the same way, if I forgot to lock my door, the insurance company can refuse
to pay if I get robbed, because through my actions I placed an unnecessary and excessive risk on
them.
Thus, this comes down to the right of self-determination and individualism, in that these choices have
obvious and apparent downsides that can affect the person making the choice. The opposite side of
the coin is determination of others and collectivism, where the majority can make a decision that
affects people who disagree with the decision negatively. In effect, a form of risk transferring, where
the risk of your decision is not carried by you, but by someone else. This was a major contributing
factor to the 2008 financial crisis, where the risk of subprime mortgages were transferred from the
banks doing the lending, to the investment banks selling CDOs, to the insurance companies that sold
insurance to the investment banks. In essence, it becomes a game of catch with a hand-grenade where
everyone is passing the grenade and trying to avoid being the one holding it when it blows up.
What concerns me is that many of the major social movements of the last 50 – 100 years have been
about disconnecting risk from reward, which creates a society that is not constrained in the way
enlightenment philosophers and the authors of natural law intended. If you stack the “rights” part of a
scale full, and empty the duty part of the scale, then your result is a lack of balance and a lack of
balance means a tipping point. The reaction coming from the political right both in Europe and the
United States, is a reaction to rights without responsibility. If we take feminism as an example, the
focus has and will always be “What can society do for women” not “What can women do for society”
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in a balanced approach this would have been “What can society do for women and what can women
do for society?” This is why, when women were given the right to vote, it did not come with any
caveats, to balance their voting decisions. For instance, a woman can vote for war, and never have to
serve or be drafted, thus she does not risk suddenly finding herself shipped off to a foreign state to
stare down the barrel of a gun. Women were given equal rights to work, yet social programs and the
legal system was not amended and still operates from the premise that women are to be supported by
their male relatives.
Everything has a cost, and the burden of that cost should be distributed among all of those who are
part of it. It is strange to me how this is understood when you go out to dinner as a group, you either
split the check equally (collectivism) or you all pay for your own meals (individualism) in the first
case, the decisions of every member of the group is based on a high level of trust, that one or two
members will not act in their own self-interest and order the lobster while the rest order soup or a
burger. In the latter case, each member is responsible for his or her own decision regarding their meal
and thus bear the full cost of it. If 2008 should have be a lesson on anything, it is that sooner or later
the balance has to be paid up, otherwise the consequences threaten to rip social structures apart at the
seams. However, this seems to not be part of the decision fabric in the modern discourse anymore.
Where the discussion of issues such as the migrant crisis is between the “Good, and kind people who
have empathy and want to help” and the “Evil bastards who want to watch people die“, rather than
the people who think that using their collective resources to assist people from out-groups is great
way to spend resources vs people who have an alternative idea about how to utilize those resources.
That’s all a country is really, a group of people eating dinner together while discussing how to split
the check and how to make sure that they can afford to have dinner again tomorrow. Government is a
resource management company that citizens contribute to in exchange for a vote on how that
company is run. The key to running this company is that it remains balanced, to ensure stability. If
the country over-extends that has consequences as we’ve seen in the PIIGS countries, taking on too
much risk for not enough upside. If a country does the opposite, and does not take on enough risk,
they die a slow death, to their own lack of drive. It is the same way with all of us, we can get a job
that will be relatively secure and pays our bills, where we will drone on for 40 – 50 years, until we
die or retire, never accomplishing much in our life, or we can do like Donald Trump did and gamble
on being able to complete Trump Tower.
Summary and conclusions
When the founding fathers only gave the right to vote to a few, their thinking appears to have been
that those who were given the right were the best educated, and those who had the highest risk by
making a poor decision, namely those with the most invested in the nascent nation. These were the
men who had the most to lose if their decisions were poor, thus they were given more rights than
anyone else. In today’s modern world, we have created systems that share more with “From each
according to his ability, to each according to his need” than with responsible structures that ensures
that a nation does not waste its resources, be they financial, population or otherwise. The reality is
that human beings are inherently selfish but we are trained by society to hide it beneath a veneer of
civility, all of us seek to obtain the maximum reward for the minimal effort, because this has
historically given a survival advantage. However, our societies were also constructed in a way that
would let our nature assert itself without it damaging the system integrity, for instance through outlets
such as sport, business, and politics. For the most part the modern Western World operated on the
principle that if you want the state (collective) to do more for you (the individual) you have to give us
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 254 of 1188

something in return, usually this meant higher taxes or “government revenue” so that the additional
services could be financed.
This kept the system balanced as those who voted were also those who financed the government with
their tax payments, therefore their demands for government services were often made after a
consideration of the additional tax burden. However, once the West moved to a system where you
much more than previously have 2 tiers of citizen, those who pay and those who withdraw, there was
no upside for those who pay, but only upside for those who withdraw to demand more services, more
payments and more government. There is really only one way to solve the problem, which is more
individualized government where groups are evaluated separately, and treated differently, where
those who withdraw more from the collective account also have to pay more into it, while those who
withdraw less are permitted to pay less into it.
What people do not see is that in demolishing the “Patriarchy” many have obtained a surrogate
patriarch in the form of government. Which is not to say that I’m necessarily convinced that smaller
government is better, but I am convinced that the rights of the the many and the few must be in
balance to obtain good results. If you work an extra 400 hours in a year, but get paid as if you worked
50, or if you struggle your way through college getting a STEM degree and find that you barely get a
return on that investment, it removes incentives that are socially positive, while it adds incentives that
are socially negative. It creates an incentive to put in minimum effort for maximum results, and
allocate your time and resources elsewhere. Instead of starting your own business, working 80 hours
a week and be rewarded a few years down the road, you may elect to work 40 hours a week for
someone else as the former does not offer an attractive balance of risk and reward.
The concept of balance is simply the relationship between incentives and discouragement that is
placed on a person or a group, that affects their behavior within the group or in their relationships
with other groups. To demonstrate this:
If you had to work 80 hours a week to make $60.000 a year with the alternative being a “citizen
wage” of $50.000 a year for working 0 hours a week, how many would be willing to work those 80
extra hours every week for $10.000 pr year?
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Gendernomics: The marginal utility
June 11, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When it comes to economics,
marginal utility a good or service is the added benefit gained from an increase in consumption or loss
experienced from a decrease in consumption of a good and service. The law of diminishing marginal
utility states that as you consume more units of a good or a service the marginal utility will decrease
with consumption. For instance, if you have enough money to consume 2 beers or 2 sandwiches, or 1
beer and 1 sandwich, the latter would be marginal utility maximizing. The marginal decision rule
states that a good should be consumed at a quantity where marginal utility is equal to marginal cost.
The final piece of the puzzle is subjective value theory, where the value of a good has a different
value to each person, even though their valuations may overlap. In synthesizing these concepts, we
can think of 2 men, a farmer and a tailor. The farmer has more food than he is able to consume, thus
he would experience little marginal loss by consuming less, however he clothes are tattered and he
could use a new set of clothes. The tailor on the other hand has more clothes than he could ever hope
to wear, but has no food, thus he shares the marginal over-consumption of the farmer. Thus, the two
could easily increase their marginal utility by trading food for clothes, at a rate acceptable to both
men, up to the point where the law of diminishing utility kicks in and marginal utility equals marginal
cost. Economists have long compared using varying metrics, but the most simple and straight
forward, is the metric that no human can greatly affect, namely time.
Every good can be translated into time, and time is a central factor for both marginal utility and
marginal cost. Marginal utility and cost are affected through the fact that the farmer in our analogy
could learn some tailoring or the tailor could learn and maintain a small plot of land for farming
however, their results would not change much. The marginal utility of clothing would go down for a
farmer who could invest some time in learning tailoring, however the cost of learning tailoring,
would mean that he has less time to devote to his farming. The tailor likewise would need to take
time away from tailoring in order to farm, therefore, their gains in marginal utility would be
counteracted by the increasing marginal cost faced in their total production. This is where
specialization comes in.
Now, specialization has been central to the modern economy since Adam Smith, and has been the
embodiment of the chase for scale economies. The concept of scale comes down to that many goods
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can be produced at a lower cost, as a result of the variable costs of production being a relatively small
part of the total cost, in addition to being able to distribute the fixed costs of operations to more
produced units. Recently, this thinking has also been applied to service industries where the
companies attempt to gain some forms of scale benefits, through growing in size. For many mainly
service based firms, they often get scale benefits in purchasing or administration through being able
to cross-utilize the staff, or get bigger volume discounts.
The Red Pill perspective
An old and simple example of marginal utility is to compare two goods, using the formula for
marginal utility.

We can discuss what “utility” is actually defined as, but usually it just represents a theoretical starting
point. From there we put MU over P (price) to arrive at a marginal utility pr unit of price. This
obviously works very well when you are comparing milkshakes and pizza, or guns and butter, but not
so much when you are attempting to apply the theory to the concept of gendernomics, where most
assets are intangible and the prices are hard to determine. From my perspective, as time is the only
true currency, it would follow that the price should always be translated into the required hours to
obtain the product. Furthermore, that the utility should be quantified equally for all calculations. To
account for the law of marginal utility, one would have to determine the situational context of each
individual in order to personalize calculations.
For instance, lets do a calculation of hooker vs dating. For this example, I will make the “3 dates
before sex” assumption, and I’m assuming that the man pays, and that he earns $10 pr hour so lets
math out the dates.
Coffee date: total cost in dollars, $20, total time spent on the date 2 hours. Average hourly pay $10 pr
hour. Total time cost of the date 4 hours.
Second date: Dinner $50, total time spent on the date 3 hours. Average hourly pay of the man $10 pr
hour. Total time cost of the date 8 hours.
Third date: The female cooks. Time spent on the date excluding overnight stay 3 hours. Total time
cost of the date 3 hours.
The total time cost of sex in this case, would be 17 hours, or $170 assuming $10 pr hour.
The price of a prostitute varies quite a lot, and it was not something I put a lot of research into, but
from Craigslist it looks to be about $150 in hour. So the total time cost in this case, 1 hour with the
hooker, and 15 hours work in order to pay her.
This is where the mathematics become insufficient because many would argue “The man got to enjoy
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himself on the dates as well” or “He may be able to have sex with the woman he is dating more than
once, thus being able to allocate the cost of the initial dates to more sexual encounters”. The former
is impossible to quantify, so it is not really relevant to this piece but the second one is a valid
argument. If he can get 3 more short-term (1 – 2 hour) sexual encounters, that puts the cost pr
encounter at $20, and one can allocate the $170 to 3, thus reducing the that to $57 pr encounter, plus
$15 on average in time spent, thus a total of $72 pr encounter, which is a much more competitive rate
than the professional.
From this, we can see that there are definite economies of scale to be found in the sexual market
place if the assumptions hold. If you can date a woman at a lower cost than the initial investment,
then it follows that the fixed cost is going to be distributed across more sexual encounters, thus
reducing the cost of each encounter. However, this begs the question of whether this situation would
also be affected by the law of dimishing marginal utility, to put it bluntly, does the marginal utility of
sex with the same woman 3 times equal the marginal utility of sex 3 times with 3 different women?
Summary and conclusions
As I stated in my post on time, everything you want to do in your life depends on having the time to
do it. Humans often want to have their cake and eat it too, however, time by the very nature humans
perceive it as enforces mutually exclusive choices. The application of marginal utility and marginal
cost to time and choices is the very basis of economics, and what lies behind the supply and demand
curve. Economics as a field is concerned with how a person, group, or nation allocate and utilize
resources and how to do so optimally.
The challenging thing in today’s world is the amount of options available to your average person and
not being overwhelmed by the choices you have to make. The solution to this is to adopt an end
oriented approach, wherein you figure out your goal and attempt to make it there with the least
amount of effort and time expenditure. This is what the “Hookers vs Dating” problem illustrates, that
unless you are able to reliably “same night close” and push it to a second date, you are raising your
cost of sex, and much like the trader who is in a negative position, you are prone to finding yourself
holding on to a losing prospect to avoid taking the loss.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Means, motive and opportunity
June 14, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Most of you have probably heard about the three
words in the title, they refer to the 3 aspects that help to build a legal case against someone. They can
be condensed into why, how and where of a crime. Motive is as it follows from the world, your
reason for doing something, you may be nice to your boss and over-deliver on your tasks to try to
ensure a promotion. In many ways motive touches on the same principles as expectancy and equity
theory, in that it represents what you want and what you think you have to do. Means on the other
hand is your ability to do what is needed to get what you want. For instance, if you want to overdeliver you need to have the time to go above and beyond, you need to have the self-discipline to
push yourself, and the required skills to do your job well.
Opportunity is the harder one of the three to describe it is the mixture of hard work, dedication and
timing. For you to go above and beyond, there needs to be a way for you to do so, either by taking an
initiative or by being trusted with something. Personally, I’m a strong believer in that we can often
create our own opportunities, and by not doing so we are wasting our time. It can be explained by the
lamenting of fresh graduates “Everyone wants experience by how can I get experience without
anyone willing to hire me?” This is a fact of every career, regardless of how high you go in a
corporate system, in order to be hired into the C-Suite, for the most part you need to have been there
before.
You may have the motive and the means to be a C-level executive, alpha dog, Guru and many other
things, but understand that people will not give you that position just because you are ready, willing
and able.
Motive and the red pill
Motive in the red pill, just like in a criminal case is going to be the most important aspect of your
journey once you discover the red pill and manosphere. The motivation of a person is what drives
them forward in life and leads to the continuous cycle of self-improvement that is advocated across
the manosphere. Interestingly enough, there are two somewhat outlier camps on the topic, there are
MGTOW that to some extent reject the male performance demand, and for various reasons are not
motivated to undertake the cycle of self-improvement. I’ve read and listened to many of their
arguments, and to some extent they are valid.
After discovering the red pill, MGTOW depending on the definition tend to some extent swear off
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relationships with women. Some may still engage in short term relationships or one-night stands,
while some swear off the relationships all together. This is often based on the argument that once a
man is in a long term relationship with a woman, its an expectation that he will cater to her needs and
any failure to do so has a high probability of resulting in costly divorce, being a child-support slave
for the next 18 years or so, false accusations of domestic violence and a myriad of other things.
The other extreme tend to be referred to as “Pick-up artists”, once these men become red-pill aware,
they tend to adopt an approach that is based on a cycle of constantly improving themselves to become
the alpha, and thus obtain prime mating choices. These men are motivated by their desire to be a top
contender for female attention and will often adopt any means necessary early on to achieve their
goal.
The third reaction, tends to be somewhere between the two, where the MGTOW builds a life without
women, the PUA builds a life centered on women, the third reaction is to build a life centered on
yourself, which naturally centers women around you.
The means of the red pill
Once you know your motivation, that will drive you towards enacting your vision of yourself and
your life in the world. Whether that be a MGTOW lifestyle centered on yourself, a PUA lifestyle that
centered around women, or a balanced lifestyle that make women center on you, you can determine
what means will get you to that lifestyle. You cannot find the way you need to walk, without first
knowing in which direction you wish to travel. By knowing deep down within yourself what you
want, you will also be able to analyze and determine what brings you close to that goal and what
distances you from it.
The means people elect to build for themselves are many and varied, some invest in property and
seek to build wealth, whereas others eschew it completely from the perspective that owning property
ties you to one location. Some build their bodies, some build their minds and some do not. The
important aspect of means is aligning them with your long-term goals, so that you can stay on the true
path.
The opportunities
The challenge with opportunities is that they tend to never appear when you expect or most desire
them. It’s somewhat like how you are never hit on as much as when you are already in a relationship
with someone. I am reminded of a quote a mentor of mine shared with me many years ago “The
harder I work the luckier I get“. Opportunity is common in this world, we are swimming in them,
what many people are not swimming in is the courage to recognize and seize and opportunity when it
appears.
Knowing your path and having the motive, enables you to recognize and grab opportunities when
they are not always clear and simple. Many people live in a world where opportunities are handed out
gift-wrapped and ready to be seized. As you go through life you will miss opportunities, and you will
seize opportunities, some things that appeared as great opportunities and be mirages, and some things
that appear as mirages will be great opportunities.
Summary and conclusions
In the legal system means, motive and opportunity central to building a case, because they establish
why someone would do something, how they would do it and when they would do it. In your life,
they are useful as check-points, that build off each other. The stronger your motivation to reach an
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 260 of 1188

end-state, the clearer your means will be and the more effort you will put into achieving them and
therefore the more ready to grab and opportunity when it arises you will be. The most central one is
motive, because it is your reason for the others. If you do not have motive, you may not be building
yourself up at all, or you may find yourself years down the road having made yourself into something
that is not aligned with your newly discovered motive. Without motive and means, any opportunity
you perceive is likely to tear you down, more than it builds you up, as a person who faces opportunity
without means and motive is like a ship out at sea with no navigator.
In your life, motive is your Captain, he will show you the path to where you desire to be. Means is
your deckhands, the cook, the ones that enable you to get where you desire to be, and opportunity
happens when you ask a Spanish Queen to finance your expedition to find a new path to the east.
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The Prejudice of Social Justice
June 16, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As I’ve been slowly working my way through the
social justice chronicles I’ve come to discover that they have some founding principles that may
appear somewhat strange to those who attempt to adhere to the tenets of universalism and logical
consistency. In the Democratic People’s republic of North Korea for instance, they practice a strange
principle when it comes to dealing with dissenters that include punishing three generations of a
family for the sins of one member, based on the idea of needing to “purify” the family. In essence this
boils down to that if your grandfather was a dissident, then he along with the next 2 generations (your
parents and you) will be shipped off to a labour camp as well. This type of thinking is not a strange
concept in the Western world as Christianity is based on the concept of inheritable sin, we are all
guilty of the sin of Adam and Eve, until we are purified by the sacrifice of Christ on the Cross.
However, most of western jurisprudence have moved away from the concept, as punishing the son for
the sins of the father makes society guilty of punishing people for acts they had no hand in.
Social justice warriors and other totalitarian ideologies on the other hand, are based on the principle
of punishing dissenters, and nowhere is this more clear in the calls to “check your privilege“. This
simple statement, designed to invalidate criticism and argument, form the backbone of social justice
rhetoric and narratives. Social justice prejudice is based in 2 simple principles designed to rob you of
individuality so that they can allocate blame an guilt to groups rather than individuals.
You are not an individual to a social justice warrior
In the strange realm of social justice, there is no such thing as individuals. There are only increasingly
small groups centered around bitterness over an overly simplified view of history that I mentioned in
my post on the privilege hierarchy. However, there are not set limitations on how much nuance you
apply to a group. For instance “White” is a group, without regard for the different histories of among
others Germanic, Scandinavian, Anglo-Saxon, Celtic, Slavic, Jewish, and other sub-sections of the
“white” category. The category “Female” makes no distinction between the women who worked their
fingers to the bone, and the upper class women, who wielded more power than lower class men. It is
easy to see why it happens, after all if you had to take into account that a woman from an English
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Noble family, most likely has been significantly more privileged than lets say the white, straight,
male, Catholic, Irish day labourers, then that forces you to take individual histories and persons into
account, which undermines the concept of using Marxist theory on biological and social categories.
In order for Marxist theory to work, there has to be clear victim and oppressor categories, otherwise
you get the story that I remember hearing from Christopher Hitchens about a man who is stopped at a
post in Northern Ireland during The Troubles, and has a man in a balaclava holding an Armalite rifle
pose the following question to him:
Man in Balaclava: “Are you protestant or catholic?”
Man in the car: “Actually I’m an Atheist”
Silence….
Man in the Balaclava: “Protestant atheist or catholic atheist?”
The masked man in this case, had only 2 categories, enemy or friend. Marx had the bourgeois and the
proletariat, so at least here social justice warriors have innovated in that they develop new and more
categories with each passing Tumblr update, that stack in ways that nobody really understands.
However, it keeps their ideology a moving target that cannot be demolished with the ease of the
categories in the Troubles or in Marx’s writing.
A potential outcome from this that strikes me as morally reprehensible is that if the social justice
world-view is evaluated according to the naturalist formulation of Immanuel Kant’s categorical
imperative, in brief that any act in a situation will become a law of nature. Then it follows that
robbing people of their individuality in interactions with their fellow human beings becomes a
universal law, and I think we can all imagine how this world would be if our treatment of people
reflected their skin color, sex, gender, and so on, rather than who they are as individuals.
The sins of your ancestors haunt you today
From a social justice perspective those who are not oppressed carry the responsibility for the acts of
our ancestors, and need to check our privilege, which is a code word for “accept the blame” for what
our ancestors did. The idea being a form of guilt by association or benefiting from a criminal act in
the past, of which you are still reaping the rewards. If your ancestors were white, male, CIS, and
Christian in 1940, then it follows for a Social Justice Warrior that the more of those boxes that are
ticked, the guiltier you are of benefiting from the treatment of minorities in the past. This is the same
principle of the “poisoned blood” that underlies the collective punishment of 3 generations of a
family for the sins of one member. This is perfectly in line with the source of collectivist ideology,
Karl Marx, who divided society into classes without regard for the individuals that make up those
classes.
The concept of inheritable sin is highly questionable from an individualist perspective, because each
person builds their own merit or lack of merit, irrespective of their bloodline or association. Which is
really the key to how they attempt to dismantle merit as a metric, by inherently poisoning it based on
“benefiting from a criminal act committed in the past“. If two people are running against each other
in a race and one party has a “historical handicap” to a social justice warrior this means that the same
handicap has to be applied to the other person. The amusing aspect of this is that the two people
engaged in the race, may be perfectly equal based on merit or any other metric, but history dictates
that one should be offered benefits and one should receive a handicap. The individual past of the
families of each person does not matter, only the collective perception of biological and social
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characteristics from a historical perspective.
Ironically, for the enemies of ethnocentrism and xenophobia, they are guilty of judging the past by
their current modern standards of morality and perspective. Meaning that rather than judging people
based on the common behavior in their time, they are judged by a standard that did not exist during
their existence. It makes just as little sense to condemn the doctors during the black plague for not
giving the people suffering antibiotics as it does to hold people to the social justice warrior moral

standards of today.
Summary and conclusions
As I outlined in the beginning these two principles exist for to permit social justice warriors to
allocate the guilt and responsibility for acts committed in the past, to persons in the present. This is
central to the concept of obtaining justice for groups who did not actually get oppressed personally,
by blaming and requiring reparations be made by groups who did not actually oppress anyone
personally. In essence, it is a game of benefits by association and guilt by association steeped in the
concept of sins of the father.
Ironically enough, in their fight against racism, sexism, homophobia, transphobia, and so on, they in
fact rely on the exact same descriptors that they argue the ancestors of the “privilege enjoyers” were
guilty of. Where perhaps one of my ancestors had the same views on woman as most men in his day
had, the social justice warriors attempt to flip this to make up for it for today’s women. If your
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categories were oppressed and marginalized in some manner in the past, you should be given
disproportionate freedom and public platforms today in order to correct a past wrong. However, by
forgoing nuance for expedience in processing, they may end up further oppressing those who have
been historically oppressed for the benefit of those who have already derived great benefits from
history. I’m reminded of the statement “An eye for an eye makes the whole world blind“, in that once
you start judging people by the colour of their skin rather than the strength of their character, by their
sex rather than their ability, or other biological characteristics then you are by definition prejudice
regardless of your intent.
2 a (1) : preconceived judgment or opinion (2) : an adverse opinion or leaning formed
without just grounds or before sufficient knowledge [1]
In the case of the beneficial treatment, you are prejudiced according to definition 1, in the case of the
statements of “check your privilege” you are guilty according to definition 2. As the injustice done
was not extending equal opportunity to every citizen in the past, does it follow that this should be
made up for with equal outcomes in the present? Furthermore, as equal opportunity was not just
restricted based on convenient and visual ques adored by social justice warriors, does it follow that
one should base the repayment purely on those criteria? Are we going to end up with an SJW mob
screaming that you need to present your grandfathers tax return, racial makeup documents, and voter
registrations dating back to the first time anyone in your family voted so they can determine if you
have to check your privilege or if it’s fine in carry-on?
Sources:
[1] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/prejudice
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Rational to SJW translations Part 1
June 18, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As I was researching the Social Justice Chronicles I
started to realize that there are some major barriers to communication between a normal, reasonably
reasonable, fact oriented human being and a social justice warrior. To try and alleviate the
communication barriers and ensure that a dialogue can be accomplished, with a minimal risk of the
SJW needing either a safe-space, trigger warnings or alternatively if they are the acting out variant of
SJW and have a high risk of storming stages, attacking speakers, chanting so that speakers can not be
heard. This post is divided into 2 main sections, what an SJW is saying and what that actually means
and what a normal person is saying and an SJW actually hears.

SJW to Normal person
Statement: “Check your privilege”
What it actually means: “Your perception of your world is clouded by the fact that you do not check
enough boxes in the privilege hierarchy. You are reaping benefits from the normal day to day
behavior of your privileged ancestors”
Statement: “Racism, sexism, transphobia and homophobia come from social structures, constructs
and positions of power”
What it actually means: “You can only be sexist, racist, transphobic, homophobic if your boxes on
the privilege hierarchy sum to a higher sum than the person/group you are referring to. Therefore,
women can never be sexist against men, a person of color can never be racist against a white person,
a trans can never be CISphobic and a homophobe can never be heterophobic”
Statement: “Listen and believe lived experience”
What it actually means: “I don’t have any evidence or reasoning to back up my claim, however you
should take my word for it for no reason what so ever”
Statement: “Everything is sexist, everything is racist, everything is homophobic”
What it actually means: “I am trained in using subjective interpretations and to be swayed by my
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 266 of 1188

own confirmation bias, therefore I can find sexism, racism and homophobia everywhere”
Statement: “You have just internalized white supremacy and misogyny”
What it actually means: “Based on your sex and your race, you have perspectives that your sex and
race should not have”
Statement: “That’s hate speech! Stop Hate Speech!”
What it actually means: “You have presented arguments and facts, which I cannot refute, therefore I
have to disqualify your statement through a histrionic fit”
#Gamergate easter eggs
Statement: “Video-games need to be more diverse.”
What it actually means: “There are not enough female, gay, transgender, non-white protagonists in
the 2 games I watched someone play on Youtube”
Statement: Tech companies, and video-game companies need to focus on attaining a better staff
diversity, including more women, more homosexuals, more non-whites etc.
What it actually means: “We feel that tech being extremely meritocratic in nature, leads to there
being few women and minorities (except Asians), as we are uncomfortable with merit, and are
comfortable neglecting that the HR- and marketing departments within those companies are filled
with females, we want affirmative action in Silicon Valley. “
Statement: “Gamers are dead”
What it actually means: “We in the gaming press, having been challenged on the fact that we party
with, sleep with, and otherwise have very close personal relationships with the same people who’s
games we review, recommend and support, would rather attack our key demographic over risking not
being invited to the cool indie parties.”

What a normal person says and an SJW hears:
Statement by the normal person: “I think that given the equal pay act, and similar legislation, that
the 77c on the $ wage gap is a case of poor methodology. Ample research shows that once corrected
for among others personal choices and hours worked the wage gap disappears”
What the SJW hears: “Women should be paid less than men”
Statement by a normal person: “I think that the broadening- and often inconsistent definitions of
what constitutes sexual assault creates too much of a grey area that can easily be exploited for
political gains, by the media and can lead to ruining people’s lives”
What the SJW hears: “I don’t think sexual assault ever happens”
Statement by a normal person: “I’m aware that sexism, racism, homophobia and many other
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perspectives that are deemed damaging according to today’s social morals were quite common
opinions in the past. By changing the accepted social morals and enacting legislation to guarantee
equal treatment today, we have taken steps to improve it, but there is no way to change the past.”
What the SJW hears: “I think we should allow people to be sexist, racist and homophobic if they
want to”
Statement by a normal person: “We have to allow people freedom to express their thoughts and
ideas in the marketplace of ideas in order to find our which are good and which are bad.”
What the SJW hears: “Sorry darling, you’re going to have to come up with actual arguments and
facts, not just pure emotion.”
Statement by a normal person: “Given that feminism has accomplished equal economic, social and
political opportunities for women in the United States and Europe, feminism is now irrelevant here,
but it still has a big job to do in the Middle East, Africa and parts of Asia”
What the SJW hears: “Only non-whites can be sexist”
Statement by a normal person: “I just don’t think feminism is relevant in today’s age”
What the SJW hears: “Women should be slaves”
Statement by a normal person: “Since feminism is about the equality of the sexes, how come it
doesn’t work equally on men’s issues?”
What the SJW hears: “Men are more important than women”
Statement by a normal person: “The original Ghostbusters was a classic, it had relatable
characters, and is a treasured memory of our childhood. I think the new one looks like it was made to
cash in on the franchise, without taking into the account what made the original a great movie.”
What the SJW hears: “I hate women”

Summary and conclusions
For most of us, we attempt to understand what another person is attempting to communicate and put
effort into maintaining a form of communication that enables us to understand each other. For an
SJW on the other hand, everything they say is translated through a convoluted vocabulary that only
has meaning to their own sub-group. In the same manner, everything you tell a social justice warrior
is translated through a matrix that reduces what you said to the lowest common denominator and sees
how your statement fits with their narrative. Every person has their own subjective filters that affect
information processing, among these are perspectives, principles and knowledge. For an SJW their
perspective is “Victim-Oppressor”, their principles are derived from inter-sectional feminist theory
and their knowledge is limited to their emotional reaction to experience.
As demonstrated by my examples, the communication issues with SJWs are two-fold, their outwards
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communication is convoluted with a vocabulary informed by principles and “knowledge” that do not
hold up logically or empirically. While their interpretation of incoming communication is filtered
through an ideological lens that scrambles incoming communication and results in outgoing
communication in response becoming gibberish.
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On the concept of entitlement
June 20, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When it is said that we are living in the age of entitlement, I find
myself thinking about the nature of entitlement, reciprocity, and altruism and how they exist as
mechanics in the human mind, and as a governance system of human interactions. To some, our age
is the age of entitlement because young people expect to be handed a job after finishing college, or
expect to be given a college education for free. Perhaps this is the manifestation of wanting to be
given something for nothing, which is arguably the manifestation of sloth. To some the age of
entitlement is symbolized by a baby boomer generation who not only consumed the resources of their
time, but also consumed the resources of their children and grandchildren. Their lifetime being what I
suppose could be argued as a national or multi-continental exemplification of gluttony.
Then to some the age of entitlement is symbolized by the elites that have taken over public
institutions and private corporations, who in a steady bid for more money, more power and more
influence are in the grip of greed. I expect some to point out that the age of entitlement is from a
world of lust, one consumed by the constant chase for consumption of the carnal desires. Others
again, would point to a world filled with envy, where the green eyed monster is fueling a neverending spiral of keeping up with the Joneses. It is inevitable that some would point out that a world
consumed in conflict stems ultimately from from a cycle of violence perpetuated by wrath. Finally,
there are those who would argue that our world is entangled in a battle of people’s public images, and
an obsession by how we are perceived, and thus ultimately lead us to pride.
Entitlement
What is the nature of entitlement? Merriam-Webster defines it as:
belief that one is deserving of or entitled to certain privileges [1]
If we use the definition that “belief that one is deserving of certain privileges” then we also have to
include the definition of privilege which according to the same source is:
a right or benefit that is given to some people and not to others [2]
The dichotomy that arose in my mind, was that the colloquial use of the terms differ somewhat from
their definition as it makes no mention of whether or not something has been earned. An example that
came to mind was a person who earned a scholarship and attends a University is entitled to get a good
education, however he or she was not entitled to the scholarship, that was earned. However, this
creates a dichotomy wherein you have earned privileges and unearned privileges, where the
scholarship is earned through effort of the individual, while in the case of a National Healthcare
System, the benefits of medical care is earned through the effort of society as a whole.
This creates 3 levels of entitlement that we could explore.
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1. Person to Person
2. Person to Organization
3. Person to Nation
Entitlement in interpersonal relationships is something I’m sure we can all think of an example of,
from the roommate that never did his own dishes and expected you to do them, to the parent who
expected to be permitted to govern your life. This can be viewed as a form of “time thievery” in that
the person is stealing your time, in order to obtain a better time-life balance in their own.
Entitlement in organizational settings depends on the nature of the organization, however what they
all share is an input-output paradigm, wherein the individual expects a given output for a given input,
and the organization expects a given input for a given output. For instance, you may be volunteering
at your church for 10 hours a week, but in return you expect to be given a prominent position within
your church, that feeds your ego.
Entitlement in a nation, breaks down to earned privileges on a non-individualized level, in that all
privileges are offered equally to all citizens, however they are financed in an unequal manner. A
nation is financed primarily by taxes and income from public property and resources, and various
programs can be seen as forms of risk pooling. For instance, Person A may be born with a genetic
disorder that means he or she will be able to input less to the system and need more output, whereas
Person B may be porn in perfect health and remain so for his or her entire life and thus end up
inputting more and requiring less output. In an individualized system, they would pay according to
use, however in a universal system the total cost is divided among the total amount of users.
Reciprocity
This brings up the concept of reciprocity, which could be defined as “You scratch my back, I’ll
scratch yours”. A reciprocal transaction could be argued as an equitable transaction based on terms
negotiated between two individuals. Wherein both parties to the transaction considers that the
transaction has been fair to them. For instance, if I offer the kid next door $10 for mowing my lawn,
he is trading his time for my money, and I am trading my money for his time. To me it’s worth $10
not to have to mow the lawn, to him, the $10 are worth spending an hour or so pushing around a
mower in the sun.
So it follows that what people refer to as “entitlement” is at the core, an uneven transaction between
themselves and “others“. Referring to the three levels of relationships outlined above. In effect, they
feel like their input and output are poorly aligned to where they are carrying more of the load than
other people.
Reciprocity is a fundamental mechanic that governs human relationships and attempts to balance the
equation through a mixture of inner and outer tools.
Summary and conclusions
One could argue that many of the issues that dominate the political landscape are related to the
mixture of reciprocity and entitlement. In effect, people keep an internal account of how much do
they pay in taxes, vs how much are the receiving in state services. How much time are they spending
on joint chores and how much is their roommate spending. So when someone is called “entitled” it
reflects the perception of the person making the statement that they are seeking a better deal for
themselves at the cost of other people. In effect, it is the perception that “others” are engaging in
social loafing.
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This triggers a series of mechanisms through which the person who perceives themselves as receiving
the short end of the stick, seeks to re-balance their accounts. In interpersonal relationships it may
mean aggressive or passive aggressive methods. In organizational settings it may manifest as workto-rule, malicious compliance, or adjusting your own effort to a level where you feel like your deal is
equitable. In a national situation, the same mechanics manifest as in an organizational level. This is
observed among Japanese “Herbivore men” who eschew the traditional focus on working hard to
support a family, and instead adapt their effort to a point where they can maintain a lifestyle they are
comfortable with. It has also become a familiar discussion in MGTOW environments where men
figure out that they can live comfortably on a salary that requires very little discretionary effort.
As argued by author Peter Lloyd in an article [3] men have started to perceive the lives of their
fathers, and grandfathers as no longer equitable, and therefore elect to act in the mechanisms that are
obvious in any relationship perceived as unbalanced. This is reflected in the declining marriage rates,
in the “prolonged adolescence” and in the growth of the “eternal bachelor“.
I wrote a post recently on balance, and the reality is that any unbalanced situation does inevitably
return to a balanced state. A government that turns tyrannical is put down by other governments or by
its own people. A government that makes poor decisions over a long period of time, inevitably is
taken over by another government. Growth and influence are great indicators of equitable and
reciprocal deals made at all three levels in aggregate. This is not to say that every American got an
equitable deal during the growth after WW2, or that every British citizen had a great deal when the
sun would never set on the British Empire. It is to say that in aggregate the deals made had a net
positive effect on the nations growth through creating incentives that maximized output.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/entitlement
[2] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/privilege
[3]
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/femail/article-3046350/Why-men-refuse-marry-Women-complain-chapstoday-won-t-settle-Sorry-ladies-s-fault-argues-wickedly-provocative-new-book-Denigration-MenPETER-LLOYD.html
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Gendernomics: How to avoid buying a lemon
June 23, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When you go out to buy a product, your
behavior is shaped by choice criteria, which in essence is what you use to select an option between
alternatives. The choice criteria tend to change based on the product, what your need is and whether it
is a high investment or low investment purchase. For instance, most of us would invest more brain
power to ensure we make a good choice when we are buying a new car as opposed to getting lunch.
Our choice criteria would obviously also change, in a car you may look for mileage, financing
options, durability, repair costs, speed, and many others. Whereas for lunch many would simply
wonder “is this a suitable quality food in the right amount for the money I am willing to spend”. On a
more abstract level these can be broken down into product characteristics and product purpose. When
you see “10 things women look for in a man” in some glossy magazine, this is essentially women
setting up their perceived choice criteria in a ranking system. These are obviously not accurate and as
I once heard said, these are the “in addition to” criteria rather than an exhaustive list.
When you ask yourself as a man, what your primary choice criteria are for finding a woman, you will
inevitably decide whether you are looking for a car or a lunch, and your choice criteria will adapt
based on the selection. If you are unsure, your choice criteria will be muddled and you will struggle
with making a good decision. Which is often how men end up with “I was only going to bang her
once, it turned into FWB, then suddenly I was married with 3 kids, how the hell did this happen?” in
that they were not clear to themselves of what they were actually in the market for.
What happened to obfuscate the choice criteria for the gentleman above to end married to his lunch
with little finger sandwiches to boot?

The bartering system of the SMP
The sexual market place works in a bartering system with obfuscated pricing and choice criteria
precisely because this puts the negotiation in the hand of the one who controls whether there will be a
coupling. To draw a parallel to how financial markets worked prior the legislation in the wake of the
crash of 1928, and the depression, an information asymmetry existed where the seller inevitably had
more information than the buyer and therefore could value a security more accurately. In the sexual
market place, the buyer (the male) exists in a state of information asymmetry and negative market
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projections vs. the females perfect information and positive market projections.
This leads intrinsically to a wrongful valuation downwards for the male and upwards for the female.
With the female in a more powerful bartering position, where the male wrongfully views himself as
less valuable, it follows that he will limit his own choice criteria, and is more likely to accept a lower
quality product. In the same manner a female holding a view of herself as highly valuable and thus is
more likely to demand a higher quality product. This is in essence the nature hypergamous
optimization for females, the optimization of maximum output for minimum input. This is why
narcissism in men is such an effective trait for landing great deals, narcissism is the cure to selfperceived value errors on both sides of the equation.
To illustrate hypergamy in a graph, where we assume that males and females could be objectively
valued and compared look at the following graphs:

From the graphs, you can see that a male valuation of self is lower than actual value, while the
opposite is true for the female. As these perceptions cloud not only the valuation of self but also the
self in comparison with others. From a perception of negotiating over a product, it is obvious that the
person who perceives themselves as offering the better deal will be driving a harder bargain. Thus the
female 5.5 who perceives herself as a 7, will be driving a harder bargain with the 10 male who
perceives himself as 7. This ultimately leads to the male reducing his choice criteria, which in this
case means lowers his standards down to a female 4, who will then have optimized her hypergamy by
netting a man who is a full +3 on the SMV scale.

The role of female liberation and feminism
As some of you may have read, I have been writing a series on social justice warriors of which
feminists are a central part. As I was doing research for this article I came across the various
arguments for rejecting the traditional gender roles, beauty standards, behavioural standards and
various other standards that society expect women to fulfill. As I was writing the preceding section of
the article I found myself wondering what purpose these accomplish from the perspective of
Gendernomics and sexual market value.
Analyzing the various gender roles, the female in a relationship offers certain labours into the
relationship, in the traditional relationship this was among others cooking, cleaning, caretaking,
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nurturing, and raising children. The modern strong, independent woman on the other hand gets an
education and chases a career. This is a change in the available choice criteria for men, leading to a
lower supply of females who are happy to fill the traditional roles and a higher supply of females who
are in essence embracing the traditionally male gender role. The effect will naturally be affected by
the amount of men who create demand a woman who desires the traditional roles, and the amount of
men who create demand for women of the newer variety. It does also put an additional performance
burden on men, as they are still expected to remain in full time employment making more money
than the female otherwise her hypergamy is not optimized, while it also requires him to share in the
traditional female roles. Furthermore, the traditional male “chores” at home will still largely fall on
him.
If we look at what has happened recently with the “fat shaming“, “body shaming” and various other
issues that come from the Social Justice Warrior league, is that they seek to remove any expectations
that males, other females or perception in aggregate has of how women should look. This gives
women the liberty of looking as they please, in effect reducing the value of the physical product a
man is in the market for, thus impacting male choice criteria.Furthermore, the removal of female
behavioural standards by society as a whole, leads to a furthe reduction in male choice criteria.
The overall effect of the 3 points in aggregate is that the objective ranking standard we assumed into
existence in the preceding section, now ends at an objective 6 for females rather than 10, however the
perception remains at 10. This drastically reduces the female performance burden to reach the peak of
sexual market place value, thus creating an even better deal and negotiating position for females.

Summary and conclusions
In the first section of this post I outlined how the relative valuations of males and females function
and affect the bartering system that is the sexual market place. In this market place females selfperception is higher than their objective valuation and vice versa for males. Furthermore, the social
movements of feminism and social justice are working to reduce the general standards that society
and men use to gauge whether someone is a suitable partner in order to increase the gap between
female actual and female self-perception. The best way to ensure that nobody can tell the difference
between a 1 and a 10, is to muddy the standards to such a point that a 1 can easily appear as a 10 and
vice versa.
The “sphere” writes a lot on the male performance burden, however, there is such a corresponding
female burden as well, which traditionally manifested in the value the female created, in her beauty
and in her fertility. However, with females now dominating University level education, females
starting to make more money than their male counterparts, a fewer aspiring to traditional roles, the
female desire has perhaps shifted, but have the male choice criteria? As I’ve outlined in this post,
feminism and female liberation was ultimately about casting off what little remained off a female
performance burden, in essence what made her a worthy investment for a male. As behavioural
criteria disappear, more infidelity and divorce takes place, as does the expectation that she behave as
an adult rather than as a child throwing tantrums. As standards of beauty decline more and more
relationships will exist where the man simply is not attracted to the person he is sharing a bed with.
Finally as the most important choice criteria of them all, the woman’s ability to give him children,
raise his children and take care of his children are all gone, the higher the male performance burden
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will be.
The female choice-criteria are well known in the “sphere” thanks to research and field experiments
by countless men over the past 15 – 20 years. The male choice criteria are also fairly well
documented throughout history. Yes, they change a little bit, but there are no radical changes to my
knowledge in recorded history of the values each sex appreciates in a partner. What is new is our
modern world where opulence and security have created a situation where it is possible for females to
reject all behavioral standards, beauty standards and performance standards without being shunned by
a tribe and left in the wilderness. This has been accomplished by replacing the family patriarch with
the government patriarch, who has taken over the duty of protection and provision for women. As
Daddy Government does not have the same incentive to get his daughters married and thus relegate
the performance burden to his son-in-law, Daddy Government does not require that his daughters
maintain standards. This means that as women moved away from being directly cared for by a man,
and towards being cared for by all men via the government, this meant freedom for women to do, act
and be whatever they wanted. This manifests in a steadily declining female total quality, that
translates into a steadily declining spiral of choice criteria for men, unless they adopt narcissism and
adjust their mindset to deal with the new reality. You see, ultimately men let women get away with
offering us an increasing amount of shitty deals by not demanding more.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Musings on #Brexit and the EU
June 24, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In the preceding months I have followed this
story and today we finally got the result. Great Britain is leaving the European Union and taking their
chances as a Sovereign nation once more. This obviously has ramifications, seeing as the European
Union project in the way bureaucrats do, have had their fingers on the detail level of governance for
the 43 years that Britain has been a member, and it will take time to reverse the damage. For those of
my readers who are not aware of the structure of the EU, it is based on 3 pillars, the common market,
the Euro and the Schengen agreement. The joint European market is supposed to guarantee the 4
freedoms, free flow of goods, persons, services and capital between the countries, and to some extent
it did lower the barriers from being a national company to an international company, but in other
ways EU regulations tended to make sure that only multi-national companies were able to bid and be
successful.
The concept of a joint economic market sounds like a great idea, everyone can trade across borders
and thus it gives companies the opportunity to sell their goods to more people. This sounds great until
you realize that EU regulations favor large multi-national companies, over single-country companies,
meaning that a country that has a lot of industry organized in small and medium size companies will
lose out to countries that are the homes of large multi-national companies. In addition, once you add
international trade agreements such that open up the European market to among others China, you
have spelled the death of hundreds, thousands or tens of thousand of local, regional and national
companies in your own country. This is without even taking into account that fully industrialized
countries such as Germany, gain the benefit of exporting goods to under-industrialized countries,
which creates a much harder competitive climate for start-ups and industries in the underindustrialized countries.
The disaster that is the Euro could fill entire books. The shared currency does make sense, after all
most of us dislike having to change money when we travel, having to figure out what bills are what,
and do exchange rates in our heads whenever we shop. A shared currency across very different
nations with very different financial policies and principles could not end well. Some countries are
established financial and economic superpowers, others are laying with a broken back after Soviet
domination for a generation. Some have long histories of conservative, frugal and sensible financial
policies, others have histories of going through state-bankruptcy every 20 – 30 years. Some could use
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a currency of lower value, some would like one of higher value. Greece would have loved to be able
to devalue their currency following the financial crisis.
Greece and the other PIIGS countries got hit hard by the 2008 financial crisis, which in many ways
was the first shot fired across the bow of the Union ship. Countries that had long been able to borrow
money in the markets at rates that did not accurately reflect the risks, suddenly could not pay their
debt. Unlike when this had happened before, they couldn’t devalue their currency and use the means
and methods available to a country with their own currency, they had to “take the hit” and accept the
cutbacks that the central authorities demanded of them. Europe, during the financial crisis saw jobs
disappear, either from bankruptcies or being moved to countries that have lower wages and less
regulations, many people lost their jobs or had to accept cuts in their wages. The worst part was that
these are the people who experience the communism of capitalism, they get the least upside when the
going is good, and the worst hits when the tide turns. These are also the people who got hit the
hardest when the second shot rang out, the people who through the free flow of labor has faced more
competition for their jobs, declining wages, a reduction of the middle class. The people who rely on
the public services such as healthcare and unemployment to be their safety net, who are seeing and
experiencing the effects of previously unseen levels of migration into the Schengen area. What few
mention is that the million who were welcomed by Germany, the over 100.000 welcomed by
Sweden, and so on, will be able to freely move around Schengen in a few years.

The core problem
When I started learning negotiation many years ago, one of the first rules I was told by my mentor at
the time was “always try to find a deal that is a win-win for all the involved” this not only means
making the deal is easier, it also tends to result in people sticking with the deal and the intentions
behind it. However, with the EU the people were sold on that free flow of labour would result in a
form of “risk-hedging” in that if your national labour market was in trouble, you could get a job
somewhere else in Europe. This was clearly a win for the state as the generous welfare states of
Europe can scarcely afford having large amounts of unemployed, and would be better off if those
people got a job somewhere else. It was sold as a win to the working and middle-class in that their
risk of becoming unemployed would be less and that their skills would be equally valued in all of
Europe. In practice, it resulted in the low-skilled jobs in countries such as Britain that have high
wages compared to the former soviet states, became dominated by people from the former Soviet
states that drove out the indigenous working class. The free flow of capital was sold as “more people
can invest in your country”, the reality became as it always is that capital flows to where it can earn
the highest returns, which in the last 15 years has been from the West to Asia, where the jobs have
been created.
If we drill down at the problem, we find that while some people are truly global citizens, and derive
large benefits from a global world, most of the population are never going to move far away from
where they were born, they may visit other countries on vacation, they may spend a year or two
abroad as students or retire to a nicer climate. However, factory workers who lose their jobs in
Liverpool are not going to move to Guangzhou province in China to take up work in a factory there.
However, the Chief Financial Officer who was the change agent in closing the factory in Liverpool
would happily move there. Investors and other people involved with fiance love being able to
diversify their investments in global markets or to be able to utilize whatever tax regime is the most
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beneficial at the moment, money has no loyalty or nationality. Like a serial killer crossing state lines
as a forensic countermeasure, the money crosses national borders as a financial accounting
countermeasure. The bureaucrat in Brussels, leading the charge for unifying European laws and
standards today, may find himself elected to his national parliament or made ambassador in a few
years, to him where he works, and what he does is flexible in every regard.
The EU is based on the principle “We are better in aggregate” which to draw a parallel to a corporate
restructuring is like telling the people you just laid off “It sucks for you, but all of us who still have
our jobs are doing better“. Most people tend to view things in terms of how am I doing, how is my
family doing, how is my town, state and country doing. Very few people who do not spend most of
their time in an office in a capital somewhere, or in the concrete skyscrapers of international business,
do not ask themselves “How is the internal European market doing considering the recent
international trade agreements” This is the disconnect, between the globally oriented politicians and
business-people, and the people they govern and employ. European captains of industry and
politicians do not see the effects of their decisions on smaller communities. It may be the case that a
united Europe is stronger when every country within the union is taken into account, but this is like
the old adage on the difference between communism and capitalism. Capitalism is unequal
distribution of fortune, and communism is equal distribution of misfortune. This is a demonstration of
incentive theory in practice, where large parts of the population are left outside, looking in at those
who gain great benefits from the European Union and a global world.
The people of these countries were sold a promise that access to a European market would mean
more jobs for their country and a strong economy for their country, of which they would share in the
prosperity. The reality is that it enriched a few, but impoverished many more. In the aftermath of
#Brexit, the European Union has to return to their think tanks and find a new deal that benefits every
single individual within the member states, not just the politicians, bureaucrats and the financial elite.
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Gendernomics: The recipe for Oneitis
June 30, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I haven’t spoken much on investment
theories related to the concept of gendernomics. Investment theories are various patterns that have
been observed and sometimes quantified when it comes to how humans psychologically act when
doing investments, mostly in stocks. The stock market is one of those areas that tend to reward
consistent behavior, reason and attention to facts something demonstrated by the value investors such
as Warren Buffet who stick with a series of rules in order to reduce the emotional impact of making
large investments. There are multiple ways an investment can impact humans emotionally, the first
one is losing or gaining money. When your stocks are in the black, you feel elated, you feel more
confident, intelligent, and competent. When your stocks are in the red, you feel deflated, stupid and
incompetent. When you are getting ready to “get in” you can be hit with fear, apprehension,
anxiety, and when you get out even after taking a huge loss, you may feel more relaxed, and calm.
Many of the same mechanisms are in effect when you are pursuing a woman. Some PUA techniques,
such as rapid cold-approaching are built not only to reduce your social anxiety, but also to reduce
your approach anxiety, through behavioral conditioning. If you have done something a thousand
times, then it will naturally have less of an emotional impact on you have trained yourself to have a
tolerance for it.
The beauty of human neuroplasticity and physical reaction is that once you are aware of something,
you can train yourself to be less affected by it. This is what is done with cognitive-behavioral therapy.
As long as you are aware of the principles at work, you can improve your resistance to them.

The Contrast principle and Halo Effect
The contrast principle/Contrast effect, can be easily demonstrated as follows: Get 3 bowls of water, 1
cold, 1 hot, and 1 lukewarm. Put one of your hands in the cold water, and one in the hot water for 1
minute, then put both of your hands in the lukewarm water. The hand that was in the cold water will
feel the lukewarm water as hot, whereas the hand that was in the hot water will feel it as warm. The
halo effect is the tendency a person’s overall good or bad feelings about a person to spill over to
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thoughts about that persons entity or character. For instance, people tend to view attractive people as
more intelligent or competent.
The contrast effect causes a miss-calculation of desirability based on a recent perception of
availability. If you’re looking at women walking by your house while looking at models, you
naturally view the women outside as less attractive. Where this creates the major problem for many
men, is when they see a woman who appears more desirable because of contrast, context or the
cheerleader effect, follow up by a solid dose of attributing all kinds of good qualities to her via the
Halo effect, and then become stuck on her.

Scarcity and the selective perception
The scarcity effect is well documented, and I’ve written about it previously. In brief, this is the
tendency of perceived availability to influence our valuations of something and thus our desire for it.
The best example I can think of for this is what happens in an auction situation where there are
multiple bidders for a unique item, when compared to the actions of the same people if they are
quietly online shopping and see plenty of an item in stock. The scarcity effect creates a state of
perceived urgency, in that “This object is rare, therefore if I do not get it now, I may never have
another chance“. Selective perception is a situation wherein new information is filtered in a manner
which confirms the perception of the person while ignoring contradictory information.
He has already convinced himself, through the contrast principle and Halo effect that she is
something special. Now, he moves into a space where any action another man takes towards her
reinforces her rarity in his mind, and where every action is interpreted through his desired perception.

Consistency and similarity (the like me effect)
The tendency to want to be seen as consistent seems to be common to most humans. It is a trait that
make us predictable, that make us appear reliable and congruent to the people we interact with often.
It is also a great trait to exploit for manipulation, in situation such as “You just told me how much you
care about other people. Would you be willing to donate money for relief aid in Africa?” In this case,
the person is being put in a double-bind where they either have to show themselves as inconsistent (a
socially undesirable trait) or give money they may be unwilling to part with. The similarity (like me)
effect, is the tendency of human beings to like people who we perceive as being similar to us in some
fashion. It is part of the explanation why nerdy men tend to be in awe of “gamer girls”
Your ability to influence someone is higher if they like you. In this case, the man is already affected
by 4 bias, and now he is about to be hit with a double-dose of consistency and similarity. As he is
working off the halo effect and subjective perception, he will interpret data in a way that shows how
similar and perfect for each other they are. Leading him further down the rabbit-hole, where he is no
acting consistent with his actions in the context of being affected by a range of bias, rather than with
himself.
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The sunk cost and loss aversion
I’ve talked about sunk cost fallacies on this blog before, the core element of a sunk cost fallacy is the
tendency to continue investing in what is ultimately an unprofitable project, based on “we have so
much invested in this already.” A classic example of this fallacy from the business world, is EastmanKodak, who despite having a leg up when it came to bringing digital photography to the marketplace,
neglected to do so because they had so much invested in their “rolls of film” business. Loss aversion
is when the dis-utility of giving up an object is perceived as greater than the utility of acquiring it.
The result of these two in conjunction is that not only has the man who is over-invested in a female
with no guarantee, feeling twice as much anguish over potentially losing her, as the joy he would feel
by actually getting her. So, to recap, the man does not have this female, yet he is feeling fear of losing
her. If you need an example of the lack of logic at work here, imagine feeling like you lost a car you
cannot afford to purchase.

Summary and conclusions
The list of fallacies, biases, shortcuts and other things our minds do as the biological computers they
are is painfully long. The principles I outlined above are the ones that show up the most frequently
and ones you should become intimately familiar with both using and identifying when they are being
used on you. Normally, I would identify the reasons to suspect that they are being used, but there are
too many variants on the same trick to accurately create a “How to” guide. However, as far as first
principles go, most of the above play on the 3 major emotions of manipulation namely fear,
obligation and guilt. I would think that most are familiar with all three of those feelings. The
perception fallacies are much more difficult to adequately get a handle on, and they require
significant effort to reduce.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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The Rise of the Right
July 1, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

After reading yet another article on how the right is rising as a
result of xenophobia, racism, latent sexism, islamophobia, homophobia, transphobia, and various
other buzzwords that have become a mainstay of modern mainstream political reporting and
journalism, I figured it was time to break down why the right is rising. It’s a complex issue, and “The
Right” is a very diverse crowd. There are libertarians who wish to hold on to individual freedoms,
and personal responsibility. People who find themselves exiled from the modern Republican party as
a result of being largely classical conservatives, rather than Christian conservatives. There are
Christian conservatives who find themselves disillusioned with mainstream conservative politics as a
result of the focus on social issues over economic issues. There is a loose collective of the
manosphere, free speech advocates and pro-gamergate, who find themselves on the right as a result of
their fight against radical feminism and the authoritarian-regressive left and there are people like me,
who find themselves on the right as a result of largely adhering to enlightenment philosophy, and
classical liberalism. It is a very diverse crowd as far as perspective and ideas go. So, what are the
catalysts for the growth of this movement?

The decimation of manufacturing in the West

Manufacturing was the backbone of the western
economy since the industrial revolution, when the steam engine and various other industrial
improvements lead to the death of agriculture as the primary industry and the growth of
manufacturing. The manufacturing industry lead to the creation of the jobs that became the road to
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middle-class for large parts of the western population, the path to the white picket fence, 2.5 kids, and
a wife lay with a solid manufacturing job. You could buy and pay off a house, a car, and send your
children to college. In America manufacturing employees backed by strong unions, ensured that
workers got great benefits and had a secure job. In the UK, it lead to an increase in public services, a
higher quality of life and just like in America, a path to the coveted middle-class lifestyle [1]. As
manufacturing, and thus the ability of large parts of the population to find a job that offers a good
salary, solid benefits and job security has declined in most of the west [2] the growth of the service
sector has increased. However, the major difference between the service sector and manufacturing is
in three major areas:
Education
Labor vs Capital
Social ability
Those service sector jobs that are available to the part of the population that lack an education, either
in the form of certifications, a college degree or experience, are often low paying, with little to no
benefits and job security. Many of these jobs are the reason for the growth of the group known as the
“working poor“, who are largely clustered in retail (30%), services (37%) and sales (15%). The
service sector, of which large parts of the jobs that lead to a middle-class income and lifestyle, require
an education. Preferably a college level education, of which the cost has risen dramatically in the past
30 years. [5] Where manufacturing jobs had low barriers of entry, the service jobs that lead to a
similar lifestyle offered by that of manufacturing have a much higher barrier of entry, both in terms
of economic costs, but also in terms of ability to handle theoretical information, and cognitive
abilities.
Finally, as Susan Cain [6] and many other authors have pointed out, the workplace is becoming
increasingly reliant on social skills, especially in the aforementioned sectors where the working poor
largely cluster. We can see this in the popularity growth of “emotional intelligence” [7] as a concept,
and its ability to predict success in the workplace. [8] Add to it the plethora of policies that have been
adopted by many companies, that can give cause for termination, related to political opinions,
insensitive speech and decreasing size of the Overton window, and the change is well on the way to a
collective and conformist society.

The widespread changes to the social contract, demographics
and increasing heterogenity
Human beings have an innate need for stability, and a predictable ruleset, especially when it comes to
governing the interaction of individuals (informal) and the individual and the state (formal). From the
start of the 20th century, the world has become an increasingly small and interconnected place,
especially since the second world war. On the state vs individual level, we have seen an increasing
prison population and an increasing range of behavior become outlawed. The blasphemy laws are
returning in many places in the form of hate-speech legislation and discrimination legislation.
However, the major policies that have decimated communities are often identified as immigration
policies in countries where integration has proven difficult. There has been a growth of parallel
societies, for instance Molenbeek in Brussels, Rosenholm in Malmo where the population hold vastly
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different values, morals and perspectives than the native population. Furthermore, non-homogenous
population is more likely to experience conflict [12]
From a resource perspective, having to split a joint pot of resources among more people, means less
for each person. This is compounded when one views immigration through a cost-benefit analysis, on
a purely economic level, where multiple reports show high financial costs related to immigration [9,
10]. This is without taking into account the cost of the current migrant crisis [11] A major part of the
social contract in the western world is that the government taxes the population to pay for services the
population desires. This can be viewed as a case of major risk-hedging and management, where the
risk to each individual is reduced, in exchange for less volatility. For instance, paying 40% taxes
when you are employed, to cover you for periods of unemployment. Or, everyone paying a certain
percentage of their salaries to ensure that all of them have access to medical care in the case of
illness.
The foundation of such as system is that all citizens within a given country, contribute towards those
programs. It is a given, that some will cost more than they ever pay in, and some will pay in much
more than they ever cost. However, this is understood and accepted among the population. When you
add more people to such programs, who cost more than they ever pay in, that means less for the
existing members. To put it in the simplest terms, if you are living in a tribe of 20 in the wilderness
somewhere, adding another member will not happen unless that new member can make a meaningful
contribution to your tribe.
Furthermore, a country either becomes better off, or worse off depending on how well a generation
manages the resources left to it by the previous generation. Therefore, every managing generation has
an incentive to ensure that their children and thus grandchildren are taken care of once the current
managing generation hands the country over. Present costs, therefore means trading future benefits
for present benefits, thus taking from your children and grandchildren.

The disruption of the family and communities
In earlier times the family was the cornerstone of the community, the larger community was viewed
as consisting of smaller communities. With the destruction of the family that has taken place over the
past 50 – 60 years, the effects of a more mobile population that is not tied to the land as it was during
the agricultural period or resources and factories as it was during the industrial period. Furthermore,
the average person moves frequently during their lifetime to find work, and thus will spend less time
building ties to their community [13]. With multiple sets of parents, perhaps living in different
locations, often far away from other relatives, it follows that communities become transitional rather
than static. When you add to it diversity of culture and perspective, you also reduce the ability of
those communities to bond over shared values. A community is built on an aggregate average of the
values held by its members depending on influence.
With families breaking up, communities transitive in nature, adding to it that community size is
drastically increasing from the traditional size to number in the thousands, how could it be tight knit?
People may belong to a social group and find themselves ostracized the next, as the result of a social
justice warrior attack, saying something inappropriate or in the case of divorce the peer group split or
siding with the other party.
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The destruction of the male
Every community needs a common enemy and for the past 50 years or so, no target has been more
accepted than the male. He is the bumbling father who cannot do anything right, with the wife who
has the patience of a saint who he is lucky to have found. He is the boogeyman of feminism, who has
oppressed womankind since the dawn of time, who is most likely only kept from engaging in
widespread rape-sprees because of consent classes. He starts all wars, is the cause of inequality, and
the embodiment of the patriarchy. He started as the head of the family, the one who was respected for
putting food on the table, for taking care of his family, who earned status for raising well behaved
and productive children, for doing his duty to his country, and to his community. Now he is derided
for only doing those things.
How is a man to maintain his self-respect when he is born in a politically incorrect state as a member
of the only group that the west not only permits discriminating against, but actively encourages
discriminating against? A boy is born into this world, and is entered into a school system that is built
for and staffed mostly by women. A school system where girls are out-performing the boys, yet the
narrative is that girls are the marginalized party [14]. That has a deficit of strong, male role-models,
and where the natural proclivities of your boys are not encouraged. Where they will be diagnosed
with things like ADHD and learning disabilities in much higher number than girls. [15]
If by a stroke of luck, the boy manages to get out of early education and into junior high without a
diagnosis of ADHD and a drug regiment, then he faces a new challenge. Coming of age has always
been a challenging time, but it is fairly recent that what many 30 – 40 years ago would deem clumsy
behavior leads to suspensions, formal charges and could severely damage a boy’s future. This is
when he will first learn that being sexual and being clumsy, is not acceptable in today’s school
system. If by a stroke of luck he finishes high school with a decent GPA, without an ADHD
diagnosis and without being hit with the “he made me feel uncomfortable” he now enters college,
where during his freshmen orientation he is sat down in a “consent workshop” where he is told that if
the woman has had a drink, she cannot consent and he is a rapist. If the woman decides that on
second-thought, she didn’t really want sex, he is now a rapist. [16] Because feminists, tired of being
laughed at when they say “all men are rapists” have decided to pursue a legal system where every
man can be made into a rapist.
If by some miracle he gets through college without being hit with a Title-XI [17] and dragged
through the proverbial coals by social media, power-hungry politicians, unethical and incompetent
journalists, incompetent prosecutors and without having his life threatened [18, 19, 20] he will enter
the workforce. A workforce where diversity initiatives, and their advocates will tell him how he is
privileged, while merit no longer matters and his chance of making it up the corporate ladder is
slimmer than ever.

The creation of the Sisyphus society
When he finally lands a job where he can pay the bills, feel some sense of satisfaction, and can
actually feel secure, he has found himself a wife, had a couple of children and is starting to come into
his own as a pillar of his community. He feels respected, and people ask his advice. He shows off
pictures off his perfect family, in their home, on their boat, on vacations, and then suddenly he finds
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out that his wife is not happy. She is unfulfilled and wants a divorce. He is now stuck paying
alimony, child support and at best he is back where was when he graduated college, in a small onebedroom apartment, while his wife is cruising around India empowering herself on an “Eat, Pray,
Love” tour.
He loses contact with his children over time, his wife remarries and now step-dad takes over most of
the dad responsibilities, and thus he becomes a stranger in the lives of his own children. How can he
become the best man he can be when there is no standard to being the best man possible?

Summary and conclusions
Comedians, pundits, newscasters and many others like to make fun of people who protest by either
screaming or carrying signs with “I want my country back” and I suppose they are an easy target. You
an make the joke “The country is still here!“, or make cracks about how they want to whip the
country back into slavery, however, if you spend even a minute or two analyzing the situation, it is
pretty obvious what they want.
They want back to a place where the social contract is more equitable, and where the politicians, the
pundits, the “financial interests”, the “academics” and various others have not taken a machete to
every step of Maslow’s hierarchy of needs. A social contract where people won’t have to worry on
Thursday if they’ll have a job on Monday because the boss decided to outsource everything to a lowcost country to beef up the bottom line to secure a huge Q1 bonus, even though their margins are still
the best in the industry. A social contract that does not involve them having to take on $50.000+ in
debt to get a college degree so they can get the job their dad got right out of high school.
A social contract where they actually know who their neighbors are, and where they can be a part of a
community where they get to experience a majority pleasure.
For men, I think many of us would like a social contract where we are not constantly put in doublebinds. If wives leave their husbands, it’s because the husband sucks. If the husbands leaves the wives,
it’s because he’s having a mid-life crisis. If a husband takes care of his kids and his wife she leaves
because he is predictable, boring and does not do it for her. If a husband seeks full custody, he is the
bastard trying to take children away from their mother, if he does not he is a lazy parent.
If a man after studying relationship statistics, decides that women are just not worth the hassle and
risk, then he is a perpetual virgin, if a man decides to pursue women as a life goal, then he is a “PUA”
and a “fuckboy“.
The most retarded thing about the entire narrative regarding Brexit, Trump, AFD, NF, The Sweden
Democrats, and the multitude of other right wing parties and processes that are taking place, is that
the same idiots that have cause it are asking themselves “What the fuck happened?” and the simple
answer is “you did”. You are the people who kept stacking the lumber, soaking it in petrol and
flicking matches at it until it caught fire and singed your eyebrows off, then you kept doing the same
thing.
The politicians that slowly and meticulously stacked the firewood, with policies that make it more
profitable to produce in low-cost countries and ship merchandise across the globe, while building
their own positions of power. The corporations with more dedication to their quarterly earnings than
their long-term sustainability, with the revolving door CEO policy, ensuring that the only dominant
force is “how can I maximize my stock options in 3 years or less” have poured petrol on the fire.
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Finally, the press supposedly supposed to check politicians and corporate interest, but in bed with
them so often and under such questionable circumstances that if they were a male college student
after 2 drinks, they would be facing a title XI kangaroo court. Populism is rising, because every
horse-trade, and deal done between globalist politicians and multi-national corporations have come at
the expense of the common people, yet has been reported as beneficial to the common man by
journalists owned by corporate interests and politicians.
This is why Trump is winning, this is why Nigel Farage is winning, this is why Geert Wilders,
Marine Le Pen, and the right wing is storming forward, they are winning because the people have a
shred of faith in their integrity and their interest lies with that of their own country.
If it wasn’t for Hanlon’s razor, I would put money on it being intentional.
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The No-win scenarios of Social Justice
July 7, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

We make many choices every day of
our lives, we choose to do things, to not do them, to procrastinate choice, however we can rarely
select to not make a choice at all. The catch-22, a double-bind, Hobson’s choice, Cornellian dilemma,
Kobayashi-maru and Zugzwang, a child of many names that all attempt to articulate the same
concept, the unwinnable scenario. While there are small differences, between the above, Hobson’s
choice presents two choices, where there is really only one, a Cornelian dilemma is a choice between
two different, yet unfavorable outcomes, a double-bind is a situation where you are put in a situation
where completing one task, would result in failing the other, where a requirement is that you are
successful in both. A catch-22, from the novel by the same name written by Joseph Heller, is best
represented by the example of needing experience to get a job, but needing a job to gain experience.
Zugzwang is a German chess-term meaning that you are forced to move, but any move you make
would put you in a worse situation than if you did not move. They are all terms that amount to a nowin scenario.
The ideology of social justice is based on Marxist principles, and as such becomes authoritarian. Like
most ideologies except those based on enlightenment principles, the logical conclusion of such
ideologies is a collective narrative that is maintained through manipulation and coercion, from the
perspective that the end justifies the means. Such ideologies frequently make use of various
manipulative methods to maintain their malignant narratives.

The Catch .22
The original catch-22 comes from the novel of the same name by Joseph Heller, where a pilot who is
declared crazy is not permitted to fly more combat missions. However, in order to be declared insane,
the pilot has to request an evaluation, which is taken as a sign that the pilot is sane. My favorite
example of a catch-22 is that you cannot be a social justice warrior unless you check your privilege,
but you cannot buy into the need to check your privilege unless you are already a social justice
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warrior. The catch-22 is one of those things that rarely pops up in day to day life, unless you are in a
highly organized, procedural and process oriented organization, such as public service, the military or
the police. These are places where rules, regulations and procedures are often developed without
regard for how they actually interact as a system.
An example I heard of from a military unit was that in order to submit an anonymous complaint
about your direct superior, the complaint had to be approved by your direct superior. Perhaps one of
the more interesting catch-22s from a philosophical perspective is the tolerance paradox within
liberalism, where the question becomes “should on actually be tolerant of intolerance” if you are
tolerant of intolerance, then it follows that you will be an accessory to intolerance. However, if you
are intolerant of intolerance you are not really a tolerant person, and thus you have to be intolerant of
yourself.

The Double-Bind
The double-bind comes to be when there is communication on two levels, for instance a mother
telling a child “you have to love me” on the surface this is an order to do something, while implicit is
the fact that love is spontaneous. Another example could be your boss telling you “You have to enjoy
your work“, when in reality enjoyment of ones work is the result of a complex interplay of
psychological mechanisms that differ in varying degrees from person to person.
Bateson describes the mechanism of a double bind in that a superior (boss, parent, or other) places a
condition in one (or both) of the following forms:
Injunction 1: “Do X or I will punish you”
Injunction 2: “Don’t do X or I will punish you”
The superior then adds a second and potentially a third injunction on the person on a higher and more
abstract level that is conflicting with the first. Finally, they may add another injunction to prevent the
person from escaping from the double-bind. From using only one of the two the person has the choice
of action/inaction or punishment. If under both binds, punishment is the only outcome. However, the
two levels of communication have the effect of obscuring such a bind as to not make it immediately
apparent that you are in the no-win scenario.
Social justice warrior: You have to check your privilege because you want to.
In this case, the communication on two levels are as follows:
A) Check your privilege or I will punish you. (Injunction 1)
B) Only check your privilege because you want to. (Injunction 2)

Hobson’s Choice
Hobson’s choice comes from a story about a liveryman who would give people who came to take out
a horse two choices, either take the horse closest to the door or no horse at all. This creates an illusion
of choice, when in reality a person in need of a horse would have to take the horse closest to the door.
“You can pick any horse you want, as long as it is this one” is in many ways a method to present an
ultimatum, where an unsatisfactory option that leaves you a little better off is viewed as better than
one that does not change your situation at all. This is the choice many people make when they elect to
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enter an unsatisfactory relationship rather than being alone. In feminism this takes the form that every
woman can choose to live the life she wants and have the right to self-determination, so long as it
does not conflict with what feminism thinks she should want. Utilizing universality, it follows that
any man should be given self-determination as well, and a man can be anything he wants, as long as
it is aligned with what feminism thinks he should want.
This particular no-win scenario is in many ways common to authoritarian ideologies, anyone who
fought communism is the former Soviet Union, North Korea, or many of the other failed states was
faced with the choice “Communism or Punishment“. In the same way, when you find yourself under
attack from SJWs, the only options are to accept their narrative or face pain until you accept their
narrative. However, even once you accept their narrative, they will frequently not let up, resulting in
both choices you are able to make in this scenario, being sub-optimal.

Cornellian Dilemma
The Cornelian dilemma comes from a play entitled “Le Cid” where the protagonist is given a choice
between the love of his life and avenging his family that has been wronged by his love’s father. This
creates a scenario where if he chooses the love of his life, he loses his honor, and if he avenges his
family, he loses the love of his life. This takes the form of a choice wherein both choices would have
a detrimental effect on the person making the choice. The Cornellian dilemma has a third unstated
option, which is to not make a choice at all, however while this is implicit, it may result in the
consequence of both negative outcomes.
The most famous Cornellian dilemma of social justice is that you are either a sexist (or in the case of
intersectional feminism, sexist, racist, homophobic, transphobic, islamophobic…) or you are a social
justice warrior. This places you in a situation where either you have to agree with something you
disagree with, or you are attacked with ad hominems. This works by threatening the target with a loss
of one or more of the required levels embodied in Maslow’s hierarchy of needs. We have seen social
justice warriors attempt to take away people’s ability to make a living, their sense of security, have
them ostracized in their communities, or take away their right to self actualization.

Zugzwang
The zugzwang is very similar to the Cornelian dilemma, except that unlike the Cornelian dilemma,
the third unstated choice, namely not making one is not available. The Kobayashi-Maru from Star
Trek is a famous example of a case where a captain was faced with a scenario that could not be won,
yet did not have the option of deferring or refusing to make a choice. When a social justice warrior
challenges you to check your privilege or calls you out for some imaginary slight towards the hivemind, and presents the choice to apologize or suffer the consequences, this is actually not a Cornelian
dilemma, but a case of zugzwang, because any action including the apology will result in you
suffering the consequences. If you present an apology, you will be attacked further as they smell
blood in the water, if you refuse to apologize they will double down. Finally if you attempt to make
no move at all, they will double down. So, any action in this situation results in the SJW doubling
down on their narrative.
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Summary and conclusions
You can tell a manipulative person from their use of manipulative strategies, and you can tell an
authoritarian ideology from its use of manipulative methods to take away freedom from those it seeks
to infest. Techniques to influence, manipulative and take away people’s right to self-determination,
free expression, free thought and informed choice.
As I’ve outlined, social justice warriors are experts at utilizing the various methods above in order to
control the game. I referenced the Kobayashi-Maru earlier, and this offers the solution to the
problem. Captain James T. Kirk is the only person to ever beat the Kobayashi-Maru, and he did it in a
very straight-forward manner, he changed the rules of the game. This is what #Gamergate did as well,
rather than accept the SJW positions of “Either apologize or face the consequences” gamergaters
changed the rules and counter-attacked. Utilizing many of the same methods as SJWs do, such as
trolling, doxing, social media attacks and various others, they launched their own counter-narrative,
which ended up with social justice warriors having to fight their own tactics for the first time.
When facing a no-win scenario, you feel trapped, but in many ways you are completely free for the
first time as a man with nothing to lose has everything to gain. The important things to remember
when launching a counter-offensive is law 15 from the 48 laws of power; Crush your enemies totally.
The challenge in the social justice battle is that as the character V from the movie “V for Vendetta”
says, “Ideas are bulletproof“. As I’ve written about before bad ideas are in many ways like the ebola
virus, you can quarantine the infected, you can attempt to cure them of it, some pull through and live
on, however until you can identify the host of the virus in the wild and thus eliminate the reservoir as
well, infections will keep happening.
You can find the other parts of the social justice series here

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: The unintended opportunity cost
July 8, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I recently had some time to catch
up on my reading and read a couple of articles by Rollo Tomassi over at therationalmale.com, two of
them in particular struck me as being related by a common thread that can be explained in economic
terms (articles linked at the end of this essay). The two articles deal with the blue pill frame and late
life hypergamy, two concepts that not only relate in economic terms, but also in the terms that the
blue pill frame ensures the results Rollo outlines in Late life Hypergamy. These can be imagined on a
feedback loop, where the blue pill man senses his wife’s hypergamic reaction, increases his blue pill
behavior further which leads to her hypergamic reaction becoming more pronounced.
This is similar to how many have observed that blue pill men will often double-down on their blue
pill strategy, regardless of it being unsuccessful in the past, and view any conquest as a a validation
of the mindset, without consideration for their overall success to failure ratio. As I’ve written before,
the blue pill sexual strategy is also such in nature that it is easy to rationalize away rejection as the
strategy seeks to minimize it by acting in a covert manner.

On opportunity and replacement costs
Opportunity costs is a microeconomic concept that views the cost of a choice of an alternative as the
difference between the realized benefit from that alternative minus the cost of the best alternative
foregone. For instance, if you have a ton of steel, that you can either make into a finished product
using your machinery, your opportunity cost is the revenue you would have obtained by selling the
steel and renting out the machinery. A person who elects to start his own company likewise, will face
an opportunity cost if he quits his day job to do so, as this cost will be the cost of accepting the
opportunity of starting his own business.
In terms of opportunity costs, relationships have varying degrees of them. For instance, if you enter
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into a monogamous relationship, that means the opportunity cost are the other relationships you could
be having that are incompatible choices with the monogamous one you elected to enter. If we were to
calculate this down to a more accurate cost, it would have to account for differences in cost,
differences in time expenditures, foregone relationships, and it would have to account for benefits,
such as obtaining sex at what should be a declining cost rate. From this we can gleam that while all
relationships share a similar cost structure, consisting of investment and foregone choice, their
proportion to each other, and their volume differs. A one night stand would naturally have a cost
structure that is very low, as it means few foregone choices, low time and low monetary investment,
whereas a marriage would carry the highest opportunity cost.
We can view a one night stand as a relationship that has maximum flexibility and minimum
investment for a given level of utility. Whereas a marriage has minimum flexibility and a maximum
investment for another level of utility. The major difference between the two being the end-goal state.
For a one night stand it is obviously a case of the end goal being sex. Whereas for a marriage, while
sex is of some importance, there are other factors that also influence the overall utility, such as the
desire to have partner and have children. The two also differ drastically in risk profiles, something
which make the two very difficult to compare.
This also influences the replacement costs in both cases, as the replacement cost of a one-night stand
is very low, whereas the replacement cost of a spouse can be much higher as a result of much higher
investment. Where the one night stand is merely a case of finding another party to engage with, the
marriage may include things like emotional investment, joint property, children, and long-term
joining of two lives. This is further compounded by sexual market value, as the female facing a
declining SMV, will find herself locked out of more and more of the sexual market, while the male
will find himself with a steadily increasing market, and demand.

On the law of unintended consequences
The law of unintended consequences reflect the outcomes that are not foreseen and intended by a
purposeful action. They are usually held to come in three types, unexpected benefit, unexpected
drawback and perverse result. The first is just an unexpected benefit that is often put down to luck.
The second is a negative unexpected consequences occurring in addition to the desired effect. The
final, an effect contrary to what was originally intended. To give examples, you start to date a woman
and discover that she happens to be a great cook, but you also discover that she is a huge slob, finally
that her family is expecting to move in with with the two of you.
Robert Merton outlined 5 possible causes of unanticipated consequences:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Ignorance, leading to incomplete analysis
Error in analysis or following habits
Short-term interests overriding long-term interests
Basic values that may require or prohibit certain actions even if the long term result may be
unfavorable.
5. Self-defeating prophecy or the fear of some consequence that drives people to find solution
before a problem occurs, thus the non-occurrence is not anticipated.
A case of the first is how many blue-pill men enter relationships without knowledge of women’s
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inherent nature leading them to engage in limit analysis,
An example of the second is how men will often be blinded by bias, errors of logic or lack of
experience leading to a severe case of oneitis
The third occurs when a man, focused on solving his shorter term needs such as sex, will elect to
enter a relationship that is doomed on a longer term basis, and remain in it due to a lack of other
options.
The fourth, may take place when the blue piller who has already proceeded through steps 1 – 3, find
that as he will not permit himself to dump the unsuitable mate, the long term consequences is that his
basic values and requirements for a relationship is altered to better fit his present reality.
The fifth takes place when the man plans for either the success or failure of the relationship, without
taking into account both. If he plans for the former, he will not guard himself well enough should the
latter happen. If he only plans for the latter, he will act in a way that makes him the bluest of blue
pillers, which will drive the woman away.

Summary and conclusions
We can see now that what Rollo describes in these two articles are the result of two systems
operating in the opposite direction. The wife is not attracted to her blue pill beta, so the beta doubles
down on his blue pill behavior, which makes the wife feel less attracted to him. From her perspective,
the opportunity cost of marrying him has been too steep, as her memories of her past become
increasingly clouded by the nostalgic memories of her party years, forgetting that the major cause of
her marriage was the harsh reality of her epiphany phase. It follows that her internal valuation of her
opportunity costs change, from their initial state, where the choice to get married in her perception
had a low to non-existent opportunity cost, to where she views the opportunity cost as being massive.
Her valuation is a result of point three of the law of unintended consequences, wherein her short-term
interest (or in this case disinterest) overrides her long-term interest which is to maintain her marriage
to a man who at this point will be at a sexual market value, which eclipses her. Meaning that the
replacement cost for her doting blue pill husband is now too rich for her blood.
The blue pill beta on the other hand notices that his wife is no longer attracted to him. However, due
to his blue pill conditioning resulting from points 1, 2, 3 and possibly 4 of the law of unintended
consequences prevents him from acting. Point 1 means that he is ignorant of woman’s inherent
nature, which leads to an error of analysis in point 2, this leads to him engaging in the behaviors that
landed him in her bed in the first place, which were attractive to her from a hypergamic optimization
perspective during her epiphany phase. However, these are ineffective during her nostalgia phase.
This leads to him doubling down on the blue pill approach, resulting in driving her further away from
him as her reaction to this behavior now mimics that of her peak SMV years. However, point 3, and
possibly point 4 prevents him from taking the actions he should, avoidance of short term pain and
possibly basic values prevents him from either changing his values to align with what is attractive to
her now, or replacing her with a younger model, something that assuming he has kept in shape and
put his time wisely to use, will be easier as his SMV will be higher. However, he most likely
remembers his strike-out years in the past, which share a timeline with her peak SMV years, leading
to him over-estimating her replacement cost.
Thus it follows that the situation described by Rollo is a result of two feedback systems that both
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suffer from the law of unintended consequences, opportunity costs and replacement costs. However,
much as a female always estimate their SMV upward, and men downward, this carries over into older
ages, where a woman will view the cost she will have to pay to replace her husband as too low and
vice versa for the male. Likewise, they both make errors of reasoning, while the female bases her
reasoning on nostalgia of her glory days, and short term hypergamic interest, the male bases his on
his fear of the past and short-term future consequences.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
Sexual market value
Blue Pill Frame
Late Life Hypergamy
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Influence: Information gathering
July 11, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Dilbert creator and hypnotist Scott Adams tend
to think of human beings as biological robots. As someone with a computer science background, I
understand where he is coming from. A computer is at the simplest a series of switches that are
turned off and on, which produces various results. I’ve recently been doing some work on a hobby
that involves Proportional Integration Derivation (PID) controllers, to automate some tasks I had
been doing manually. What makes a PID different from a simple controller, is that the PID will
“learn” over time. For instance, if I need to maintain water at exactly 210f using a heating element,
where the element is controlled by a PID, it will over time learn for how long it needs to turn the
element on in order to maintain 210 degrees and not go over so that the liquid boils.
So, if we break down what the PID does, it gets a stimuli, in the case of our boiling water, a message
from a temperature probe saying “The water is below 210 degrees“, this makes the probe turn on the
heating element and keep it on until the temperature of the water is 210 degrees, the probe then sends
a message “The water is now 212 degrees“, which means the PID kept the element on for too long, so
the next time the probe sends “The water is below 210 degrees” it will adjust to avoid overshooting.
This is in many ways how humans learn as well, “stimuli – response – correction”. Most of
manipulation is based on somehow influencing one or more of these mechanisms in order to get the
desired response. Since this is a large topic, I’ve broken it down over several posts that I will be
making in the near future. This first topic deals with the stimuli and response aspects of the model for
the purpose of information gathering.

How to get information
The concept of elicitation is about frame control and it’s about creating a scenario where your target
is likely to do what you want them to do. This can be bouncing her to a second location to pull of a
mini-dates play, it can be convincing her to spill her deepest, darkest secrets, or it can be selling her
that beat up Toyota that your boss has been pushing you to get rid of.
Information is the key to a good pretext. The reason for this is that when you create the frame, and
seeks to draw the target into it, your chances increase dramatically with the quality of your frame.
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Your main stumbling block here is that in order to gain information, you need to engage with the
target, but if you engage with the target, that will limit your pretext later on. This is where cold
reading and archetype analysis comes into play, as it allows you to gleam information from the target
by observation alone, rather than by interaction. A quick look on social media, provided that you can
get access to it, will be a treasure trove for making quick and accurate heuristics that will further the
power of your frame.
Once you are in contact with your target, utilizing the tools of elicitation will create the favorable
impression that you are a great conversationalist, because you will allow the target to talk and merely
ask questions. The irony being that usually a person can say talk about 10% of the total volume of
words in a conversation and be perceived as a great conversationalist, because people love talking
about themselves.
There are 5 principles that gives elicitation its power:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Most people have the desire to be polite, especially to strangers.
People want to appear intelligent and well-informed.
Praise tends to make people divulge more information.
Most people will not lie for the sake of lying.
Most people respond kindly to people who appear to have their best interest at heart.

In order to be successful at elicitation, there are three major things to keep in mind. You need to
appear natural. If you come off as unnatural or uncomfortable in the conversation, the target is likely
to notice it and it will pull them out of the frame. You can become more natural in a conversation by
being informed of what you will be talking to your target about. It helps to draw up a few ideas for
the conversation and plan out the overall “path” you want the conversation to go down. The reason
why being uncomfortable or unnatural kills conversation (and the frame you are trying to draw your
target into) is very similar to the concept of suspension of disbelief in fiction.
For instance, when we watch Star Wars, many of us are aware that there would be no firing sounds in
space. However, we willingly engage the movie within the frame of the natural laws adopted in that
context. It becomes a deal with the creator of the work that as long as he doesn’t get too outlandish,
we will buy into his story. However, if in middle of a lightsaber duel scene Harry Potter was to show
up, it would break our deal with the author and thus we would no longer be within his frame.
The final principle is to not be greedy. The goal of elicitation is to get the target into your frame, get
answers and information, yet if the target feels like the conversation is actually an interrogation, they
are likely to become suspicious and apprehensive.
There are a few techniques that are very useful for elicitation and pretexting. Preloading is a
technique that is often used in marketing, where you are told how to respond to information or ideas
before you are presented with the information. When you watch a movie preview where they say
“The funniest movie since ….” they are telling you how to respond to the movie you are about to
watch. This was used by Presidential Candidate Donald Trump, in his “branding” of his opponents.
By using a nickname like “Lyin‘” Ted or “Crooked” Hillary, he is causing his listeners to interpret
any information that Cruz may have lied or Hillary engaging in crooked behavior as them engaging
in this type of behavior. In essence you are preparing the soil to allow natural human bias to take
action.
Preloading can take place over days, weeks or months, but take a clue from Mr. Trump, it only works
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properly if what you ask them for, matches the preloaded information.
There are a few more tools that aid in elicitation:
1. Appealing to the ego – Stroking someone’s ego in a genuine and appropriate manner will
endear you to them and they are more likely to let their guards down. Be mindful though, overdoing it makes people suspicious.
2. Expressing a mutual interest – This is another tool to make people feel a connection with you.
It also opens the door to letting them be the expert.
3. Making a deliberate false statement – This is very counter-intuitive, but if done right to set up
the target to “ego correct” you.
4. Working obligation and reciprocity – By valunteering information about yourself, you are
working with the two powerful force of obligation and reciprocity as your wingmen.
5. Assuming knowledge – This works off the principle that if someone knows something, it is OK
to discuss it with them. In essence, you are pretending that both yourself and your target are in
a club that has access to the same information and therefore, it is OK for her to discuss that
information with you. This is the gambit in play with some pick-up artists, when as an anticockblock maneuver will point out the “roles” of each woman in a group.
6. Using the right questions – Leading questions, open ended questions, closed questions and
assumptive questions.
The goal of pretexting in the service of elicitation is to create a psychological frame wherein your
target(s) feel comfortable getting into your frame, and acting in accordance with the frame.

Summary and conclusions
The key to the techniques of pretexting and elicitation is information. This is obviously different
depending on how much stalking you want to do/are able to do prior to the first interaction. If you are
using this technique professionally, it would be more accepted to cyber-stalk the person who is
interviewing you and the company, than to take a 10 minute bathroom break to cyber-stalk the hottie
you are chatting up on Facebook.
This is why cold reading is a valuable technique to learn, to rapidly make conclusions about your
target on the fly. The saying “You shouldn’t judge a book by its cover” is perhaps accurate in many
cases, but the cover of the book does let you make conclusions about how the author wants the book
to be perceived and his or her priorities. Their body language within the situation, their tone of voice,
and a range of other observable patterns will be there for you to take advantage of to improve your
elicitation and pretexting.
We can break down the process into the following steps:
Step 1: Get enough information about the target prior to the interaction to form a pretext that work.
Step 2: Engage the target and utilize elicitation to gain more information to strengthen the frame.
Step 3: Utilize pretext to push the elicitation further.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
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who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Hiding your identity online
July 15, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

So, doxing is becoming a more and more common
event for people who partake in debates on various topics online. A dox in this regard is when you
dig up personal information on a person who does not want to have that information published and
either publish it (usually on social media) or threaten to publish it unless a the person does what you
want them to do. This became very common during the #Gamergate controversy and since then has
become a much loved weapon of the regressive left to silence opponents and critics of their
authoritarian beliefs.
Writing anonymously has a long history, Thomas Paine published some of his more inflammatory
works anonymously, Benjamin Franklin published under an assumed name early in his career.
Alexander Hamilton, James Madison and John Jay wrote “The Federalist Papers” under an assumed
name. The reasons for electing to do so can be to ensure the focus stays on the message rather than
who wrote it, out of a desire not to have your real-life impacted by your writing activity, or in some
cases to stay alive. The latter is the case for many secularists, homosexuals, and other activists in the
middle east, who without anonymity would face potentially deadly consequences.
There are no guarantees that someone who has enough resources and is determined enough won’t be
able to find you, but there are ways you can make it a little more difficult for them. There are two
major areas you need to focus on in order to remain as anonymous as possible, the technical side of
things and the human interactions you engage in when you are writing under your pseudonym.

The Technical side of protecting your identity
On the technical side, there is the IP address that can allow someone to trace you. In order to obscure
your IP address you can utilize a VPN (Virtual Private Network) which will display your IP address
to the web as the address of the VPN provider. This can be used with or without a proxy server,
which is a server that you connect to, which then handles your connection to the net. This way, if
someone is attempting to trace you, they will end up at the proxy providers IP address. It is also
possible to chain multiple proxy-servers together for even stronger protection against being traced.
The easiest way and most practical way for most people to ensure an acceptable level of protection is
to use the TOR Browser combined with a VPN service, or proxy service.
Now that your IP address is somewhat secure, we can talk about services you use. I suggest making a
dedicated email address for your writing endeavors, that you do not use for anything else. I
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recommend picking a provider that is not one of the “big ones” and preferably a .onion based
operator. They are usually less reliable when it comes to up-time, but some of them are also
extremely dedicated to privacy, in that they delete logs often, keep servers on the move, and so on.
So, you may be asking “Why can’t I just use gmail or yahoo?” and my reason for this is not
something that is going to be a big concern for you, unless you are dealing with government level
things, because the big companies have a nasty habit to sharing information with governments that
request it. They will always put their business over your privacy.
When you make your new email address, do not use a handle that you have used before unless its a
very common handle. There is no point in taking every step to hide your identity if you use the same
nickname on your anon-blog as you do on your instagram with 100k followers.
Once you have your new untracable email account, you can get a free blog on wordpress, blogger or
another service. If you happen to want your own domain name, then you will have to find a domain
name provider that supplies whoisguard, which prevents your name from being listed in the whois
directory. However, this is only partial anonymity, in that your domain name provider can and will
comply to a subpoena from the government for your information. If you think this may be a risk for
you, I recommend looking into anonymous domain name registration services, where you only have
to provide a valid email address and can pay in Bitcoin.
Which brings me to paying for stuff, always choose bitcoin if you can. If you do not have bitcoin
when you read this the ideal way of getting some is to buy prepaid credit cards at a busy store that
sells them with cash, and convert that money into bitcoin.
When sharing pictures, and similar material be aware that some phones will embed geographical
information about where a picture was taken. Many online services such as Twitter have geo-tagging
as an option, you want to disable all such services and if you post pictures make sure to remove it
using a tool such as the one that shipped with recent windows versions. Also, for every picture watch
out for reflective surfaces such as mirrors so your face doesn’t accidentally end up out there.

The human side of protecting your identity online
The human side is usually what trips people up when it comes to remaining anonymous online. Yes,
people are traced through IP, or other means. Computers are hacked with RAT kits, Trojans, and
various other pieces of software. However, the softest target is often the one that is also the easiest
one to gain information through.
The reason why I suggested setting up a dedicated email for your blog alone is to highly limit your
footprint. Ideally, you want the footprint of your anonymous blog identity to be as small as possible
so that anyone who tries to dox you won’t find much information. A hack that I read about from a red
team a few years ago, involved finding out that an employee had used his corporate email address to
sign up to a web forum for stamp collecting. The result was that the red team could call him in
advance with a ruse “I recently inherited my grandfather’s stamp collection with a lot of rare stamps
from the 40s and 50s. I’m trying to sell it, can I send you an email to a website I made for it?” as
soon as he went to the website in the email, the code downloaded to his computer and access was
had.
This is hardly a scenario that is relevant to most of you, however, you may have used your email to
sign up for a game, where you used a handle that you used earlier on another site, where you revealed
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 303 of 1188

personal information that can help the person trying to find information on you.
You also want to take steps to ensure that you share as little personal information as possible when
you write your articles. Things like age and gender will always come up, and you probably cannot
avoid it, but at the same time this type of information has little value by itself as it is very general.
“Ok, so the person who writes this blog is in his late 20s” that leaves him and several 100 million
other people. If you reveal that you are working in finance in New York, for a major buy-side firm,
have been there for a couple of years, and graduated from Wharton. That gives them a lot of
information to work with. This would be a case of cross-referencing Wharton grads of likely subjects
with employees of major buy-side firms hired in the last 2 years.
This does not mean that you cannot share of yourself with people online, you can put most of your
personality on display, just not information that helps someone build a checklist to find your identity.
Three people can keep a secret if two of them are dead. Do not tell anyone in your personal life about
your online activities and do not tell anyone online identifiable information about you. I don’t care if
your best friend comes running to you to tell you about this awesome new blog he came across, or if
you’ve known someone online for years, do not share information with them. Belle De Jour wrote an
anonymous blog about her life as a call-girl in London, and ended up being outed because she let her
secret slip to a boyfriend, and fearing that he was about to out her decided to out herself.
Finally, keep the equipment you use to write your posts on secure. Do not save any passwords, do not
save bookmarks to log in faster, do not leave the wordpress open when you get a surprise visitor.

Summary and conclusions
The decision on whether to write under your real name or a pseudonym is one that every content
creator thinks about when they decide to start contributing to the library of ideas that is the internet.
Some stay anonymous out of fear of reprisals of varying kinds such as threats to their careers, or their
families. Others do it to separate their persona in one area from another one, such was the case of
Charles Dodgson who wrote mathematical works under his own name, and fantasy novels under the
more known Lewis Carrol. Author Stephen King was curious to whether his success was due to him
being Stephen King or his abilities and as a result wrote under the name Richard Bachman. The
Bronte sisters used pen names to disguise their gender in a time where female authorship was not
very well regarded, yet also to avoid having their neighbors find out that the characters were based on
them.
A nom de guerre is commonplace in wars, and was very common among the communist elite in
Russia prior to the revolution, to avoid being arrested by the police. Likewise “Deep Throat” was one
of the best guarded secrets in modern American journalistic history.
For dissidents, protesters, anti-regime activists, and many others, being able to express oneself
anonymously is how they protect themselves from the very regimes they criticize. The Arab spring is
a very recent case where the information only came out, because the people who were active and in
the area could share content with those on the outside without fearing that the secret police would be
on their doorstep an hour later.
Those who fear anonymity fear the message being sent to them, and as they cannot attack the
messenger, they wish that the messenger present his or her head for them to attack instead.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 304 of 1188

Bonus for the paranoid
For those who want to add additional layers of security to your online persona there are steps you can
take.
Only post from public networks in places with heavy traffic. Even if you are using a VPN and the
TOR browser, this adds a layer of security, because in case someone is able to trace you, then can
only trace you to a network used by (ideally) thousands of people. The other reason for electing a
busy area, is that the odds of staff remembering you is smaller. Bring your content on a USB flash
drive, sit down, upload it, and leave immediately.
When you are purchasing prepaid credit cards for cash, do it while you are on vacation in another
state or country, to make it harder to trace them. The odds of someone actually being able to is very
slim, but if you are going on holiday you won’t be going that much out of your way.
The first time when you create your blog and sign up for your email account(s) do so on a public
network as far away from where you are located as possible. Lets say you are going to from New
York to LA, and have a lay over in Chicago, use a network in the airport to create your accounts.
Most companies will log the IP address you signed up for the service from.
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Gendernomics: Female sexual strategies
July 17, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
I’ve written about female sexual strategies before in the gendernomics series, from a macro
perspective. This breaks down into the categories of differentiation, and low cost strategies, adapted
to a suitable niche in the market. One can think of differentiation strategies as attempting to stand out
in some manner. Corporate brands are merely names, yet through our interactions with the
corporation behind it, that brand begins to stand for something. This is why Coca Cola attempts to be
part of most major sporting events and Disney movies or how Kodak coined the term “Kodak
Moment” to signify important milestones in life.
On a micro level strategies can be broken down into sets based on qualities, tactics and methods used
to establish and maintain their brand and thus their strategy. So Coca Cola on a macro level is a
differentiated defender, when you break it down on a micro level they are a quality oriented, mass
market, advertising based company. In the same way we can break down a female sexual strategy of
hypergamic optimization, into macro strategies and then into micro strategies.
The female sexual strategies are based around catering to different male preferences for a partner. For
instance the Hausfrau archetype is after men that are submissive and will defer to her, and they
accomplish this by creating a strategy that lets her appear as a nurturer.
In order to prevent that post post becomes excessive I’m only going to outline the major 2 categories
that all female sexual differentiation strategies break down into and a few examples of the different
variants.

Female differentiation strategies
The female differentiation strategies break down into two major groups, one based on embodying
classically female traits and signs of beauty, the other based on rejecting them. Both strategies have
variants that makes them differ from the main strategy, however in the macro perspective they are
both utilizing the same principles, yet in slightly different manners.
It is important to understand that these strategies are not binary dichotomies, but each woman will
have a major strategy, that can be supported by other strategies. For instance, Mata Hari an example
of the Ultra-Girl strategy, has elements from both the “Sexual Girl” variant and “Fashionista”
variant.

The female differentiation strategy model
The female strategies are based on 4 levels of traits, beauty, cognition, nurturing and investment.
Every single archetype favors one, and can pick additional traits to strengthen, sharpen and improve
their strategy vis a vis their target market. This is not to say that you do not have beautiful, smart,
nurturing or investment oriented women in all variants, but to say that each picks one that is their
primary strategy, and the others support that strategy.
The Fashionista and and The Muse are often both very attractive physically, but for The Muse the
beauty is more a case of coincidence and not a primary focus of her strategy which is to be
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inspirational and nurture creativity in her man.
The second dimension is within the hierarchies. The 4 variants on the Mother Hen, The Mom, The
Muse, (The Nurturers) and The Pusher and The Guilter (The Hausfrau). Where the Nurturers seek to
build others up in order to feel good, the Pusher and The Guilter seek to break down their partners.
Contrast Carol Brady with Lois from Malcolm in the Middle for a Nurturer vs a Pusher example.
The difference between the pusher and the guilter is direct vs indirect influence. The difference
between the Muse and the Nurturer is the difference between creative and physical nurturing.

The Ultra Girl Strategy
Now the term “ultra girl” implies a woman who is interested in traditionally female pursuits such as
fashion and make-up. Have traditional nurturing or inspirational traits and embody female sexuality.
and Women who elect this strategy often look good as their primary point of differentiation is their
appearance. In addition some of them adopt mannerisms and speech patterns typically used by young
girls, such as overly bubbly, very friendly, speaking at a higher pitch and frequently showing
excitement.
In many ways the appearance strategy is catered to exploit among other the halo effect in order to
gain what she desires from the man. To do so, it utilizes her biological traits, often enhanced by
means within her ability, such as make-up, clothing, cosmetic surgery, and training. In many ways
the “ultra girl” is playing the classical image most men want to be with as a baseline. Helen of Troy,
Mata Hari, Marilyn Monroe and Carol Brady are all variants on the ultra-girl strategy. Helen of Troy
(The Natural Beauty), Mata Hari (The Fashionista), Marilyn Monroe (The Sexual Girl), and Carol
Brady (The Mom).

In depth Ultra Girl variant example: The Fashionista
Archetype: The Ultra-Girl
Category: The Girly Girl
Main focus: Appearance, beauty, glamour and style
Pop Culture Example: Cher from Clueless
The fashionista is the girliest of girly girls, in love with fashion, make-up, hair, and her own
appearance in the mirror, this is a high maintenance woman. Where the natural beauty often shies
away from excessive make-up, often opting for a more girl-next door, look, the fashionista knows
what makes her look good and will get it. Their major strategy being to land the same type of man
who buys expensive sports cars, large mansions and other status symbol. She is in many ways the
ultimate status symbol and she knows it.
In many ways this archetype plays the Halo Effect and Scarcity for maximum effect, seeking to be
perceived as the rarest commodity in the sexual market place, being the highest maintenance and
requiring the highest investment in the sexual market place, yet attempting to be perceived as a good
deal.
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The anti-girl sexual strategy
The anti-girl strategy consists of differentiation based on rejection of “typical female” traits.They
may reject traditional beauty norms, have individual takes on what is beauty, reject the nurturing role
or traditionally feminine interests. This woman defines herself as a product based on what she is not,
rather than what she is. In a sense, she is a reaction to other female sexual strategies, that seeks to
exploit market niches with lesser competition. In a sense this is a blue ocean strategy.
The anti-girl strategy appeals in much the same way as the ultra-girl strategy, but contrasting the
Fashionista (Ultra Girl) with the Best Buddy (Anti-girl) points out key differences, while both can be
very attractive, the fashionista emphasizes everything that makes her female in her interests, such as
make-up and fashion. The best buddy on the other hand adopts male interests such as sports, hunting,
and others in order to appear different from her typical perception of a girl.
Examples from pop culture of the anti-girl strategy is Vasquez from “Aliens“, Dharma from “Dharma
and Greg” and Robin from “How I met your Mother“, these are examples of the “Guy’s girl“, “The
New Age Chick” and “The low maintenance chick“.

In depth Anti-Girl variant example: The Slut
Archetype: The Anti-Girl
Category: The low cost chick
Main focus: Low initial investment for a relationship
Pop Culture Example: Samantha from “Sex and The City”
The slut is a variant on the “anti-girl” strategy, which seeks to utilize low-investment as the chief
strategy, often supported by “The Sexual Girl” and “The Fashionista” as secondary strategies. This
strategy has as a goal to attract the market through requiring a low initial investment cost. The
additions of “The Fashionista” and “The Sexual Girl” results in a sweeter deal for the potential target
as they feel like they are getting a high quality product for a much lower than anticipated investment.
The variant that contrasts “The Slut” variant’s low initial investment cost, is “The Cool Chick“, that
instead of utilizing a low initial investment cost is focused on a low running maintenance cost for a
relationship. There are combination variants between these two, and it appears to be a growing
strategic choice in the days of Tinder and “Netflix and Chill”

Archetype transitions and combinations
As with every strategy, it permits some flexibility to adapt to a target market. In the case of female
sexual strategies this flexibility comes from a use of either complimentary or contrasting qualities
that are used to present a specific deal to the targeted male demographic.
This can either represent a transition from one archetype to another, or to a new combination of
archetypes.
An example of a combination popular culture, in the movie the movie “She’s all that” is an example
of a combination of the “Brainy girl” variant from the anti-girl archetype with “The natural beauty”
from the ultra girl archetype. Most of these combination variants exist to further target a specific type
of man. In the referenced “She’s all that” the male lead character is a variant on the “High status
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male with the heart of gold” while the female lead is a “Brainy girl” that transitions from the “No
beauty” to “Natural girl”
In the movie G.I. Jane, we see the transition of Lieutenant Jordan O’Neil played by Demi Moore
transition from a mix of brainy girl and Fashionista, to an embodiment of the anti-girl strategy
combination of “Brainy girl” and “Guy’s girl“. In essence the character leaves behind her femininity
in order to more effectively compete and act in line with the men in her platoon.

Summary and conclusions
The different variants and strategies presented in this post are part of a theory I’m working on. As
such some of them may change, additional information will be presented and a working model is in
progress. The female sexual strategies have male counterpoint strategies that I will outline in an
upcoming post, once the work with breaking down the female strategies is nearing completion.
Until next post, here are the 3 first levels of the breakdown.

Part 2 of this series

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: Female sexual strategies part 2
July 18, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In part
one of this series I outlined the overall framework and how this model works. As you can see from
the chart above, hypergamic optimization (The goal of every female sexual strategy) is broken down
into 2 major groups. The Ultra Girl adopts either beauty or nurturing, and puts a spin on it in order to
increase the perception of scarcity and to differentiate itself from the rest of the market. This has the
purpose of targeting a specific demographic of men more closely than a generalized Strategy.
The Anti-Girl rejects one or more aspects of typical feminine traits in order to create a new strategy.
The Ant-chick strategies seek to manipulate the perception of beauty and scarcity in order to target a
specific demographic. Whereas the “Cool chick” seeks to manipulate the male performance burden
and investment costs to target another demographic.
As outlined in part one, this is not a case of strict dichotomies, and it is possible for women to adopt
combination strategies and to transition between strategies over time. This is in many ways a
dynamic framework that outlines the major groupings I’ve observed.
In the interest of brevity, and readability I’ve selected to do a short section of each, outlining the main
traits of the strategy.

Ultra Girl Strategies
The Ultra Girl strategies all take a female trait and make it their focus, seeking to embody it fully in
order to target a certain demographic. The Beauties attempt to attract men with a strong sensory
focus, through their appearance or sexuality. The Mother Hens seek to attract men who would like to
be taken care of in some fashion, either spiritually, physically or emotionally. The Nurturers in this
category focus on spirituality and/or physical care-taking, while the Hausfraus seek out men with
emotional damage that can be dominated.

The Beauty based strategies
The beauty strategies are focused around appearance. Their statements of appearance is what makes
them different as the Fashionista’s statement is “Do you think this just happens?” when asked about
her look, whereas the Natural Beauty acts as if she simply rolled out of bed that way.
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The Fashionista
Archetype: The Ultra-Girl
Category: The Girly Girl
Main focus: Appearance, beauty, glamour and style
Pop Culture Example: Cher from Clueless
The fashionista is the girliest of girly girls, in love with fashion, make-up, hair, and her own
appearance in the mirror, this is a high maintenance woman. Where the natural beauty often shies
away from excessive make-up, often opting for a more girl-next door, look, the fashionista knows
what makes her look good and will get it. Their major strategy being to land the same type of man
who buys expensive sports cars, large mansions and other status symbols. She is in many ways the
ultimate status symbol and she knows it.
In many ways this archetype plays the Halo Effect and Scarcity for maximum effect, seeking to be
perceived as the rarest commodity in the sexual market place, being the highest maintenance and
requiring the highest investment in the sexual market place, yet attempting to be perceived as a good
deal.

The Natural Beauty (The Girl next door)
Archetype: The Ultra-Girl
Category: The Girly Girl
Main focus: Appearance, natural beauty, wholesome.
Pop Culture Example: Jessica Biel
The major difference between the fashionista and the natural beauty is that the former is highly
fashion focused, whereas the latter seems to be highly attractive on accident. Often seen in clothing
that gives the appearance of simplicity and very little though, the plan here is to appear just as
attractive as the fashionista, yet as a much better deal. This variant is often combined with nurturer
characteristics in order to appear as highly traditional wife material, or with traits from “The Guys
Girl” or “The Low Investment Chick”
This variant is focused on male archetypes that are looking for traditional relationships. Where the
fashionista is focused on the high fliers among men through becoming the perfect trophy wife, the
Natural beauty is often focused on successful and high status males. In essence “The Natural Beauty”
takes advantage of neglect of probability in her targets by appearing like what she is takes no effort,
yet she will get out of bed 3 hours before you do to make her “natural” look happen.

The Agent Provocateur strategies
The Provocateur strategies are based around exaggerating either sexuality in the case of “Sexual Girl”
or ambition in the case of “Career Girl” the former is a promise of untold physical pleasures,
whereas the latter an offer of a shared performance burden.

Career girl
Archetype: The Ultra-Girl
Category: Agent Provocateur
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Main focus: Appearance, competition, accomplishment
Pop Culture Example: Miranda from The Devil Wears Prada
The career girl strategy can in many ways be described as the “Bitch in heels” strategy. While often
retaining large amounts of femininity in her appearance, her attitude rejects traditional feminine
submissive qualities, in favor of competition, accomplishment and being very goal oriented. This is
Patrick Bateman taking your face off while wearing a pencil-skirt and a $600 haircut.
The major demographic for this target is the submissive male, as this woman wants to be in the
driver’s seat, and does not want any competition. She will expect her man to put his own career, goals
and aspirations aside to favor hers, and many partners here end up as stay at home dads. If they
become mothers, this is often as an afterthought, and they tend to give birth after 35, not having been
conscious of the expiration date on their fertility.
This is often seen as a combination strategy with “The Pusher” or “The Guilter”, but especially early
in their lives, they may adopt traits of “The Low Investment Chick”.

Sexual girl
Archetype: The Ultra-Girl
Category: Agent Provocateur
Main focus: Sexual forwardness, submissiveness, indirect manipulation,
Pop Culture Example: Lolita from Lolita
The Sexual girl often comes in two variants, depending on her preference for cunning. This variant
can be said to have weaponized sex in a manner above and beyond what most women do, or even
think to do. Their goal is to overwhelm your senses completely by catering exactly to your fantasies
whatever they may be, thus creating a bond and planting the thought “I will never get sex like this
ever again.”
Marilyn Monroe, a sexual girl with high levels of “Fashionista” and “The Pusher” traits,
demonstrates this in that everything from her manner of dress, her body language and her way of
speaking all ooze sex.
This strategy is in essence a mass market strategy in that it appeals to a very wide variety of men,
however it tends to largely focus on those men that have high levels of Dark Triad traits, combined
with a predilection for sensory experience. However, you will also find that a large amount of the
“stable and trustworthy” salt of the earth men who cheat on their wives after long marriages do it
with this type of woman.

The Mother Hen (care-taking and nurturing strategies)
The Mother Hen strategies takes the quality of nurturing to a whole new level, the major distinction
between the two is that to the true Nurturers it is an end in itself, whereas the latter two use it as a
means to an end.

The Nurturer Strategies
The Nurturers come in two major variants, “The Mom” and “The Muse“. The former focuses on
physical and emotional care-taking, in a more traditional nurturer role, whereas the latter is highly
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focused on creative and/or spiritual nurturing. This is why “Mom” types are often found in traditional
relationships while The Muse is often found in relationships with creative types such as musicians
and artists.

The Mom
Archetype: The Ultra-Girl
Category: The Nurturer
Main focus: Care-taking, nurturing, traditional wife.
Pop Culture Example: Carol Brady
The Nurturer competes through being a very efficient and competent caretaker, in many ways when
you say “She will make a great mom” this is the variant you are talking about. This type also makes
great wives as they tend to compete by providing men with nurturing and caring. This is the girl that
shows up to your house with home-made soup if you cancel your date because you’re sick, who, after
staying over just happened to clean your place while fixing you breakfast in the morning while you
were still asleep.
Their major focus in life is taking care of their loved ones, and they may appear co-dependent in
some cases. This strategy may be combined with “The Natural Beauty” or may transition into “The
Pusher” or “The Guilter” later in life. If faced with a divorce, or early death of a partner, they will
often transition into a more overt strategy such as Sexual Girl, in an attempt to get their groove back.

The Muse
Archetype: The Ultra-Girl
Category: The Nurturer
Main focus: Care-taking, inspiration, encouraging ambition
Pop Culture Example: I could not really find one.
The Muse strategy differs from “The Nurturer” in that rather than taking care of physical needs in the
form of a traditional wife role, it is focused on encouraging the ambitions of her man, and acting as a
source of inspiration for him. This strategy often targets a demographic consisting of artistic men,
such as musicians, painters and other artists, but it may also on occasion target what is seen as artistic
ability in other fields.
This strategy is often combined with “The New Age Chick” or “Career Girl” where in the case of the
former, it will focus very strongly on her man’s spiritual and creative needs, while in the latter she
may very well find herself supporting her 38 year old boyfriend who is in a band “and are about to
make it man“. If the combination has the trifecta of a primary Muse strategy, supported by “Career
girl” and “The Nurturer” she may find herself very prone to being taken advantage of by high Dark
Triad men.
The combination of “The Muse” with “Sexual Girl” and “The New Age Chick” is often kryptonite to a
large male demographic, especially the type of man who has spent his entire life “doing the right
thing” and being a stable and reliable person.
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The Hausfrau strategies
The Hausfrau strategies are in a sense perversions of the nurturer strategies, where a woman appears
to be nurturing physically, emotionally and creatively, but what she is actually doing is pushing or
manipulating her partner into acting out a script for her. A typical example that you frequently can
observe is a Career Girl or Fashionista that transitions into a pusher or guilter when her man fails to
live up to what she perceives as his potential.

The Pusher
Archetype: The Ultra-Girl
Category: The Hausfrau
Main focus: Care-taking, nagging, pushing
Pop Culture Example: Lois from “Malcolm in the Middle”. Kathy Bates in “Misery”.
The Pusher is often a transitional strategy that a woman adopts after having locked a man down. If
you look at a typical “Hen-pecked” husband, odds are his wife is a pusher. The Pusher is often a
“Nurturer” that has suffered some setbacks and is no longer feeling content with her life, and
therefore she attempts to change what she does not like through direct conflict.
Rather than being a distinct sexual strategy to get a man, “The Pusher” is a transition from another
female sexual strategy used to “get a man”, to one where her man is used as a means to an end. The
transition from the original sexual strategy to “The Pusher” often results in the man either ending the
relationship or becoming the stereotypical doormat.

The Guilter
Archetype: The Ultra-Girl
Category: The Hausfrau
Main focus: Caretaking, manipulation, guilt trips.
Pop Culture Example: Debra and Marie from “Everybody loves Raymond”.
The major difference between “The Guilter” and “The Pusher” is whether they prefer indirect or
direct conflict. While “The Pusher” is very comfortable utilizing direct nagging and brow-beating to
punish behavior and correct her family, “The Guilter” prefers using subtle guilt trips or covert
shaming tactics to get her way. Combinations of “The Pusher” and “The Guilter” are quite common,
as many guilters will switch to using overt browbeating and nagging if they are not getting the result
they desire by their preferred methods.
As with “The Pusher“, many men who end up in relationships with “The Guilter” will elect to leave
the relationship. At this point, “The Guilter” will often transition back into her previous sexual
strategy, or will utilize her children as targets in lieu of a partner. A thing to keep in mind is that both
of “The Hausfrau” variants are utilized by women who are unhappy with their life at present and seek
to change it to better fit their vision.
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The Anti-Girl Strategies
The Anti-Girl strategies all seek to manipulate the performance burden, scarcity and investment costs
in the Sexual market place. The Anti-Girly and Anti-Beauty seek to manipulate the scarcity variable
to some degree, with an addition of the investment costs variable. The Guy’s girl focus on investment
cost and performance burden and the Low-Investment Chick seeks to utilize investment costs and
sunk costs.

The Anti-girly
Both of the “anti-girly” strategies seek to reject nurturing in favor of intellect and spirituality in order
to adopt a new trait that increases their perceived scarcity in the market. The Brainy Girl adopts
intellect as her weapon, seeking to carve out a niche for herself, often among highly intellectual men
who experience high scarcity of women with equivalent intellects. The New Age Chick seeks to
carve out a niche for herself among men who are either spiritual or creative themselves or among
men who seek a break from their traditional roles.

Brainy Girl
Archetype: The Anti-Girl
Category: Anti Girly
Main focus: Intellectual performance, her own interests
Pop Culture Example: Alex from “Modern Family”
“The Brainy girl” is a girl focused on her own interests, and very much caught up in her own world.
This is not so much a sexual strategy of its own as it is a type of woman who focuses very strongly on
her intellectual performance and as a result often neglects enacting a sexual strategy at all. The way
to capture a brainy girl is through her mind and interests, often through a similar tactic as “The
Gamer Girl“, in essence adopting her interests.
The Brainy Girl variant, is somewhat of a “Switch Hitter” when it comes to her demographic, as the
variant either goes for high status males, attempting to endear herself as an advisor, or for highly
intellectual men, who she perceives as higher status than herself based on their intellect.

The New Age Chick
Archetype: The Anti-Girl
Category: Anti Girly
Main focus: Spiritual interests, New Age, “Out there”
Pop Culture Example: Dharma from “Dharma & Greg”
Where “The Brainy Girl” is focused on intellectual pursuits, “The New Age Chick” is focused on the
spiritual, she is the hippie girl with crystals in her hair, wearing home-made deodorant and who sees
bodily grooming as oppressing nature. This strategy targets men who seek spiritual enlightenment,
and who are attracted to the esoteric and unpredictable nature of the “New Age Chick“. You may
often see this variant in combination with “Sexual Girl” and occasionally with the “All Beauty”
variant.
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This girl marches to the beat of her own drum, and will either target men who are overly uptight by
challenging their values and static nature, or men who fall into the “New Age” category themselves.

Anti-Beauty
Both of the Anti-beauty strategies seek to undermine the male esthetic preference to some degree.
The “No Beauty” type does so by reducing her own sexual market value to such an extreme level that
just about every male will optimize her hypergamic needs. The “Everything is beauty” seeks to
manipulate the competition into reducing their sexual market value thus, making her appear more
scarce than she actually is.

The No Beauty
Archetype: The Anti-Girl
Category: Alt Chick
Main focus: Rejects beauty standards, believes there is no beauty.
Pop Culture Example: Carrie from “Carrie”
The “No Beauty” archetype rejects the beauty standards of society, and seeks to either change them or
reject them outright. This is often demonstrated in her complete disregard for esthetics. Often her
strategy seeks to target men who are rather desperate, and she does this through setting the bar
extremely low for herself. Some men are attracted to her as a “fixer upper” in that she may be a
woman who would be attractive if she put in minimal effort.
In the variant with “The New Age Chick” she seeks to have men accept her for her “inner beauty”
rather than for an externally pleasing visage. In the variant combination with “The Brainy Girl” she
seeks to have men be attracted to her based on her intellectual qualities rather than her appearance. In
a sense, this strategy bases itself on men perceiving her as “Low hanging fruit” and as a result
frequently attracts men who have self-esteem issues, or are low-SMV.
From a hypergamic standpoint, the goal here is to optimize hypergamy by reducing her own SMV to
the point where any male she traps with her strategy will be a near optimization levels.

The Everything is Beauty
Archetype: The Anti-Girl
Category: Alt Chick
Main focus: Rejects beauty standards, believes everything is beautiful
Pop Culture Example: Lady Gaga
This strategy is probably the most contradictory strategy in the entire model. Where “No beauty”
seeks to diminish the concept of beauty to the point where it does not exist, the “Everything is
beauty” strategy seeks to make everything beautiful. The goal of the strategy itself is the same
principle as behind the concept of “over 80% of drivers think they are above average drivers“, in
essence by calling everyone above average it eliminates the concept of averages.
This variant often attracts the same men as the “No beauty” strategy, but unlike the “No beauty”
strategy, the “Everything is beautiful” strategy is often enacted by women who are quite stunning.
Thus while remaining attractive themselves, they seek to reduce the attractiveness of other women
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and men by encouraging them to unwittingly adopt the “No beauty” strategy.
The cornerstone principle being to exploit the contrast effect to appear more beautiful, while also
appearing to be a highly tolerant and accepting person.

The Guy’s Girl
The Guy’s girl strategies both seek to reduce both the performance burden and investment costs of a
relationship, through adopting male traits. In doing so, they are seeking to target a demographic that
either dislikes “typical female behavior” or someone who dislikes having to adopt his interests to
cater to a partner. Their statement is “You would not have to change at all to be with me”

The Best Buddy
Archetype: The Anti-Girl
Category: The Cool Chick
Main focus: Rejects female behavior patterns and interaction styles
Pop Culture Example: Vasquez from “Aliens”
“The Best Buddy” variant rejects female behavior patterns and seeks to adopt males ones. They often
define themselves as opposed to the typical female behavior such as gossip, and appearance, and
instead focus on being “The chick you can take to the strip club for beers” this is often adopted in
order to gain entry to a male group, where her target is a member, and her target demographic are
often high status males, that have typical male interests.
Rather than attempting to be a complimentary partner to her beau, she seeks to be his best friend first,
yet often finds herself in the friend zone. She can be a valuable asset in your male group, as she will
readily and happily point out the female sexual strategies enacted by women seeking to nab one of
the males in the group, however she will most likely also damage group cohesion as the less
dominant members are likely to fall for her owing to little more than availability bias.

The Gamer Girl
Archetype: The Anti-Girl
Category: The Cool Chick
Main focus: Rejects female interests in favor of male interests.
Pop Culture Example: Kate from “Hackers”
Where “The Best Buddy” adopts male behavioral patters, yet may often maintain her own interests,
the Gamer Girl often retains female behavioral patterns, but adopts male interests. This is often to
seek out a sexual market niche where there is less completion, thus avoiding the contrast effect, while
utilizing shared interests in order to get close to her target demographic.
While there is considerable overlap between “The Best Buddy” and “The Gamer Girl” and the
strategies are very similar, you will frequently see “The Gamer Girl” utilizing female behavior
patterns in a classically male space, whereas “The Best Buddy” will frequently engage in female
interests on the outside of the male space.
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The Low Investment Chicks
Both of the low investment strategies seek to manipulate the male performance burden in order to
secure a mate. The Slut seeks to reduce the performance burden to get sex and once the male is
hooked, increase the burden slowly as in the story of the frog being boiled alive. Whereas the Cool
Chick may have a higher initial investment cost, but is presenting an offer where the on-going cost of
a relationship would be minimal.

The Slut
Archetype: The Anti-Girl
Category: The low cost chick
Main focus: Low initial investment for a relationship
Pop Culture Example: Samantha from “Sex and The City”
The slut is a variant on the “anti-girl” strategy, which seeks to utilize low-investment as the chief
strategy, often supported by “The Sexual Girl” and “The Fashionista” as secondary strategies. This
strategy has as a goal to attract the market through requiring a low initial investment cost. The
additions of “The Fashionista” and “The Sexual Girl” results in a sweeter deal for the potential target
as they feel like they are getting a high quality product for a much lower than anticipated investment.
The variant that contrasts “The Slut” variant’s low initial investment cost, is “The Cool Chick“, that
instead of utilizing a low initial investment cost is focused on a low running maintenance cost for a
relationship. There are combination variants between these two, and it appears to be a growing
strategic choice in the days of Tinder and “Netflix and Chill”

The Cool Chick
Archetype: The Anti-Girl
Category: The low cost chick
Main focus: Low maintenance in relationship
Pop Culture Example: Robin from “How I met your Mother”
Where “The Slut” requires low initial investment for sex, “The Cool Chick” is running a strategy
based on appearing very low maintenance in a relationship. This is usually done by adopting some
traits from “The Best Buddy” and “The Gamer Girl” to create the illusion that you will have to give
up very little in order to be in a relationship with her. After all, if you behave in much the same
manner and like mostly the same things, then you don’t have to give up anything, and you can keep
living like you used to.
The flipside are frequently the hidden costs, when her inner female manifests and the costs suddenly
skyrocket. The Low-maintenance chick often turns into a Hausfrau variant, as she gets older, as the
strategy is not her true self, it was a gambit to get you into a relationship so that she can exploit sunk
cost in order to keep you in it.
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Summary and conclusions
This is the overview of the strategies I have identified up to this point. My observations are largely
based on an experience with women from the United States and Europe, and therefore may not be
applicable on a global scale, though I suspect that little global variation exists.
As this post is already the longest I have ever written on this blog, I’ll leave it here, please leave any
questions or comments in the comment section.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: The sexual market analysis
July 25, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I recently posted an overview in two parts (Part 1 and Part 2) of
general female sexual strategies that you will see used either alone or in combinations as you
navigate the female sexual strategies. After I finished writing those essays, I found myself wondering
about male sexual strategies and whether they can be broken down in a similar manner, and after
some labour I figured out that they can. However, you will very rarely see a man employing a single
strategy, they always use combination strategies, either on purpose or by accident. This post took a
long time to write, because in breaking down the male strategies, I started off the same basis as the
female strategies, which proved itself to be a red herring of sorts.
While female sexual strategies, in essence are tailored marketing approaches aimed at attracting a
given type of male. Male sexual strategies are centered on the burden of performance [1]. So, when I
started breaking down male sexual strategies according to the female archetype model, it was
unavoidable that the Venn diagrams I was utilizing as a tool had significant overlaps. While female
strategies are centered around a performance burden to some extent, in that they have to adapt a
certain performance requirement, they can do so in larger congruence with “just be yourself” than
males can. A female can decide to put a lot of effort into her appearance and utilize that as her sales
value, will have a form of mass market appeal in and of itself, since beauty is a central evaluation
value males use. One could argue that the female strategies are focused around slowly and with
increasing accuracy engaging in increasing differentiation, both to ensure she is accurately situated in
her desired sub-market, but also to eliminate unsuitable males from the buyer group to some extent.
As the male sexual market value depends on a burden of performance, a higher performance will
always translate into a higher sexual market value. A good looking man does better than one with
lesser looks, but a good looking man with some wealth does better than one who is broke. Meaning
that for males, increased burdens of performance offers greater market penetration. The goal of
sexual strategies is therefore to increase the number of females that his value proposition appeals to,
both in order to secure for himself a selection position, but also to “flip” the scarcity perspective so
that females perceive him as scarce rather than the other way around. To this end, men engage in a
form of cold war strategy that I outlined roughly in How Men Compete.
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However, the many definitions for what qualities make up an alpha male, what an alpha male actually
is, and how to become one, seems to be many, varied and highly self-referential, so I eliminated the
idea of doing so, instead deciding to adopt the definitions from Heartiste [4] and Rollo [3].

Analyzing the male side of the sexual market
The male sexual market place model is based on an acceptance of a steadily higher burden of
performance. As the burden of performance goes up, the amount of men capable of following will
decrease. This is in many ways the same within most competitive fields. Hard work beats talent when
talent doesn’t work hard, but talent and hard work beats just hard work. Genetics for height, body
structure, hair, IQ and other traits limit value in their way. Personality traits that affect work ethic,
discipline, and focus limit value in their way. Finally, social inheritance in the form of wealth, social
status or other traits limit SMV in their way. In many ways, this is a bell-curve situation similar to IQ,
whereby adding a higher and higher performance requirement you reduce the amount of men actually
capable of performing at that level.

If we accept that the male
sexual market is in the form of a bell curve as opposed to a uniform distribution. Meaning that rather
than it being a case of 25% Alpha (7.5 – 10), 25% Beta (5 – 7.5), 25% Omega (2.5 – 5%) and 25%
Gamma (0 – 2.5), a majority of men are Beta and will cluster around the mean. Omega and Gamma
represents 1 – 3 standard deviations of SMV below the mean and alpha represents 1 – 3 standard
deviations above the mean. This supports the anecdotal statement about being in the “top 10% of
SMV” and similar arguments. It also follows from the observation that attraction is not a simple 1 to 1
principle, but in the case of men one to many and in the case of women many to one.
The Bell-Curve distribution explains this phenomenon in that the concept of scarcity can be applied
very easily to such a distribution, but cannot truly be applied to a uniform distribution. In a uniform
distribution, you would have equally many tens as you have fives and ones, which would make the
scarcity purely result of eights and nines also going after tens along with the 10s. If the former plus a
much lower available amount of tens, it follows that you will have a double-scarcity effect of both
low supply and high demand, rather than purely a high demand situation.
From the perspective of the bell curve it is possible to apply analysis tools to the sexual market for
men, and I have elected to use the 5 Forces analysis, invented and popularized by Harvard Professor
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Michael Porter. The reasoning being that it covers demand, supply, competition and value creation
chain.

From the
perspective of the 5 forces analysis, the increasing performance requirement to reach the pinnacle of
sexual market value for men is as follows:
Threat of new entrants: The new entrants to the sexual market place is for all intents and purposes a
constant, however if the Bell-Curve assumption holds, it follows that the threat goes down as SMV
goes up and increases as SMV goes down, as a result of the increased performance burden that is the
source of the increased SMV.
Threat of substitute products: Minimal as a result of the bell-curve nature at the top of the male
SMV market. The threat of substitute products decreases as SMV goes up, and increases as SMV
goes down. This is again a result of the increased performance burden to bring your SMV up.
Bargaining power of suppliers: This is where a small change has to be made to the model. The
bargaining power of suppliers is dependent on inputs to your production, and the characteristics of
this market. In short, if you are selling computers that use components that only one supplier in the
world can manufacture, they have much higher bargaining power as opposed to if you used generic
components. The limitation in male SMV is composed of the inputs you have naturally such as the
genetics that influence higher value characteristics.
Competitive rivalry: The competitive rivalry within the sexual market place for both men and
women is very fierce. This is evidenced both by the Pareto principle applied to the SMP [2] Where
men frequently compete for large markets inside the overall market, women compete for the rarer
commodity in their prime.
Bargaining power of customers: This deals with how unique your product is in the sexual market
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place. It follows from the Bell-Curve assumption that bargaining power of the customer goes down as
your sexual market value goes up. If you 2 – 3 standard deviations above the mean in SMV, you are
within the top 2.5% of the population and therefore, your customers will be 100% of the market,
while your ideal target customers will be the top 50%.
This has an interesting effect on the supply-demand paradigm within the SMV. Where the macro of
the supply demand equation has women as the in demand commodity until they hit the wall, at which
point male SMV starts to eclipse the female SMV. The top 15% of men are always men in demand,
because thanks to the Pareto Principle [2] more women desire those men. To use yet another Iphone
analogy. If the global phone market had 100 people looking for mobile phones, and 120 are produced
every year, then it means that supply is greater than demand, and thus the price will go down.
However, if those 100 customers all want an Iphone and only 30 are produced every year, then in the
case of the Iphone, demand outstrips supply and therefore the price will increase.
From the perspective of Dr. Porter, the only market where one can expect to achieve above average
returns for a foreseeable future is one where there are high barriers to entry, low bargaining power of
buyers, low bargaining power of suppliers, low competitive rivalry and low threat of substitution. By
engaging in targeted self-improvement you will over time create high barriers to entry, you reduce
the bargaining power of buyers, you reduce the threat of substitution, you cannot do much to affect
the market itself in terms of competitive rivalry, but you will shift the odds of winning in your favor
and odds are you can overcome many of your issues relating to bargaining power of suppliers.

The arms race of the male SMP
As the former argument outlines, a man can increase his own sexual market value through accepting
an increased burden of performance (and thus results of that performance). As a result, the SMV is a
constant but the performance burden is relative. What this translates to in practice is that a Football
team captain will tend to have a high SMV in high school and throughout college, where his main
area of performance leads to both high scores for physical dominance, as a leader of men and in the
form of social value generation. The same man, if he blows out his knee, often experiences a decline
in SMV, as a result of reduced performance ability in the physical sphere, which as the source of the
majority of his SMV, also influences high social proof and his role as a leader.
The reason why I refer to the male SMP as an arms race where the performance burden is always
increasing for males, while many women are actively working to reduce their own performance
burden resulting in a relatively poorer deal for the men. From an evolutionary perspective, what this
breaks down to is a simple energy equation. Efficiency from an evolutionary perspective is the gain
of max energy input in exchange for the minimum energy output. For most of its existence, the
majority of humanity have lived in a world of food scarcity, this meant that above all else, energy
efficiency is of prime importance. If you expend more calories than you can attain, you will
eventually die. Therefore, it is in human nature to minimize performance requirements and to attempt
lazy solutions. With this little knowledge, you know that if you go just a little bit beyond the
minimum requirement, you will have done more than most.
One could argue that the concept of marriage arose to create stability through the application of
command control economics to the male performance burden. I am reminded of a quote by Julius
Caesar “I would rather be first in a village than second in Rome“. With an assumption that men do
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what we do as a result of wanting to get laid, it’s obvious that if the performance burden is fully let
lose, it would result in a constant cycle of uprisings, riots, jockeying for position within power
structures and constant hyper-competition to get to, and remain at the top. This is hardly a
prescription for a stable nation, and would lead to situations more akin to those that experience a
coup every few years on a macro scale. On a micro-scale it creates a highly machiavellian and warlike society that will benefit the ruler in the short run, but where establishing family benefits in the
long run will be impossible.

Summary and conclusions
While I was planning this post, I found myself thinking back to many of those I have already written.
Most of the time, the posts that perform the best tend to be the ones that relate to female behavior.
From a marketing perspective understanding your customer is very important, but unless you
understand your product and your competition, you will still struggle to do well.
The key to true market success happens when your product is positioned to still have mass market
appeal, while ensuring a target rich environment of your ideal customer, in a way that eliminates
much of your competition. This is where the self-improvement focus of the red pill and manosphere
comes into the picture. If you work out and 80% of men do not, then you have an advantage. If you
dress well and most men don’t you have an advantage. Small benefits add up to a much better total
product.
Reading articles, books, forums in order to educate yourself is well and good, however it must also be
battle-tested. When making a battle plan, you need to know the capabilities of your own army, the
capabilities of the army you will be facing, and the territory you will be fighting on.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2014/09/23/the-burden-of-performance/
[2] https://therationalmale.com/2016/02/23/the-pareto-principle/
[3] https://therationalmale.com/2011/10/20/alpha/
[4] https://heartiste.wordpress.com/2007/09/19/defining-the-alpha-male/
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Enlightenment liberalism
July 28, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As politics has continued its evolution
across time, my position has slowly drifted from what used to be a liberal one to one that seems to
have more in common with the #altright. This was somewhat curious to me, as my values and
perspectives have not really changed on what I consider the major issues. This is why I decided to
write up a post on what being an enlightenment liberal actually entails. I’ve written on the
enlightenment before as a part of the social justice chronicles, to give a quick introduction, it was a
period where philosophers defined and argued in favor of the values that are the foundation for our
modern western nation states. From Hobbes, John Stuart Mill and Thomas Paine on Government,
Adam Smith on Economics, Kant on Ethics, Hume, Voltaire and Rousseau on a range of topics.
This created a foundation on which the most successful states of the next 300 – 400 years (depending
on what you regard as the start of the enlightenment) were built, and that have made them the most
free, and well-functioning states in the world. However, over time the ideals of classical liberalism
have become undermined by the group referred to as the “regressive left” and by the conservatives
who by now should be seeking to conserve those values. While the literature from the classical
liberals and those who followed them, is great and diverse the agreement on Universality and
freedom of expression is strong.
Foremost, what serves as the foundation for the philosophy of the enlightenment are the values that
came forth in the scientific revolution, namely empiricism and reason.
“To argue with a man who has renounced the use and authority of reason, and whose
philosophy consists in holding humanity in contempt, is like administering medicine to the
dead, or endeavoring to convert an atheist by scripture.” Thomas Paine
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Utilitarianism
“The creed which accepts as the foundation of morals, Utility, or the Greatest-Happiness
Principle, holds that actions are right in proportion as they tend to promote happiness,
wrong as they tend to produce the reverse of happiness. By happiness is intended pleasure,
and the absence of pain; by unhappiness, pain, and the privation of pleasure.” John Stuart
Mill
Utilitarianism has taken many forms and has been used to justify and rationalize many poor actions.
One could argue that in a state where 51% agree on values and the other 49% disagree, perhaps there
should be two states rather than one as this would tend to make happiness greater among the entire
100%. However, in the case where the 49% are the majority producers of happiness in the existing
state, there is no doubt that the other 51% would suffer more pain and unhappiness, should those 49%
elect to form their own civilization. This largely becomes a question of ethics, is it right for one part
of a population to derive their happiness from the work of the other part of the population?
Without getting into the arguments of socialism vs capitalism, it is easy to argue in favor of both
minority and majority dictatorships and this is frequently done in the public square. Naturally, it is
easier to enslave 10% of your population under the guise of utilitarianism, and defend it on the basis
that the happiness of the remaining 90% outweighs the misery of the 10%. In order to ensure a
balance within the state, utilitarianism is balanced by universality.

Universality Equality and Rights
“Whatever is my right as a man is also the right of another; and it becomes my duty to
guarantee as well as to possess.” Thomas Paine
The point in the quote above, is one of universality, the concept that we all share the same rights and
also the same duties, and to unequally distribute them in a morally reprehensible act. Kant famously
formulated this in his categorical imperative in that when acting, a man should ask himself of the
consequences should his action in that context become a law of nature. For instance, if the reaction to
someone stating something you disagree with, is to de-platform them, take away their means to make
a living, slander them and physically assault them, and this would be the action of everyone every
single time someone stated something they disagree with, would that create a better world or a worse
world?
Universality of rights and duties are a central tenet of enlightenment liberalism, you and I share the
same rights, and the same duty to be the guardian of those rights for others. To seek to take from
others a right that you wish for yourself, or for others to be guardians of a right which you do not
desire them to have, is not only a failure of ethics, but also a failure of understanding that in a state
without universality is one of slavery. So how does one arrive at what rights a population has, and
what duties a population should have? The enlightenment philosophers looked towards what man’s
natural state would be. What rights arise from someone merely being human, this became the basis
for natural law.
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Natural law
“The end of law is not to abolish or restrain, but to preserve and enlarge freedom.” John
Locke
Natural law creates a distinction between man made laws and those that come from nature. It views
the state as a guardian of the freedoms given to every man by nature upon his birth. A man in nature
may speak his mind, defend his property, and his life. The view of the enlightenment philosophers
was that human beings are born with rights that human laws can never take away. The right to defend
himself and his family, after all, if you do not have a right to defend your life, that would mean that
you have no right to live, so why did nature bring you into existence? A man in nature is an island
that is free to speak his mind, and to defend his life by any means necessary should anyone attempt to
take his life for his words.

Human laws, civilization and property
“As a man is said to have a right to his property, he may be equally said to have a property
in his rights.” James Madison
From some perspectives, the privatization of property and income was one of the major enables of
innovation and development in the Western World. Once people who made inventions were allowed
to keep the bulk of income they generated, it created an incentive to be creative and innovative, as the
risk of the King merely confiscating the majority of the income from your labour at a whim became
much less. The right to property is balanced by the Lockian-proviso [2] that states that once property
becomes a zero-sum game, then the right changes. Locke’s thoughts were related to land, in that an
individuals right to homestead (privatizing property from nature) is conditional on there being
enough property left for others. In our modern time where intellectual property and inventions have
taken the place of land as the major commodity, this is covered by patents and intellectual property
law.
The right to ownership is said to come from the combination of labour with natural resources. A man
who comes across a tree with apples on it, may invest his labour in the tree, and as a result gets a
right to ownership of what it produces. Another, stronger man may come across him and try to take
his property from him, the other may may succeed. This forms the basis for a civilization, as men
who have invested their labour in property, may decide that they are stronger if they all agree to
defend the property of the others in exchange for aid to defend their own. This forms a human law
that dictates that each man has a duty to defend the property of the other men covered by the law, in
exchange for the right to aid should he so require. This is the beginning of the young civilization, a
trade among free men for the betterment of all those involved. The risk of losing their investment is
lower, and the risk to the life of each one is lower. This is an agreement entered by free men made of
their own volition based on the self-interest of each individual to defend their property, in doing so
they also defend the property of rights each has from nature.
Once our world changed from agricultural land being the primary source of income and prosperity,
this game changed from zero-sum to a game wherein everyone given creativity and labour can create
for themselves a piece of property on which to base their life. As a species we moved on step away
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from the subsistence existence, towards one that values intellect, creativity and rewards them well.
However, this also changes the importance of the law. For while under the old world of agricultural
land, taking land from a man was only to confiscate his labour and means of survival. Whereas
taking intellectual property from man is taking not only his labour and means of survival, it is also to
take from him his creativity, his intelligence and his soul. Thus the protection of the products of
imagination, intellect and creativity must today be viewed as the population of the agricultural world
viewed taking land or cattle.

Liberty
“In fact, if law were restricted to protecting all persons, all liberties, and all properties; if
law were nothing more than the organized combination of the individual’s right to selfdefense; if law were the obstacle, the check, the punisher of all oppression and plunder — is
it likely that we citizens would then argue much about the extent of the franchise?” Frédéric
Bastiat
The core of liberty in enlightenment liberalism tends to be maximizing the natural rights the
population can have, while minimizing the limitation of those duties put upon the population by the
state. For instance, in the natural world we may all posses what weapons we desire or require.
Limiting this to safeguard a society also means diminishing the right of each citizen to defend
themselves and the ability to defend their own person and property. To demand the benefit generated
by the labour of another without compensation, is likewise undermining the natural right to property
and the right to defend that property.
To be as free as possible, accepting only duties of their own volition and demanding that the state
only take away rights to the bare minimum is the core proposition of a state founded on
enlightenment principles.
The role of the state is to maintain the rights of people as they are in nature in exchange for a suitable
balance of duties that it imposes to serve its purpose. Should the state elect to impose a high balance
of duties or take away rights, it is the duty of all citizens to oppose this encroachment and destruction
of the social contract. Both the individual and the collective may propose changes or amendments to
the social contract, however they must be mindful that it does not upset the gentle balance between
democracy and tyranny. Understand that a social contract is fragile, and the loss of trust among the
parties to the contract, is likely to end with a breach.

On Tyrants and Authoritarians
“Usurpers always bring about or select troublous times to get passed, under cover of the
public terror, destructive laws, which the people would never adopt in cold blood. The
moment chosen is one of the surest means of distinguishing the work of the legislator from
that of the tyrant.” Jean-Jacques Rousseau
As stated, be mindful of legislating or accepting others to legislate on your behalf when you are not
of sound mind and body. Strangely enough, one may not enforce a will where the signatory was not
of sound mind or body, yet politicians readily encourage and incite the population to act on a basis of
anything but reason and empiricism. Should a legislator propose laws that would readily and
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massively restrict rights and increase duties, one should be mindful of their consequence and ones
own states, remaining stoic and forcing oneself to utilize cold-blooded reason over warm-blooded
emotions.
If one looks at those states that have devolved from democracy to tyranny, the road is most
predictable. In a situation where the population is fearful, institute laws under the guise of making
them safe.
“Those who surrender freedom for security will not have, nor do they deserve, either one.”
Benjamin Franklin

Freedom of speech
“I may not agree with what you have to say, but I will defend to the death your right to say
it” Attributed to Voltaire
The role of freedom of speech, thought and expression is as a method to achieve and maintain a state,
in which the population has as much freedom as possible. It allows for ideas to be presented in the
marketplace of free ideas, and thus contributes intellectual property to the public discourse. In
addition, the freedom to oppose and argue against ideas in the marketplace creates a counter-weight.
The combination of both the apologist and the critic, allows both the refinement of ideas through
various methods, but also permits bad ideas to be eliminated. A marketplace of ideas without the
right and duty to oppose bad ideas is like a city without waste management, garbage ends up
everywhere.
Many argue that the freedom of speech enshrined in many constitutions in the west, is merely the
protection of the individual’s right to free speech from the state, rather than from other individuals.
However, with the advent of hate speech laws, the states are already making their moves against free
expression. There were already laws in place in many states to cover issues such as incitement to
violence, and threats, adding a dimension based on what is being said, is a serious and severe
infringement of freedom of expression. Secondly, to quote Bertrand Russell:
“It is clear that thought is not free if the profession of certain opinions makes it impossible to earn a
living. It is clear also that thought is not free if all the arguments on one side of a controversy are
perpetually presented as attractively as possible, while the arguments on the other side can only be
discovered by diligent search.”
What Russell argues here is that by permitting the population to eliminate one’s way of earning a
living as revenge or as a means to silence opposing speech, the State fails to protect the life and
pursuit of happiness. In a small thought experiment, where you either work or starve to death,
someone eliminating your ability to work is in fact a case of murder. Secondly, he also points out
quite clearly, that the “driver dichotomy“* is a case of suppressing people’s right to hear arguments
from both sides in an intellectually honest manner.
We must not forget that we both enjoy the right of free speech but also the duty to defend it against
those tyrants who would take it away.
*The driver dichotomy is that everyone who drives faster than you is a maniac, while everyone who
drives slower than you is an idiot.
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What liberalism is not
“The end may justify the means as long as there is something that justifies the end.” Leon
Trotsky
The above quote is one that is very interesting from a utilitarian perspective. If the end is justified (or
more likely rationalized) through the argument that it will promote maximum happiness and
minimum pain, then it follows that the means justify the end. The logical conclusion of this argument
is that minimum pleasure and maximum pain now, is justified if the rationalized end leads to a higher
maximum happiness and a lower minimum pain than merely remaining in the status quo. Thus, if
your vision is grand enough, and your justification appears sound enough, then by any means achieve
your end.
A classic trait of authoritarian and tyrannical regimes is their willingness to accept a doctrine that the
means justify the end, regardless of Kant’s proposition to treat people as ends in themselves, not
merely means to an end as a cardinal principle of ethical behavior. This can only happen once both
the means and the motive exists to violate the principles outlined above.
The core of the authoritarian SJW mindset is a rejection of the fundamental values of enlightenment
liberalism. Adopting the mindset that the end justifies the means, they undermine universality in
order to push their agenda further. Through their glorification of historically “oppressed groups“, at
the cost of historically “privileged groups“, which further enables them to unequally distribute rights
and duties. Rights to the previously “oppressed” groups and duties to the alleged “privileged” groups.
Rather than trying to live up to the dream of Martin Luther King, they judge purely based on the
color of skin, the sex, and the sexuality of a person. Once universality is eliminated one can start to
chip away at the other enlightenment principles that are all built upon the concept.
One can suppress freedom of expression under the guise of “hate speech” and by labeling ideas,
counter-arguments and speech that contradicts or opposes yours as “hate speech“. Ignoring the fact
that the “hate speech” laws of today are merely the modern variant of a blasphemy law. The major
difference being that while the blasphemy law protected people’s strongly held religious beliefs, the
“hate speech” laws protect people’s feelings. One may ask what the major difference is between antidiscrimination laws and hate speech laws, and it is quite simple. The former enforces the
enlightenment principle of equal rights, the latter contradicts the same principle.
Once freedom of expression is removed, the authoritarians may proceed with more fervor than
before, as their opposition has now been silenced. Under the guise of the prosperous end, they can
take away natural rights, property and liberty with impunity. Once, rights, property and liberty are
taken away the authoritarian can sit back and enjoy the dictatorship of their own making.
There is an old statement of “If you tolerate intolerance you are not a liberal” this is a flawed
statement and a perfect example of circular reasoning. A statement in the enlightenment spirit would
be “If you tolerate unequal distributions of rights and duties, then you are not a liberal” if you
tolerate that others must carry more of the burden or have less rights, then you destroy the end of
classical liberalism. If then free speech is destroyed, it means the destruction of the means of
classical liberalism.
To take this to the battlefields of the #safespace and #triggerwarning authoritarians currently
growing like a cancer. It is clear that universality would simply lead to a stand-still. If they are faced
with demands for #safespaces, #triggerwarnings and cries of “hate speech” whenever they open their
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mouth in public, followed by attempts to have them dismissed from their place of employment,
expulsion from their places of education, and loss of platforms to speak.
“I’m very depressed how in this country you can be told “That’s offensive” as though those
two words constitute an argument.” Christopher Hitchens
To take offense at the words of another, is fair. If you seek to deny them the right to speak on the
basis of you being offended, it follows that you put your sensibilities above their right to speak, and
perhaps even worse over the right of everyone else to hear. Socrates was made to drink hemlock as a
result of offending the sensibilities of popular opinion and discourse in Athens. Unfortunately, the
people who seem to be attacked for speaking their mind and often suffer harsh consequences for
doing so, are those who are at odds with popular opinion. Those who are outside of public opinion
may be offensive, destructive or utterly wrong. However, they may also be the only ones who dare
speak truth to the public and power, such as Zola against antisemitism in the French military and
government, Niemoller against the Nazis (eventually) and numerous authors and intellectuals against
the Soviet model.
“The fact that an opinion has been widely held is no evidence whatever that it is not utterly
absurd; indeed in view of the silliness of the majority of mankind, a widely spread belief is
more likely to be foolish than sensible.” Bertrand Russell

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
References:
[1]
http://www.zerohedge.com/article/middle-class-really-carrying-tax-burden-contrarian-view-no-share
d-sacrifice
[2] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lockean_proviso
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Of means and ends
August 3, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I often use the terms “means” and “ends” in my
writing, this is a concept that I borrowed from a formulation of the categorical imperative by
Immanuel Kant, which is as follows:
“Act in such a way that you treat humanity, whether in your own person or in the person of
any other, never merely as a means to an end, but always at the same time as an end.”
Immanuel Kant (Grounding for the Metaphysics of Morals)
In Kant’s formulation, he is stating that in order to treat people in a humane and ethical manner, you
must view the interaction with their person as a goal in itself, not merely as a method to achieve a
goal. I touched on this in my post on means, motive and opportunity, which is a breakdown of the
three different concepts and these are complimentary and overlapping principles. Means is the
equivalent in both cases, and the result of the combination of means, motive and opportunity results
in the end. You can never have an end without a method to achieve that end, a motivation for
achieving that end and the opportunity to pursue that end. However, a major stumbling block many
people face is that they become preoccupied with creating means, without taking the opportunity
when it presents itself.
“I will go for that promotion once I have another year of experience and finish my night classes”
“I will go after this women I’m lusting after once I read another 4 books on game”
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 332 of 1188

“I will renew my wardrobe once I lose another 15 lbs”
In all the above scenarios the person is putting off action, and taking risks under the guise of “not
being ready” in essence they are creating creating a situation whereby failing to achieve one goal,
will result in failing another goal as well. Put in another way, they are telling themselves “I will
neglect to take opportunities presented to me until I have achieved another end“. I’m a major
proponent of sequential-tasking and parallel tasking, however, if you line up your life as a series of
milestones, with hard dependencies, you will not be capable of achieving maximum results in a timeframe.

An example of appearance improvement
Let’s say that Tim is sick of being a fat fucker who spends all his time eating cheetos, drinking
Mountain dew and playing Halo with his buddies. He wants to get laid more and improve his health.
He decides that he wants to gain 20lbs of muscle and lose 50 lbs of fat. He goes online and finds one
of the many great sites that outlines how to lose fat, how to build muscle, how to change a diet, and
so on. Building muscle and burning fat are opposing goals. To build muscle you theoretically have to
be in calorie surplus, to lose fat you need to have a calorie deficit. This leaves Tim with a few
options:
A) Build muscle first, then do a cut. In this scenario, Tim decides to eat at a slight caloric surplus so
he will be able to build muscle, his reasoning being that a higher amount of muscle will help him
burn calories faster once it is time to cut.
B) Do a cut first and then build muscle. In this scenario, Tim decides to eat at a slight caloric deficit
so he will be able to cut much of the excess fat, thus improving nutrient sensitivive, insulin levels and
various other functions that help him build muscle later.
Regardless of what he picks, Tim now puts all his effort into this one goal. Reasoning that by
focusing and putting all his effort towards this one crucible, he will magically improve all the other
aspects of his life as well. As long as he gets that six-pack he will be laid like a king. So over the next
year he dedicates himself to cleaning up his diet and working out 4 times every week, then after a
year he steps on the scale and he has achieved his goal, so he hits the town. However, he still doesn’t
get laid, and slips back into his old habits of halo night, cheetos and mountain dew.
Tim had a plan, he took an opportunity, he made sure he had the means and he was clearly motivated
to achieve his goal. So, why did it fail? Tim failed for the same reason many people fail, by breaking
everything down to a single variable, in Tim’s case his excess of body fat and his deficit in muscle. In
research terms, this would be neglecting other variables that affect an outcome. There are other
variables that affect the total sum of Tim’s physical appearance, his wardrobe, his grooming habits,
his haircut, and so on. So, while his body improvement through a solid diet and workout program did
in fact increase his appearance score, it may not have improved the total by much.

Summary and Conclusions
What Tim did was a simple neglect of variables, he figured that there was a single issue he could
dedicate himself to and once he achieved that, all his problems would magically be fixed. This is an
attractive prospect, if solving a single issue could fix everything that is wrong with your life then life
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would suddenly be less chaotic and less troublesome. This is male deductive logic in its most raw
form, Problem – > Action – > Solution.
In Tim’s case he viewed appearance improvement as a means to an end, the whole purpose behind it
was to improve his body so that he would get laid more often. As the end does not immediately
materialize Tim becomes disheartened and loses faith (his motive is now dead) thus he slips back into
his old habits. He feels like the massive improvement to his health, longevity and life by adopting
healthy habits has not materialized the perceived end, therefore the motive vaporizes. If Tim had
treated improving his appearance and health as an end in itself, he would not have lost faith, as the
value of his effort would be clear every time he looked in a mirror.
He made the mistake of making his end dependent on others, rather than dependent on himself.
Furthermore, by neglecting a range of variables, he set himself up for failure and created a convenient
out when the end did not magically materialize. Thus, rather than being happy that he accomplished
his weight loss and muscle building, and viewing that as accomplishing a significant milestone, he
views it as pointless effort.
Tim’s thinking is very typical of humans, we tend to identify one issue as our major problem, and
work to fix that one issue, then when we have fixed it and notice that it did not fix everything wrong
with our lives, we get discouraged and slip back into an existence of convenience. To avoid this, a
person needs to build a system of thinking that is self-reinforcing in the positive direction. The best
way to accomplish this is to actually make each goal an end in itself, conditional only on you.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More on means and ends
Grounding for the Metaphysics of Morals – Immanuel Kant
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Of rational and rationalizing actors
August 4, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

A central foundation of economics as a field is the
rational actor. Homo Econonomicus as it is called is an abstraction that makes much of economic
theory possible, through the assumption that humans logically weigh options, utilizing concepts such
as marginal utility, taking into account sunk costs and opportunity costs, and countless other
principles that together construct the theoretical framework of economics. The homo economicus has
no preferences, no bias, make no flaws in their logic and has perfect information. The interesting part
of this is that marketing (a sub-field of economics) and economics are at odds, because if humans
truly were rational actors, then marketing should have little value outside of being the source of the
perfect information. However, if we take a look at marketing, it becomes clear that in marketing
informing is a means to an end, the end being persuasion and influence. The model used in
economics is one of needs and wants, where a need is a biological urge that needs to be sated and a
want is the preferred manner in sating that urge. For instance, thirst is a need, preferring green tea is a
want. If the human in question was a rational actor, the way to make such a decision was to weigh all
the drink choices, and then make a choice based on the relative merits of each beverage option. These
merits could include such categories as flavor preferences, health benefits, health detriments and so
on, and thereafter a choice could be made.
However, marketing seeks to override the part of your brain that seeks out information about ways to
sate wants, and most frequently seek to appeal to other things than the merits of the product. For
instance, Coca Cola is a beverage that contains both caffeine (a diuretic) and salt (makes you thirsty)
thus it follows that Coca Cola can not really appeal to its ability to sate the need of thirst. Therefore
they focus on emotional connections by being present at places like Disneyland, associations with
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important times of the year such as Christmas, associations with sports teams, and various other
things that have nothing to do with the merit of the product itself.
This creates an interesting situation, if economics is based on humans being perfect data processors,
yet marketing is based on humans being imperfect data processors, seeking to take advantage of
errors in processing through weaponized bias, furthermore through promotion of brands that take
advantage of mental shortcuts such as those outlined by Kahneman. This creates an interesting
contraction between the sub-field and the main field. Over time this has slowly permeated through
our society, mostly as a result of seeming like a logical and reasonable person has become a status
check. Ask even the most irrational ADD laden person you know, and they will tell you how
structured, logical and reasonable they are, despite the mountain of evidence that you can marshal
when making a counter-argument. If you were to make the counter argument, they would be quick on
their feet to either rationalize the evidence and patter of behavior, or to engage in the very irrational
behavioral you were pointing out in the first place.
Major Premise: People have a need to appear a given way both to society and themselves.
This is what Heartiste refers to as the “Rationalization Hamster“, the ability of human beings to
rationalize whatever they did or want to do. Sam Harris argues in his book on the subject, that human
brains make a decision 15 seconds prior to the person actually being aware that the decision has been
made [1]. When we add to that the system 1 (automatic, effortless, unconscious) vs system 2
(Deliberate and conscious, effortful, controlled mental process) concept introduced by Kahneman,
which states that many decisions humans make are made through the use of heuristics, and other
short-cuts that seek to minimize energy expenditure. His famously uses Dr. Watson (system 1) and
Sherlock Holmes (System 2) as examples, points out the major difference. Where System 1 rushes to
a conclusion, System 2 slows down, takes in data, and then forms conscious conclusions. When a
person is engaging in high investment decision making such as buying a house, they are likely to lean
towards system 2 in order to ensure a correct selection, when a person is making a low investment
decision such as shopping for groceries, they are likely to be in system 1 mode, relying either on
brand or whatever want-based item they see first. The persons who agonize for hours analyzing data
on what toilet paper to buy are as rare as the people who decide to buy a house or car on a whim.
A third element is added, the virtual onslaught of biases, fallacies, and errors that exist in human
reasoning [3], it follows that even on the best of days humans will engage in actions that are not
rational, logical and intelligent. These actions can be anything from engaging in a destruction of
shareholder value that is nearly unprecedented since the early 2000s as is the case with Marisa Mayer
at Yahoo that her board silently approved of, to Elon Musk, by his success in business and probably
the closest the world has to a real world Tony Stark, marrying the same woman twice and having her
file for divorce twice. Some things are simply rationalization crack. Both women and men will
rationalize behavior in the name of “love“, people will happily rationalize away behaviors, and
actions engaged in by those close to them, or ideologies that are central to their identities. An
interesting observation here is the string of denouncements from conservatives and progressives
against Donald Trump for running a campaign that appeals to people’s emotions. Despite the fact that
both camps are guilty of doing exactly that since before the Reagan administration.
However, if you were to ask someone why they just spent $5000 they do not have, making purchases
on Black Friday, odds are that they are going to tell you “I actually saved money by spending those
$5000, I would have had to pay much more if I’d waited” or some variant thereof. This is part of the
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brilliance of how sales work.
Black Friday is a brilliant example. It has a short duration and adds a lot of shoppers all going after
the same items, thus creating urgency, competition and the illusion of scarcity. This pushes people
towards system 1 thinking, thus avoiding a situation where people are actually considering things like
long term consequences and whether they can afford something. Secondly, through using discounts
and “for limited time only” or “limited amount only” it creates a rationalization for people. They can
rationalize to themselves and others that they made the intelligent and fiscally sound decision,
through using “It was cheaper than waiting”.
Minor premise 1: People operating on system 1 are easier to influence.
Minor premise 2: Offer people a rationalization.
Minor premise 3: Play on bias and fallacies.
Conclusion 1 (from MP 1 and mp1): People operating on system 1 are likely to act in predictable
manners congruent with how they want to appear and view themselves.
Conclusion 2 (from MP 1 and mp2): People will rationalize their behavior if given an opportunity.
Conclusion 3 (from MP1 and mp3): Use bias and fallacies to enable people to appear they way they
want.
Conclusion 4 (from MP1 and mp1, 2, 3): Use Bias and fallacies to influence people operating in
system 1 to act unpredictable if offered a chance to rationalize non-congruent behavior.

Summary
This post is somewhat complimentary with information gathering and sophism. Once you aware of
the irrational nature of humans, and start to view the large influence games through the lens of
irrationality, you will discover why they are played based on emotions while providing
rationalizations, rather than by strict facts and logical communication. Evangelical apologist William
Lane-Craig is an expert at employing these tactics in debates, where his arguments are superficially
valid, however depend on various logical fallacies such as equivocation, special pleading or ad hoc.
Likewise, the Budweiser commercials that show men drinking Budweiser surrounded by models, are
encouraging a connection between drinking lite lager and banging models. Rather than selling their
beverage based on its merits as a beer, they are selling an image and a lifestyle to their customers.
This is the same reason why ideology is so powerful, it helps people build their frame of reality. The
fact that you support Hillary, Bernie, Cruz or Trump, is both influenced by your existing frame, and
your desired frame. I found myself watching “Last Week Tonight with John Oliver” the other night
where he presents the following:
Candidates can create feelings -> Feelings = Facts -> Therefore Candidates can create facts. [4]
This is a statement that candidates can create narratives that their followers will accept as true. I
suspect this is similar to how authors and directors make a deal with their audience to suspend
disbelief when reading fiction or watching a movie. We willfully ignore facts in favor of the
narrative, so that Rambo can win against the whole Soviet army. A narrative in the base form is a
series of facts explained in the form of a story, however, most people will not take the time to check
the facts, they will merely see if the story makes sense and suspend disbelief if facts to the contrary
are presented. If the story makes sense, given A, B and C, and B is blatantly false, yet destroys the
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narrative. People will rationalize that B cannot be false, because the story makes no sense if B is
false. It is a perfect case of circular reasoning.
Humans as animals will rationalize why they are doing something, how they selected to do it, and
why the outcome was or was not as anticipated. By utilizing story based communication and subtly
giving people a way to rationalize their interpretation and their actions, you can convince people of
just about anything.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] Free Will by Sam Harris
[2] Thinking fast and Slow by Daniel Kahneman
[3] The Art of Thinking Clearly by Rolf Dobelli
[4] https://youtu.be/zNdkrtfZP8I
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MBTI & Psychological types
August 6, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

This post will discuss some of the more
intermediate and advanced parts of MBTI, so for those who are not familiar with the system, I
recommend visiting the MBTI Foundation and reading their basics first.
Myers-Briggs personality typing is based on the work of Carl Gustav Jung, and is one of the main
systems for personality types being used in corporate environment the other two major options being
D.I.S.C and Big 5. As an empiricist, my major contention with MBTI is that it does not stand up very
well to scientific rigor, people often score different types upon being tested again and various other
issues [1]. However, as a probabilistic heuristic it serves a different purpose, the goal is not that it is
repeatable the goal is that it works for the purpose you are employing it.
The MBTI system consists of 4 psychological functions, extroversion vs introversion, intuition vs
sensing, thinking vs feeling and judging vs perceiving. In addition each of these functions are either
directed out into the world or towards your inner self (objective vs subjective).
For instance, the feeling function directed outwards tend towards maintaining social structures,
emotional care-taking of others, and making judgements based on how it will affect the social
cohesion and group unity on an emotional level. The thinking function directed outwards tends to be
focused on efficiency, pragmatism, judgements based on facts and impersonal measurable criteria. [2]

On the functional level
The cognitive functions exist in four levels, dominant, auxiliary, tertiary and inferior, where your
dominant is your strongest function and the inferior as the weakest function. A great analogy is that
of a family consisting of Mom, Dad, a 7 year old and a 4 year old. Your dominant function is the dad,
and the family is fine as long as he drives, if he gets tired, mom can drive as well without many
problems. However, the trouble comes when the 7 year old or 4 year old takes the wheel and crashes
the car.
Over your life you will develop all your functions to a reasonable level, but the order cannot change.
During the first 15 – 20 years of your life you will develop your dominant function to a high level
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use, to the point where it is “just how my mind works“. You will develop your secondary function to a
reasonable level, where you can use it effectively and in a targeted manner, however it will not be as
ingrained as your dominant. As you enter your 20s your tertiary function will start to develop, which
can be a traumatic events. For the INTJ who has spent most of his life using introverted intuition and
extroverted thinking his whole life, to suddenly start asking the questions “What do I want?”, “What
is the purpose of what I have been doing with my life?” As his nascent introverted feeling starts to
scream from the back seat can rapidly undermine their normal convictions and characteristic
certainty.
Function development can take different paths than Dominant > Auxiliary > Tertiary > Inferior.
Female thinkers who are fairly rare, will often have more developed feeling functions than their male
counterparts. Feelers who are interested in science and engineering will often develop their thinking
function earlier than outlined.
The necessity of functional development comes in that they all work together and the more developed
they are the better they work together. In the ISFJ and ISTJ, their inferior function, Extroverted
Intuition will tend towards making the person imagine every upcoming scenario ending as a
catastrophe. In the same note, inferior Introverted Feeling in ENTJs and ESTJs, can result in
uncharacteristic aggressive bursts of emotions.

Dominant Functions
The dominant function is the one we start to develop shortly after birth. Nobody really knows if types
are genetic or not, but neuroscientists claim to have identified unique patterns that correspond to the
types and the functions [6]. Your dominant over time will become the driver of your personality, and
is a major reason for how you end up seeing the world.

Dominant Perceivers
For an ISTJ, their dominant introverted sensing infuses their past with the subjective, so that to them
a bowl of soup is not merely a bowl of soup, it is their grandmother’s kitchen on a cold winter’s day
and represents security. Dominant introverted sensing grounds people in their past, in both positive
and negative ways. On the positive side, the ISFJ who labors to ensure that their children also get to
experience the family traditions. On the negative side the ISTJ who insist on double and triple
checking calculations done by Excel with a calculator.
For an ESTP, their dominant extroverted sensing keeps them in the moment, able to observe the
world as it really is, and to grab life by the balls. To them a car is simply a cool car or a sexy woman
is just a sexy woman. Dominant extroverted sensing keeps ESFP and ESTP in the present moment,
always aware of what is happening around them. On the positive side this makes them the ultimate
salespeople and athletes. On the negative side, if you have an ESTP or ESFP daughter, you will be
very familiar with the phrase “We were just going to….”
For the ENTP their dominant extroverted intuition keeps them in a permanent realm of possibilities,
being able to see many options for everything. To them a paperclip can be a spacecraft, a lock pick
and many other things. On the positive side, dominant extroverted intuition keeps the ENTP and
ENFP in a world of possibilities. On the negative side, they have trouble sticking with anything
longer than about 5 minutes without getting distracted.
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For the INFJ their dominant introverted intuition gives them a perspective on how the future will
become, meaning they do not carry their past or present with them. To a dominant Ni user,
everything is cycles and patterns repeating for eternity. The only thing that every changes is our
perception of events in context of the pattern. On the positive side, this makes an INTJ and INFJ able
to re-frame and re-perceive any situation. On the negative side, they may find themselves slowly
withdrawing from the world and into their own world.

Dominant Judgers
For the ESTJ, their dominant extroverted thinking makes it clear what is real, what is actionable and
what is a waste of time. Extroverted thinking is on a constant lookout for what does not work within
the system and will then move heaven and earth to fix it. On the positive side, this keeps ENTJ and
ESTJ grounded in empiricism and reason. On the negative side, they may find themselves dismissing
many opportunities for growth in their search for efficiency.
For the ENFJ their dominant extroverted feeling keeps them in touch with the values and perspectives
of their social group, and what makes the group work. Extroverted feeling looks to improve groups,
and enforce emotional and relational values. On the positive side this keeps the ENFJ and ESFJ in the
role of social butterfly, the person who ensures that everyone feels seen and valued. On the negative
side, they may find themselves engaging in copious amounts of emotional manipulation and
reasoning to justify the actions they take to keep a group cohesive.
For the ISTP, their dominant introverted thinking allows them to rapidly categorize and break down
anything into it’s constituent parts to then use leverage points to get the maximum effect. Introverted
thinking classifies, categorizes and organizes everything according to an internal logical framework
and seeks to understand the world as related to that framework. On the positive side, this gives INTP
and ISTP an ability to understand any complexity through disassembly. On the negative side, they
often struggle to explain their own complex system of categories, rules, and definitions.
For the INFP, their dominant introverted feeling lets them remain aware of their own emotional states
and values at all times. Introverted feeling seeks to understand the subjective emotional reactions to
the external and internal world. On the positive side, this keeps ISFP and INFP in constant contact
with their own motivations and purpose in life. On the negative side, they project their own internal
states out into the world and seek to right wrongs where none exist through a crusade.

Auxiliary Functions
The auxiliary functions are the main supporters of your dominant function. If you are a dominant
judger this will be a perception functions, if you are dominant perceiver this will be a judgment
function. These two functions work in tandem where one function dictates what type of information
you prefer and how it is perceived. The other makes judgements based on information that has
already been judged.
For an INTP, their main source of information is their expansive auxiliary Ne, which is tempered
with the categorical, structured and rational introverted thinking. Introverted thinking takes the ideas
presented by extroverted intuition and views it through a lens of “does it make sense?”.
For the ISFJ, their main source of information is their grounded introverted sensing, which is
translated through extroverted feeling which seeks to create the same sensing experience in the
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external world. For instance, if an ISFJ has made a connection that large family dinners are a source
of security and happiness, then they will seek to recreate this feeling by having their own large family
and hosting dinners.

The Inferior Function
The inferior function is the least developed function in the functional stack of a person, and this is
what it remains throughout the life of a person. Throughout life, it tends to be the fuel added to the
fire when a person is under stress. What happens under stress is that a person will attempt to resolve a
problem in the manner they normally do, utilizing their dominant and auxiliary function. When this
fails to work, they often get discouraged and end up “In the Grip”, which is a phrase that represents a
person controlled by their inferior function.
Inferior Se (INTJ and INFJ): When healthy Se adds a “groundedness” to the present moment, an
ability to observe things just as they are, and to take action in the world. When it manifests in INTJ
and INFJ, it often results in an addiction to immediate sensory gratification and over-indulgence, with
no regard of the consequences. An INFJ may have been on a diet for months, then goes on a 3 week
ice-cream binge.For Ni users their inferior extroverted sensing also serves in a different role, which is
to constantly feed information to their introverted intuition, that introverted intuition can then process
in the background.
Inferior Si (ENTP and ENFP): Dominant and healthy Si, adds a certainty through the connection
with the past, and attention to detail. When the inferior manifests in ENTP and ENFP it tends to be a
pseudo Si, where they become sticklers for peculiar details. An ENTP may focus intently on font
sizes in a presentation, or an ENFP on the perfect way to arrange a bookshelf.
Inferior Ni (ESTP and ESFP): Dominant and healthy Ni adds a certainty, an ability to engage in
extremely long term planning, and to “just know“. Inferior Ni, in ESFP and ESTP takes them away
from their normal mode of being in the moment, and draws them into a dark abyss where they obsess
over the future.
Inferior Ne (ISTJ and ISFJ): Dominant and healthy Ne allows for envisioning all the possibilities in
the world and to entertain novel thoughts or ideas. When the inferior manifests in ISFJ and ISTJ, it
will replace their normal certainty and steadfastness with uncertainty. They will feel as if there is a
disaster around every corner.
Inferior Te (ISFP and INFP): Dominant and healthy Te allows a person to make judgements
according to external, objective systems and correct deviations from the planned and the observed.
Inferior Te when it erupts in ISFP and INFP comes across as bossy and demanding.
Inferior Ti (ESFJ and ENFJ): Dominant and healthy Ti allows a person to categorize ideas, facts
and theories according to an internal logical system, and evaluate all new information according to
how it fits in that system. When ESFJ and ENFJ are in the grip of their inferior Ti, they will attack
people using their own subjective brand of logic, that in reality is only logical to themselves.
Inferior Fe (INTP and ISTP): Dominant and healthy Fe maintains groups, takes care of the people
who make up a group and enforces group rules. When inferior Fe manifests in INTP and ISTP, it
does with quite a bit of force, as they tend to have emotional outbursts and frequently accuse other
people of sabotaging them. They may also engage in obvious attempts at emotional manipulation.
Inferior Fi (ENTJ and ESTJ): Dominant and healthy Fi gives a certainty to a person’s beliefs,
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values and morals. When inferior Fi manifests in ENTJ and ESTJ, it often results in emotional
outbursts, frequently targeting themselves.
The main reasoning behind being aware of your inferior function and how it manifests is to find ways
to control and channel it towards more productive ends, than binges (inferior Se), emotional selfbashing (inferior Fi) or imagining that an asteroid is about to hit Earth (inferior Ne). Your tertiary
function can be a great asset in getting out of the grip.

The tertiary function
The role of the tertiary function is one that has rarely received much focus in MBTI. The role of the
tertiary function is as a form of mediator in many cases. For instance, the In the ENTJ their tertiary
extroverted sensing is what gives them their love of competition, and their characteristic tendency to
drive forward regardless of the obstacles. In an ESTJ their tertiary extroverted intuition adds
creativity and an ability to engage with novel ideas. Even though they frequently view it as a waste of
their time.
The tertiary function can also serve to allow your Dominant or Auxiliary function to “take a break“,
as a moderating influence or as a supporter. For instance, the ESTP is often a great salesman because
his tertiary extroverted feeling serves to connect him to his target and gives him insights into social
groups and behaviors. An INTJ without a moderating Fi, will often engage in long term planning
without taking into consideration the consequences for other humans or whether or not his plan is
truly congruent with what he desires.

Functions in conflict
The functions themselves can conflict with each other in multiple ways. The first major form of a
functional conflict is in a time horizon. Si is focused on the past, and infuses past experiences with a
personal connection. Ni is focused on the future and infuses the future visions with a personal
connection. Si wants to keep everything the same as this is the source of their security. Ni wants to
change everything to adhere to the vision. Fe prefers tact over facts, Te has very little patience for
tact.
The other major form of conflict is between the subjective and objective versions of the same
cognitive function. Si is measured, conservative and risk averse. Se is impulsive, progressive and
loves risk. Te is empirical, prone to generalizations and heuristics, Ti is rationalistic, exacting and
definite. Extroverted intuition is focused on all the possible possibilities and generating more
possibilities, Ni wants to narrow many possibilities down to a single possibility.
A very common conflict is ISTJ and INTJ where the ISTJ is n a leadership position over the INTJ. In
this situation the INTJ will constantly be coming up with suggestions to improve efficiency,
processes, and strategies. When he or she brings this to the ISTJ they will be dismissed as the ISTJ is
seeking to maintain stability and their sense of security above all else. This causes the ISTJ to
perceive the INTJ as a constant troublemaker, and the INTJ to perceive the ISTJ as a backwards
obstructionist.
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Telling functions apart heuristics for a heuristic
There are no hard and fast rules, and the following observations are not empirically validated, but are
observations I’ve made as a long time practitioner of the system.
Fe from Fi: Fe takes shape from the people and groups around it, whereas Fi is shaped to fit the
values of each individual. The key to telling them apart is that Fi is usually quirky, and the values of
Fi can deviate a lot from the dominant values of a group.
Te from Ti: Te is empiricism, Ti is pure reason. A theory that is developed by a Te user will conform
to the known and relevant facts, whereas a theory developed by a Ti user will omit or dismiss facts if
they do not fit with the theory. Te users (both dominant and auxiliary) will tend to speak very bluntly
whereas Ti users are less prone to hurting people’s feelings.
Ne from Ni: Ne seeks an increasing amount of possibilities while Ni constantly tries to narrow it
down to just one. The major way to tell them apart is that Ne users are perfect brainstormers and love
to come up with novel idea after novel idea, while Ni users would rather work with a single idea and
get to the bottom of it.
Se from Si: Hedonism as opposed to the most boring person who ever lived. It was an Si user who
made that statement “I’m planning to be spontaneous on Wednesday“. Se users on the other hand
live for both impulsive and excitement.

Statistics on the prevalence of types
Statistically speaking the types vary in prevalence and have different gender distributions as
demonstrated by the table below:
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Table from Statisticbrain [3]

The majority of people fall within the SJ category, ESTJ, ISTJ, ESFJ and ISFJ, that are often
referred to as the Guardian temperament, with introverted sensing, extroverted thinking and
extroverted feeling being the most common functions. This follows as SJs are the people who ensures
the stability of a group or organization through among others being detail oriented, and highly aware
of the past. David Keirsey refers to the SJ grouping as the Guardians.

Cognitive functions dominant

The above table shows the distribution of cognitive functions between the genders in a theoretical
population of 1 million people. For instance, out of 1 million, 105.000 prefer to use extroverted
thinking as their dominant function, out of those 105.000, 66% are male, 34% are female. The table
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below shows the distribution of a given cognitive function in the dominant role in the entire
population.

MBTI total population

From the above, we can see that the most common dominant perception functions are Si and Se, and
the most common judgment functions are Fe, Fi and Te. This follows as the SPs (Sensing Perceivers)
and SJs (Sensing Judgers) are the most common types in the population according to the statistics.

Summary and Conclusions
The major reason why I would recommend some baseline knowledge of MBTI to most people is that
it helps you understand how to be communicate to a person to get the end result you are after. If you
are communicating to a room full of ISTJs and ESTJs, you want to avoid speaking in many
theoretical and abstract terms. You want to make sure things are actionable and appear highly
pragmatic.
If you are working with a group that has many extroverted perceivers (ENTP and ENFP especially),
spending two hours outlining the rules, procedures, and regulations they have to follow, will ensure
that they are both bored, and in the case of the ENTPs a great position to troll you.
Find yourself in a situation where you want to open up a set of girls, if you can identify the ISFJ, you
have identified the most likely cockblock/mother hen. Getting ready to bounce her to a second
location and have identified her as an ESFP, offer her something that feels impulsive and exiting.
A second major reason for learning MBTI is that by understanding your own patterns and modes of
thinking you can supercharge your self-development. The types and functions all have a tendency
towards certain patterns of self-destructive/non-efficient behavior.
ENTP – Tendency to lose focus and bounce from activity to activity. “So Dad, I know I said I wanted
to play football, but I changed by mind and I’m now going to be the world’s first superbike riding
fire-juggler”
ESTP – Tendency to engage in highly impulsive behavior without regard for future consequences. ”
Officer, I have no idea how old she is, or who owns that car, if you find a bag full of white powder,
that is mine.”
ENTJ – Tend to bulldoze through all obstacles without checking if there is a minefield. “What do you
mean collusion and insider trading?”
ENFJ – Often engage in highly manipulative behavior. “I heard from Cheryl in accounting that your
wife called asking for your financial information, apparently she’s filing for divorce. By the way, the
board wants to hear your presentation now.”
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 346 of 1188

ESFJ – Enforces conformity, resulting in a more well functioning group that nobody wants to be a
member of. “My lord Darla, do you not realize that a frozen dinner for your husband because you
were out gallivanting in a skirt that barely covers your ankles makes you a horrible wife?”
ENFP – Flighty in personal relationships. “Yes, I know I said I loved you and wanted to spend the
rest of my life with you, but that was last night!”
INTJ – Tendency to engage in enormous amounts of research and planning and never putting that
plan into action. “If only I can find 4 more books, and 8 lectures on this subject, I could finally start
planning to plan my master plan”
INTP – Will often sulk and become excessively pedantic and thus spend much time debating things
they agree with. “Hmmf, no I’m not sulking, sulking involves stomping feet, I’m seething!”
INFP – Seeks to ensure that nobody gets hurt, and in doing so suppresses free speech. “YOUR FACTS
SHOULD CARE ABOUT MY FEELINGS!”
INFJ – Can often end up living in their own fantasy world unconnected from reality. “So for this
cake, I need some unicorn powder, 4 eggs, and … how did that light-bulb end up in the mixer?”
ISFJ – So obsessed with the needs and comfort of others that they end up neglecting their own needs
completely. “Ok everyone, dinner is served, I have a dessert in the fridge, I put on the coffee, your
laundry is drying, if it’s OK with you, I’ll go get treated for my heart attack now”
ISTP – The least expressive of all types. “I haven’t said “I love you” in 25 years? I married you, that
says it all”
ISTJ – Can get overly stuck on the past. “I know cars exist, but the internal combustion engine has
only been around a few hundred years, how do we know that it’s safe?”

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Further reading
Was That Really Me? By Naomi Quenk A great book that explores inferior functions in depth.
Building Blocks of Personality Type by Leona Haas and Mark Hunzinger A very in depth overview
of MBTI and personality typing.
Personality Type an Owner’s Manual by Leonore Thompson A book that is helpful if you are still
struggling to identify your type.
Sources
[1] http://www.indiana.edu/~jobtalk/Articles/develop/mbti.pdf
[2] http://keys2cognition.com/
[3] http://www.statisticbrain.com/myers-briggs-statistics/
[4]
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http://www.myersbriggs.org/my-mbti-personality-type/my-mbti-results/how-frequent-is-my-type.htm
[5]http://www.myersbriggs.org/my-mbti-personality-type/mbti-basics/
[6] Dario Nardi – The Neuroscience of Personality
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Gendernomics: The male sexual strategies
August 10, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In our early days as a species on this earth, it is likely
that we largely mimicked our cousins, the other primates in our approach to mating. Might makes
right without the rule of law, and therefore the first sexual strategy that evolved was the physical one.
In a world that consists largely of physical trials such as hunting, it follows that evolution would
select for those who had the best genetics for this life. To explore this, I decided to see what the status
is among our primate cousins who are living in a much more natural state than humans. While
humans have come a long way from our hunter-gatherer past, through the agricultural revolution, our
mating behavior is most likely less adapted.
The three closest relatives to humans genetically speaking are Chimpanzees, Bonobos and Gorillas.
In Chimpanzee society, there are two dominance hierarchies, one among males, and one among
females. The male hierarchy is controlled by an alpha male, and the alpha may be the most physically
dominant, but may also be the one most skilled in manipulation and gaining allies. Males gain mating
opportunities through status, females gain access to resources. Females will on occasion collude to
remove an alpha male in favor of a new one if they perceive that it will benefit them. [1]
Bonobos appear to be a matriarchal society, where everyone has sexual contact with everyone except
mother and son. A son gains his social status from his mother. Quite unique to bonobos, females will
engage in sex with many males indiscriminate of social rank or age. This results in a situation where
no male can know which offspring is his and parental care rests solely on the female. [2]
Gorillas live together in groups called troops, presided over by an Alpha male Silverback (over 12
years old), and often consists of a Silverback, multiple females and the offspring. On occasion groups
with multiple males can exist, where the Silverback is the Alpha and the other males are younger and
serve as support for the Silverback. The troops form in order for the females to gain protection and
mating opportunities. [3]
In this we can see 3 manifestations on a similar pattern, going from an Alpha dominated society
(Gorillas) to a more equitable society (Chimpanzees) and a female dominated society (Bonobos). The
few patterns we can see are among others, as a society becomes more male dominated securing
paternity becomes a priority (Gorillas) rather than open cuckoldry (Bonobos). As a society becomes
more feminine, mating becomes less restricted (hypergamy) and status is not gained through
performance but through social behavior. Human mating behavior for as long as marriage and similar
institutions have existed, has leaned towards the Gorilla in that ensuring paternity is of very high
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importance, we still see this tendency in some societies today, primarily in Africa and the Middle
East. In the West we appear to have moved towards the Bonobo approach, with the emergency of
single-mother households, the “Modern Family” and men raising the children of other men.
When I started to break down male sexual market archetypes the same way I broke down female
sexual market archetypes I quickly realized that male archetypes are very rarely seen in their pure
form in the Western world. Historically speaking, these archetypes tend to break down into 2 groups
that would facilitate above-average mating success. Physicality, and Social ability I suspect that as
especially the Western World has moved further from the context our species evolved under, the
male sexual archetypes have become much more fluent over time, and the male performance burden
has increased.This follows from the observations of our cousins, the Gorilla is a case that leans
towards physical dominance, and the Chimpanzee is a mixture of physical dominance, with
intelligence and social ability also playing a large role. For the Bonobos, social ability will play a
role, but as the male is given access to mating regardless, it does not confer much additional
information to this case of inductive logic, other than perhaps pointing towards humanity in a few
hundred years.

The physical strategy
The physical strategy would most likely have been the first strategy that emerged among humans
living in family groups, or small tribes. In a world with no settled lands, where most tribes lived a
nomadic lifestyle, following the migration patterns of those animals they hunted, there is no doubt
that physical ability would have played a central part to survival. The ability to efficiently utilize
energy while traversing large distances on foot and a strong immune system to resist disease, not to
mention the ability to perform while hunting dangerous game with little more than spears.
There is little doubt that the strategy of being dominant physically would have been a highly
successful strategy, on both an individual and a tribal level. In a world with little rule of law, the one
who can dominate by force, will be the one who gains the most success. This is also the first sexual
strategy that tends to emerge when human males first become interested in human females. More of a
happy accident than a conscious choice, the combination of status and social proof, combined with
the confidence gained from success in competitive athletic endeavors helps to propel a group of men
to early reproductive success. This not not an uncommon event if we look at history, where
Gladiators, Warriors and Conquerors have often achieved high social status through physical
dominance. Furthermore, on a smaller tribal level, it is also likely that the one who is the most
physically dominant will be able to retain power so long as his tribe does not turn on him.
A group always relies on and gives status to those who defend it from external threats and who can
provide through their physical abilities, for instance through hunting. There is also the point that a
male in great physical shape and of physical ability is likely to pass on those genetics to his children
and therefore would create offspring that share his desirable traits. However, as the human tribes
grew from cave dwelling families, to farmers following the agricultural revolution, some changes
would have taken place. With every great shift in living context, adaptation of sexual strategies are
likely to take place.
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The Hierarchy Strategy
As humans began to till the land and domesticate the wild beasts, they naturally became less
nomadic. Rather than following their food around large distances, they would settle an areas, start
growing crops and maintain livestock. This would naturally have resulted in larger social groups, as
the risk of death would have declined and humans gathered around central resources such as water. It
is likely that the Hierarchy strategy emerged as humans slowly started congregating in larger and
larger tribes, as this would have facilitated a degree of specialization. Within a small tribe (20 – 30
people), the reliance will always be on all members to engage in required tasks and thus would favor
generalists over specialists. Furthermore, as the tribes of humanity grew greater, additional roles
would emerge other than the basic “Hunter/Warrior” role.
The social proof strategy in Chimpanzees can be argued as a “Violence by Proxy” strategy, wherein a
person through securing allies does not need to be the most physically able member of a group, so
long as he can utilize the physicality of others as a means to his end. Where the male silverback relies
on his own strength and ability, the chimpanzee male relies on his own strength but also the support
of others.
The determinants of social position in human history are many and varied. The wise elders who
through their accumulated experience become highly valued advisors. Craftspeople who through their
mastery of complex tasks ensures that the tribe is winning the arms race against other tribes and
species. The role of Shaman or priest that ensures that the tribe can maintain good standing with their
gods, is another an example of a hierarchy strategy.
Perhaps the greatest example is the General, the leader of men who through his battlefield cunning
and his ability to effectively, efficiently and successfully direct the physicality of others to the best
interest of the tribe is granted high status. The General is frequently not the greatest warrior of the
tribe, as his ability is a different field of competence than that which is required of a great warrior,
namely foresight, knowledge of psychology, in short pro-active rather than reactive thinking.
The power of this strategy thus relies on the social position of the male and the esteem he has been
able to build within his tribe. However, it is also reliant on his ability to utilize this power towards the
ends that are his desire, in addition to the ability to maintain this position. However, as humanity
slowly became civilized, a very low number of men were actually able to reproduce [4]

The Modern Age
As human civilization continued to grow away from our lowly origin, great cities arose, empires were
built and fell, and a thick layer of fog slowly drifted in over our basic biological programming. We
began to a greater and greater degree to view ourselves as separate from the beasts of the earth. As
our ability and capacity for reasoning grew larger, our ability to rationalize our observations did as
well. Where ancient man, more beast than homo sapiens understood nature because he lived in close
proximity to it. Modern man, learned civilization, not nature and the interests of civilization are
distinct from those of nature.
A civilization thrives when it finds a model wherein biological urges and instincts are tempered by
the force of the group. For a civilization to exist, the urges of man must be suppressed and employed
towards the ends that further the goals of the group, rather than the goals of the individual. However,
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rather than temper, such models force concealment and guile. Where a challenger to an alpha in an
early society may have merely had to attack and defeat the alpha in open combat. A civilized man
must adopt stealth and Machiavellian stratagems in order to appear to be acting in the best interest of
the collective, while truly acting in his own self-interest.
This blanket of fog slowly permeated society as it grew, as man become more disconnected from
nature, more prone to act in the mind rather than the world. Man suffered a great loss, the connection
with the animal that lays concealed underneath a cerebral cortex. Deductive logic took the place of
physicality in polite society. Human mating had always been a pragmatic exchange of resources for
mating opportunities, it remained so, yet less overtly. The early physicality strategy ensured a steady
supply a food through hunting and protection through might makes right. The emergence of the
Hierarchy strategy, ensured a steady supply of resources through intellectual power, and protection
through alliances.
As humans entered yet another age, this became overt as the daughters of nobility married the sons of
nobility, to secure alliances, fortunes and influence. The purely physical strategy experienced reduced
effectiveness unless employed to slowly rise in the ranks and thus obtain hierarchical power as well.
The “Brute” was no longer the protector and warrior, but subservient to the player who obtained the
highest possible position in the hierarchy.
The Brute was now largely related to physical labor that granted low status, and much reduced
mating opportunities. The solution to this, and the only manner to ensure that a society would not be
overrun by overt ambition and use of force, was to take control of mating and ensure that as many as
possible would be granted mating opportunities. The second step, to ensure that this would take place
in a manner that would strengthen a society. Monogamous marriage was this solution.
By ensuring that most men could have a wife and children, a civilization ensured the investment of
those men into the civilization. A man would labor in order to provide for his wife and his children,
his children would grow up and do the same, thus gradually making the civilization more prosperous.
This was the model, which brought humanity to the next level of its development.

Beyond the industrial age
As humanity moved towards the information age, social movements arose with the goal of improving
life for everyone. Female suffrage was granted, then the right to work, anti-discrimination laws were
passed and humanity moved forward in the goal for a more equitable society. Along with the
liberalization of the old structure, which ensured that male investment was aligned to the best benefits
of the society in which he lived, arose a new social order.
However, this new social order did not change the underlying principles, which mating was originally
based upon, it undid the artificial constraints placed on it by humanity in order to maximize the
efficacy of high civilization. The original reasoning behind aligning male performance burdens with
the best interest of the group was to utilize the performance burden as a driving force of civilization.
Through doing this, the male performance burden was also limited so that males had more time and
performance to put towards other endeavors. By ensuring that each man may have a wife, one also
put an end to a run-away arms race among men for mating opportunities, which had lead to war and
strife over and over again.
Back in our tribal days, there was a natural alignment of male performance burden and the best
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interest of the tribe. As most tribes were related, any performance by a male would benefit his closest
relatives, thus also his genetic legacy. However, as our tribes grew, this alignment had to be
artificially created to to facilitate the desired ends. This followed from the fact that few are willing to
watch the fruits of their labor greatly benefit another without gaining some benefit. As a result of the
fall of the artificial alignment, human mating is devolving back into being closer to that of our
primate cousins. Thus it follows that the same sexual strategies that are successful among them, will
be successful for humans.

Summary and conclusions
From our lowly origins, we thus obtain the successful sexual strategies of today. When I sat down to
write this article, I found myself struggling with dividing successful male strategies into suitable
archetypes. Unlike females who frequently do fall into at most two of the archetypes most of the
successful men I analyzed fell into multiple. In order to design an archetype, it has to be possible to
distinguish one from the other.
The archetypes I designed for men early in the analysis, were one based in dominance, one based on
Wealth and one based in social ability. This resulted in the chart below:

However,
these are not mutually exclusive traits. Wealthy men are often dominant personalities, who obtain
copious amounts of social proof due to their accolades. Likewise, for the Beta strategies, most tend to
include elements of negotiating attraction, supplication and role-reversals. In order to make an
archetype the Venn diagram of the types must have minimal overlap, and in addition each archetype
must demonstrate success. Furthermore, there are men who are not wealthy, yet are highly successful
with women.
From a marketing perspective, women are sought after by many men and are from nature a mass
market, non-differentiated products. Beauty and youthfulness as a signal of fertility making up the
majority of their sexual market value. It follows that they would need to differentiate themselves both
to filter away potential suitors, but also in an attempt to stand out from competition. Men however, do
not have a built in market from birth, men are born worthless. The market for a man is constructed
and shaped by his actions and choices made in life. As demonstrated in earlier posts [5, 6] the male is
always in over-supply. Thus, the more women a male can appeal to, the stronger his ability to attract
high quality women becomes.
The male strategy is therefore to become a high quality product that appeals to large groups within
the market. However, quality is relative, what is deemed high quality depends on substitute products
within the same market. The means towards this end is to perform better at the performance burden
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than a great majority of other men, in order to increase your own value relative to them. If a male can
perform better than 90% of males out there, he has successfully altered the market dynamics so that
he is now the seller, rather than the buyer. However, the male performance burden increases so long
as other males continue to raise theirs, resulting in an arms race.
If we examine the first successful sexual strategy most men observe in life, that of the High School
jock. The Jock utilizes his physical abilities to win for his tribe in competition with other tribes.
Something, which garners him acclaim and copious amounts of social proof. It also serves to increase
his influence among his peer group. Thus, his strategy, while being based in the physical, also
intersects with social proof, acclaim and influence.
Furthermore, an analysis of adolescent Beta strategies demonstrate three major traits. Namely
purchasing of gifts, attempting to befriend through being an emotional sponge, and expecting the
woman to bear the burden of rejection. If we explore the strategy of the beta, which is immortalized
and communicated through media narratives in the Western World, it is that of the Beta suffering
from hopeless oneitis. Engaging in a Hero’s journey of sorts where he finally receives his Disney
Princess, the end. This is the pattern society has designed for the Beta.
If we were to time-travel back 100 years in time, we would find that the latter would be a successful
strategy in securing a long-term mate, as a female would be looking to satisfy her security and
resource needs. Furthermore, by engaging in premarital sex, she would risk becoming pregnant out of
wedlock, which would drastically reduce her sexual market value. The sexual market, as controlled
by communist committee, ensured that pro-social behavior was rewarded, and anti-social behavior
was punished. Considering the considerable narrower paths one had to walk to remain pro-social, it
follows that the opportunity for women to engage in their dualistic sexual strategy was highly limited
and high risk.
As the century progressed, the risks were rapidly minimized and new-found freedoms opened the
floodgates. However, many men have not yet adapted their strategy from demonstrations of prosocial behavior, to anti-social behavior. The men of today are acting as the civilized, good, honorable
men of a past century, not realizing that women desire the dominant warrior of a forgone age. By
adopting the very strategies that society demonizes and women claim to the, a man can realize untold
success in the sexual market place. Central to this strategy, are the very traits that society sought to
temper for centuries.
One may debate whether there are pro-social alphas, and my contention is that the major difference
between Alpha and Beta does not come in the pro-social/anti-social dichotomy, but rather from an
Alpha putting himself before the collective, while the Beta puts the collective before himself. An
Alpha lives, breathes and achieves for himself. A Beta lives, breathes and achieves for approval. A
Beta remains in society for safety, for risk avoidance and because he would have it no other way. An
Alpha could live with or without society, remaining is his choice as he takes control of his own life.
As a core tenet of negotiation states, the one who holds the power is the one who is willing to walk
away from the table. The Alpha is controlled by his ID and his Ego, the Beta by his Super-ego.
The Alpha will stay around a woman so long as she entertains him, a Beta will entertain a woman as
long as she wants him to entertain her.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
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who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chimpanzee#Social_structure
[2] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bonobo#Social_behavior
[3] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gorilla#Behaviour
[4]
https://psmag.com/8-000-years-ago-17-women-reproduced-for-every-one-man-6d41445ae73d#.xm72
w6lnm
[5] Supply and Demand in the sexual market place
[6] Exploring the Sexual Market Value
*A note on wikipedia as a source. For academic writing that requires references of higher quality
Wikipedia is not an option. However, for articles that are non-academic in nature, Wikipedia serves
both as a form of a reference (with an encouragement to explore the references listed in the
Wikipedia article) but also as a quick and efficient way to get an overview of a topic.
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The Freudian Structure and Red Pill.
August 16, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I found myself thinking, about the concept of
“maximum pleasure, minimum pain” often called the pleasure principle from Freudian
psychoanalysis. This is the instinctual seeking of pleasure and avoidance of pain to satisfy biological
and/or psychological urges. Which made me wonder if women are happier with an Alpha and
date/marry Beta males out of necessity. Leading to both a miserable life for the woman after she gets
married (Alpha widow) and a miserable life for the Beta before (and often after) he’s married.
One of Freud’s cardinal concepts is the breakdown of the psyche into ID, Super-Ego and Ego, where
the Id represents the instinctual desires, the super-ego the rules and socialization from our
parents/community and the Ego the moderating influence between the two. To create archetypes of
the three, one could cast the ID as the ultimate hedonist, strictly following the pleasure principle. The
ID has little patience for putting off gratification, little capacity for long-term productive behavior
and offers no thought for the future. The Super-Ego is the ultimate authoritarian, seeking to shape and
maintain a person as a “Good person” according to the society in which he lives. The Ego is the self,
the one who moderates the unbridled hedonist and the rule-bound authoritarian.
The reason why Hobbes named his classical treatise on Government “Leviathan” was that he noticed
how government would emerge as a force for the collective will of the people, but over time would
morph into a thing in and of itself, that would grow until it had become much larger than ever
intended. Government left to its own devices grows and becomes an uncontrollable monster, that no
longer responds to the collective will of the people. In nature a person will seek only to satisfy
themselves, their behavior dictates whether they live or die, procreate or become extinct, evolve or
devolve, in short, their incentive is that their behavior is largely in control of their faith. They may set
their sights on goals they desire, ignore goals they have no interest in, and keep the proceeds of their
effort to themselves alone.
If we travel back to when we lived in tribes or packs, it was natural that men sacrificed themselves
for women, as the loss of men will affect the loss of tribal population less than a loss of females.
After all, each female may only get pregnant once pr year, while one male in theory could impregnate
hundreds of women. Thus the reproductive bottle-neck is not in the form of sperm, but in the form of
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eggs. Thus we get “Eggs are expensive, sperm is cheap“, however from a perspective that also
includes the resource requirement in order to carry pregnancies to term and raise children to
adulthood, it becomes a question of obtaining resources external to the tribe. Through hunting and
gathering at first and then agriculture. Furthermore, as the pregnant human female is vulnerable, it
follows that she needs protection, human children are vulnerable, and if a tribe is conquered by
another tribe, infanticide may follow so that the new leaders of the tribe are not investing scarce and
valuable resources in the offspring of other men.
However, as we moved towards larger societies, the open hostilities between tribal groups of men to
obtain females and resources became a bottle-neck in itself, in that maintaining the peace and
cooperative effort is required in order for a civilization to grow.
When we transitioned from small family groups where incentives were naturally aligned between the
group and each individual. Furthermore, where barriers to exit were non-existent and unfair treatment
of members would most likely lead to the break-up of a tribe, or at worst to total slaughter in a winner
takes all “Red Wedding” style massacre, it was critical to ensure that members followed and agreed
to a certain rule-set. This rule-set had to be developed in such a manner that it balanced the needs and
desires of the collective with those of the individual. In a group where everyone is related, such a
balance tends to arise, as altruistic behavior towards relatives is more likely than towards total
strangers. In addition to being raised in close proximity tends to lead to a higher level of empathy and
in-group emotional ties.
However, with the explosion in group size, many of these incentives fall away and thus the reliance
on social programming becomes much stronger. In a nation composed of tribes (families) it is natural
to view government taking resources from one family who is doing well, to benefit another family
that is not doing well, as doing a disservice to the former. Therefore, social programming steps in and
utilizes whatever means necessary to shape public opinion in a manner, which advocates solutions
that undermine the best interest of the individual. Media outlets, politicians, “influencers”, and others
with high social power are enlisted to re-program the minds of the masses to fall in line with the best
interest of the collective (at best) or the interests of a ruling class (at worst).
The first major step in social programming was religion, it enforced a set of rules and laws that came
from a divine source (argument to authority) and was merely enforced by the current ruling class.
Rather than having the collective group provide for each female and her offspring, marriage came
about, which allowed the provider burden for a female and her offspring to be the responsibility of
the father of said offspring. This mimics the pattern within a tribal group. The man has an incentive
to engage in pro-social behavior, that balances his need for procreation with the need of the female
for provision. Protection at this point also was part of his responsibility but part of it was outsourced
to the state who protects by proxy.
As we move into our modern society, females may assume the role of provider for them and their
children, in addition to ample support from the collective. The collective protects them at the cost of
the collective. However, this means the collective has to gain the resources to do so from somewhere.
Enter the worker bee.

The Construction of the Male Super-Ego
The programming of our Super-Ego starts at birth, as we grow up we are told that it’s wrong to hit
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other children, sharing is good, throwing food around is bad, running around naked is bad, listening
to our parents is good, listening to authority figures is good and many other things depending on
community. The goal of this programming is to turn us into good pro-social citizens, to act as
fertilizer to the out of control Leviathan. The principal step of this Leviathan is to teach us to value
the collective good over our own good. When we are told to share our toys with other children, it is in
fact a way of saying “Those who have much, should share with those who have nothing, as this
increases overall total happiness”. Rather than make the tacit assumption that each individual acting
in a utilitarian manner will result in the highest collective happiness, one elects to enforce
utilitarianism on a collective scale.
Beta males are raised on a steady diet of “Women are fragile flowers”, “Women should be
supplicated to“, “You should negotiate attraction“, which only works once a woman reaches her
epiphany phase and starts searching for a steady Beta Male provider. The insidious aspect of this is
that society also communicates that men should embody certain virtues. Being a man of your word,
which translates into consistency. To do your duty, which translates into self-sacrifice. To be a man
of honor, which translates into a man who lives in accordance with the prescribed values of the
society in which you live.
This ensures that males are raised to have a very strong super-ego, that frequently is utilized to
override his rational self-interest to the benefit of the collective. Women talk, men do, women have
the liberty to change their mind any time, a man stands by his word.

The Demonization of the male ID
The destruction of the male ID, and the demonization of male sexuality is central, as it is a force,
which is inherently self-interested. It cares only for sensory and hedonistic pleasure or brutal
violence. The role of the ID is to control your baser drives, such as the libido, self-preservation and
thus self-interest. The demonization of male sexuality takes place in “consent classes” that have the
tacit assumption that all men are rapists. Boys who engage in “roughhousing” in schools or
kindergartens are admonished for their uncivilized behavior and encouraged to employ emotions and
discussion rather than violence and shamed for fighting.
While society seeks to validate and recognize the emotions of a female, her preferred way of
expressing her ID, men are viewed as defective for our natural manner of expressing our ID, namely
action. Female emotionalism is an expression of her ID in the same manner that male actions are
expressions of his. Thus, by undermining and presenting a male’s base instincts and drives, it follows
that this will make him uncomfortable with them, in addition to them being overrun by the super-ego.

The Destruction of the Male Ego
The ego, serves 3 masters, reality, the ID and the Super-ego. Thus it follows that by controlling the
perception of reality through narratives, building up the super-ego and undermining the ID, one
master gains the upper-hand, the one that is focused on the male’s role according to the super-ego
structure.
Add to this the many new communications to the male super-ego during formative years, “All men
are pigs“, “Boys are stupid throw rocks at them” and “Boys are just defective girls” serve to damage
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the construction of the male ego, which serves the role to moderate between the former psychological
structures, thus attempting to build an automaton of sorts, operating purely of super-ego
programming, at the expense of both ID and Ego. By denying a man his ego, his ability to govern and
view the self as a separate entity apart from the collective is reduced, and rather than being a person
he becomes a thing.
When feminists speak of masculinity being fragile, they are usually referring to an ego-reaction from
a male who is fighting back against the undermining of his ego and ID. By disconnecting a man from
his ego, they remove his ability to relate to relate and think of long term consequences of indulging
his super-ego and ID.

The Effect of Narratives on Male Development
One of my favorite expressions is “We are born free but ordered to be healthy” as a summation to the
position of the Abrahamic religions. The Red Pill perspective, allows a man who is willing to put
forth the effort, not to build but to regain his birthright, the balance of his ego and ID, with the needs
of the tribe in the form of his super-ego. It is in the best interest of the collective from a utilitarian
perspective to ensure that the men within that society act in accordance with the needs of the
collective. Men are the engine within a society, and if men acted purely in their own interests and
according to their own sexual strategy, the collective would bear the consequences. MGTOW may
withdraw from interactions with women, marriage and the associated drains on their prime resource.
However, so long as they earn money within a collective, they are supporting the structure through
their taxes.
A man when he adopts the Red Pill perspective, demands an alignment between his effort and his
reward. As the Leviathan has grown, it has learned that by encouraging the male super-ego, while
disparaging the male ID and Ego, while at the same time encouraging the female ego and ID, it has
created a situation in which, male super-egos demand that men satisfy the female ID and Ego
demands, thus rather than having two individuals, they become one.
For while, the social narratives and programming for a long time have driven to strengthen the male
super-ego, at the cost of his ego and ID. The same programming has sought to free the females of the
species from their super-ego, and the super-ego in aggregate that makes up social values. Thus the
red pill, seeks to mimic the female condition in some respects, among others to free the man from the
sense of duty put upon him by society, and replace it with a sense of duty to himself and those he
elects. To permit the man to freely accept his ID, rather than force it into the deepest recesses of his
mind.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Sources:
A General Introduction to Psychoanalysis by Sigmund Freud
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The Red Pill and Morality
August 18, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Last week I was a party to a conversation on Twitter,
regarding the morality of The Red Pill, and whether or not engaging in the methods prescribed by the
Red Pill was immoral. The author of the linked reddit post describes the behaviors as emotional abuse
and manipulative.
“She does my laundry and dishes, we have sex whenever I want, and she knows that I don’t
belong to her, and if she ever slips up or takes me for granted, she’s gone.”
It’s not that I doubt what he’s saying. I believe it. The problem is, what he’s describing is
emotional abuse. What the Red Pill advocates is taking advantage of common weak points
in the typical female psyche (most of which are present in your typical male psyche as well;
everyone has weak points, and most of them are common to all humans, though some are
more pronounced in one sex or another) to put pressure on women and bend them to your
will. [1]
In this case, the male has a frame in his relationship, which requires a few things from the female in
question. Namely, give him priority in her life, do not act possessive, do not throw drama his way,
and do things for him. However, is this really so different from the stereotypical blue pill relationship,
wherein a woman will demand that her man puts her first, will limit when and who he can hang out
with and demand that he invests his resources according to her preferences? Much of my irritation
with “Anti-Red Pill” people, is that if a woman posted a similar story. “He mows my lawn, repairs
stuff around my house, always puts me first and buys me stuff all the time”, nobody would have a
problem with it, the only reason a problem emerges here is that men are fundamentally unable to
apply universality and logical consistency to each sex.
The author goes on to equivocate the story told by “Mr. Red Pill” with the stories from “Blue Pill”
posters about how their girlfriends and wives have engaged in emotional abuse of them, and how
“turning the tables” is immoral because no human deserves to be emotionally abused.
He goes on to state:
“What the Red Pill strategy does is flip that power dynamic on its head. When it works, now
it’s the man who is in power and the woman who is suffering. The man gets the sex without
having to commit any real effort to the relationship, aside from making sure that his SO’s
emotions are brutally crushed on a regular basis. You haven’t fixed anything, you’ve only
made sure it’s your SO who’s suffering and not you.”
“There is one thing that Red Pill has right. Sexual strategy sucks. But the solution isn’t
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getting better at it than your SO is. The solution is agreeing with one another that you’re
not going to play the game. If a game is going to always suck for one player, and both
players care about one another, they’re going to find a better game to play.”
I’m reminded of “The Beach Boys“, wouldn’t it be nice if one could merely agree not to play games
and attempt to fulfill the sexual strategy of the gender and just communicate. Could a Scorpion
decide not to sting the frog who is ferrying him across the river? [2] It is the belief that human beings
thanks to our cerebral cortex can override hundreds of thousands of years of biological programming
and evolutionary selection. In essence the prescription of communication as an alternative to
stratagems, manipulation, clear boundaries, clear consequences for breaking said boundaries and
expectations in order to engage in a more equitable relationship is like the concept of morality in and
of itself.
The unstated premise of the prescription is that people are capable of engaging in such a relationship
over time without conflict. I find that the questions that appear are of a fundamental nature when it
comes to sexual strategy. Much of red pill teachings, depending on how far back you go are
descriptive and prescriptive. They describe the situation at hand and offers ways to behave, build
yourself and so on, in order to maximize your individual outcomes towards your goal. The further
back you go, the more prescriptive they get, until you arrive back in the early days of what was then
“The Seduction Community“, where the focus was on what worked, rather than why and how it
worked.

Is Sexual Strategy Zero Sum?
The question is whether sexual strategy is a zero-sum game or a non-zero sum game. If sexual
strategy is in fact a zero-sum game, then it follows that any interaction can have only two outcomes,
one party wins, and one party loses. If sexual strategy is a non-zero sum game, it follows that each
interaction can end in three ways, win, lose or draw. The benefit of the third option, is that this allows
an outcome to balance the win and loss between two parties engaging in the game. However, we must
remember that sexual strategy is played over a period of time, that may differ from a single
interaction to the rest of a person’s life. Thus, one must ask which game is the most important, the
short game or the long game in a relationship?
From a red pill perspective, monogamous long term relationships are the ultimate goal of the female
imperative. Furthermore, the cardinal rule of sexual strategy [5] states that:
“For one gender’s sexual strategy to succeed the other gender must compromise or
abandon their own.” Rollo Tomassi
Therefore, it follows that on some level one will have to make a cardinal compromise. If males are to
make this compromise, it means lesser happiness for the male, if the female makes this compromise it
means lesser happiness for the female. From this it follows that the cardinal compromise, itself is a
case of zero-sum.
However, in the smaller picture and increasing detail level of day to day life, one could argue that
LTR of a monogamous nature are in fact non-zero games, wherein the male and female can negotiate
between themselves openly about who wins, who loses and when a draw is suitable. However, one
must keep in mind that whether such completely equitable relationships are possible is still a question
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of a hung jury. There can only be one president within a relationship, as a relationship between an
Alpha and a Dominant cannot work [6]. While both parties may change over time, negotiating sexual
strategy, is merely one step away from negotiating desire.
Once two parties negotiate that they will each abandon their sexual strategy, this strikes me as
attempting to negotiate away hundreds of thousands of years of psycho-biological development.

The Morality of the Red Pill
The two major schools of morality that I’ve covered elsewhere on this blog are duty ethics
(deontological ethics) and consequence ethics (consequentialist), a third school that is not much
debated is Virtue ethics, which I will not cover in this post. From a deontological perspective, our
intent decides the morality of our actions, if you intended to shoot the hostage taker, missed and shot
the hostage, it was a morally right act as you did not intend to kill the hostage. From a
Consequentialist perspective, your intent does not matter, only the consequences of your action, thus
as you shot the hostage it was a morally wrong act.

Deontological ethics and the Red Pill
As defined above, duty ethics would seek to prescribe the morality of actions based on their intent
based on a set of rules. A personal favorite of mine is Kant’s categorical imperative:
First formulation: “Act only according to that maxim whereby you can at the same time will that it
should become a universal law without contradiction.”
Second formulation: “Act in such a way that you treat humanity, whether in your own person or in
the person of any other, never merely as a means to an end, but always at the same time as an end.”
What would be the effect if all men were red pill, and acted in accordance with red pill teachings?
Would the world be better or would the world be worse. It would shift the world from running
according to the feminine imperative and at first approach a more balanced decision making matrix
among men and women in long term relationships. However, it would most likely lead to females
feeling their influence significantly reduced as compared to at present.
Secondly, would the females in relationships with all these men be treated as means to an end or as
ends in themselves? This is the difficult question. It is my contention that all relationships entered
into at present are ends in themselves, rather than means to ends. The female in a situation where the
male is utilizing Red Pill teachings, would be treated as ends as the goal of the man is to influence her
behavior in such a manner that the relationship between the two can last.

Consequentialist Ethics and the Red Pill
As moral behavior is judged according to its consequences in this moral philosophy, one would have
to wonder what the consequences of adopting a red pill mindset entails for both parties in a
relationship. As both parties would be judging their actions in accordance with their consequences on
each other and the relationship, it follows that the relationship should be all puppydogs or roses, or
does it? Such an outcome would be based on the premise of no conflicting situations, wherein one
party would have an incentive to work for better consequences for them at the expense of their
partner.
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For instance, it is fairly well documented that Red Pill teachings advocate a degree of fear/anxiety
provoking behavior on the part of the man, in order to keep the woman in line. Examples of such
behavior could be getting fit or making sure to say no even if that means she’ll hold out on sex [4].
This has the effect of communicating that the man is both attractive to other women, and that her
vagina does not override his self-assurance. In effect, he refuses to supplicate for sex. This has the
consequence of making her feel unsure, in the case of the former. In the case of the second, it
balances out the decision matrix between the two in that she can no longer force his compliance with
sex.
Which, begs the question, is it immoral for the male to utilize red pill awareness to prevent his wife
from using sex as a compliance reinforcement tool like B.F. Skinner used electric shocks and
feedings on rats?

Utilitarianism
Utilitarianism, coined by Jeremy Bentham, is a set of normative ethics that views moral behavior as
that which maximizes utility. Utility may be defined in many ways but most frequently takes the
position of maximizing the well-being of sentient creatures. Bentham originally defined it as
aggregate pleasure left after deducting suffering of all involved in any action. Applied to a human
relationship, this would mean that a utilitarian approach, could take 2 positions:
A) Maximum happiness to one party at the expense of the other
B) Equal division of happiness and miseries.
From a self-serving perspective assuming an aggregate maximum happiness of both parties being
100. Extreme positions would be 100 – 0 towards one party. However, it is likely that there is a
minimum threshold for happiness that must be maintained in order to avoid the relationship falling
apart. Thus it follows that no party regardless of whether analyzed in terms of deontological or
consequentialist ethics, must ensure that the other party remains over the minimum threshold to avoid
an end to the relationship.
It follows that in order to maintain a status above the minimum for both parties, a degree of equitable
distribution of both happiness and miseries are required. This does not mean that one would engage
in a form of “tit for tat” gameplaying, but barring situations where a potential distribution permits
both to equally accept miseries and happiness. Any decision or action between two parties can only
end in two different ways:
1. One party gets their way
2. A compromise is made
In the case of the former it is obvious that this would allocate happiness to the party that gets their
way and equal amounts misery and happiness to both parties in the case of the latter. This is
excluding events external to the situation at hand, such as the man gets his way, but as revenge the
woman employs the silent treatment tactic for a week. Another example would be that a compromise
is made but both parties are unhappy with said compromise, as the misery is greater than the
happiness generated. In which case, both parties should return to the negotiating table.
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Are Red Pill Prescriptions Abuse?
This was one of the major assertions in the reddit post [1] that prompted this post. That just because a
man has been abused because of his blue pill mindset, this does not mean that he should swallow the
red pill and end up emotionally abusing his future partners.
The author writes the following:
The subreddit is rife with success stories from men who claim they’ve gotten what they
want out of their relationship. One guy claims (and I’m paraphrasing), “She does my
laundry and dishes, we have sex whenever I want, and she knows that I don’t belong to her,
and if she ever slips up or takes me for granted, she’s gone.”
It’s not that I doubt what he’s saying. I believe it. The problem is, what he’s describing is
emotional abuse. What the Red Pill advocates is taking advantage of common weak points
in the typical female psyche (most of which are present in your typical male psyche as well;
everyone has weak points, and most of them are common to all humans, though some are
more pronounced in one sex or another) to put pressure on women and bend them to your
will. Users advise doing things like keeping her guessing, changing what you want and then
berating her for not keeping up with your whims. Several advise that you never show
affection for her unless she’s done something to please you. You break them like you’d
break an animal.
And it’s damned effective in some cases. It’ll get you what you want if you do it right. [1]
So let us explore the actions he refers to and try to abstract them into more general terms.
A) If you act in a manner that is not-satisfactory to me, I will end this relationship.
B) Being unpredictable and keeping the other party off balance.
C) Withhold affection if the other party does not act according to your wishes.
For the actions under A, while it may sound extreme, is not emotional abuse in and of itself, it would
depend highly upon the degree. Ending a relationship if it is not a good fit for you, is perfectly valid
and part of knowing what you want and having good boundaries. To paraphrase feminists, nobody is
owed a relationship. The trouble with this example is if you look at the reverse formulation. “If you
act in a way that is satisfactory to me, I will remain in this relationship“, some may argue that this is
conditional love and love should be unconditional, however if we look at divorce rates I think its
pretty clear that such is not the case.
For the actions under B, I do agree that this could very well be emotional abuse, or it could be normal
behavior for one of the parties involved. There are people who are unpredictable, who change their
minds frequently, their values frequently or their interests frequently without it being classes as
emotional abuse. If a demand is that everyone should have the same degree of predictability,
otherwise you are emotionally abusing your partner, it follows that there are a lot of people with
unpredictable minds and lives out that there are emotionally abusing the hell out of their partner.
Withholding affection (C), just like the others is behavior that is not emotional abuse in and of itself it
would depend on other factors. If the other party blows 3 months salary when you are going broke,
would a person be affectionate and understanding right then and there? Because that would be
enabling financial abuse of themselves. Making it clear when another party has violated your
boundaries, agreements, or principles is a central part to any interpersonal relationship, offering both
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affection and condemnation at the same time, or closely after each other, is emotional abuse in and of
itself. It’s called sending mixed messages. Furthermore, I fail to see a distinction between
withholding of affection to force compliance and withholding sex to force compliance.

Summary and Conclusions
The major question presented in the post that prompted this essay, is the perspective of the individual
vs collective on a micro-scale. The core question being centered on give and take in relationships,
furthermore, whether it is possible to establish a relationship wherein both parties verbally agree to
put the other’s interests as equal to their own. When the author writes
“And as long as you keep that power dynamic active, you will never know what love is.
Because love means that you feel what your lover feels. If she hurts, you hurt. If you hurt
her, you feel all of her pain and all of the shame for knowing that you’re the one that caused
it. If you really love someone, you’ll never want to hurt them.”
This is an appeal to blue pill perspective, the idea that in-spite of all the writings in the manosphere
and elsewhere in media, a man can negotiate a relationship free of all the principles. Unicorns are
never born, but the author wishes to create one in order to live out his blue pill fantasy. However, the
major problem here comes with “hurt“, what does “hurting her” entail?
If we make the assumption that as the author outlines red pill thinking as the problem, it follows that
what he means by hurt is “pursue your own sexual strategy and desires in your relationships“. Then
it follows that in order to not hurt her, you would have to stop pursuing your own sexual strategy and
desire in your relationships, and she would have to do the same. In effect, one would have to put the
partner’s desires, interests and outcomes as equal to one’s own. I can imagine many people wanting
to engage in a relationship where such a state was negotiated, the major question can such exist? Can
one negotiate compliance to an identical ruleset given AWALT
Illimitableman writes of AWALT “For example, hypergamy, solipsism, Machiavellianism and
immaturity are principles which make up the AWALT umbrella.”, in order to make an agreement
wherein a partner is put on equal footing to oneself, and where sexual strategy is eliminated, that
would require a woman free of solipsism, because solipsism is as further written:
“Such a conclusion is rarely ever THE truth, but rather, HER rationalised, chosen truth. A
truth that reconciles negative with positive emotion to bring about an internal balance that is
completely unconcerned with the abstraction that is objectivity.” Illimitableman [8]
P.1 A solipsistic woman’s view of an equitable relationship, is thus not objective, but rather
subjective a truth that reconciles her emotional state. Thus, the male in order to facilitate the
negotiation that is proposed by the author of the original post, has to either make an agreement that
follows her subjective truth, in which case the agreement is no agreement at all.
P.2 The second bridge to cross is that of machiavellianism. If women are inherently Machiavellian,
then it follows that it would be in her best interest to accept the agreement, and then overtly act in
compliance, but covertly pursue her own ends. Thus, the negotiation becomes her shield, as she is
overtly acting compliant, yet utilizing the agreement to shield her Machiavellian machinations.
P.3 A third chasm that has to be bridge is innate immaturity. A core characteristic of immaturity is
the inability to put off present gratification for future gratification. An agreement to put aside sexual
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strategy in order to better the relationship, is in fact a long term agreement, not one that yields
immediate gratification of a woman’s need for emotional upheaval, and variance. Thus, it follows
that an immature person is likely to throw the agreement to the wind in order to gain instant
gratification.
P.4 A fourth issue comes with hypergamy, is it possible for a woman to put away her innate tendency
to attempt to branch swing. We have to remember that innate in the relationship agreement, is the
putting away of sexual strategies, of which a central part for the woman is her hypergamy.
Thus, one can only conclude, that a woman who could uphold such a relationship agreement, would
also be one free, of the 4 cornerstones of female nature described and discussed in P.1 – P.4, thus she
would be a unicorn. Therefore, it follows that the author of the original post is in fact engaging in a
case of circular reasoning, where his solution assumes that the red pill is false from the onset.
Finally, the author writes in his closing:
“In truth, the Red Pill as they represent it isn’t a true awakening at all. It’s a capitulation to a
false dichotomy. A true awakening is realizing that the people around you are more than
just faces, that they all have their own stories, their own thoughts, hopes and dreams, and
that they are just as complex as you are. A true awakening is realizing that you don’t have to
win the fight (and thereby habitually hurt someone you ostensibly care about), or lose it.
That you can take your ball and go home.” [1]
This is where it becomes painfully obvious that the author is writing from a blue pill mindset, in that
the third option is to not play the game at all, just be yourself. To draw this back to morality, the
reason why morality is a subject that has consumed untold numbers of hours from such a variety and
volume of philosophers since the dawn of humanity, is that it is inherently subjective in nature.
If we view morality from a utilitarian perspective, in two situations. One for each individual in the
relationship, and one for the two in aggregate. The actions that would be more moral, in the first case
are those in which each does the most to minimize their own misery and maximize their own pain. In
the latter case, it is the one where both of them do their best to minimize misery and maximize
pleasure for themselves and the other party.
Unless you are prepared to argue that those are the same thing, you have two contradictory
approaches that give you different moral guidance.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://t.co/eHu2xV7EoA
[2] http://www.aesopfables.com/cgi/aesop1.cgi?4&TheScorpionandtheFrog
[3] http://nonzero.org/gametheory.htm
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[4] The Rational Male by Rollo Tomassi
[5] https://therationalmale.com/2016/07/29/the-cardinal-rule-of-sexual-strategies/
[6] http://www.blackdragonblog.com/2012/07/29/the-three-types-of-women/
[7] https://illimitablemen.com/2015/12/16/the-awalt-misconception/
[8] https://illimitablemen.com/2015/09/04/a-most-solipsistic-nature/
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Gendernomics: The Principal and Agent
August 24, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Recently I had a twitter conversation where I made the
statement that the women in your family are your biggest enemy when it comes to sexual market
place success. The reasoning behind this is that females, while inherently seeing the value of an
alpha, fail to raise their sons in this manner, instead opting to build a good Beta for their daughter in
law. This comes from what can be argued as a principal agent issue, wherein your best interests are
not those of your female family members and friends. However, in many cases, men view advice and
counsel from family as if it can only be in the best interest of the man. This is rarely the case due to
multiple mechanisms in the female psyche.
Family are your genetic heritage, the best way to ensure the survival of your family lineage of
genetics is to reproduce and ensure that the other members of your family are best suited to
reproduce. This is why male role-models become so important, as men teach other men how to
perform and win in the sexual marketplace. If Jack Nicholson was your dad, you would be taught
how to slay pussy, if your dad was a male feminist chump, your best bet is to supplicate, become a
male feminist like your dad and go down that route, because your male feminist dad will teach you
how to do just that. Men who are raised with strong masculine male role models learn the traditional
masculine behaviors and attitudes. Concepts such as “boys don’t cry” do not exist because men are
not permitted to show emotions or to be in pain, but because men do not let pain prevent them from
accomplishing what they set out to do. Secondly, they exist because the nature of a man is to be stoic
out of necessity. To balance the genders women are overly emotional and men are somewhat underemotional. If both parties become emotional during a crisis, that is as close to guaranteed death as
possible.
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The Agent and the Principal
Agent-principal issues are common in the business world and occur where a person is employed to
manage the resources of another. For instance, in a company where the CEO is not the owner and the
owner is a board member. This results an issue of poorly aligned incentives, wherein the CEO may be
encouraged to utilize company funds in a manner in which it benefits him or her but not the owner.
This has taken many forms, such as creating elaborate and expensive offices, expensive company
cars, extreme executive benefits and many others. Many companies have attempted to correct such
poorly aligned incentives through mechanics such as stock option programs for executives, thinking
that if the executive is also an owner they will act as an owner would. In some cases this has been
successful, in others not so much. The reasoning for why it is not an ensured success is simple, if the
CEO owns 1% of the company, and thus has ownership to 1% of the owners equity and net profits.
Yet can utilize more than 1% of those resources due to his or her position for his or her benefit
through the company structure, they can pad their own wallet at the expense of the 99% that owns the
remaining equity and profits.
The manner in which such principles manifest in other situations is that people feel a sense of
ownership of you if you are their friend or family member. For instance they will expect you to do
things for them, thus sacrificing time that you could have otherwise spent on yourself or other
endeavors. Thus, when you elect to start enforcing boundaries to how much of your time they can
consume, this has a negative effect on them. If you elect to act in a manner, which reflects poorly on
them, this has a negative effect as well. Therefore, they seek to control or influence you towards their
own best ends, rather than your own best ends.
This may not purely be with malicious and self-serving intent, it may also be because you are not
acting in congruence with the internalized image they have of you, thus they regard your changing
self as fake. All humans construct mental images of other humans, as the human changes, they notice
that the human is not acting in accordance with the mental image. This leaves them two options,
adapting their mental image or utilizing the consistency principle to influence the human into acting
in accordance with the metal image. Most prefer the latter. In an interpersonal relationship, one
person engaging in change alters the dynamic of the relationship, and if those relationships have an
unhealthy dynamic to begin with the effect is even more pronounced. Furthermore, if the change
engaged in affects the central foundations of the relationship, the dynamic often becomes strained to
a higher degree.
Thus, it follows that one party engaging in change can affect other parties surrounding them, who all
have investments in that person to some extent. The reaction is often in proportion to the investment
into the person. No where is this investment larger than in the women within your own family.

The Women in Your Family
Women within your family, mother(s), grandmothers, aunts, sisters and such all influence you while
growing up. The most important person in a man’s life from birth is his mother. The incentives for
the mother will shape much of the boy’s developing psyche for the formative years of his life. A
situation where a mother has no partner for instance, will often result in the son acting as an
emotional substitute for an adult partner, thus making him excessively sensitive to his mothers
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emotional state. In this case, the mother will often attempt to shape her “little man” into the partner
she inherently needs. Alternatively, she may spoil him to an excessive extent, which results in him
idealizing her.
The reason why I think that the women in your family are your enemy when attempting to improve
your lot in the sexual market place is female solipsism, women are inherently in-group biased, selfcentered and focused on female needs. Thus, they will seek to build you according to the needs of the
feminine imperative. This is much of the same issue I have with many “red pill women” in that their
goal is not for men to be all they can be and build the strongest version of themselves. It is to build a
better beta to further optimize their hypergamy (or ideally tame an Alpha), they want to create a
Frankenstein monster consisting of incompatible parts in order to improve their feelings of getting a
good deal. In essence, this is Beta 2.0. They do not realize that the majority of alpha and beta traits
are incompatible, and creating a hybrid is an impossibility. I’ve outlined some traits below:

Most of the time the women in your family love you and want the best for you. It may be a remnant
of blue pill programming on my part, but I find it hard to believe that all the women in your family
want you to fail miserably in the sexual market place by design. However, they are also influenced by
the feminine imperative, and as they are likely to view monogamous long-term relationships as the
ultimate outcome of the sexual market place, they will influence you in this direction. Their goal is
not to create a man who becomes dominant and alpha within the sexual market place, their goal is to
create the best possible long-term monogamous deal for their future daughter-in-law.
How does one create a great deal for a future daughter-in-law? Often they will encourage you to
pursue traits and behaviors that they perceive as wrong about their own husbands. For instance, if
their husbands does not do his “fair share” of housework they will encourage you to learn domestic
work, such as cleaning, laundry and cooking. A woman who finds her husband to be non-supportive
and self-centered will encourage her sons to be supportive and her-centered. If their husband is an
alpha or former alpha, they will neglect the traits that attracted her to him in the first place, or the
traits that are inherent to his psyche and focus on building their son around those traits. If their
husband is a loyal beta, they will ignore the absence of alpha traits and focus on iteratively improving
their beta husband. Their actions have the effect of building a barrier that their sons, grandsons,
nephews and so on must climb to gain true SMP success. In the table below I’ve outlined the various
traits that I found that women find attractive in men according to the various sources:
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Sourced from [3,4,5,6,7,8]

Compare these traits with the rough dichotomy set up in the previous table. While there may be some
overlap between dominance in the ask men list and Dark Triad Traits, the categorization of many of
these traits (barring the physical ones) would be Beta adjacent.
Some are more dominant, some are more submissive, some depend very much on execution.
When it comes to the female psyche, it is very clear from observation that females attempt to reduce
their own burden of performance at every step. Unlike the male performance burden, the female
burden is not inherently required in the sexual market place, but it does add some value to her, and
improves the deal for a male that eventually ends up in a long-term relationship with her. These
reductions are often apparent, for instance the sexy lingerie disappears and out come the sweats. Four
days a week at the gym to keep her body tight and toned becomes four days a week of “Netflix and
chill“. Home cooked meals, house cleaning and laundry become tasks where she expects you to do
your “fair share“.
Thus, the females in your family are not overly concerned with whether or not you can find a woman,
they are concerned with how she will view them resulting from your behavior in the relationship.
Naturally, they want you to end up in a long-term monogamous relationship to give them a genetic
legacy, however they are more concerned with how well they can train you to be a good husband,
rather than a good man. How good did they ensure that her deal was when she selected you as her
long-term mate. The feminine imperative when securing a long-term relationship is to lock down
long-term security for herself and her offspring at the cost of a minimal burden for herself. This is the
perspective from which the females in your family also seek to construct your psyche to accept.
The cardinal issue is one that takes place when solipsism [9, 10, 11] makes it nearly impossible for
your female family members or friends to put themselves in the shoes of someone else, due to their
tendency to have themselves as their mental point of origin. When compounded with an inability to
review their past in relative objective terms, in addition to often viewing their own relationships (or
lack thereof) through rationalization, they build the man that they think they want, rather than one
who would be successful.
I covered the various SMV deals in a couple of posts already [1, 2] and one could argue that the
females in your family seek to provide a perfect provider for their daughter in law. Someone who has
all the traits they wish were present in their own husbands, fathers and other males in their life. In the
same way they construct their daughters as weapons of their own ambition, they raise their boys to be
vehicles for their own relationship ambitions.

Summary and Conclusions
The principal agent issue is one of incentives, the incentives of the agent is not aligned with those of
the principal, therefore the agent following human nature will follow his own interests whenever
possible. Mothers do not feel their bosoms swell with pride when they are told “I heard your son had
a foursome with cheerleaders this weekend“, they are not overcome with joy when they hear “Damn,
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that son of yours is really slaying that pussy“, fathers are.
Women feel proud, accomplished, successful as mothers when their sons become accepted by the
community as great fathers and husbands. If a son is bullied the first response of most mothers is to
talk to the teacher, or the principal, or call the mother of the bully. This causes the son to be seen as a
momma’s boy, someone who has a woman stand up for him, and is unable to handle his shit. The
first response of a real father is to teach his son how to stand up for and defend himself. Thus, we
arrive at the result that men raised by women take one of two paths, they either adopt female
behavioral and psychological patterns, alternatively, they adopt the frame of extreme masculinity.
The person(s) who raise a new human being hold enormous power over that developing psyche.
Everything from the dynamic between your parents, their relationship to money and wealth, their
work ethic, their ways of dealing with conflict and many others influence you on a deep level. There
is even a term for problems that stem from childhood, family of origin issues. A poorly programmed
moist robot is one that must spend much time revisiting and revising his programming throughout his
life. This is in many ways what is referred to as “unplugging” in the red pill community.
As outlined, the women in your family view you, as a means to make a better life for their daughter
in law than the lives they enjoy themselves. This can be rationalized regardless of if they have a great
or poor relationship to men. If their relationship with your father and other men are great, they seek to
make it even better by making you the perfect man (in their mind). If their relationship with your
father and other men, is not that great they seek to shape you to be completely different from your
father and men in general. It is in the female nature to blame-shift, and they will blame men, not
themselves for any failure.
Therefore, you need to reject the messages from childhood regarding women, and regarding “what
being a man is about” unless they come from a role-model worthy of shaping your beliefs.Most men
have these internal messages that are reinforced every time you go back to the spring for a second sip.
A goal given to a man by a woman, will be a goal that is the best for women. A methodology given to
a man by a woman, is a methodology that would be suited for a woman. A female is nearly incapable
of giving a man good advice in any area where her solipsism or hypergamy influences her.
Thus, from the existence of principal-agent there is only one option to eliminate such poorly aligned
incentives, namely becoming both your own agent and your own principal. You are the owner of
yourself and the operator of yourself.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1] Gendernomics: Spotting a shitty deal
[2] Gendernomics: The Art of the deal
[3] http://datingtips.match.com/top-10-things-women-attractive-men-13443326.html
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[4] http://www.mantelligence.com/things-women-find-attractive/
[5]
http://www.eharmony.com/dating-advice/about-you/what-women-find-sexy-about-men-the-top-ten-li
st/#.V71FizHLeYM
[6] http://uk.askmen.com/top_10/dating/top-10-traits-attractive-women-look-for-in-a-man_1.html
[7] http://www.sciencedump.com/content/5-things-women-find-most-attractive-about-men
[8] 9 Things women will always find attractive in men
[9] https://therationalmale.com/2015/09/02/solipsism-i/
[10] https://illimitablemen.com/2016/03/16/understanding-female-psychology/
[11] https://therationalmale.com/2015/09/09/solipsism-ii/
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Constructing a Great Media Narrative
August 25, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The media has been called the
fourth power, because of the role it holds as the source of information for a majority of people. A
potential fifth column is the internet, social media, public opinion or others, however the distinctions
between the various powers are slowly being eradicated. It is fairly obvious from a political
perspective that having the media on your side will benefit you greatly. From the paid media, it is
also obvious that the more “customer oriented” they become, the higher their traffic and thus their
earnings. Therefore, it is in the best interest of the media to write articles that “fit” within the
perceptions of the public that they can gain insight from through careful analysis of social media.
Alternatively, create such perceptions within a large part of the market in order to create loyal users.
If you post a story in 3 parts, the people who love the first story, will want to read the second and
third. A more niche publication that targets a specific audience may want to continue to publish
stories within a specific narrative to drive traffic as much as possible.
From the perspective of a politician, focusing on issues that already draw the interest of the public, or
to be able to utilize media and social media in order to bring forth issues that would benefit that
politician or work against his opponents. Thus, the media and politics can be argued to be a symbiotic
relationship, where cooperation and collusion can be highly beneficial to both parties.
This has been the case in many events in world history, most notably the use of media employed by
the German Nazi Government both prior to, and after they were elected. Media narratives are a form
of highly effective influence drawing on multiple innate human tendencies such as credibility bias,
and thus can be weaponized with deadly effects.
A narrative is defined as:
1. something that is narrated:story, account
2. the art or practice of narration
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3. the representation in art of an event or story; also: an example of such a
representation [1]
Thus, a narrative is a story or an account. Media is defined by the same source, Merriam-Webster
dictionary as:
1. a medium of cultivation, conveyance, or expression; especially:medium 2b
2. a singular or plural in construction:mass media b plural: members of the mass
media [2]
Therefore, a media narrative is a story or account by a medium of cultivation, conveyance or
expression. A mass media narrative is such a story or account that unlike the straight presentation of
factual information, includes an element of subjective interpretation by one or more journalists. To
give an example, that a white male went on a shooting spree, is a statement of fact. That he did so as
a result of white male privilege and entitlement is an interpretation. The value of narratives is to take
advantage of story bias is human beings, and influence one or more people in the direction that you
want them to think.
By uniting disparate facts and with interpretations, one seeks to make the facts merge with the
interpretation and thus conflate interpretation and fact. In order to construct the strongest possible
media narrative, I’ve outlined some points that every good media narrative needs to take into account.

Avoid abstracts and go into details
If the situation is such that it has a 1 in a million chance of occurring, ignore it. Avoid doing
comparisons to the situation at hand and other similar situations, focus on the details preferably in
gruesome detail. Ideally, you want to do a minute by minute narration of the horrors, preferably with
pictures of what took place in order to create the strongest possible emotional reaction in your viewer.
By utilizing statics, you risk that your viewer’s critical thinking ability comes into the picture, and
you want to avoid them noticing how you are presenting anecdotal evidence and cherry picking.
Likewise, much like a psychopath isolates their victim to avoid outside references, ensure that your
narrative is presented in a manner where distractions or outside discussions are unlikely. You do not
want anything to mess up the suspension of disbelief you need to create for your reader.
By going into the details, you prevent your viewer from distancing him or herself from the narrative
you are creating and viewing it as a part of a bigger picture. This is not what you want, you want to
make sure that the emotional impact of your narrative hits at maximum effect and therefore anything
that makes the target use their critical thinking ability such as statistics is dangerous, unless you can
make them incite fear or revulsion. An example would be a harrowing gruesome assault followed by
a statistic such as “This will happen to 1/2 people in the course of their life”
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Use the victim – perpetrator dichotomy
In order to create as powerful a narrative as possible, take a lesson from old western movies. You
want a clear dichotomy between the involved parties, ideally one is pure evil, the other is pure good.
You do not want to create a situation where there is any doubt or nuance in this regard. If you want to
truly appeal to people’s emotions, you need to present “Cake or Death” perspectives, unrealistic false
dichotomies, that your audience for some reason feel compelled to accept. Balanced discourse is not
the goal here, creating a good narrative is, and every narrative needs a protagonist and an antagonist.
From fiction, also pay attention to the pacing of a narrative. Information has to be prioritized for
maximum impact, therefore it is of great importance to build towards an emotional crescendo. Make
the reader care about the victim first, then introduce the acts of violence or otherwise. Introducing the
acts before the consumer of information has had time to develop empathy with the victim, creates a
situation wherein the narrative has less emotional effect, and the consumer is more likely to ask
critical questions.

Personalize the Victim
A major goal is to engage in personalisation of the victim(s), the reader has to feel as if this could be
their friend, lover, or family member. This increases their emotional investment and makes them
more likely to react out of fear for the well-being of a loved one, rather than as objective,
dispassionate readers. In order to drive support and empathy for the victim, it is important to paint her
in such a way to appear like the girl next door, who through the vicissitudes of faith, found herself in
the way of the horrible [insert perpetrator]. The reason for writing “her” is that women make the most
effective victims, followed by families with small children. Do not pick a man as victim unless
additional conditions exist that would drive an emotional reaction. Common threads here is race,
religion or sexuality.
Ignore and exclude the behavior of your victim(s), it doesn’t matter what they were doing before
being victimized, unless it helps draw them in an even better light. For instance, if your victim is also
a nurse, who works two jobs, who is also a single mother and volunteers to help the homeless,
publicize it, ideally with pictures of her at work, with her family and helping out at the shelter. If it
turns out that the person you cast as victim has a history of killing husbands, ignore it, even if she is
Belle Gunness or Nannie Doss, suppress all information of such activities. You have to remember,
your goal is not the truth.
If it turns out that the college kid who got shot and whom you cast as your victim was actually a
criminal with a long rap sheet who got shot while attempting to murder 8 other people, make sure to
avoid mentioning this fact as much as possible, unless you can cast your victim as a “flawed
protagonist” someone with a bad past who was turning their life around until the event.

Cast the wrongdoer as an example of a greater problem
The approach towards the person(s) you have cast as bad guy, are the opposite of those for the person
you have cast as the good person. Unlike the victim, it is of critical importance to depersonalize the
offender. This is an interesting dichotomy in that the person cast as perpetrator must at once be fully
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responsible for their actions, but also a symptom of something that appears larger than your narrative.
For instance, institutional racism, institutionalized sexism, “lad culture” or “typical frat boy“. Yes
everyone is an individual, but your perpetrator was created by a larger picture of [insert personal
perspective]. The perpetrator is a means to an end, and it is of high importance to link the actions of
the bad guy, regardless of how many non-sequiturs it requires.
In the case of the bad guy, there is a need to ensure that all information about a sordid past be made
very public. It doesn’t matter if they spent time in jail when they were in their early 20s, got out 30
years ago and have been law-abiding, good citizens since then. Use phrases such as “ex-convict“, and
never state outright what they were convicted for, unless it strengthens your case. If they hit some ice
on their way home one night after volunteering at the nursing home, and got put away for destruction
of property when they went off the road and hit a mailbox, paint them as if they are Ted Bundy.

Make it meme worthy
In order to increase the reach of your narrative, you want to construct it in a manner where it can be
condensed into one sentence or less. Examples of this include “Don’t tell women how to dress, teach
men not to rape” and “77 cents on the dollar”. If you in addition come up with things such as the
wage gap clock, that illustrate your narrative visually, the odds of it going viral and thus winning
through a form of argumentum ad populum, increases drastically. If your meme and slogan are
snappy, people will repeat them without thinking. Saying “1 in 4 college women will be raped” is
more accurate that going into the details of the study. Avoid the trap of context, such as “If 1/4
women in college got raped, that is worse than war torn Congo” as this causes people to think, and
question your position.
What you are attempting to accomplish is to persuade a large group of the population to accept your
narrative, therefore the more people are exposed to it, the more likely you are to build a large
following that buy into it. Once a critical mass believes you, they will work as agents for your ideas
and disseminate them to even more people. This is the core of what it means to go viral, and this
builds a situation wherein more people accept your position and interpretation because so many other
people do.

Take a dogmatic position
Do not fall into the trap of adding nuance to your narrative, this confuses people and makes them
think you are less truthful. From the former point on making it meme worthy, you need to be able to
present your narrative in crystal clear terms without hesitation and caveats. Hammer on your points,
and slogans, do not take a middle ground such as “There may be an earning gap between men and
women but different studies point to different causal chains that require more study” or “According to
recent research, mobile is drastically increasing market share in the e-commerce world, but desktop
is still a large source of traffic” is ineffective compared to “Mobile is the future!”
By adding nuance and a well reasoned position over dogmatism, you engage people’s system 2
responses, meaning that they are more likely to think critically and seek out evidence. This is not
what you want. You want them to accept your ethos and pathos as proof of your logos, because this
means your logos can be shit. However, as you are not concerned with a search for truth, it doesn’t
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matter, what matters is swaying the population to your way of thinking.
If you enter into a debate on the issue, glass over the protests, and outright ignore them as not worthy.
By discussing your opponents points, you are lending credibility to them. Instead play them off as
lies, and ideally flip your opponent in the debate into an embodiment of the very issue you are
seeking to fight. “Of course you would think that, you are a CIS-white man“, “Oh, you are against
feminism, why do you hate all women“, these examples and others have the function of forcing your
opponent on the defensive, where they will be focused on proving and arguing that just because
someone is against the methods used by the proletariat does not make them a member of the
bourgeois, and just because they are wearing classes does not make them an intellectual.

Check Your Sources
I put this last because this is the least important aspect, but the reason why you need to vet and ensure
that your information is accurate is for the same reason a defense attorney needs to know the truth
from his or her client. They do not give a shit if the client is guilty or not, they tend to not be bothered
by morality on a professional level, but they do not want to be blindsided during the trial because you
failed to tell them something that would harm the narrative they are creating to get you acquitted.
On the same note, you need to act preemptively to know and ideally bury anything that can contradict
your narrative. If the story on which you base your narrative turns out to have plot holes, or
inconsistencies, before you publish, you can take steps to bury them, improve on the original story
and thus, ensuring that you are not blindsided later on. Being blindsided can cause you to react in a
manner that reflects poorly on your ethos and pathos and maintaining those are central to your ability
to build and sustain narratives.

In Summary
When a person attends research methodology classes in reputable academia such as in STEM fields,
they are trained to seek out facts as free of human interpretation as possible. In order to do this, the
scientific method is employed in order to limit the influence the researcher has on the results. One is
trained to document every single aspect of an experiment, throughout long methodology chapters,
and to perform additional experiments in order to confirm results. Hypotheses and research questions
are vetted to remove both conscious and unconscious bias. The hypothesis testing is strictly
monitored and so on. Finally, when the research report is written up, before it can be published it is
peer reviewed, meaning that other scientists go through the research write-up with the goals of
finding flaws, poor language, or other questionable aspects.
This is done in order to make sure that the research holds a certain quality, and that the findings are in
fact accurate. In publishing your media narrative it is necessary to rid yourself of any hang-ups you
have about your professional ethics, intellectual integrity, professional integrity or morality in
general. Understand that you are not acting as a journalist, or as an activist, you are acting as a
propagandist. Your role is not to be accurate, truthful, or anything of the sort it is to push story as if it
is true, regardless of it is fictional.
The only thing that matters when creating a media narrative is the end goal of influencing public
perceptions in a predictable direction.
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/narrative
[2] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/media
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The Fantasy of Being Ravished
August 31, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As with many of my recent articles, the idea for this one
came through a twitter conversation with Illimitableman about the nature of female fantasies.
Specifically those involving “The Desire to Be Ravaged” and the observation that rape seems to
punch above its weight in terms of media attention, with a new article appearing every day. Yet, the
best-selling series of female porn in recent memory, “50 Shades of Grey” features coercion on a level
that would qualify as rape by most modern standards. Despite “50 Shades of Grey” depicting what
many modern journalists and activists would outline as rape, abusive and coercive, it sold 70 million
copies in the U.S alone, has been translated into 50 languages, and outsold Harry Potter as the fastest
selling paperback. This caused me to look into the “Bodice Ripper” genre [4] of “romance novels” to
see if there was a pattern to them that gives insight into why such stories hold such an appeal.
You may know a man through his choices of vice and his imagination. If one were to dig into the
production and distribution of male sexual fantasies in the pornographic industry, it becomes quite
clear what many men fantasize about. One could by analyzing this develop a framework, to the end
of determining the nature of male desire. Pornographic movies made for men, are often focused on an
absence of foreplay, the women are ready to go and to engage in any act the man desires. It is often a
non-emotional encounter, where one expects little would take place in the aftermath other than
potential booty calls. In a funny sense, it is a safe space where the man can openly embrace his
sexuality and sexual desires free of the normal psychological and social barriers.
Assuming that the female variant of pornography, romance novels follows a similar patterns, I
selected to explore the seedy world of best selling romance novels in the “Bodice Ripper” genre. For
those who are unfamiliar with the genre, it normally features a heroine, who despite being very
beautiful is also quite naive when it comes to carnal pleasure. Often she has been betrothed by her
father or male guardian, to a classic Beta male provider archetype quite a few years her senior, in
what has been deemed an appropriate marriage. She then meets the alpha male, often in the form of a
rogue of some variety who is the opposite archetype of the Beta provider. While highly attracted to
the rogue, she faces a conflict between her ego, super ego and ID. Her super-ego is offended that
such a brute would behave the way he does, yet her ID is on fire with desire. Over time her ego seeks
to mediate the two, rationalizing that her Beta fiance is a safe future and would make a good husband
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and father by social standards, yet she cannot forget the rogue. Finally, they find themselves alone
and he overpowers her and familiarizes her with a world of carnal pleasure unlike no other.

The Bodice Ripper and reality
The “Fifty Shades of Grey” trilogy, starts off as a traditional romance novel, with the alpha male
protagonist in a position of power and dominance over his young, innocent female friend. He is in
full control of the relationship, the dynamics and their time together. As the trilogy progresses, the
relationship slowly twists and turns, ending as a classical happy ending with the couple married and
expecting their second child. This represents a trope very common in romance novels, that of the
unrepentant Alpha male that falls head over heals in love with the female, and thus elects to leave
behind his former lifestyle and become beta bucks for his woman. This is a subtle power dynamic,
wherein the relationship starts with the male in the leadership and dominant role, ending with the role
reversal with the female holding the power. This is representative of the female fantasy of “Taming
the Alpha“, in which the power dynamic itself is the focus, not the relationship. A female does not
doubt her ability to be the sexual conquest of an Alpha, however she doubts her ability to get him to
settle down for her, thus the fantasy is one in which the Alpha falls so head over heals in love with
his unicorn, that he throws caution and trepidation to the wind, and fulfills the goal of the feminine
imperative.
The sub-genre in the romance novel industry, known as bodice rippers [4,5] was mostly popular in
the 1970s, however as the 80s, 90s and 00s rolled by they gave up their place for more “feminist
inclusive” romance novels featuring stronger heroines, less rapacious male characters, in short a more
feminist friendly romance genre. Gone was the virginal, innocent and naive heroine who is simply
too much to resist for the strong, muscular, long-haired, rebellious alpha, who ripped her clothes off
and threw her in a haystack. Enter the strong, independent woman, with a troubled past, who really
wasn’t looking for romance, but in a weak moment gave in to her urges and found herself falling for
her fireman/police office/billionaire/[insert tired cliche here].
What comes to mind at this point, is that seeing as the “bodice ripper” had been out of fashion for 30
years, how did the modern variant become so popular? [6] While the physical coercion is somewhta
absent from the 50 shades trilogy, it does tackle other forms of pressure, such as psychological and
emotional consent. 50 shades follows the classic trope of Alpha meets young, innocent, naive
woman. Woman enters into relationship on the Alphas terms, doubting herself substantially along the
way, yet ends up married with children. The Alpha having given up his sexual strategy and accepted
the one she prefers.
A red thread in the bodice ripper style is that the relationship between the heroine and the male
character develops out of a situation, where at first she despises him, as representative of everything
she perceives as being wrong. The form of a Byronic hero [7] is quite common. The hero is
frequently the direct opposite of the heroine, if she is poor, he is noble, if she is noble he is poor and
so on. As they spend time together, however an uncomfortable attraction forms within her, that forces
her to review everything she knows about right and wrong.The heroine tortured and troubled by the
conflict between her mind and her body, pines over him, yet despises him for some time, often to
build tension. Supporting characters help build his character as hard, yet vulnerable, perfect yet
flawed, Alpha yet beta. If the male character was a real person, he would be suffering from a severe
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case of dissociation identity disorder, as his entire personality consists of inconsistent dichotomies.
The heroine’s conflict is often carried on, chapter after chapter. She tries to forget about him, then
randomly meets him, she dreams of him, reasons with herself that her body is leading her astray for a
hundred pages or so, until they are finally alone, he throws her on a pile of hay, rips her bodice and
has his way with her. Once this takes place the pacing of the piece of writing takes a predictable path,
where they fall in love, get married and live happily ever after. Thus, she gets her now tamed and
neutered alpha, who turns into her husband, provider and father of her children.
In this situation, one could argue that the Hero throwing her down on the haystack, is in fact
validating her innate narcissism, she is so attractive to him that he cannot help himself and has to
have her then and there. Never mind that this is set in a time where this would ensure his death should
she report him to the authorities. He does not care if he is killed in the aftermath, it will all be worth it
as long as he can have her now. His desire for her is so strong that it overrides his rational thought,
his innermost values, even his sense of self-preservation. What brings her satisfaction is not the sex
itself, but the idea that the man has placed his very life into her hands, it is the power over him that is
her aphrodisiac. Through his consumption of her flesh, she consumes his soul.
To contrast with the reality of a rape, a woman is grabbed from behind, by an unseen assailant, or she
falls asleep after ingesting copious quantities of alcohol or other drugs, and wakes to find herself
being penetrated by another party against her will, is quite a different situation. Rather than hand her
the feeling of power, it is the taking away of all her power. Physically in that she is overpowered,
mentally in that the Machiavellian machinations that she engages in are now worthless to her. Finally,
evolutionary, in that she has lost control of her hypergamy, in that the man who took her by force was
not selected by her, thus she has no idea of his genetics, however by implication it would follow that
a man who could easily liaison with women would not rape.
Her solipsism, is exposed for what it is; hollow. Despite her self-image as strong, independent,
capable, intelligent and however else she views herself, it does not matter because force can always
override it. It breaks one of the cultural delusions of our modern societies, that despite our progress,
our civility and our culture, a forceful animal lurks beneath, threatening to crush the veneers of polite
society. In the bodice ripper case, the woman is ultimately in control, and being ravished represents
her femininity conquering the stronger male. The male is also the male of her choosing, and one that
optimizes her hypergamy. He affirms her feminine power and her desirability to the Alpha male,
therefore validating her narcissistic self-perception.
In the reality case, the man was merely looking for a target of opportunity, thus it does not validate
her innate narcissism. The rapist is not likely to optimize her hypergamy as great looking, alpha male
billionaires tend to not need to hide in the bushes wearing a ski-mask on the prowl for targets of
opportunity. Rather than being seen as a unique snowflake among her gender, for whom the male
cannot control his animal desires, she is seen as “whatever woman walks by when nobody is around
to help“, it is completely random. A useful contrast is perhaps “50 shades of Grey” as opposed to
“Irreversible” or “Last House on the Left“.

The Dichotomy
My contention would be that case A: The Bodice Ripper serves to satisfy solipsism and hypergamy,
in that it the male character in such novels is created in order to hit all the “Yes” buttons a woman
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has. Thus the “fantasy of being ravished” works to satisfy her hypergamy through the male always
being the embodiment of traits that give him a very high sexual market value. Christian Grey for
instance is aloof, good looking, very rich, dominant and is not afraid to be demanding (outcome
independence), he embodies both alpha and provisioning. The addition of the male not being able to
control himself, and risking everything for her, also adds an extra spice as it represents that his desire
for her is so overwhelming that he would lay down his life for just a fleeting moment with her.
Furthermore, the ultimate end of such bodice rippers is a long term, monogamous relationship with
the woman taming the Alpha, who then rapidly approaches the Beta traits, accepting the female
relationship frame and compromising his own sexual strategy in order for hers to take center-stage.
The bodice ripper predictably ends prior to him fully falling to Beta provider status, and the women
branch swinging to another alpha, or engaging in liaisons with the pool boy at her 17th century
mansion.
This fantasy is about the woman having the ultimate power over her ideal male archetype, a power so
complete that she possesses his very spirit, and that he would happily sacrifice every moment
remaining in his life in exchange for just one moment of carnal desire with her. In essence, this casts
the woman in the role of succubus. Thus, while the act may appear to be against her will, in reality it
is not.
If we compare with case B: The actual rape, this does not satisfy solipsism or hypergamy. For one,
the man is most likely not an alpha. This means that a man with below par genetic material may
impregnate her, thus saddling her with offspring that has poor genetics. Historically during our
evolution, this would be a high risk situation for the woman, as it may compromise both her shortterm mating efforts, and her long-term security.Furthermore, long term social conventions could have
doubled up this risk. Thus it compromises her hypergamy. Furthermore, the perpetrator is not doing
out of targeted desire but out of general desire. It is not the desire for her, that leads to his risk taking,
it is his desire for anyone this offends both narcissism and solipsism in that it contradicts her selfimage. Thirdly, it robs her of all her perceived power, in that rather than her covertly selecting and
signalling him, the male takes what he desires by force, bypassing all the civilized covert
communications. Forth, rape is a crime for a reason.
The reality of this situation is that it is the opposite of the power dynamic, she is literally powerless,
while the man has all the power. The man performs an act against her will.

Summary and Conclusions
As I’ve outlined throughout this essay, there is a distinct difference between the fantasy and the
reality. Also within the fantasy, there are two types, the erotic and the aversive [12]. The former is
embodied in romance novels, the latter in more nightmarish regards. This distinction is of
importance, to outline the difference between what the female fantasy actually is, versus what the
female fantasy is not.
There is a very distinct difference between the fantasy and the reality [1,2,8] in reality the female is
seeking out the power dynamics and dominance that she craves from a masculine man in a scenario
where she has very little risk, with the ultimate goal being that of “catching” the ultimate man. This is
why the term “rape fantasy” is inaccurate, as the fantasy itself is the equivalent of someone having a
“being murdered by Jason Voorhees” fantasy because they watch “Friday the 13th“. If one accepts
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the argument that rape is about power, namely the man overpowering the women by force. The
bodice ripper is a reversal on this scenario, where the woman overpowers the man psychologically
prior to the act, and the man then overpowers the woman physically with her approval. Her approval
in this case being implicit rather than explicit. According to a study:
Three explanations of rape fantasy were tested: openness to sexual experience, sexual
desirability, and sexual blame avoidance. Women who were higher in erotophilia and selfesteem and who had more frequent consensual sexual fantasies and more frequent
desirability fantasies, particularly of performing as a stripper, had more frequent rape
fantasies. Women who were higher in erotophilia, openness to fantasy, desirability
fantasies, and self-esteem reported greater sexual arousal to rape fantasies. Sexual blame
avoidance theory was not supported; sexual desirability theory was moderately supported;
openness to sexual experience theory received the strongest support. [13]
The results of which support the conclusion of this post that sexual desirability is a major factor
within this genre of fantasy. A second dimension not tested for in the study is the presence of power
dynamics and a test of the dichotomies of aversive and erotic fantasy.
It is a fairly common and accepted axiom in Red Pill circles that the sexual market place is arranged
in accordance with the feminine imperative. Meaning, the sexual freedom for women to engage in
their dualistic sexual strategy, of Alpha Fucks, Beta Bucks. This translates into needing an ability to
seek out the Alpha genes and ideally be the mother of Alpha children. However, it also translates into
locking down a provider to ensure her long term security and that of her children. Thus, we see
situations such as the mother of an Alpha gang member’s children becoming the housewife of the
boring, beta accountant from Irvine. The Alpha gang member is bound to have multiple stints in
prison, a very low level of income security and a high chance of being shot at some point. However,
he is most likely an embodiment of traits that give the impression of high genetic fitness, and thus
optimal for reproduction.
However the ultimate female fantasy is to lock down the ultimate alpha, who is so enamored with her
that he surrenders all power and control to her. He is both the source of highly fit genes, and of
unparalleled long term security. Of course, the Bodice Ripper always ends shortly after the starcrossed lovers get married and have children, otherwise it would rapidly be followed by her
disillusion at her former Alpha now becoming a boring beta. Her branch swing to the next Alpha or
better Beta, the inevitable divorce rape and her renewed longing for a happiness which she will never
obtain. A colloquialism for hypergamy is “marrying up” however this is a gross oversimplification.
While marrying up outlines the form hypergamy often takes, in that a woman wants to lock down a
man of higher SMV than herself. Outlining the means as the end, ultimately means accepting the
feminine relationship frame of long-term monogamous relationships being the desired outcome.
Hypergamy in reality comes down to the optimization of female reproduction requirements combined
with female security needs, and the balancing of short-term mating opportunities with long term
security needs.
The romance novels offers this promise, and this is one major and interesting distinction within the
genre, where the romance novels of the early 70s often had the Alpha – Beta dichotomy, in that the
woman would fall for the broke, outlaw alpha and thus select her short term mating prospects over
her long term security. The trend in more recent hits such as “50 shades of Grey” or “The Billionaire
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Boys Club” that offers the ultimate in hypergamic optimization, in that the same man satisfies both
the short term mating and the long term security needs.
The bodice ripper is a “safe and controlled danger” much in the same way that a person can
experience fear and suspense in a safe manner through watching a horror movie. It is the ultimate
expression of danger, passion and desire without any real danger actually being present. It is a story
of how she tames the alpha, turning an activity that is inherently dangerous into one where no real
danger is present [11]. It is a story about how her feminine powers are so strong that the man lost
control of himself, and put his very life on the line for a single fleeting moment. This validates her
need for security, power, hypergamic optimization and validates her narcissistic solipsism in one
single scenario. It is the taming of the Alpha.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
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https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/all-about-sex/201001/womens-rape-fantasies-how-commonwhat-do-they-mean
[2] http://www.slate.com/blogs/humannature/2009/01/26/rape_fantasies_and_female_arousal.html
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[4] http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/bodice%20ripper
[5] https://www.goodreads.com/genres/bodice-ripper
[6]
http://www.theatlantic.com/sexes/archive/2013/03/beyond-bodice-rippers-how-romance-novels-came
-to-embrace-feminism/274094/
[7] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Byronic_hero
[8] https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/evolution-the-self/201411/don-t-call-them-rape-fantasies
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The Methods to Female Madness
September 8, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

For a while, I’ve been throwing around
ideas in my head for writing a post about red flags, and various other things men should look out for
in women. However, as I was doing my research on the topic, throughout various manosphere sites, I
found that it had been a fairly frequently covered topic. From red flags [3,4], to various takes on the
characteristics of female psychopaths [1], borderlines [2], histrionics, bi-polar and quite a few other
mental illnesses, it has been covered. So, rather than repeating much of what has previously been
written, I decided to research the methodologies of these women on a more abstract basis. More
specifically, the means to the desired end.
There is no shortage of stories floating around the internet about abusive females, cluster-B females,
female sociopaths and various other forms in which these women appear. However, their madness
has some method to it, in that many of them engage in similar tactics. From my other article on this
topic, where I evaluated how likely you are to bang crazy, the odds of doing so are quite high, as
21.8% of American women can be diagnosed with mental illness within a 12 month period. However,
given that that is only those who could be diagnosed, the probability are that the number of women
with severely problematic traits is much higher.
A common theme throughout the stories that were part of the research, was certain patterns that seem
eerily similar, yet without the requisite knowledge does not make sense. Everything from being
highly unpredictable, rapid mood swings, constant goal post switching, virtually changing
personalities, and contradictory behaviors. However, when viewed from the perspective of combined
red pill and influence, they make perfect sense.

AWALT on Steroids
The cardinal piece of knowledge about these women is that every single trait covered by AWALT is
super-charged in them. In the same way that autism is often said to be an extreme version of the male
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brain, women that fall under this category have an extreme form of the female brain. For this reason,
their behavior is often excused both by society and in interpersonal relationships, as “That’s just how
women are“. The difference here is in degrees, rather than a pure black and white distinction. All
women seek to optimize hypergamy, by having back-ups and orbiters, these women are the type to
have mass amounts of them, including running multiple concurrent affairs or similar.
All women are solipsistic, but these women take it to the extreme level, by rejecting anything except
their own perception of the world. In this regard, these women view their subjective perception of
reality as actual reality, furthermore they expect everyone to act in accordance with and validate their
perception of reality.
All women are prone to validating, viewing and valuing their subjective responses to stimuli more
than objective facts and realities, however, these are the women who throw tantrums about how you
behaved in a dream they had, or who even when faced with stone cold facts insist that their view is
the correct one.
All women like drama and attention, however these women will manufacture drama and draw
attention as if they were oxygen. A great indicator that you are in fact dealing with a woman of this
nature is whether she is constantly embroiled in some form of dramatic conflict.

The Mask
These women utilize a variety of masks that tend to follow the categories outlined in the female
sexual strategies, however they are much more intense than a normal woman would be. The normal
woman exists as a separate entity from her sexual strategy, whereas this type of woman becomes her
sexual strategy. Frequently, such women are gifted actresses and readers of people, thus, will adopt a
mask adapted to her target. Her goal here is to attract the male’s attention through appearing as his
soulmate. However, do not think that these women only target men deep in the blue pill world of
soulmates and happily ever after, red pill men may be just as prone to falling for a unicorn.
Their masks can take a variety of forms, within the sexual strategies. There are woman who work of
sympathy and empathy, by painting themselves as the victim of circumstances and the evils of
humanity. There are those who paint themselves as survivors and self-reliant, and those who paint
themselves as “too good for this world” as the caretakers of all around them.
The key to the mask is information gathering, where she elicits information from the man in a
constant feedback system that allows her to slowly perfect her performance to him. The chance
meeting outside that coffee shop he visits four days a week, was perhaps not a chance meeting and
she may have been stalking him for weeks after identifying him as a target. Their lives revolve
around their performances and their games, of which, the mask the center point. Therefore it is also
likely the one thing in their life to which they dedicate themselves.
However, their mask will always drop off at one point or another, it differs from woman to woman.
This is no different than in a normal relationship wherein both parties slowly reveal more and more of
themselves to their partner. However, in this case every facet of the woman’s personality was created
and executed as a performance in order to bring the relationship to the state she desired, once she
achieves this state, there is little incentive for her to struggle to keep the mask. In my research I came
across men who had lived with women for relatively long periods of time, even decades, before the
mask came off, in other cases it could be as little as a few weeks or months.
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The Love Bomb
Most relationships with a woman of this nature starts with a love-bomb designed to blast through all
defenses. These women are often beautiful and charming and most men feel extremely flattered when
she starts showering them with attention. For many it replicates the experiences they had of first
romances. Love bombing has the effect of driving up the pleasure centers in your brain causing
releases of serotonin, dopamine and other pleasure chemicals. [5] This creates a rapid bond, and an
addiction to have her around. A chief characteristic of these women is that they seek to establish the
relationship very quickly, often moving in together, getting pregnant or married within days, weeks
or months of meeting.
One of the reasons they move fast, is that they are unable to maintain their mask for long, and most
men will see it slip a time or two prior to being trapped. However, they are likely to write this off as
“she was having a bad day“. Another reason is that their life frequently is like that of a fraudster, in
that they often need a way out of a bind they have created for themselves. They are prone to bounce
from scam to scam, relationship to relationship experiencing little stability in their lives.
The longer the courtship phase lasts, the longer she will have to keep up the mask and effort to make
the man believe in her theatrics, this is very draining for her and thus, over time the mask will slip
more and more.
Think of the cheetah and its prey, the prey of a cheetah can and will outrun it over longer distances,
however the cheetah hunts using its advantage of higher acceleration and speed. Their mode of
operation is to quickly seize their prey, and then maintain a situation where that prey is in a
vulnerable position. While the man is in this state, the women are likely to engage in extensive future
faking, enticing the man into making many promises in exchange for the woman making promises as
well. The goal of love-bombing is to rapidly build bonds and investments that ensures that the man
will remain even when her mask starts to slip. The major mechanisms tend to be a combination of
psychological bonds and legal barriers. For instance, trauma bonding and making her pregnant.

FOG
I wrote about the acronym FOG before, and it is short for “fear, obligation and guilt“, which are the
three favored tactics utilized by these women. They are three of the most powerful buttons within the
human soft-robot, which is why many writers of books on influence utilize them as core tools. Each
example of a woman has a differing preference for which one to utilize at a given time, but they all
use the full arsenal of tools. The love-bomb sets the man up for fear of loss, and continued time
expenditure on this women creates a sunk cost situation, which magnifies this fear of loss. In essence,
the man after the love bomb develops an addiction to the rush of pleasure chemicals marinating his
brain. He will spend the great majority seeking a return to that state, which will never come.
Fear is a very valued tool for influence, as evidenced by how often it is used in political campaigns,
or propaganda targeted at a population. Fear is the cardinal principle of the woman’s tactic, and her
main tool for forcing compliance. Fear off losing her, fear of losing the perception he has of her,
shared dreams (future faking), fear of financial loss, fear of losing access to his children and fear of
false allegations are frequent fear buttons that these women push.
What happens after the love bombing phase, is that the women has built up an arsenal of promises,
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and has lured the man into a mode of behavior characteristic of love-struck teenagers. While she has
no intent to deliver on the promises she made during this phase, she is now able to utilize obligation
as a mechanism, enforced by the man’s fear of losing her as a powerful manipulative tactic. For
instance, if he promised to take her on a long vacation, she will utilize the promise he made, enforced
by fear and guilt to get him to deliver regardless of whether the situation has changed.
Obligation often takes a similar form to utilizing consistency for influence. When utilizing obligation
one is playing on a person’s tendency to be duty fulfilling, and the perception they have of
themselves as being men who handle their duties. This is a powerful tool, as men are programmed by
society to be dutiful and reliable, something which is deeply ingrained in their super-ego. An example
from “Influence” by Robert Cialdini, is that by giving a small gift, people are influenced by buy more
lottery tickets as a result of feeling obligated to “settle the score” from the gift. This plays into the
mechanisms of reciprocity feelings of guilt for not “carrying your share of the burden”, or delivering
on your word.
Finally, the effect of using guilt based ploys depend highly on the person they are utilized against.
People tend to differ somewhat in how prone they are to feeling guilt, however it is a powerful tool to
enforce compliance. As I wrote in an earlier post, guilt probably evolved as a mechanism to ensure
the survival of the group, through influencing people to live up to their word and live according to
certain standards. However, it is also a very powerful weapon against those who are prone to feel
excessive amounts of guilt.

Confusion Tactics & Behaviorism
A key element, not covered extensively elsewhere is the range of confusion tactics that this type of
woman will engage in to ensure that her victim remains compliant. A man in command of his
faculties and himself, knows when his boundaries are being trampled on, when he has given up frame
control, and when he is engaging in counter-productive behaviors. To keep the man from engaging
his deductive logic and critical thinking, the woman seeks to keep him in a state where these are
overridden.
From brain-washing techniques there are a few ways of doing so. Sleep deprivation, maintaining the
man in an emotional state (for instance during love bombing), manufacturing short-term crises, a
constant flow of drama, stress and slowly undermining his self-perception [6]. The goal of such a
woman is to create a compliant robot that will do her bidding. It is very difficult to influence someone
to the degree required for her control, therefore, the utilization of tactics to weaken her victim, takes
place throughout the process. The love-bombing an initial phase is in many ways a case of her being
able to calibrate how hard and fast she can push the target into compliance.
During the love bombing stage, the man is overwhelmed by constant high doses of pleasure
chemicals from his brain, and in a highly emotional state. However, humans are not prone to
questioning why good things they perceive as good are happening to them. As they feel as if they
have met their unicorn, they also fear loss if they ask probing questions or engage their critical
thinking. When during the love-bombing phase she flips and suddenly bombards them with
negatively, it serves to both confuse, but also to test the man’s resistance to her influence.
When moving into the phase of fear, obligation and guilt, the love-bombing behaviors disappear, and
the woman instead utilizes that behavior as a reward for compliance. When the man acts in
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accordance with her expectations and wishes, he is rewarded with the positive behaviors he fell for,
when the man fails to act in accordance with her desires or acts in a neutral manner, he is rewarded
with her true personality. Over time, the love bombing phases will become more and more rare, and
only utilized by her to reel him back in if she senses that she is about to lose him. A typical example
could be her denying him sex for a couple of months, and then sensing that he is about to stray or
leave, leaping back into the crazy sex they had to begin with for a day or two.
What is taking place here is a form of operant conditioning and cognitive behavioral therapy, where
the man is trained to respond in certain ways to stimuli. The three basic responses is negative,
positive and neutral. Positive reinforcement ensures that a behavior will be repeated, by rewarding
the target for engaging in desired behaviors. Negative reinforcement ensures that a behavior will be
repeated, by removing negative stimuli when the target engages in desired behaviors. Punishers
extinguish behaviors by punishing the target for engaging in undesired behaviors.
Furthermore, Skinner did research on schedules of reinforcement and found that the quickest
modification of behavior takes place when the continuous enforcement takes place, meaning every
time the behavior is repeated, it is reinforced.For instance, every time a man does something the
female wants him to do, or not, the punishment or reward is swift. In this case, the variables were
response rate, namely how hard the target worked on the behavior. For instance, how often the rat
would press the lever that leads to the positive or negative reinforcement. In addition to the extinction
rate, namely how quickly the rat would stop pressing the lever if the enforcement behavior did not
occur.
Slower modification takes place with fixed ratio enforcement, where the target is enforced or
reprimanded at set intervals, for instance every 5 times the target engages in the desired behavior. If
the man does as she tells him 10 times in a row, he gets rewarded, or if he crosses her 10 times he
gets a pot of hot water tossed over him while he sleeps. Fixed interval reinforcement leads to a happy
medium between response and extinction of behaviors, and means that the target is reinforced after a
specific time provided that one correct behavior has been observed.
Variable ratio reinforcement shows rather poor results due to unpredictability. Finally, variable
interval reinforcement that has the worst results, due to also being unpredictable. The unpredictable
reinforcement confuses the target, and thus does a poor job of extinguishing poor behaviors, however,
it does a great job creating confusion in the target. Unable to discern what is desired and how to gain
the results he wants, he is likely to flip through everything that has worked before.
These women will utilize a mixture of punishers, negative reinforcement and positive reinforcement
depending on their personality, and how much time they have. Furthermore, they will often balance
fixed and variable reinforcement ratios, and even alter the behaviors that are punished or reinforced
over time due to their desire to keep their target confused. They may also do this to move the
goalposts, meaning gradually altering behavior in the direction that they desire.

Summary and Conclusions
The mechanisms that the sub-set of women use are not very different from the ones utilized by
normal women. For instance, it is not uncommon for women to transform their shared living quarters
into a space that is more suitable for her, while relegating him to the basement or garage. Over time
push him towards getting rid of his hockey jerseys in favor of more suitable apparel. Finally, to
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become “less of a frat boy“. In this sense, when a woman calls a man “husband material”, she means
that she can over time mold him into a good husband. The required raw materials are there, so she
can make the finished product.
In order to get her way, she will use some behavioral conditioning techniques, some influence
techniques, however not to the extent or with the maliciousness of a women with the aforementioned
issues. As with everything else regarding these women, their application and utilization of such
techniques are on steroids. A normal woman may give you the silent treatment for a few hours, a
crazy woman will give you the silent treatment for a month. A normal woman will yell at you, a
crazy woman will deprive you of sleep for a few weeks. The positive and negative reinforcers, in
addition to the punishments will be much more drastic with a crazy woman.
The major difference however, tends to be in the schedules of reinforcement. As a normal woman
wants her husband or partner, to quickly adopt a certain set of behaviors, and discard another set of
behaviors. She will tend towards continuous reinforcement or fixed ratio reinforcement. She may also
view it as a long-term project, and thus utilize fixed interval reinforcement. Thus creating a
predictable and effective system for changing her partners behavior over time.
The crazy woman while wanting the same thing as the normal woman, also wants to make more
drastic changes faster, while also lowering the targets defenses. Thus, these women will often adopt
variable ratio or variable interval reinforcement, combined with extreme reinforcements and
punishers. When added on top of a potent cocktail of influence tactics, such as fear, obligation and
guilt, combined with sunk cost, and unicorn thinking, the man can quickly become overwhelmed.
However, as the tactics used does not differ, this gives birth to the alibi of “all women are like this“,
thus the man does not evaluate his situation correctly. To this type of woman the man is not clay to be
formed, but a rat in a box.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More reading on the topic:
Dangerous personalities by Joe Navarro
The Mask of Sanity by Harvey Cleckley
Influence by Robert Cialdini
About Behaviorism by B.F. Skinner
[1] https://illimitablemen.com/2014/02/17/lucifers-daughter/
[2] https://therationalmale.com/2012/01/20/borderline-personality-disorder/
[3] http://www.returnofkings.com/58791/6-warning-signs-a-girl-isnt-worth-a-relationship
[4] https://www.rooshvforum.com/thread-52028.html
[5] https://relationshipedia.me/2015/05/08/breaking-free-from-the-narcissist/
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[6] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mind_control
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The Project Management of Self-Improvement
September 15, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
I’ve gotten a few questions on the topic of planning and time management in the last few months, so I
thought I’d do a write up. To me this is a very individual issue and your time management tools have
to conform as much as possible to your preferred manner of working. Everyone has an approach that
will work better for them, some respond very well to highly regimented lives, some do not. Some
people have the ability to control their lives to a high degree and can thus implement high levels of
detailed scheduling, others need flexibility in order to effectively execute.
I’ve seen a lot of discussion of goals as opposed to systems, however these are complimentary not in

opposition to
each other. The
reason for creating a system is to avoid some of the downsides related to goals, outlined by among
others Scott Adams. For instance, instead of setting the goal to “lose weight“, build a system of
activities that support that goal. Goals do have the downside that while trying to achieve them, a
person is prone to feeling like a failure, or building their life around the goal. When the goal is
achieved, short-lived elation is quickly replaced by the emptiness left behind by the now achieved
goal. On the other hand, systems can have downsides as well, in that if they do not contain
milestones, checkpoints, and measurable criteria, most people will destroy their progress through
skirting the permissible.
One of the funnier examples I’ve seen recently among weight-lifters and bodybuilders is the concept
of “It fits my macros” when it comes to their diet, in that they defend eating highly processed, low
quality foods based on that it fits their target macro-nutrient ratios. While this is technically true, I
would make the argument that eating the same macros in real food as opposed to ice cream and
candy, would be overall better for them. Having a planned cheat-day every 4 – 10 days, may become
having a cheat-day every 4 days. Getting 7 – 8 hours of sleep every night becomes getting 7 hours,
which then becomes six until they are back at the same (or worse) state they were in.
From my perspective, this becomes a case of complimentary activities that include goals and systems
to achieve those goals. Obsession comes from treating goals as ends in themselves, rather a means to
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an end. If a person seeks to improve their health, diet should be a part of this, and weight loss goals,
are a natural progression measurement. Systems are really habits that you develop in order to make
improvements. This is in part why goals can be destructive as they focus on the target of effort, rather
than the effort itself. Every goal you create for yourself has to be a means towards a distant and
probably non-achievable end. Any system must have input, process, output and feedback. A system
without some form of measuring is no system at all, because there is no way to measure intended
output vs desired output. There is no way to measure the efficiency and efficacy of the process. Thus
there is no feedback to be integrated into the system.

The Work Breakdown Structure
A WBS is when large activity packages is broken down into smaller activity packages. This is done
in order to break down complex deliverables so that they can be estimated in terms of time and cost.
For instance, if you have an activity package “Improve Appearance” this could be further broken
down into “Improving body composition” and “Improving wardrobe“. The former could be further
broken down into “Improving diet” and “Improving exercise“, the former can then be broken down
into “Reduce carbohydrates” and “Increase Protein“. The goal here is to break down the activities in
increasing degree of specificity so that you can estimate the effort (cost) and time to achieve (time).
Most important is that your ability to execute and follow a plan is dependent on the time and effort
you are able to input to the process. Designing a plan that requires you to combine an additional 5
hours of cooking, 3 hours of cardio and 2 hours of record-keeping, if you only have 4 hours a week
means setting yourself up for failure. Furthermore, by breaking down activities in this manner, you
create the opportunity to measure progress, compliance, and habit-forming. It also makes it possible
to classify activities into critical and non-critical activities, so that the Pareto-Principle may apply.
Critical activities are those on which the progression of other activities depend. If you are making
widgets, then the raw materials and production facilities must be secured and set up before
production can take place, therefore this is a case of pooled interdependence where a task “Producing
widgets” is dependent on both raw materials and the means of production being secured. If either of
those activities are delayed, then it follows that the next step in the process, the production of widgets
will also be delayed. If the production of widgets is delayed, this means that every activity that
depends on the widget being finished on time, is likewise delayed.
The goal is to break down one large goal into multiple smaller goals that can each be treated as
separate goals, and habits can be built around each large and small goal. Furthermore, to be able to
measure progress and input the feedback into your system, so that you can calibrate the system to
better support the desired output.
Few people have lives where everything goes according to play for weeks, months or years. This
creates a need to be able to shift activities within the weekly plan. This places some requirements on
your activity selections and how they are structured. Therefore, a weekly plan should be built around
the principle of flexible shifts and transitions between activities. If specific activities have a
requirement of being executed at a specific time/date, then these must be put in first, and the rest of
the system built around them.
Interdependence refers to how tasks are related within the system, do they have to be executed in
parallel, in sequence, is one dependent on the other or is a future task dependent on the pooled
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interdependence of multiple other tasks. For instance, in the “Improve appearance” task, the sub-task
“Improve wardrobe” is a task, which would benefit from execution after the task of “Improve body
composition“.
A flexible system that allows activities to be shifted easily and with as few negative consequences as
possible. For weight-training this means adopting a full-body or upper/lower split over the often
recommended “bodypart split” , as it is simple to shift upper body from from Monday to Tuesday,
not so easy when you have to shift chest-day to Tuesday, which means you won’t have full recovery
for your next workout and so on. For long term-repeated activities, this means that they have to be as
location independent and time of day independent as possible.
The issue of compliance is a frequent one when it comes to both goals and systems. If a person builds
a system, to which it is impossible to remain compliant, they have set themselves up for failure. The
key lies in building a system for yourself that makes compliance be a natural part of your system.
This means planning in cheat days, weeks off, flexible structures that can easily be moved around.
Many people when they schedule their weeks do not make distinctions between repeated tasks and
singular tasks. Thus, they end up shifting the tasks that support their long term goals, in favor of the
tasks that are short-term maintenance tasks, because of a sense of urgency, this is why it is beneficial
to divide up tasks in a manner where appropriate effort can be allocated.
Long-Term Repeated Tasks – These are tasks that support long term goals.
Medium-Term Repeated Tasks – These are the tasks that support current lifestyle.
Maintenance Tasks – These are tasks that have to be done all the time in order to keep life relatively
smooth.
The long term repeated tasks has the greatest compounding effect in terms of creating positive life
changes, due to time-duration.

What Gets measured Gets Managed
The statement above is from management guru Peter Drucker, and refers to the fact that if you are not
measuring things, you will tend not to manage them. From a project management perspective, this is
a case of determining a goal, establishing the gap between where you are and your goal, coming up
with milestones and working towards those milestones. In general, there are two measurements
measurements of time and measurements of progress.
For instance, if you set a goal that you want to lose 12 lbs in the next 12 weeks, you need to set up the
two criteria as follows:
A) Measurements of time (Time measurement)
B) Measurements of weight (Progress measurement)
The measurements of time starts with the 12 weeks you have outlined as the total running time of the
project. I prefer to break this down further into milestones to track progress so that I have an
opportunity to adjust if I see that actual progress deviates from planned progress. If such milestones
are to have any value, they have to allow enough time to correct deviations, yet not be so close that
they result in constant corrections that may not be necessary. A 12 week weight-loss initiative for
instance, allows a milestone every 4 weeks, and can be broken down into 2 week increments as well.
The measurement of progress, in this case, weight needs to be broken down as well. 12 lbs divided by
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12 weeks is 1 lb pr week, which translates into roughly a 3500 calorie deficit each week. However,
with weight loss it is not always linear, and it can be affected by other variables such as hydration,
food consumption prior to the weigh-in, and a few others, therefore you need to figure out a way to
conduct progress measurements in a manner that ensures accuracy. The general recommendation here
is to average your weight over 3 days and to ensure that you weigh yourself at the same time, in the
same state. For instance, right after getting up in the morning, after using the bathroom, but before
drinking or eating anything.
Now, the trouble here is that the measurements only gives you actual progress, but what use is actual
progress without planned progress? None at all. You need to set up a manner in which to track actual
and planned progress, so that you can see if you are behind or ahead of schedule. This means that just
like when managing a project according to common project management principles, you must
establish planned progress. To do this, I employ a concept called “WBS” or “work-breakdown
structure“.

Summary and Conclusions
The emptiness after achieving a goal is not due to the goal itself, but what a person expected that their
life would be like after achieving the goal. If a person sets a massive and lofty goal, which is then
broken down into a series of separate and often interdependent goals, that will take years, or even
decades to process, then they create a structure by which they can transform their habits. People end
up as Yo-Yo dieters because while they have lost the weight, they have not dealt with the habits and
preferences that resulted in the “non-desired state“. So, when people talk of systems VS. goals, they
are often taking the position of longer-term habit and preference change as opposed to shorter term
frantic effort to achieve a short-term goal state.
Achieving a goal without adjusting the habit, and treating a goal as an obsession often leads to a nondesired state when the achievement is not perceived as being grand enough to warrant the effort. It
also leads to a situation where it is very easy to fall back into the habits that were not changed, but
merely suppressed for a time being. This is a common thing with weight loss, as the trainee starve
themselves for 4 months to lose 20 lbs, yet once they reach what they thought was the desired state,
they realize that the only thing that changed was their clothing size.
Thus, goals and systems are not opposition forces, but complimentary. Your over-arching system
needs to be one that forms habits, builds a life around positive activities, and ensures the long-term
vision. Your goals need to be SMART (Specific, Measurable, Achievable, Relevant, and Time
Bound). From a business perspective, this is a distinction between strategy and tactics, the
overarching vision and mission of your life, as opposed to the objectives and efforts you need to put
forth now to make your vision a reality.
People set goals without thinking, and view a singular goal as the “pill” that will make everything in
their life the way they want. The reality is that their life is a system working on a feedback loop, that
is not ideally configured. Goals are not aligned with the overall system, the system gives poor
feedback, or feedback on the wrong time horizons. When this is combined with our natural
tendencies for selecting simple solutions and desiring fast results, most people fail at attaining their
goal state. Those who attain the goal state on the other hand have invested so much in it, that little
thought has been focused on what to do after the goal state is reached.
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More reading
How to Fail at Almost Everything and Still Win Big: Kind of the Story of My Life by Scott Adams
Project Management for the Unofficial Project Manager by Kory Krogan and Suzette Blakemore
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First Principles
September 20, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

A first principle is
somewhat similar to the concepts of axioms and maxims. However, the former is a truth taken to be
self-evident, whereas the latter a starting point for further reasoning. A first principle on the other
hand, is that on which everything else is constructed, the foundation of a life. These are frequently
imbued in men during their childhood, as a form of social programming, in order to secure the
investment of the male into the existing social order. A first principle of many blue pill men, is the
framing of all female behavior in a positive light, which creates the foundation for events such as
oneitis and white knighting. For if the female may never be perceived as engaging in negative
behavior, it follows that her position may never be a lower one in his mind.
The chosen first principles determine not only the manner in which a person processes information,
and weight put on certain pieces of information. It determines the preferred data, the preferred
methods of reasoning and the frame in which conclusions are formed. Thus, it follows that
eliminating non-productive first principles from mental programming, and reprogramming the mind
to utilize principles of higher quality and efficacy.
A prime example of faulty principles is illustrated in the story of a man who was programmed with a
set of first principles:
A) Always be a good person
B) All rich people got rich by engaging in devious behavior.
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Is it a surprise that this man struggled with his finances throughout his life? His first principle since
birth inevitably linked financial success with behavior, which is not good. As his primary principle
was “Always be a good person” it follows that in his mind, financial success would implicitly and
intrinsically be in violation of this principle.

Seek to Understand on the Most Fundamental level
“Of each particular thing, ask: What is it in itself? What is its nature?“
A simple understanding is superior to a complex one, in that as complexity and elements are added to
analysis, it inevitably complicates the process, adding caveats, exceptions, and unnecessary detail.
This is not to argue that one should not seek complete understanding of a subject in all its complexity,
but to draw attention to the tendency of human cognitive processes to seek more data, and
complexity, which has the effect of making the simple complex. When a female makes the statement
“It’s complicated” this is alluding to her inability to separate variables into distinct entities, which can
be analyzed as separate constructs of mind. The ability to reduce the inherently complex to the
ridiculously simple has the effect of aiding in action.
Rather than seeking immutable universal law, one should seek to identify the variables, constructs
and axioms in their pure form, absent of influence and interpretation. To draw a parallel to the
process of human mating, it is an act so simple that any species that engage in sexual reproduction
can complete the act. Yet, for human beings owning to our intellect and ability to view the world as
separate from ourselves, it requires thousands of written words, an armada of dating coaches, finally,
many men and women fail at the process. The methodology of human reproduction is simple, human
beings have made it complex for a myriad of reasons.
Simplicity has by many been made into a vice rather than a virtue, to the point where humans are
more likely to accept a convoluted and inaccurate answer backed by statistics, rather than an accurate
probability backed by praxeology. Demands for empirical evidence for that which is self-evident is
becoming steadily more common, to the point where the axioms held by past generations as
“common knowledge” must now be proven empirically. Perhaps the clearest example of this inherent
vice is the growth industry within academia for research where the results are laughed at by every
experienced practitioner because of either being self-evident or far removed from reality.

Means and Ends
“You are still adrift while you still think that a means is an end.” Idries Shah
The distinction between means and ends, lay in intent rather than method. One man’s means may be
another man’s end. The requirement to remain cognizant of which are the means to an end, and what
is the end in itself, lays in the distractions along the path to progression. Many a man has convinced
himself that his means was indeed his end in an effort to avoid perceived or actual risk. A man may
reason that he will work at a corporation, engage in a given hobby, or pursue a field of study, not due
to his desire for the career, enjoyment or gains in knowledge, but as a means to his desired end.
However, in time his perception morphs, inaction defeats audacity and action, thus, the man ends up
treating his former means as his end.
A grand illustration of this, are the many men who are working dead-end corporate jobs, that were
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originally intended as stepping stones to starting their own companies. The men that end up married
to a woman not out of choice but out of convenience and due to social pressures. Thus, it follows that
remaining aware of why you are engaging in a given set of actions, furthermore, the point where
those actions have stopping being about the stepping stone and have transitioned into the foundation,
is of critical importance.
Many a man has learned game in order to improve his success with women, yet end their days as a
practitioner, and student of game at first opportunity. This may have been his intent all along, to learn
the principles of game in order to secure a long-term monogamous relationship with a female of his
choosing, thus this is his desired end, and game is the means to that end. However, his intent may
also have been to live an affluent and outcome independent lifestyle in this part of his life, yet he
elected to settle down at first opportunity. In this case, he failed to achieve the desired end, and in the
process disposed of the means to that end, namely his freedom.
Means and ends are not static elements of life, akin to the laws of the universe, they are fluent and
subjective in nature and frequently change. A man’s means may become his end as a result of
conscious and reasoned choice, and there is nothing inherently flawed in this approach. However,
frequently means become ends not from choice but rather from inaction. To draw on the corporate
example, the man may have taken his corporate job in order to build experience and ability for his
future endeavor. Yet, he became accustomed to the lifestyle afforded him by his vocation, in addition
to addicted to the security and predictability of a low-risk approach to life. Thus, rather than being a
conscious choice, his fear transition his means to his end, and he engages in post-hoc rationalization
to defend himself from the onslaught of his own frustrations.

Keep Eyes on the Horizon
“It takes the same effort to think small than to think big. But to think big frees you from the
insignificant details.” Jorge Paulo Lemann
Our species is one that came to fruition as a result of millions of years of biological evolution, that
inevitably selected for the traits that made our forebears successful in their situation. We are a species
that grew up, not armed or armoured by nature, endowed with intellect and cunning. In a context
where scarcity was the norm and danger the ever-present adversary, the cosmic principle of evolution
by natural selection would have selected for those individuals who had the trait of rapid reaction to
changing circumstance, and an ever-watchful eye on the moment. This has naturally selected for
those individuals that rather than keeping their eyes on the horizon, kept their eyes firmly on the
ground searching for indicators of food, predators and the various pitfalls of our early existence.
Thus, it follows that we as a species remain firmly focused on activities that appear pressing to us in
the present, rather than on the activities that build our success and affluence in the future. A common
topic within literature on investment and business is the human tendency towards short-sighted
behavior, a prime example of which, exists in the outsourcing of American manufacturing to China in
exchange for cheap labour. While this enabled corporations to realize short-term profits due to lower
costs of production. It also trained their future competition in the best practices that were the longdeveloped intellectual property of American corporations. Furthermore, it permitted their future
competition to obtain technological knowledge at a much more rapid and cost-effective rate than the
originators of said knowledge.
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A vision oriented towards the barely visible horizon serves as a guiding axiom for present choices,
ensuring that the actions of the present does not compromise the future. As humans live longer and
longer, this causes the deviations in course to become more severe over time due to compounding. A
man who may only live to see 50, can live a more risk filled life, and pay less attention to how actions
in the present affects his future. A man who may live to be 100, must be more aware of the effect that
present action has on his future. Whereas poor choices made in the youth of the former man may only
affect him for a handful of years, poor choices made by the latter man may affect him for the majority
of his life.

Trust Probability, Distrust Certainty
“The trouble with the world is that the stupid are cocksure and the intelligent are full of doubt.”
Bertrand Russell
Our world is one in which very few things are certain, and where things exist on a scale rather than as
dichotomies. However, humans find solace in dichotomies as they free the mind from the
uncomfortable action of thinking. For items where a large investment has to be made in the form of
non-tangible elements such as emotion or faith, this is further compounded as the human through
making such an investment is likely to have made large life concessions in one form or another. A
man may suffer untold indignities at the hand of his partner, yet be so convinced by way of his
emotional investment, that he rejects objective reality. Thus, he has lost one of the cardinal principles
that differ between the sexes, the stronger connection of men to tangible reality.
Charlatans, influencers and sophists frequently appeal to the anxiety eliminating effect that certainty
has on the human psyche by offering that which they cannot offer. Utilizing audacity, and
unwavering confidence, they may persuade those who are excessively neurotic to alter the trajectories
of their lives in exceptionally excessive ways, to eliminate the uncertainty that plagues them.
Accepting that our world exists not as binary elements, but as elements on a scale, in which the scale
is in constant flux, offers a special form of freedom in which a man trusting in his own ability to
apply his reason and intuitive understanding of probability can take conscious risk yet come out with
limited negative consequence.
Perhaps the clearest example of this comes in the form of the approach anxiety felt by many men
when they want to approach women. While we can theorize about the nature of this anxiety, and how
it became part of the collective male psyche, perhaps the most probable explanation comes from the
extreme consequences that a potential suitor would experience in our tribal times if he were to be
rejected, or if he approached a woman who was already taken. In the case of the former, news of his
rejection would spread throughout the tribe, thus severely limiting his future opportunities to mate as
a result of diminished social power. In the case of the latter, his inevitable beating and possible
murder at the hands of the woman’s mate would rob his future mating opportunities as a result of
physical injury or death.

The Sufficiency Principle
“Reading furnishes the mind only with materials of knowledge; it is thinking that makes what we read
ours.” John Locke
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In previous times, our ancestors would be limited in the amount of knowledge and information they
were able to obtain. This was a natural consequence of communication being limited across space, in
our present world we live in the information age, where for the first time our access to knowledge
outstrips our ability to ingest, process and utilize it. Thus, unlike our ancestors, our focus must be on
limiting our intake of knowledge within the boundaries of our processing capability. In the spirit of
the first principle, it is always possible to add more nuance and more detail to a chain of reasoning.
Likewise, it is also possible to add copious redundant sources of data, in an increasingly complex
chain of reasoning leading to bedlam.
While more information and knowledge is frequently a positive thing, and the ability to hold multiple
contradictory data points or axioms in mind at the same time is a trait sorely lacking in many of the
ideologues of present day. Such information overload is a leading cause of inaction. A major cause is
principle before this, where each influencer of the masses is cocksure of the virtues of their own
position, and thus denigrates all positions in opposition to it. Thus people face a bell curve of
certainty wherein less information leads to higher certainty and thus a penchant for action. Whereas
more information to an increasing degree reduces certainty and thus action.
A person should therefore ingest only enough information to be confident in their ability to apply this
information in practice, furthermore, make it their own through their powers of reasoning. Rather
than gorge themselves on information to the point where they are so overwhelmed by external input
that they inevitably slink back into solipsistic thinking.

The Razor of William of Occam
“Plurality is never to be posited without necessity.” William of Occam
The common form of this principle is the law of parsimony, and the original formulation is that when
faced with competing hypotheses, one should select the one with the fewest assumptions. However
the most practical application of this principle is to always reject the answer that leads to the highest
volume of new questions. As alluded to earlier in this essay, humans have an in-born tendency to
seek those immutable laws of the Universe, rather than those answers imbued with uncertainty. A
human would rather have a clear, unflinching answer that has a high probability of being wrong, than
one which is unclear and wavering but has a high probability of being correct.
An answer, that has the result of creating more questions that in turn require their own assumptions to
answer, is no answer at all, but a net producer of more uncertainty. In seeking the most simple answer
that requires the least assumption and which leads to the least new questions one is accomplishing
three different things. The probability of being wrong is reduced, as with each assumption more
uncertainty is added, and with each new question this is compounded. By rejecting answers, that give
birth to an onslaught of new questions, one reduces the volume of highly situational answers that do
little to solve the underlying question. Finally, one adheres to the first outlined principle, namely
seeking to answer in the least complexity inducing manner.
The razor combined with the simplicity principle is the antidote to the tendency towards excessive
planning, overthinking and redundant analysis, thus they inherently bias a person towards action.
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Imperfect Action Defeats Perfect Inaction
“It is even better to act quickly and err than to hesitate until the time of action is past.” Carl Von
Clausewitz
The first principles in this essay build towards this final principle. Much too frequently, men will err
on the side of caution and rationalize not taking in action until certainty takes the place of probability.
However, certainty is no guarantee of success, it just alters the perception to favor action over
inaction. To draw on the quote, the “friend-zone” often happens when a man fails to take action in an
interpersonal relationship with a woman, due his desire to reduce his risk of rejection. However,
rather than reducing his risk, it actually increases it.
Risk and failure are two things that humans grew very averse of during our evolution, probably as a
result of those with a high tolerance for risk, action under uncertainty and failure had a higher
probability of dying either having not reproduced or having reproduced less.This inherently
predisposes humans towards seeking certainty and limits willingness to engage in action under
uncertainty. Secondly, it is very easy to rationalize a lack of action with due diligence. For instance,
someone who is going to start resistance training and greatly improve his nutrition, yet rather than
just beginning he obsesses over how to make the most of his newbie gains, thus spending all his time
researching and planning, rather than engaging in action.
The reason why dark triad principles and behaviors are such a powerful paradigm is that two of the
tree traits, narcissism and psychopathy, inherently gives unabashed self-confidence and an absence of
fear. An inherent trait and cardinal symptom of psychopathy is fearlessness [1], being fearless
exposes a person to much higher levels of risk, yet when combined with the the traits of narcissism
failure frequently fails to have an impact. The combination of fearlessness and extreme confidence is
audacious action regardless of consequences.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources & More Reading
[1] The Wisdom of Psychopaths by Kevin Dutton
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Gendernomics: The Male Sexual Strategies – Part 2
September 23, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When I was writing part one,
that was intended to be a a stand-alone piece, but after posting it I’ve gotten some feedback, both in
the comments and via Twitter, mainly relating to why I did not break down male strategies in the
same depth and detail as with female sexual strategies. However, as I outlined in the first post, while
males superficially can adopt a similar variant to the female strategies to further target a specific type
of female, the male goal is opposite of the female goal. Whereas the female is adopting a sexual
strategy to act as a filter to eliminate suitors preemptively, due to females having general appeal by
default, A male has no appeal by default and works towards general appeal, in order to maximize his
market value. Thus, a male can derive little value from engaging in the same filtering behaviors
employed by females.
One of the comments brought up an interesting perspective on intra-sex competition (male vs male)
and inter-sex competition (male vs female) in that males theoretically have two options, focusing on
the traditional masculine behaviors that have their greatest effect in male vs male competition or
focusing on the behaviors which females find attractive. This is a persuasive argument at first,
however it ignores the treasure trove of data gathered in the manosphere for over a decade, that the
same behaviors that are effective in inter-sex competition are also highly effective at attracting
women.
Female attraction for a male owing to hypergamic optimization, dictates that a woman want to mate
with the highest value male possible and the only way to determine the highest value male is to see
how he ranks competitively compared to other males. This is not to say that men cannot employ
strategies to more directly appeal to women rather than engage in inter-sex competition, but this is a
case of complimentary approaches rather than dichotomous approaches. My post on the female
sexual strategies is exactly such a blueprint in how to appeal to a specific type of woman based on her
sexual strategy.
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Mate Guarding
The idea of mate guarding is that a male through engaging in behaviors that either discourage other
males from attempting to mate with his female, or through behaviors that discourage his female from
mating with other males, can ensure paternity. These types of mate guarding can be broken down as
intra-gender competition (male vs male) and inter-gender (male vs female). Intra-Gender competition
takes place where a man seeks to discourage other men from entering his territory, for instance
through dominance. By being a dominant male, he is signalling other males, that a failure to respect
his territory may (or will) end with conflict. A male not prepared to deal with such conflict is likely to
look for easier prey.
The inter-gender style mate guarding takes place when a male is of such high value that his woman
cannot realize hypergamic gain through trysts with another male. There is most likely a threshold of
her current mate’s value compared to the prospective lover’s value, that determine whether an
attempt at a tryst from a female will take place. As it would make little sense to risk the present state
for no theoretical gain.
In both cases the behaviors are complimentary as it represents a two-pronged approach, wherein the
male ensures that no other male will encroach on his territory, while also making sure that his
territory has strong borders. Both of these are accomplished through a mix of inter and inter-sex mate
guarding. This takes place in order to secure his paternity, in effect monopolizing her
sexuality/fertility for himself. This primarily ensures that any resources he invests in the children and
in the woman will benefit his genetic lineage.
For females the concept of mate guarding is not quite as cut and dry. While females tend to often
demonstrate clear examples of mate guarding through the means of social shunning. Females also
tend to maintain a stable of replacement mates (orbiters) for utilization when her primary relationship
fails. The current literature on the topic would strongly indicate that females quickly get over a
relationship if they are the ones to end it, the apt description being that a woman can turn love off like
a switch if it assists her hypergamic optimization. Females do not mate guard to ensure paternity,
they do so to secure resources. The anger from a trophy wife when her husband replaces her with a
younger model is not due to him getting his rocks off with someone else. She was perfectly fine with
this when she was the “someone else” it is due to the prospect of losing her ticket on the gravy train.
Thus, the female variant of “mate guarding” is in fact resource guarding, ensuring that the proceeds
from his labour are monopolized by her and her children.
Therefore, male mate guarding seeks to monopolize his own resources for the benefit of his genetic
lineage, in effect defending his person from theft. The female variant of mate guarding seeks to
monopolize the man’s resources for the benefit of herself and her genetic lineage.

What Do Women Want?
This is one of those questions that many great thinkers have struggled with throughout the years.
Unlike male attraction, which is well understood at this point, down to optimal female measurements
[1] . Furthermore, where men can state what they find attractive in women outright. This is one of
the interesting aspects of male debate on female attractiveness, as most men are quite aware of their
preferences. Whereas, the same cannot be said for women. I reviewed a few different sources on the
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matter to see if a pattern could be identified in an earlier post.

Female preferences

As is obvious from the six different sources, there are some overlaps, such as being a good listener,
humor, dresses well, however in this overview, there are around 30 different traits. The question then
becomes, are these “need” traits or “want” traits? Without going too deep into the concepts of needs
and wants, one could compare it with buying food, for instance I require some yogurt to have less
than 5 grams of carbohydrate per 100 grams and over 7 grams of fat (need) , but I also like them to
have a solid amount of protein (want). My assertion would be that many of the traits outlined in the
above table are wants, not needs. They are traits a woman would like a man to have after covering the
needs. Secondly, that some of these traits are measurements of underlying qualities that demonstrate
social aptitude, physical ability, and so on.
It would be very interesting to see similar trait lists developed with the additional variable of a
woman’s age, as the traits women desire will greatly depend on her stage in life. A woman in her
party years will not be looking for traits that would make a man a good father, whereas a woman
going through her epiphany phase may put more weight on just such traits. As demonstrated by the

graph,
based
on OKcupid data, males of all ages rate women ages 20 – 25 as the most attractive. This speaks to the
static nature of male attraction, in that regardless of his own age, he will prefer a woman within the
bracket where a woman is at her fertility and beauty peak.
Women on the other hand, show a different pattern of preference in that the age of the male they
prefer changes based on their own age.
In contrasting the two graphs, it becomes clear that there is something at work here, which is not
taken into account in when females speak of attraction to males. A simply prefers a male who is her
age +-1, the exception being after turning 38 where women go through a phase where they prefer
men below their own age.
Thus, it would be highly probable that a woman’s mating preference, and therefore the traits she
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seeks in a male would be dependent on her own situation.

For this
purpose, attempting to break down the optimal strategy for a male, would be dependent on the
woman he is planning to approach. Not only in terms of which sexual strategy she is presently
employing, but also due to the shifting nature of her mate preferences.
As referred to earlier, a woman’s mate preference shifts across her ovulatory cycle [3], furthermore as
demonstrated across her own age and thus stage in the sexual market place. On her own chosen
sexual marketing strategy, and potential other variables. Therefore, it follows that for a male
attempting to adopt traits based on female preference, he is aiming for a constantly moving target.
Thus, it requires very skillful and rapid calibration if this is the male’s goal.
To draw on marketing management, attempting to appeal to a constantly shifting market is a fool’s
endeavor, when consumer preferences are very volatile, attempting to build a brand around those
preferences ends up being both expensive and unsustainable.
From a historical perspective, one has to take into account that men never had to appeal to female
preference. In the early years of our species, and for millennia after that, females had very little say in
with whom they mated. First, as females are the weaker of the species, it would have been a case of
whether their protectors (present mate and family) or attackers (potential mate and family) won the
battle. If we look at how other species do it, when a new alpha lion enters a herd, he kills the
offspring and the lionesses then go into heat. As we move further ahead in our history, marriage and
thus mating was utilized as a strategic tool for the rich families and aristocracies. For the common
families it was a trade of protection and provision by the female’s family for progeny and labor for
the man’s family.
The concept of appealing to a female directly through behavior is a fairly recent invention, which is
not to say that females did not have preferences of their own for the past millions of years, but rather
that the female preference was voted down by the interest of her family. This does beg the question,
if males have evolved a preference for the female hourglass figure [1] would not female behavioral
mechanisms have evolved in the same manner? We have to keep in mind that the female sexual
strategies are not strategies to attract mates, but strategies to attract the preferred type of mate. Males
do not need to filter, they need to build the same attraction quality that in females is inborn. Thus, the
goal for one attempting to devise the ultimate male sexual strategy is to determine the equivalent of
the hourglass figure for females.
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The Male Equivalent of an Hourglass Figure
The female hourglass figure symbolizes health, fertility and youth. One has to keep in mind that in
nature, the choice of a poor mate in the form one that carries inferior genetics, is one that has untold
of consequences. We are all here today because our ancestors picked mates that have been able to
reproduce in an unbroken line for millions of years of genetic competition. Throughout that history,
the offspring of those inferior genes died out and their genetic lineages ended. While it is possible to
overcome poor genetics through heavy parental investment, from a production perspective, it takes
the same energy to produce a child from superior genetics as it does to produce one from inferior
genetics. The major difference comes in the parent investment required to compensate for inferior
genetics post-birth.
Thus, it follows that if males have become biologically predisposed to be drawn to the female
hourglass figure, there has to be some form of equivalency for males. If one adopts the methodology
of praxeology, one could argue that females would have evolved a natural mechanism for discerning
between those offspring that would require a larger post-birth investment as opposed to those who
will not. After all, the female would want her offspring to have a maximum chance to survive and
reproduce and thus it follows that if genetics would not cause a high probability of this, it would
follow that she would be more prone to engage in behaviours to ensure such investment on the part of
the male.
This brings up which models females utilize when selecting a partner.

To Compensate or to not Compensate
When comparing two products, there are two rough models, compensatory models (where one quality
can compensate for another) and non-compensatory models (where one quality is the determinant).
For instance, if comparing 2 burgers across the qualities of taste and appearance, the former model
would pick the one with the highest average between the two, whereas in the case of the latter the
highest score on the most important attribute. [2] Thus the question here is, which model is used
when people pick their mates? For males, we know there is an evolved preference for the hourglass
figure. There are variants upon the different models, however for the sake of brevity and clarity I will
utilize only simple forms. Namely models that are wholly based on one quality as opposed to models
that use an aggregate with non-weighted values, the two values serving as the inputs will be “Genetic
Value” and “Parental Value“.
In the former model, only genetic value will be the determinant, therefore the male with the highest
genetic value will always be chosen to be the father of a woman’s offspring. In the latter model, the
male with the highest average score between the two non-weighted values will be the father of a
woman’s offspring. In the latter model, a 10 in genetic value and a 5 in parental value will be a total
of 7,5, thus genetics will only be half the equation. In such a model, the genetic value may be
apparent early on, displayed by among others the body of the male, body fat percentage, hair, skin,
and various other physical traits.
The parental value may only be observed over time, as it is impossible to determine this at a first
meeting. This creates a phenomenon where if a female is utilizing the former model, her decision
regarding the value of a male can be done very rapidly while in the case of the latter model, requires a
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longer time-scale. This pattern points towards one night stands, which are often rapid decisionmaking scenarios as opposed to dating, which is a longer term decision-making scenario. Thus, it
conforms to the Alpha Fucks – Beta Bucks pattern utilized within the manosphere.

Alpha Fucks – Beta Bucks
Alpha Fucks and Beta Bucks (AF/BB), is a pattern wherein men who qualify as Alpha males are the
first choice of females within the sexual market place. These are men who easily can obtain shortterm maintain opportunities without making a major resource investment. Beta Bucks on the other
hand refers to a male who does not create the attraction and sexual tension that an alpha male does,
and therefore adopts a strategy of demonstrating their value as a long-term partner for instance
through the demonstration of their provider capabilities. The way my mind works is that patterns do
not happen by accident, and the fact that this pattern has become such a major foundation within the
PUA and Red Pill communities point towards its soundness.
In this model in a reductio ad absurdum variant, an Alpha may obtain both short-term and long-term
mating opportunities, furthermore, they have a wider selection of women from which to select their
mates. Betas on the other hand may only access long-term mating opportunities at high resource cost,
and they will only be selected after the Alphas are all taken. In essence, a Beta male is like a Nissan
Leaf at AVIS, it is only picked after all other options have been exhausted.
Outside of the reductio ad absurdum example above, the female selection criteria depend somewhat
on their stage in the sexual market place. The compensatory model is utilized with weighted
preferences here, so that a woman during her party years is highly weighted towards preferring the
Alpha, whereas a woman in her post-wall stage will be more equally balanced in her selection.

Summary and Conclusions
When I was writing the male sexual strategies part 1 I started that work utilizing the same model that
had previously proven its usefulness in dicerning female sexual strategies. This resulted in a highly
convoluted model that I debated with a few people. The major caveat among these men were the
tendency of the traits to be overlapping. As I worked on the model more, and attempting to dive
deeper into the abstract, I came to the conclusion that the various manifestations of men as
metrosexual, hipster, ultra-masculine, where in and of themselves not what resulted in the success of
these men within the sexual market place. The results of the first inquiry into the topic was the model
below.
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In this
model I’ve attempted to split men into different categories, however the traits are very much
overlapping rather than mutually exclusive. As opposed to the female model where it was possible to
break down women who primarily utilizes beauty vs. those who primary utilize nurturing and so on.
In this model, it became nearly impossible to split these values from each other.
A dominant male, will by nature of that attain social proof, thus improve his social ranking. A man
with a high social ranking, will naturally inspire deference in social situations. A wealthy man may
attain both dominance and social proof as a function of his wealth.
There is no doubt that men adopt different methodologies in the sexual market place. Some work on
their appearance, in the form of clothing, weight lifting, maintaining a low body fat percentage with a
high amount of muscle and grooming. Some work more on their personalities improving their
intellect, their sense of humor, and Machiavellian mindsets. Others again work on their social ability,
engaging in social circle game, where they are presented with a steady stream of mating opportunities
as a function of having a large social circle, in which they hold a dominant position.
However, the man who works on his intellect can leverage this towards social circle game or towards
improving his appearance. Some of the men I know and know of, who have been able to improve
both their own appearance and the appearance of other men, are those who leveraged their intellect
towards the appearance goal. These are also men who may easily leverage their skills in the
intellectual sphere towards the social sphere.
Therefore, breaking down men into simple strategies such as those for females, or into “intergender
competition” vs “intragender competition“, in essence competing with other males vs competing
directly for female attention becomes an intellectual cul-de-sac. Mate selection for both genders is
based on attempting to get the best possible deal, men want the highest value woman they can get,
and women want the highest value male they can get. The nature of a market is that the highest
sought after commodities also carry the highest price. As demand goes up, the price people are
willing to pay increases. However as price increases, the supply also increases. This is the
fundamental truth of the laws of supply and demand.
Thus, the most sought after commodities within the sexual market place, will be the men who women
most seek, and the women who men most seek. However, this is not the foundation, this is a secondorder principle. The question is, how is the value set in the first place? Arguing that a man or woman
has a high sexual market value because they have a high sexual market value is circular reasoning, or
affirming the consequent, probably both to some extent. There has to be a starting point for sexual
market value.
If one takes an example from a normal market, one may create two levels of competition. One is
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competition within an industry, for instance attaining the best workers, attaining benefits in research,
production methods, or various other ways. This is the determinant of the price into the market as a
function of break-even points for the various competitors in an industry. The inter-industry
competition thus determines the production costs of the good produced by the industry. Then there is
market competition where the various companies within an industry enter interactions with their
customers who have determined the price they are willing to pay for the product.
What happened in the breakdown of the female sexual strategies, is that it became very clear that
females are utilizing differentiation strategies to an extreme level in order to appeal to a specific male
market. This is very logical for a market where demand (for females) greatly outstrips supply (of
females). When it came to the male market it became clear that the supply (of men) greatly outstrips
the demand (by females). This creates a situation for females, wherein they do not need their overall
quality to be high in order to compete with other females for male attention. This plays into the
tendency of females to all be attracted to the top 20% or so of men.
Whereas for men they have to be of higher quality in order to compete with other men for females,
due to the female tendency to all be attracted to the top 20% of men. Differentiation for men starts to
play a role once they are within the top 20% of men because they in up in the situation that females
experience by default.
This creates the situation wherein due to the nature of the market females have to differentiate their
products in order to appeal to the right consumer by default. Whereas the man has to develop his
product to be in the top 20% of products prior to engaging in differentiation. This is very similar to
new product categories being launched, with first general demand must be built for the product
category, only then can one start to create generalized demand for one’s own product. The male
product has to build general demand, then differentiated demand, whereas the female product can go
directly to differentiated demand.
Therefore, all the various things that women outline that they want in a man, for instance those in the
table I showed earlier are things that come after the man has built a generalized demand, but in and of
themselves those qualities do not serve as foundations for that demand. They are “wants” rather than
“needs“.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
The Red Queen: Sex and the evolution of human nature by Matt Ridley
Sperm Wars by Robin Baker
Sources
[1]
https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/homo-consumericus/201002/men-s-preference-the-female-h
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ourglass-figure
[2]
https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/homo-consumericus/201404/how-do-we-choose-our-mates
[3]
http://www.sscnet.ucla.edu/comm/haselton/unify_uploads/files/gildersleeve%20et%20al.%20sex%20
roles%202013.pdf
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The Product Lifecycle and Female SMV
September 28, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The SMV graph is probably the most well-known graph
in the manosphere, outlining the growth, peak and decline of the sexual market value of men and of
women. Without diving into the mechanisms of why the curve is different for each gender and how
each curve functions, it has some similarities to the product-life cycle. These stages are the same for
each gender, but the curves take slightly different time scales. The interesting aspect of it is that
females move through the first 3 stages much more rapidly than men, in the span of roughly 15 years
from the age of 15 to the age of 30. Whereas men spend substantially more time in the introduction
stage, growth and maturity stage.
The product life cycle is a concept used in marketing management, that charts the stage of a product
broken down into 4 categories; introduction, growth, maturity and decline. These four stages are also
present with products in the human sexual market place.

The Introduction Stage
The early stages are characterized by low-sales, high costs and very little if any profits. For women,
their introduction starts as they start to hit puberty at around 13 – 15 years old or earlier, at this point
they become aware of the sexual market place, even though their actions in it are not those of the
woman the girl will turn out as in just a few years. They start to get a little bit more attention from
males their own age, who are themselves at this point or a few years later introduced to the sexual
market place. Neither gender knows what this entails at this point in their life, they just know that
suddenly they are starting to become interested in the other sex, having spent more of their childhood
worrying about cooties or various other things that adults laugh about.
There is very little real closing taking place at this stage, active behavior often carry high social costs,
especially for young boys these days considering that they may be expelled or worse for what was
considered perfectly normal behavior just a generation ago. There is a lot of experimentation,
fumbling and testing. Various forms of new behaviors tend to start taking place, such as stolen
glances, and passing of notes. These are the first attempts at communicating the available product to
the market, in perhaps intuitive but not very effective means.
The female tendency to interact with older males and females tend to tacitly begin at this stage,
resulting in her learning intra-sexual and inter-sexual communications at a faster rate than her male
counterparts. In comparison, males her own age are more likely to only communicate with women of
equal age or younger than them if at all. Furthermore, their interactions with older males can be
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limited. Finally, their interactions with older females who could assist them in learning these forms of
communication generally only exist through sisters or other family members. Thus, the male moves
slowly through the growth stage.
Thus, the female enters the growth stage at age 14 – 16, the males her own age, largely remains in the
introduction stage. Many of them will not enter the growth stage until they are closer to 20 years old.
The male may remain in the introduction stage for a few years longer than the female, as he reaches
the age of 16, he becomes the target for the women just entering their introduction stage, at ages 13 –
15, and thus may be able to gain some more experience being targeted by these females, rather than
those his own age. At this stage, he is more likely to experience inter- and intra-sex competition for
the first time.

The Growth Stage
The growth stages show much higher sales growth than the preceding stage, cost reductions become
available and some profits can actually be made during this stage. Women enter their growth stage
earlier than men, usually at ages ranging from 16 to 18, in the core sample. Some outliers exist on
both ends with some women entertain their growth stage at 13, others not until their early twenties.
At this stage, the female will attempt to negotiate with men who are older than her, and thus appear to
have higher SMV than men who are her own age. As females tend to mature earlier than men
physically, she has now become a saleable product to men in the age range 18 – 22, and thus is
appealing to a market ranging from men who are younger than her, including men who are her own
age and those who are older.
Thus, her sales grow as a function of higher demand, as a result of this higher demand, she
experiences that the amount of effort she has to make in order to secure a close is much less, thus her
costs drop. Finally, she most likely experiences her first profits at this point. As she is interacting
regularly with men above her own age, her communication ability within the sexual market place
increases at an even faster rate, as association with such males also result in her entering direct
competition with women who are older than herself, she is also introduced to harsh intra-sex
competition forcing her learning to increase in speed even more.
As the male enters the growth stage, his curve differs much from the equivalent female. At 18 – 20
years old, the male has most likely finished his final growth spurts and now appear closer to a man
than a boy. At this point, he now experiences attention from females that are younger than him, yet
may be on the cusp of entering their growth stage as well. As his level of interactions with more
sophisticated females increase, so does the demand for him to perform at a higher level.
As the male enters college or a vocation, his interactions with older males is also likely to increase
and to be at a different level than previously. Where older males previously often acted as
antagonists, often not due to genuine animosity, but as a rite of passage so that the young man may
learn how to interact with other males and the form such interaction takes. He now gains access to
more experienced men as a peer group, he has grown into his mature body more so than he was only
a few years previously, and thus has seen his appearance and appeal to females increase. While he
still has many years to come in this stage, as he develops his appearance, his personality, and builds
his status, he will start to garner some attention and see some predictable success in his dating life.
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The Maturity Stage
The maturity stage is characterized by constant sales, but the growth rate is much lower at this point.
The maturity phase is often when a focus shifts from sales growth to cost reduction and thus
increasing profits are realized. As the female reaches the age of 20 – 25, she reaches her maturity
stage. While she is predictably successful in the sexual market place at this point in her life, owing
much to constant demand. She also learns that she does not need to put forth much effort to attract
male attention. She is not likely to see her sexual market value grow much more at this stage, unless
she decides to make drastic changes such as radically improving her appearance.
At the maturity stage the female usually starts to want to settle down before the window closes. As
she was previously the young, hot woman who chased off the older women from the sexual market
place, she is very aware of what is coming, and what her exit strategy must be.
The male however is still due to reach this stage, and will not until he reaches his mid-thirties. As
male products enter their growth stage later than females, in addition to growing at a slower rate, they
spend the better part of 15 – 20 years from the initiation of their SMV growth until maturity, as
opposed to the 5 – 8 years spent by females. When males reach maturity in their mid-to-late thirties,
they start to discover how females felt during their late teens and early twenties, when they were at
their peak. Usually a man is snagged by a female prior to reaching the maturity stage.
After achieving some modicum of success in his early to late twenties, becoming a part of a male
peer group able to educate him, and interacting with females enough to learn some tricks. The man
arrives at maturity ready to enjoy the fruits of his labor, only to discover that his fruits are a function
of his labor.

The Decline Stage
The decline stage is when sales start to slow down, the costs have been reduced as much as possible
and as sales drop so do profits. For the human female this is between her late 20s and early 30s,
driven by a rapid decline in fertility, but also in her ability to compete with younger women. While
she is familiar with not being able to compete with older women from her introduction stage back in
her early to mid teens, this is but a memory after the 15+ years in the growth and maturity stages. She
is starting to notice that less men are interested in her, and that she is unable to realize the same
profits from little effort.
Most men reach the decline stage 10 – 15 years after women of their own age group, but some get
there much sooner. As male SMV is based on the man’s performance, a lack of such performance
leads to premature decline. On the other hand, mindful and effective performance can stave off his
decline and he may remain in maturity for most of his later life.
Summary and Conclusions
The product life-cycle as applied to men and women show 2 different curves.
The Female Curve: The characteristics of the female curve is a short introduction stage, followed by
a a rapid growth stage, followed by a short maturity cycle and rapid decline.
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The Male Curve on the other hand, shows a much slower growth stage, a longer maturity and a
slower decline.
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When viewed together, they show the classic shape of the original SMV curve, abate somewhat less
symmetrical.

The difference in the different stages between the two
sexes is an interesting observations, a short female introduction stage and a male one that is longer.
Female growth being much more rapid, yet the maturity stage virtually non existent and the decline
being rather fast, gives the female line (blue) almost the shape of a fad product. The male line on the
other hand, shows a degree of more sustainability, however as earlier stated the male can maintain his
SMV in the maturity stage far longer than may the female.
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The reason for this is rather simple, while many of the discussions regarding the battle of the sexes
may trend towards the politically correct and that which gives solace. Female fertility is very fragile,
and only at its peak for a very short time. While, being able pump out babies and raise them is not the
only role a female may serve for our species in the sexual market place, or in general, from the point
of view of nature it is.
With female SMV inevitably closely linked with the ability to have children, including the incredible
physical strain it takes on the body, the increasing risk associated with later pregnancy, and so on,
that females are highly desired as young (able to carry to term and take care of the child) and fertile
(able to actually get pregnant) is no surprise.
The male sexual market value on the other hand, can continue to increase because as he lives on, he
can demonstrate more value as a function of performance over time. When a man reaches his 40s, he
has performed for close to 20 years, with varying success. By younger women his ability to stay fit,
healthy and be successful in many endeavors is perceived as having high quality genetics that his
offspring would inherit. The selfish gene views a man who can stay fit, successful and healthy into
his 80s as having a massive reproduction advantage as he may experience 60+ years of mating, and
thus spread his genes more.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
Product Lifecycle Management by Michael Grieves
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On Liberty
October 5, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Perhaps it is a little conceited of me to steal the
title of Mill’s classic work for this post, however it seemed the only title apt for this train of though.
Recently, I’ve been reading and viewing many historical documentaries, and it made me think of
what actually constitutes liberty. We live in a modern world, with the internet, and the human
freedom index, which shows the Western Democracies as the most free in the world relating to its
metrics. Yet, they also have the highest volumes of laws and regulations of any nations in history. In
fact, one of the major contentions in BREXIT was not only the volume of laws and regulations, but
also who was permitted to influence their passing. Laws are rules that are enforced through social
institutions to govern behavior, with the social institutions having the power to coerce people into
following them. After all, law without enforcement is moral philosophy.
However, this seems to be a contradiction to me, that the most free societies are also those with the
strongest rule of law. The United States has 5000 Federal criminal laws with 10.000 – 300.000
regulations that can be enforced [1]. The European Commission passed a total of 49,699 laws
between 1993 and 2014 [3]. The UK Parliament So, what strikes me as strange, is the thesis that
these countries are the most free while their citizens are regulated and controlled by law to such an
extent.
Laws an regulations apply to every aspect of life. They govern interpersonal behavior, criminalizing
certain behavior, such as assault, rape, murder and various other forms of violent crime. They cover
what we say, in the form of hate speech laws, libel laws and blasphemy laws. They cover what we
may do to ourselves, such as assisted suicide. What we may put in our bodies, banning certain
narcotics and permitting others. When you can consume alcohol, where you can consume alcohol,
which types of alcohol you may consume. They regulate what products we may sell, buy or even
what we can give away. They cover how these products are to be produced, where they can be
produced, why they can be produced, by who they are produced by and whom they are produced for.
Yet, somehow we live in the freest societies in history. I suppose that in a sense this is true, we have
democratically elected governments in both Europe and the U.S.A, which to some extent indicates
that the population of these countries brings it on themselves. Yet, it was argued by Hobbes in
“Leviathan” back in 1651, that government never gets smaller, it always grows and takes on a life of
its own. Perhaps this is what leads to the inflation of statutes and laws that rob people of their
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freedom. Bill Clinton even passed a law taxing toilet paper in 1996. There was a cry for government
to stay out of people’s bedrooms, yet there are laws regulating marriage, civil partnerships, abortion
and the most recent one feminine specific medical needs as part of the Affordable care act.

The Necessary Evil of Government
The debt burden for the average U.S graduate in 2016 was just north of $37.000, which means they
leave College, ready to start their lives burdened by debt [4,5]. As they settle down, get married, buy
a home and cars, this quickly increases, ensuring that they must avoid breaking the ever increasing
volume of laws, and maintain their employment so that they can pay their debt. If they finally manage
to mostly get their house paid off, minimize their credit card debt, and finally pay off student loans,
then their children need help to pay for college so they can start on the same spiral.
Combined with a society that prizes consumption and steadily has increased “needs” for
consumption, translated into “the modern lifestyle” that involves buying a new phone every 2 years, a
new laptop every 2 – 3 years, sometimes more often. The only new axiom being that marketers can
always make people buy something they do not need. This has been driven by among others “female
liberation” that thanks to females entering the paid work sphere, means more income per family,
which means more things the family can buy. The human tendency to want to keep up with the
neighbors, and to ensure that their children have the best possible start in life mixes with a culture
that prizes consumption and thus create mountains of debt.
In purchasing everything that is supposed to make life better, people are sacrificing their future
freedom for present consumption. For instance, the government likes to tell people that they should
buy property and own a house. However, one never truly owns a house, one rents it from the
government at a cost of property taxation and various other costs.
The government steps in and takes a cut out of all this, as people’s incomes grow, that is more
income tax, as properties grow so do property taxes, one can always be certain that a government will
be able to tax whatever they incentivized you to do. The reasoning behind Hobbes describing a
government as a Leviathan [8] , is that a government rarely becomes smaller, and over time thus
transforms into a monster. A small government begets a medium government, a medium government
a large government and a large government a Leviathan.
Whenever Government must get involved, the consequence is more government, not less
government. While in some cases, this may be positive, in many cases it means restricting freedoms
of citizens in unnecessary ways. Drug and alcohol prohibition would be examples where an array of
arguments exist that in some cases, the punishment is worse than the crime.

What is Freedom Really?
The internet is in many forms a great invention, it allows millions of people to share information and
communicate, yet it also brought back the lynch-mob and the pillory. Within small communities the
social tools for compliance, such as shunning, shaming, punishing, guilting and so on, have always
played a role to ensure the balance between individual and group. The free countries according to the
Human Freedom Index [6], that measures 76 distinct indicators within the following areas some of
which, I will cover:
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Rule of Law
Security and Safety
Movement
Religion
Association, Assembly and Civil Society
Expression
Relationships
Size of Government
Legal System and Property Rights
Access to Sound Money
Freedom to Trade Internationally
Regulation of Credit, Labor and Business
The top 10 countries according to the metrics in 2015 were in order, Hong Kong (province of China),
Switzerland, Finland, Denmark, New Zealand, Canada, Australia, Ireland, United Kingdom and
Sweden. The highest levels of freedom are in Northern Europe and North America (United States and
Canada). The index views itself as adopting a view in the Lockian tradition, in which freedom
implies that an individual “not be subject to the arbitrary Will of another, but freely follow his own“,
this comes from Locke’s “Second Treatise of Civil Government” [7]. They continue:
“Freedom in our usage is a social concept that recognizes the dignity of individuals and is
defined by the absence of coercive constraint.4 (That contrasts with a mechanistic concept
whereby anything that limits a person’s ability to do what she wants—be it a natural,
physical barrier or another person who happens to be standing in her way—is considered
an infringement on her freedom.) Freedom thus implies that individuals have the right to
lead their lives as they wish as long as they respect the equal rights of others.” [6]
They further, draw a distinction between positive liberty, which they define as requiring the removal
of hindrances or constraints that impede one’s personal improvement or fulfillment of his potential.
This is contrasted with negative liberty, which in the simplest terms means non-interference by
others. The former is argued to undermine the latter, as people inevitably have conflicting views on
what self-improvement is and how to achieve it. Thus, one persons view on self-improvement could
mean removing rights from other people through conflict. Thus, their measure is
“we mean freedom from interference—predominantly by government—in people’s right to
choose to do, say, or think anything they want, provided that it does not infringe on the
rights of others to do likewise” [6]
Laws and regulations by their nature exists to interfere with and limit the accepted behavior of
people, to the preference of the majority within a democracy. So, it is somewhat interesting to me that
the countries where interference by government is listed as being at a minimum, also appears to have
a very high amount of laws that interfere with and limit the behavior of people. Does this indicate
simply that the laws within these countries are those, which are the least authoritarian?
The index is highly weighted towards economic freedom, illustrated by the following quote by
Trotsky:
‘In a country where the sole employer is the state, opposition means death by slow
starvation. The old principle, who does not work shall not eat, has been replaced by a new
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one: who does not obey shall not eat.’” [6]
This quote gets quite directly to the point that if you take away someone’s ability to earn a living, one
can substantially restrict freedom not by acting but simply by implication. In this regard, the internet
is both hero and villain, in that it permits people to earn a living from a relatively small number of
consumers. While on the other hand, we have also had many cases where the response to views,
actions or expressions of what is deemed immoral, unacceptable, has been to attempt to take away the
ability of people to make a living. This illustrates the point about positive freedoms, because in these
cases a cardinal argument is frequently related to the right of people not to be uncomfortable or
offended by others.

Rule of Law
“Rightful liberty is unobstructed action according to our will within limits drawn around us
by the equal rights of others. I do not add ‘within the limits of the law’ because law is often
but the tyrant’s will, and always so when it violates the rights of the individual.” Thomas
Jefferson
The rule of law has previously been touched on, to point out the irony of the freest states having a
high volume of laws. From the Jefferson quote, one can draw multiple principles of what makes a law
violate or be in accordance with maximum liberty.
A) It must be universal.
B) It must follow the principle that the only actions not permitted are those that violate the universal
rights of all men and women.
C) All human beings have the same set of rights.
It also begets one question; what is a tyrant?
Point A, B, and C are complimentary in that, both A and B, are founded on C. All humans have
certain inalienable rights. From these rights they have the ability to engage in certain actions,
however their actions must be constrained by the equal rights of others. Finally, this must be applied
universally. From this, it follows that in order for a law to be just, it must be built on C, and may only
ensure that actors do not engage in actions that violate B.
However, this can be taken to the point of reductio ad absurdum very rapidly, and thus result in laws
that are not in accordance with the original intent. For instance, if one in C posits that all humans
have right not to be offended, and following this enact a law that states that you may never offend
another, then the consequence of this is quite absurd as when one communicates one may never know
if a statement will offend in advance. Thus, in order for such a law to function, people must be mindreaders. Laws are frequently formulated with good intent in accordance with the values of the person
who formulates it, however in order for a law to be viewed as maximally just, it must have the
support of the majority of the people who are required to follow it. Exemplified, a great majority
would agree that all humans have a right to life, and therefore, taking someone’s life would violate
the universal rights.
How free can a person be when governed by up to 300.000 laws, covering topics from AA batteries
to Zealotism?
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Security and Safety
“Those who would give up essential liberty to purchase a little temporary safety deserve
neither liberty nor safety.” Benjamin Franklin
Liberty and Security have an interesting relationship in the same manner information security and
user friendliness. The more secure one makes a computer system the less user friendly it becomes and
the more secure and safe one makes a state, the less free it becomes. This is exemplified in the gun
control debate, where one side argues that less access to firearms would limit the availability for
people who utilize them to violate the inalienable rights of other citizens. However, the other side
argues that an armed populace that may revolt against tyranny. This is strangely enough the
embodiment of Franklin’s quote, as the former wishes to purchase perceived safety from a present
threat, whereas the latter refuses to give up an essential liberty, the right to protect oneself.
Another example comes in the form of the various security agencies and their ability to gather
information on citizens and other people within their jurisdiction, which is argued to be in order to
defend the population from those who are plotting to harm them. Whereas on the other hand this is
also a violation of the right to privacy.

Movement
The freedom of movement refers to the ability to travel both within and outside the state of ones
residence. In addition to the ability of women to move. One could argue that this is an inalienable
right, to leave a state or area that is not suited to ones preference to one which is more in line with the
personal values of each individual. However, this is one of those points that move beyond national
policy and towards international policy. The pragmatic difference in not being permitted to leave an
area, as opposed to not being permitted to enter another is non-existent.

Freedom of Religion
In the document [6] outlined as freedom to establish a religious organization and the autonomy of
such organization. However, perhaps are more interesting measure would be the existence of diverse
groups of though on this issue, where there exists no conflict. On a more individual level, the pizzeria
that would rather not cater a same sex wedding, was pilloried quite heavily on social media, as has
been the case with other religious objectors. The concept of “voting with your wallet” though as
American as apple pie, is the exact sentiment that Trotsky described in the quote from earlier.

Association, Assembly and Civil Society
“You know, to just be grossly generalistic, you could put half of Trump’s supporters into
what I call the basket of deplorables. Right? The racist, sexist, homophobic, xenophobic,
Islamophobic — you name it. And unfortunately there are people like that.” Hillary Clinton
One of the larger headers, this covers the freedom of association, freedom of assembly and
demonstration, autonomy of political parties, professional organizations and educational, sporting and
cultural organizations, and the ability to establish such. However, one of the more interesting threats
to these fundamental liberties is the “guilt by association” applied by Secretary Clinton in the above
quote. Seeking to paint with a broad brush to tar and feather those who have associated under the
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Trump banner.
This is a good example of freedom not being sought suppressed by the state directly by overt
coercion, but by citizens through the utilization of pillory tactics.

Expression
My favorite heading, covers press killings, laws, regulations, political pressures and controls on of
the media. Freedom of access to foreign information and state control of the internet. What would
have been interesting would have been corporate controls over the news media, especially in a multinational capacity. If one businessperson owns 100% of media channels, and operate them for profit
this creates certain incentives. Secondly, it creates a situation where the ability to influence large
groups of the population lays with few people. As we have seen the greatest threat to freedom of
expression comes not necessarily from the state, but from other citizens.
The campaign against Tim Hunt is a great example in that this was a highly renowned scientist
becoming the victim of a media storm, which forced his resignation from his position at University
College London, over a brief toast at a lunch [9]. This case in many ways exemplifies that threats
against freedom of expression, may not only originate from the state.
State control of the internet is perhaps the next big hurdle for freedom of expression, where the
ability to partake in the public discourse from behind a pseudonym is now being pushed against.
Furthermore, with extensive surveillance of internet traffic from government, in addition to the
threats posed by the major data companies, it will be an interesting 5 – 10 years. As more things
move digital, the more transparent certain things become. It is still possible to stay somewhat under
the digital radar, by using encrypted communications, cash over cards, limiting social media
presence, and utilizing a pseudonym. However, I expect that it is only a matter of time before there is
a push to remove anonymity from the internet, most likely in the guise of “anti-harassment” policies.

Summary and Conclusions
The Human Freedom Index distinction between positive and negative freedom is an important one,
especially the negative freedom to repeat the definition:
“we mean freedom from interference—predominantly by government—in people’s right to
choose to do, say, or think anything they want, provided that it does not infringe on the
rights of others to do likewise” [6]
One would be hard-pressed to explain alcohol or drug prohibition, “Affirmative Consent“, Diversity
legislation and many other examples in terms of this principle. They do however fit nicely within the
definition of “Positive Liberty” defined as
“positive liberty, which requires an individual removing of constraints that impede one’s
personal improvement or the fulfillment of his potential.”
I would argue that a major anti-liberty force is the people, in their rush to trade freedom for perceived
security. Those who do not make their thoughts known, referred to by Scott Adams as “Shadow
Trump supporters”, who do not exercise their right to free expression, out of fears of consequences
they will suffer from their peers. Those who avoid association in political organizations, avoid avoid
partaking in protests and civil society, because their views would result in them being called
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deplorable for being outside of the accepted opinions. Those who elect to not speak of their religious
affiliations or lack-thereof or who go against their convictions in general, because doing so is the only
option if they are to not get their livelihood threatened. Those who would sacrifice their freedom for
security, and entrusting their freedom to the vicissitudes of representatives who grease the loudest
wheel, and have their eyes on being reelected.
Finally, perhaps the worst group, those who trust in the state to protect them, and in doing so
encourage a steady stream of rules, regulations and laws that govern virtually every aspect of modern
life, in the course of seeking safety and protections, they sacrifice their freedoms. No more clear
example of this exists with Prohibition in the United States, where a group tired of the consequences
of the heavy alcohol consumption, demanded that the state ban alcohol. The consequence being that
criminal enterprises arose to satisfy demand for alcohol.
Liberty ultimately comes down to a person exercising maximum autonomy so long as their exercise
of this right does interfere with the right of others to do the same. Under this principle, one could
easily argue that the laws that have grown from a twig during the enlightenment to a hedge maze
after 200 years or so of democracy. The admiration I have for the authors of the American
Constitution and the Bill of Rights, comes from their ability to formulate this in such a manner that it
is still highly relevant.
The concept of freedom has been discussed since the Greeks, including the rights of the individual,
the right of the state, and so on. A state at its inception has two tasks, defend its borders from
outsiders and resolve disputes between its citizens. From a reductionist standpoint, this can be broken
down into the military and the police. The role of the military is to defend a country from external
enemies, to ensure the survival of the state. The role of the police is to maintain rule of law within the
state.
When someone uses the phrase “Police State” what is often meant is that there are numerous unjust
laws, that are enforced vigorously and selectively. In essence, an entire population is criminalized due
to the laws and regulations, which is problem one. Problem two is that some people are free to
disregard some, if not all of the laws. The simplest way to deal with such a case is to keep laws
simple, understandable and universally enforced. Where these laws are based on only being made to
protect liberties.
For instance, in the case where a worker complains that another worker has offended them and should
be fired. What would be the correct law for such a situation. In lieu of the Trotsky quote from earlier
and the principle from therein, that “Obey or Starve” is tantamount to coercion, it would follow that
while the former worker perhaps should review their interaction style, the latter worker is attempting
to punish behavior with starvation.
“It is clear that thought is not free if the profession of certain opinions makes it impossible
to earn a living. It is clear also that thought is not free if all the arguments on one side of a
controversy are perpetually presented as attractively as possible, while the arguments on
the other side can only be discovered by diligent search.” Bertrand Russell
The State is not an end in itself, it is a means to an end. What that end consists of is decided by those
who can influence the state. Therefore, it follows that in a democracy, if the majority of people want
their rights stripped away and with it their liberty, they can vote for that. However, the result may not
live up to expectations. The question is, that with the protections offered in modern constitutes and
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the UN Declaration of Human Rights, is the threat of the type of authoritarian states represented by
Soviet Russia, Nazi Germany, and Mussolini’s Italy really the greatest threat to liberty or has that
threat come in a different form this time around?

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
On Liberty by John Stuart Mill
The Social Contract by Jean-Jacques Rousseau
Common Sense by Thomas Paine
Sources
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http://townhall.com/tipsheet/mattvespa/2015/06/06/how-many-federal-laws-are-there-again-n200918
4
[2] https://fullfact.org/europe/uk-law-what-proportion-influenced-eu/
[3] https://forbritain.org/percentagelaws.pdf
[4] https://studentloanhero.com/student-loan-debt-statistics/
[5]
http://blogs.wsj.com/economics/2015/05/08/congratulations-class-of-2015-youre-the-most-indebted-e
ver-for-now/
[6] http://www.cato.org/human-freedom-index
[7] Second Treatise of Civil Government by John Locke
[8] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Leviathan
[9] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tim_Hunt#Controversy_over_lunchtime_toast_at_WCSJ_2015
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Women and Borderline Personality Disorder
October 11, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Borderline personality disorder is somewhat
unfamiliar to most outside of the manosphere, as men who have been in relationships with
borderlines often arrive on one manosphere blog or another attempting to pick up the pieces of
themselves from such a relationship. By some viewed as the female variant of psychopathy [1] and
by some as a far cry from the cold, unflinching psychopath, considering their often highly emotional
and erratic nature. Borderline personality disorder is characterized by various behaviors related to
emotional regulation or lack thereof, most aptly captured in the book title “I hate you, don’t leave
me” (link at the end of the essay).
It has received much less focus than the two other mainstream disorders within the cluster B
spectrum of the DSM-5, narcissistic- and antisocial personality disorder [4], one must wonder if this
is because that unlike other two, it is a disorder that affects mostly women. The name comes from the
observation that a person with this disorder exists on the borderline between sanity and insanity.
Prone to imaginative interpretations of events, magical thinking, perceiving slights where none exist,
and intense reactions it is an understandable observation. Coupled with highly emotional outbursts,
and a tendency towards gas lighting and manipulation, this creates a picture of a person with very
little tangible connection to reality. Perhaps the reason why this is often referred to as female
psychopathy is that it appears to 3:1 female to male when it comes to being diagnosed. While people
with borderline personality disorder only make up about 1.6% of the population, this means that in
the U.S alone there are over 4 million people with BPD, out of which 3 million are women.
For a disorder that creates such level of turmoil in close relationships, it is surprising that it has not
received mainstream recognition of the same level that narcissism and psychopathy has over the past
few decades. While there are hundreds of sites out on the internet, and countless books to help people
escape relationships with its cluster B brethren, borderline personality disorder flies under the radar
compared to the other cluster B disorders. Where the distinction between socially acceptable behavior
and psychopathic behavior is quite clear, where the cardinal aspects of narcissism, namely
grandiosity and self-absorption is known to most, the distinctions in borderline personality disorder
appear less tangible.
For instance concept of instability of self-image, appears related to the idea of a “make-over“.
Idealization and devaluation are common traits in most people, and the distinction between
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“excessive” and normal is in many ways a relative one. If one compared the diagnostic criteria for
Anti-Social Personality Disorder [9] with those of Borderline personality disorder [8] the former are
more concrete and exist on more of a binary “Yes or No” type, rather than a “Dial it to 11” scale. In
this manner, the diagnostic criteria for BPD are probably one of the better examples of the criticism
presented by the British Psychological Society about the DSM-5, that it was overly relative [3].

Impairments in Personality Functioning
The manifestations of impairments in borderline personality disorder come in the form of either
instability of self-image and instability in goals, values or career plans or both. This may manifest in
her trying on identities, moving from career girl, to mother, or from Bernie-Chick to Trump Babe.
Another example would be in the form of the woman who loves to dress up, often in different styles.
This is perhaps best embodied by the “Eat, Pray, Love” author, who left her husband, went on a
quest of self-actualization, married the guy she fell for, only to realize that she was a lesbian.
One useful heuristic is that people with borderline personality disorder wear identities like other
people wear clothing. They are transient, superficial and rapidly switched between at the convenience
of the borderline. She is the strong independent woman one second and the damsel in distress a
second later. This is often also used as a methodology in order to ensnare victims, as they portray
themselves as perfect partner for their victim. While most people try on identities as a teenager, the
borderline never appears to stop doing so.
Instability in goals, values, career plans or all three, are often exemplified as changes in sexual
identify, going from victim to raging avenger or rapidly changing friends. For instance, one may
change their opinion about what career direction to take, which political party to support, go from
church girl to raging slut or many others. What characterizes these are not that changes take place,
our personalities, goals, values and aspirations change constantly. The difference comes in speed and
intensity, for instance on Sunday she was a stripper who banged you on the first date, on Monday
morning she has found Jesus and is shipping out to a nunnery in Paraguay. On your first date she was
a goth chick, on the next date she is dressed like you’re going to church, on the third she dresses like
a businesswoman.
One must take into account the old proverb that it is a woman’s prerogative to change her mind,
whereas men must honor their word. Thus, it follows that when a psychologist sits down to diagnose
this disorder, the woman will be able to waver more in her life without this necessarily fitting the
diagnostic criteria. This is also a significant cultural component, in that some countries and cultures
are more accepting of switching jobs, career paths or interests than others. When combined these two
criteria form an instability in both her own personality and her own goals, thus while she may be
talented, intelligent and have many positive traits, it is not uncommon to see her make little progress
in life. However, this also aids them in putting on the perfect show for their future partner, as his
goals become hers, her personality becomes complimentary to his, and so on.

Impairments in Interpersonal Functioning
Empathy – Compromised ability to recognize the feelings and needs of others combined with
interpersonal hypersensitivity.
The past 40 years or so since the dawn of third wave feminism, has been very focused on the needs of
women. This translates into a cultural narrative of gynocentrism [3], and perhaps one of the clearer
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 429 of 1188

examples of this would be the quote by current presidential candidate Hillary Clinton:
“Women have always been the primary victims of war. Women lose their husbands, their
fathers, their sons in combat. Women often have to flee from the only homes they have ever
known. Women are often the refugees from conflict and sometimes, more frequently in
today’s warfare, victims. Women are often left with the responsibility, alone, of raising the
children.” [6]
What this quote reveals is not only an extreme inability to empathize with men, or even consider that
it is perhaps worse to be the dead rather than the bereaved. It also demonstrates that from her
perspective, the worst thing is not the males losing their lives, but the women losing their appliances.
This is not to say that borderlines are unable to empathize with other human beings. As a psychopath
is capable of cognitive empathy and thus, improving their capacity for manipulation due to
understanding how they are supposed to feel. A borderline has such internal emotional turmoil, that
this makes them incapable of considering how anyone else feels unless it is in their self-interest. To
them, it becomes like trying to hear a whisper at a death metal concert.
When it comes to interpersonal hypersensitivity, perhaps the best examples come in the form of the
majority female driven third-wave feminism, that has made it into sport to point out how everything
is sexist, homophobic and racist regardless of how inconsequential. This trait in borderlines manifests
most often in the form of running feuds with family, friends and co-workers, and the person rarely
being without an enemy for long. If a person has a history of near constant feuds with loved ones,
bosses, authority figures in general and especially a history of “abusive exes” this is a sign.
Intimacy – Intense, unstable, and conflict-filled close relationships, marked by mistrust, neediness,
and anxious preoccupation with abandonment. Close relationships are often viewed in extreme
idealization and devaluation. Alternating between involvement and withdrawal.
An example of the idealization and devaluation dynamic in practice comes in close relationships
between women and men, referred to in the manosphere as “branch swinging” where a women will
devalue her present lover in favor of a new lover who is at present in the stage of idealization. The
major issue with this diagnostic criteria is that they are all scale-based, and one would be hardpressed to come up with an objective definition for “intense” or “conflict-filled“.
If one looks at the relationships that are sold in woman-centric entertainment, for instance romantic
comedies or longer-running drama series, these are often marked by many of the different diagnostic
criteria outlined here. Relationships are portrayed in the manner of the “soul-mate” myth, instability
highlighted by the female overreaction to a perceived slight by her beau, to which his reaction is to
humble himself in a grand gesture. The relationships swing from deep love, to burning property and
mementos. If one argues that the male view of a relationship is nudged towards the psychopathic by
pornography, then one must also argue that the female view of relationships must be nudged towards
that of the borderline by romantic comedies.

Pathological Personality Traits
Emotional liability – Unstable emotional experiences and frequent mood changes. Emotions that are
easily aroused, intense and out of proportion to events and circumstances.
This is reflected in the Marilyn Monroe quote from the start of the essay, a lack of stability and
frequent mood changes, are very hard to handle for most people, especially if they are excessively
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intense. Perhaps the most common joke about this tendency is the answer to “Does this make my butt
look big?” However, this challenge with this trait is its dependence on a degree that is highly
subjective. What is a frequent mood change or unstable emotional experience? What are easily
aroused emotions and what would be a reaction that is out of proportion to events and circumstances?
Anxiousness – Intense feelings of nervousness, tenseness or panic. Often in reaction to interpersonal
stresses.
Unlike the former, this is a bit more concrete. Not in the degree as it still adds “intense” but in that
nervousness, tenseness or panic, are more observable and out of the ordinary. However, it is not
uncommon to have such emotions, therefore again, it comes down to them being out of proportion to
the stress that is actually taking place. This again means that this depends on the subjective
interpretation of each person.
Separation anxiety – Fears rejection and or separation from significant others.
This is also a fairly normal emotional experience. The manosphere is filled with men who fear
rejection, which manifests as approach anxiety. There are also many men that experience this in
relationships and thus feel a need to mate guard. This is again a question of “how often“, “how loud”
and “how pervasive“.
Depressivity:
The major issue in all four of the preceding point is anxiousness, and instability. The person in
question lends more credence to their own experience of reality, rather than objective reality. This
string of interpretations is what is likely to fuel to anxiety, tenseness and panic, which in turn leads to
a volatile perception of reality. Rather than viewing reality as a scale from 1 – 10 on quality, they rate
it as either paradise or apocalypse. However, every one of the pathological personality traits are
subject to a high degree of subjectivity as they are “how intensely are you feeling this” rather than
“like this or not“.
Disinhibition, Risk taking and Antagonism
As the person has an unstable grasp of both their own identity and their perception of reality, it
manifests through disinhibition, which further drive the former. Risk taking often takes the form of
substance abuse and sexual promiscuity. Antagonism from a borderline is frequently experienced by
those who have a close relationship to the person, ranging from verbal to physical abuse, gas lighting
and manipulation often stemming from the perceived reality of the borderline.
The borderline will attempt to shape external reality to their perceived reality, and utilize their close
relationships as means to this end. However, the issue within the western world is that, the henpecking wife, who is domineering and has a “honey do” list for her husband at all times is
approaching a cultural norm. If one looks at Carrie from “The King of Queens” and Debra from
“Everybody Loves Raymond” they match many of the personality traits one would expect from a
typical woman, just at a higher volume.

The diagnosis of Borderline Personality Disorder
In reviewing the pathological personality traits, they do appear on the surface to be stereotypical
female behavior on steroids. Expecting her emotional experiences to be validated. Easily aroused
emotions, that to you are way overblown, such as hating you for a week because of what you deem
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trivial matters. However, the pattern of emotionalism displayed by the borderline form an interesting
catch 22, in that their behavior stems from never wanting people to leave them, yet their behavior
ensures that nobody can stay around them for long. They are extremely sensitive to interpersonal
relationships and behavior, feeling extremely anxious and depressed with the emotions frequently out
of proportion with the actual event they are ruminating about. Their reaction to their own internal
experience of the world is to lash out at other people, often their significant others, or other family
members. There is always tension in a room when a borderline is in it.
Their risk taking often takes similar forms as that of their psychopathic brethren, substance abuse and
sexually promiscuous behavior being two major outlets. Borderlines crave external intensity in order
to distract them from their inner turmoil. The relationship with a borderline has a common cluster B
progression in that it is often intense and rapid, often moving from just having met to moving in
together in the span of week. Unlike psychopaths, borderlines have a capacity for empathy, however
it is shouted down by their own inner abyss. Their inner noise shouts over all external input.
The image of the borderline is an actress. She switches roles very rapidly from “Strong Independent
Woman” to “Victim” to “Warrior” very rapidly and for very little apparent reason. If one of them
elects to tell you their life story, you should not be surprised that it has no coherent narrative. Their
stories take an interesting form in that they are always cast as the hero, and everyone else as the
villain. They are always the oppressed and the others are the oppressor. Unlike most people who act
characteristically of themselves a majority of the time, borderlines frequently make drastic changes
not only to their appearance but also to their personality. Like many of the other cluster-Bs, they
adopt their presented image to fit what their target wants or needs. As a result, their life narrative
frequently lacking the consistency of other narratives, and a coherent “this, therefore” structure.
Their penchant for acting is useful as they tend to alter their goals very frequently, without cause and
often with little concern for the implications. For instance, she may decide that she wants to be a
nurse, but fail to consider that she faints when she sees blood, or decide to abandon a family she has
spent years raising to pursue a new career in the peace corps. Borderlines require stability, yet they
are unable to live with stability.
Certain behaviors are common among borderlines. The tendency to “split” people and themselves as
either all good or all bad, is a frequent occurrence, where the borderline idealizes people in
interpersonal relationship until a transgression takes place, at which point the other person is
devalued and “split black“. This points to the issues a borderline has with nuance and the ability to
view people as a combination of good or bad. You are perfect, until you are suddenly not. Thus, it is
not uncommon for them to go on hate-campaigns against former lovers or friends.

Summary and Conclusions
I touched on some of the common pitfalls relating to borderlines and cluster b’s in general in “The
Methods to Female Madness” however, the major issues relating to the borderline relates to their
instability and volatility. Glenn Close played a borderline in the movie “Fatal Attraction“, which is
where the expression “bunny boiler” comes from. While the diagnostic criteria are well and good
within a clinical setting where impersonal observations of behaviors can be made, and hypotheses
about a patient’s reaction can be evaluated. They are not always applicable and useful outside of this
setting. One of the major issues to look for is the intense love-bombing that takes place initially,
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where the borderline will shower their target with affection, love, gifts, amazing sex and where the
relationship moves forward at an extremely rapid rate.
As with all cluster B’s the borderline utilizes masks where they conceal the negative parts of their
behavior until they have secured some form of investment, usually in the form of a pregnancy (real
or imagined) or legal contract such as marriage. The greatest problem with the behavioral patterns of
the borderline is that as her behavior is a case of female behavior on steroids, it is very easy to
rationalize such behavior as “this is just how women are“.
This in the same manner that surgeons and lawyers often have a social image of being narcissistic or
psychopathic to some extent. The trouble with this type of conditional diagnostic is that a man who is
in a relationship with a borderline, will not see her go from 0 – 60 in 3 seconds, but over months and
in some cases years. With the cultural narrative of “how wives are” this is a case of socially
programming men to accept certain unacceptable behaviors. In essence, how can one know when a
woman is acting crazy, if the cultural narrative is normalizing crazy behavior in women?
Perhaps the most apt analogy, is that of a frog being placed in a pot of boiling water, and when the
water is slowly heated the frog fails to realize that he is being boiled alive. While the scientific merits
of this is perhaps lacking, it paints a very accurate portrait of how many of these relationships are.
When the onset of something is very gradual, the person becomes desensitized and the abnormal
becomes normal. Rather than utilize the DSM-V I would recommend “Dangerous Personalities” by
Joe Navarro, where the borderline falls under “Unstable Personality“, as a more practical guide.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
I hate you don’t leave me by Jerold J. Kleisman & Harold Strauss
Dangerous personalities by Joe Navarro
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Women and Anti-Social Personality Disorder
October 18, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The holy grail of personality disorders, psychopathy,
sociopathy, ASPD or madness without delirium. Described by Harvey Cleckley in his book “The
Mask of Sanity” as the insane that appear sane. Most of the research on this disorder has been done by
Dr. Robert Hare using the populations of America’s prisons as his subjects. This lead to the
Psychopathy Checklist (PCL) and then the next version the Psychopathy Checklist Revised (PCL-R).
Unsurprisingly the diagnosis of this disorder appears to favor men with up to 3 men being diagnosed
as having ASPD for every woman. The symptoms in Hare’s checklist was developed almost
exclusively by studying men, mostly the prison population, which may have affected the calibration
of the tools. There are some questions among professionals that wonder if psychopathy have a lower
incidence rate in women, or in fact there are issues with the diagnostic tools [4]. Either in the form
that the disorder manifests differently as is the case with schizophrenia [5], or in that the psychologist
may interpret behavior different.
From three different studies, the prevalence of anti-social personality disorder has a prevalence of 1%
– 4.1% in the population. This is a fairly significant amount of people, as it comes out to 1 – 4 in 100.
This means that most of us has probably interacted with quite a few psychopaths, and probably do so
on a daily basis without realizing. The reason for why we do not realize, is that if predators were easy
to spot, they would not be very good predators.

The DSM-5 Diagnostic criteria for Anti Social Personality
Disorder
The DSM breaks down the diagnostic criteria into 3 parts, impairments to personality functioning,
impairments in interpersonal functioning and finally pathological personality traits. These are 3
different series of traits that must be consistent over time in order for a diagnosis to be made. One of
the criticisms by the British Psychological Society was that the diagnostic criteria [3] had issues
stemming from having been made relative to the environment of the subject. This would from a
perspective of reductio ad absurdum mean that if you were to evaluate a family of psychopaths, you
may not be able to diagnose them as such, as their behaviors would not deviate markedly from their
environment.

Impairments in Personality Functioning
Identity – ego centrism, self-esteem derived from personal gain, power or pleasure.
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Given the past 40 years of the self-esteem movement, combined with a society that venerates selfmarketing, “building your own brand“, and unbridled greed, I can see how that would shift what
would be considered ego-centrism, and self esteem derived from personal gain, power or pleasure.
However, isn’t the “self-actualization” movement among women an ego-centric focus where you
derive your self-esteem from your own pleasure? Also consider the constant encouragement from
among others the feminist movement for women to apologetically seek power by any means
necessary, to land their CEO positions, board appointments or to build they life they want this
embodied?
Self-direction – goal setting based on personal gratification, absence of prosocial internal standards
associated with failure to conform to lawful or culturally normative ethical behavior.
I referenced “Eat, Pray, Love” earlier, but if any of the symptoms truly fit the author of this book, this
would be it. The encouragement by the largely female driven feminist and social justice movement to
amend pro-social standards and lawful behavior to better suit their agenda. For instance “Yes means
Yes” laws and “Listen and Believe“.
One must consider that the past 40 – 50 years of feminism has been a battle for women to reject the
pro-social standards and culturally normative ethical behavior that helped the Western World reach
the peak of productivity, and innovation. Starting with Betty Friedan’s “The Feminine Mystique”
wherein the historical role of women as caregivers, the ones responsible for raising children and
being the emphatic person within a household was identified as the enemy of a woman.

Impairments in Interpersonal Functioning
Empathy – Lack of concern for feelings, needs or suffering of others. Lack of remorse after hurting
or mistreating another.
The constant encouragement that women “do them” and focus on their self-realization will encourage
self-focus, which can lead to a lack of concern for others. Especially in extreme examples such as the
case of “Eat, Pray, Love”. Lack of remorse after hurting or mistreating another, to use an example
from earlier is often manifested when a woman branch swings to a new male, and in that process
discards her old one. This also affects any children the couple might have. Often society will actually
congratulate the woman after these actions.
A woman who abandons her children to engage in self-actualization is often congratulated, a man is a
deadbeat dad who fails to perform the socially productive task that is required of him.
Intimacy – Incapacity for mutually intimate relationships as exploitation is the primary means of
relation to others including deceit and coercion. Use of dominance or intimidation to control others.
The manosphere perspective is that any relationship between a male and a female is inherently
transactional, in which case exploitation would be a relative term. The question is whether this has to
be conscious and intentional behavior or if it can be subconscious behavior. In which case, one would
be compelled to bring up the tendency for marriage to happen just as a woman hits the decline stage
of her sexual market value. Furthermore, the pattern of females to engage in their party years only to
consider a “nice guy” when they reach their epiphany phase and similar cases.
Depending on the approach, one could easily argue that heterosexual relationships between man and
woman are inherently exploitative to some extent, in that the woman takes advantage of the man’s
capacity to work and secure resources for her and her children. While the man takes advantage of the
female’s ability to produce offspring for him. However, the latter is not deceitful or coercive, as it is a
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social assumption that a couple that stays together for a longer period of time, will eventually have
children and/or marry. However, the social narrative is not that a woman seeks to shack up with a
man to take advantage of his capacity to produce resources, it is “true love“, which I would argue as
deceit on a societal scale. Secondly, once the man has entered into such a union, state sponsored
coercion exists to enforce his role as provider/workhorse, both in terms of social conventions and the
legal system.

Pathological Personality Traits
Manipulativeness: frequent use of subterfuge, to influence and control others. Use of seduction,
glibness, charm or ingratiation to achieve desired ends.
While some studies [6], have shown women to be more inclined to the use of subterfuge in certain
situations. It stands to reason that as they rarely will be able to bring about their ends as a result of
physical force, will be more inclined to manipulative and psychologically dominate instead. One
could wonder if women or men are more glib, prone to utilize seduction and charm as weapons. From
the male perspective, female relationships often appear more glib, and superficial, in some regards
than does those of men. Based on common knowledge, it tends to also be observed that while boys
fight physically, females utilize rumor-milling, gossip, and ostracism as their means in a conflict.
Deceitfulness: Dishonesty and fraudulence, misrepresentation of self embellishment or fabrication
when relating events.
One may debate this point, as both men and women have a habit of embellishment, fabrication and
dishonesty when attempting to secure a partner. For a woman, the most socially acceptable
dishonesty takes the form of grooming, make-up and similar methods to increase her physical
attractiveness.
The male on the other hand, will often attempt to exaggerate his income and his social status. In fact
much of the early PUA work done by people such as Neil Strauss and Mystery, is centered around
being able to signal that you are a high status male.
However, while a woman being dishonest and misrepresenting herself through the use of methods to
increase her physical attractiveness, is largely socially accepted and encouraged, a man doing the
same is judged very harshly. In fact, one could see the entire “blue pill” mindset, as accepting and
encouraging female deception, while rejecting and discouraging male deception. A man who engaged
in the level of deception in regards to his social status, as women do every day with their appearance,
would be regarded as a con-man.
Callousness: Lack of concern for feelings or problems of others. Lack of guilt or remorse about the
negative or harmful effect of ones actions on others. Aggression and sadism.
From a diagnostic perspective, these traits may stick out more in a woman than in a man, because it
deviates from the view most have of women as nurturing, emphatic and less aggressive than men.
However, one must also take into account that a large part of the social narrative for the past 50 years
has been about nurturing female aggression and ambition, two traits that tend to often translate into
less concern and guilt about how one’s actions affects others.
Hostility: Persistent or frequent angry feelings. Anger or irritability in response to minor slights and
insults. Mean, nasty or vengeful behavior.
I’m tempted to cite the video of the woman who just wants to go to the lake here. One could also cite
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the videos demonstrating how people respond to a woman beating a man in public as opposed to a
man beating a woman in public [8]. To some extent, one is supposed to accept anger, and irritability
from women, as this is a common part of our social narrative. TV-shows, and music videos all exist
that show and celebrate women engaging in nasty, mean and vengeful behavior. Ranging from Carrie
Underwood’s video “Before he cheats” to “Thelma and Louise” that celebrate two women going on a
revenge motivated rampage. However, these displays of overt hostility fail to capture the full image
of what interpersonal hostility actually entails. Things like gas lighting, psychological hostility, sleep
deprivation, and constantly causing stress and drama are manifestations of hostility in a manner,
which most would not easily identify.
Dis-inhibition
Irresponsibility: disregard for and failure to honor financial and other obligations or commitments,
lack of respect for and lack of follow through on agreements and promises.
It is a woman’s prerogative to change her mind. Women with financial problems are on the rise, and
more women now file for bankruptcy than do males. [7] one reporter in the Telegraph put this down
to sneaky, small purchases and consumer debt. One could also argue that women file the majority of
divorces, which is technically a failure to honor a commitment. However, that would be a stretch.
Perhaps the more interesting observation that stems from the first sentence in this paragraph, is the
social narrative that it is OK for a woman to disregard any obligation if it is a part of her selfactualization.
Impulsivity:
Risk Taking: Engagement in dangerous, risky and potentially self-damaging activities, unecessarily
and without regard for consequences, boredom prone and thoughtless initiation of activities to
counter boredom. Lack of concern for one’s limitations and denial of reality in the face of personal
danger.
Risk taking conjures up an image of Evil Knievel jumping a string of buses, or someone doing
bungee jumping. However, there are many manners in which risk taking may take place, such as
refusing to seek medical attention, neglecting ones nutrition or physical needs or engaging in
substance abuse. An example that came to me recently was engaging in infidelity, with a high chance
of being caught, thus risking a marriage or other relationship.

Anti-Social Personality Disorder and Women
ASPD was the reason why I started this 3 part series of articles, because from my perspective if a
diagnostic tool is calibrated on male inmates, they may have issues when utilized on the general
public. After all, those who are in prison are by society labeled as people who are different from the
non-prison population. Furthermore, if one looks at female and male communication from a red pill
perspective, these differ quite substantially. The normal heuristics are among others:
Women excel at covert communication, men excel at overt communication
Women communicate emotions, men communicate facts.
If one looks at the pathological personality traits, both genders have the capacity for manipulation,
however women are frequently much more apt manipulators than men. For them, covert interpersonal
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warfare is a hobby from the time they begin to play with other girls. Anecdotally, one can just
observe two groups of children. One group of all boys and one group of all females. While the boys
group will frequently have conflict, most of it is solved physically, and over quite quickly, the group
then resumes play. If one observes the female group on the other hand, social shunning, gossip and
other “social conflict” tools will be utilized. This may lead to females developing a penchant for
dealing with problems utilizing manipulation rather than physical force. In addition, this would
conceal the trait of hostility, as this would be covert and thus harder to observe.
This would also perhaps create a perception in society at large that a higher level of manipulative,
deceitful and callous behavior from a woman is common, and thus the deviation required for
diagnosis would be larger. Furthermore, perhaps the greatest assistance female psychopaths get from
society is that as it is perceived as a disorder that affects very few women and many more men, most
have an internal image of a psychopath as a male. Thus, when exposed to a female psychopath, most
fall victim to bias and does not think of the woman in this manner.
If one looks at the impairments in interpersonal functioning, the two highlights are lack of empathy
and capacity for intimacy. For a psychopath, all relationships are transactional, they are not based on
mutually attempting to reach goals, they are there to facilitate the exploitation of the other by the
psychopath. In our culture, there is a long history of transactional relationships between men and
women. Such relationships started with males providing the female with protection and provision,
while the female provided the male with progeny and nurturing. As our history has moved forward,
with no-fault divorce being introduced, the social limitations on female hypergamy reduced and the
social stigma associated with being a slut disappearing. The consequence is that it is now perfectly
permissible for a woman to exploit an Alpha male for his genetics, and then a Beta male for his
resources. Perhaps the most clear example comes in the form of the “orbiters” wherein a female
keeps a man on the hook, doing things for her, without offering anything in return. This demonstrates
both a lack of empathy but also a lack of intimacy as the relationship is exploitative in nature.
The impairments in personality functioning, the past 40 years of feminism has championed the
perspective that women should seek power, pleasure and self-realization at any cost, this also adds to
the self-direction aspect, with the most extreme example being “Eat, Pray, Love“. Nothing can hold
back the self-actualization and realization of a female in the modern western world, it is her
prerogative to change her mind, and act in accordance with her wishes and desires regardless of
consequences.

Conclusions
One of the major hurdles with all cluster B disorders is perceiving what is actually taking place. In a
sense, the mental images and public images of a cluster B disordered individual is often such, that
“normal cluster B individuals” bypass our screening tests. For instance, the woman who tells you the
story of being abused by all of her crazy exes, tends to elicit pity, very few people presented with
such stories would ask “Is she is the abusive one?” This is a challenge faced by many who end up in
relationships with woman who have these proclivities, because the abuse is insidious enough that few
are able to identify that they are actually being manipulated.
The Snake in a Suit, is different from the Snake in a Prison Jumpsuit. When we picture a psychopath
we think of Dexter Morgan, or perhaps Hannibal Lecter, we do not think of the old lady who has
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been widowed four times, and always seems to be making life hell for her neighbors.
All the cluster B disordered individuals are predators, and if prey can easily spot them, they will be
unsuccessful. Identifying a borderline, a psychopath or a narcissist, is difficult, and even those trained
to do so often fail. However, they all share certain traits in relationships. There will always be a lovebombing stage filled with gifts, adoration and compliments. There will always be a devaluation stage,
where the love-bombing brutally ends. You will never feel balanced or present when dating a cluster
b. The relationships will progress very quickly, and will be unlike every other relationship you have
ever had. Even if you do not believe in the concepts of romantic love and soul mates prior to meeting
a cluster B, you will during the love-bombing stage, because they become the female version of you,
your perfect match.
Thus, if you actually feel like you’ve met your soul mate, then be concerned, be very concerned.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
Dangerous personalities by Joe Navarro
Without a Conscience by Robert Hare
The Mask of Sanity by Harvey Cleckley
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Women and Narcissistic Personality Disorder
October 24, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Narcissism is one of those disorders that the public has
taken to their hearts and calling someone a narcissist is a common insult to attack someone perceived
as vain, egocentric or self-absorbed, however this does not reflect the full spectrum of the diagnosis.
As with most things the public presses to their heart as the pejorative du jour, they failed to
understand the full complexity of the disorder and the diagnostic criteria. Being a vain, self-centered
bastard is part of the diagnosis, but is not the only thing required to be a narcissist, if it was most of
us would qualify at one point or another.
Narcissism in the western culture is a growth industry [1] thus, the socio-cultural aspects of the
diagnosis, is influenced. This follows from the BPS response to the DSM-V, where they write
The putative diagnoses presented in DSM-V are clearly based largely on social norms, with
‘symptoms’ that all rely on subjective judgements, with little confirmatory physical ‘signs’
or evidence of biological causation. The criteria are not value-free, but rather reflect
current normative social expectations. Many researchers have pointed out that psychiatric
diagnoses are plagued by problems ofreliability, validity, prognostic value, and comorbidity. [3]
Thus with a growing level of narcissism within culture, and thus social norms, how long until today’s
narcissist is tomorrow’s normal person? Furthermore, considering the growth of social media, how
does a diagnosis of being grandiose and self-centered work with a culture where most women can
have a cadre of online admirers constantly validating and complimenting them?

DSM-V Diagnostic Criteria
The most recent update to the diagnostic and statistical manual of mental disorders breaks down a
diagnosis of a personality disorder into three levels. Impairments in personality functioning,
impairments in interpersonal functioning and pathological personality traits. Furthermore, in order for
a diagnosis of a personality disorder to be made, the impairments and trait expression must be
relatively stable across time and consistent across situations. They must not be better understood as
normal considering the individual’s development stage or socio-cultural environment. Finally, they
must not be purely due to the effects of a substance.
Thus, it follows that in a socio-cultural environment where the norm is to be excessively referential to
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others for self-definition for instance, one could not diagnose a case of narcissism.

Impairments in Personality Functioning
The first trait of a narcissist is are significant impairments in personality functioning manifest by
multiple traits. In regards to identity, they are excessively referential to others for self-definition, and
the regulation of their self-esteem. Their self-appraisal is often exaggerated and may be deflated or
inflated, and vacillate between the two in extremes. [4]
When viewing female behavior, and considering the point made by the BPA, one must ask whether
women within our social context may frequently vacillate between exaggerated self-appraisal and
extremely low self-appraisal. The fact that the woman alone or with a girlfriend mourning the
pointless of her life after a breakup over icecream has become a stereotype, would indicate so in one
regard. Furthermore, the “yo go girl” slogan with associated behaviors appear to encourage such
behavior. One can frequently view a woman go from being extremely self-confident about her
physical appearance, based on the expressed opinions of other women or other men.
A second impairment common to narcissists, is in their ability to self-direct. Their self-direction tends
to be colored by both setting goals based on the reactions of others, while holding themselves to
unreasonably high standards of performance in order to see themselves as exceptional. Alternatively,
holding themselves to low- or no standards at all, based on their feelings of entitlement.
Without belaboring this point, most people who have interacted with a group of females for long, will
have noticed the tendency for behavior within such a group to be highly affected by the reactions of
other members of the group. One does not outshine the Bride on her wedding day, one does not upset
the queen bee. Insults between females are given as backhanded compliments, and so on. To the
second aspect of this criteria, some women do have excessively high standards, requiring themselves
to have a full-time career (ideally in an exiting field on a management track), while being full time
moms, keeping themselves in shape, have a perfect house and so on. However, one can also observe
the opposite in female participation in the labour force, a tendency to hold part time jobs and my
personal favorite maternity leave without pregnancy [6] One could also add the incessant demands
that society cater to the whims of women, for instance the recent demands to “listen and believe” or
pro-female legislation.
Perhaps the greatest example touching on both impairments, come in the form of the insistence that in
order to get more women in STEM, one must create programs that encourage women to be interested
in and earn STEM degrees [18] or maintaining them in STEM fields once they graduate. The
utilization of narratives and social influence mechanics to do so, indicate that one must communicate
to women that “It is OK to be interested in STEM“, and that unless women can see visible rolemodels they have a higher chance of dropping out, which points to both external self-definition and
impairments in self-direction.

Impairments in Interpersonal Functioning
Interpersonal functioning in a narcissist is manifested in two ways, through a lack of empathy, and
intimacy. To deal with the lack of empathy first, this is demonstrated through an impaired ability to
recognize or identify with the feelings and needs of others. The narcissist is very attuned to the needs
and reactions of others but only if it is important- or pertaining to the narcissist.
In western culture there is a social program that identify women as the emphatic sex, however, if one
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notices the modern feminism movement, one can immediately point to the the “male tears” mugs,
that come out when men attempt to mention biased court systems or the male suicide rate.
Furthermore, one who is familiar with the manosphere, will immediately point to the mechanics of a
branch swing or war brides dynamic that leads to a woman seemingly shutting off all emotions for a
man upon ending the relationship without concern for his well-being.
The second aspect of this criteria manifest through superficial relationships, where they serve to
regulate self-esteem rather than sharing in the experiences and showing an interest in the lives of
others. Furthermore, they show a high tendency to be formed for personal gain. Referring back to the
earlier comment about the “you go girl” type of relationships, that appear to be formed around what
can be argued as a cheerleader squad for each individual female. This function of female friendships
being formed around the function of building self-esteem in each individual female, appear to fit very
will with the first part of this criteria. Secondly, female friendships are generally centered around the
sharing and confirmation of choices and actions made by each individual female, and the affirmation
of her.

Pathological Personality Traits
Antagonism: Characterized by Feelings of entitlement, either overt or covert; self-centeredness;
firmly holding to the belief that one is better than others; condescending toward others.
How does one adequately identify feelings of entitlement among those who have been raised to think
they are entitled to everything? Narcissism is growing more and more within the United States, and
everyone one turns there is a movement to have more self-esteem, to get rid of your shame and
worship yourself.
Attention seeking: Excessive attempts to attract and be the focus of the attention of others;
admiration seeking.
This may take many forms, one could easily argue that seeking admiration on instagram or various
other social media sites, or the attention lavished on women on online dating sites are symptoms of
attention seeking. However, relative to our culture it appears to be the norm. I find myself wondering,
in the age of unbridled attention seeking, could one ever qualify for this diagnostic personality trait?

Approaching a diagnosis
This was in many ways the most difficult part of the post to write, unlike anti-social personality
disorder and borderline personality disorder that to some extent still present traits that cannot be
viewed within the context of normalcy. While there are tendencies towards the normalization of the
interpersonal sensitivity of borderline personality disorder, and the sociopaths exploitative lifestyle,
the extreme variants of those personalities are still recognized as deviations from the norm.
Many of the core traits of narcissism have been embraced within our culture. Children are raised to
have self-esteem without accomplishment, women may gain attention and validation from hundreds
or thousands of other people online on social media. How could one not think that one is beautiful or
special if this is being validated by thousands online? What defines a superficial relationship in a
world where someone has thousands of friends they have never met on Facebook? Most of the
aspects of the diagnostic traits and problems in functioning has been normalized to the point where
what used to be abnormal has largely become normal.
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It is no longer a question of “Is this person a narcissist” it is a question of “How narcissistic is this
person?“. The more interesting question becomes, are we slowly becoming a culture of pure
narcissists or a culture of neurotics and narcissists. One must consider that many boys are raised in a
very unfriendly climate, where they are medicated from a young age, told their gender is cause of all
evil in the world, are denied mental help and help in education, as outline in “The FOG of Modern
Society“. Thus, one must wonder if half our culture is being built up, and thus are becoming more
narcissistic, and therefore, more entitled. While the other half is being torn down, and thus are
becoming neurotic, perhaps the male suicide rate may give an indication [20].
As the BPS response outlines, [3] one must wonder about the effect of culture on these phenomena,
as certain behaviors become normalized and in fact embraced as within the bounds of normal
personality functioning.

Summary and Conclusions
While the existence of narcissistic women is hardly a point of contention, one must wonder how the
last 50 years of feminism and cheering for girls have affected their levels of narcissism. This is true
for men as well, however one must keep in mind that many initiatives have been focused solely on
women and girls. While there are arguments to be made that raising females up, does not push men
down, it does alter dynamics and opportunity. For instance, if 100 people can study electrical
engineering at a given school, and 30 of those places are reserved for women, while the other 70 are
for either gender, that does mean women may compete for 100 slots, while men only for 70. Which
does mathematically reduce opportunity for men to study electrical engineering.
I’m not sure what has caused the rise of narcissism within Western Culture, but I suspect that it is a
mixture of the self-esteem movement, and social media are largely to blame. Telling everyone that
they are special, should be valued merely by virtue of existing, and can become anything they want,
can hardly be said to prepare someone for the harsh realities of life. Furthermore, a social media
culture of self-worship, combined with a string of people who give validation for a poorly lit selfie is
perhaps a compounding variable. This tendency has been much more pronounced towards women
and girls. Where the tendency is that boys are medicated for what was considered “normal” behavior
for boys 30 – 40 years ago, such as being very active while young, and struggling boys within the
school system get little aid. The behavior of women outside the boundaries of normal, has been
celebrated and encouraged.
How does one tell the difference between a narcissistic female and a woman who has been told that
she is entitled to everything, and a special snowflake since the day of her birth by all of society?

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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More Reading
Dangerous personalities by Joe Navarro
It’s All About Her: Surviving the Female Narcissist by Lisa E. Scott
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A Summary of Madness
October 28, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

After technically finishing the series on female madness,
I’m left with a few thoughts that were not covered by the series itself, so I decided to summarize
some of my thoughts after the research and writing.
The topic of female madness has been written about quite extensively in a series on this blog. Starting
with the aptly titled “How Many Bitches Be Crazy?” to “Women and Narcissistic Personality
Disorder“, I’ve covered ground from how many there are, what their methods are, and what they are.
While, I’m not a psych professional by any stretch, I tend to think that psych professionals may be a
hindrance more than a help in these situations. Mainly because the diagnostic criteria do not reflect
reality in many ways, they represent what is useful to a clinician not to a layman sitting across from
someone, possibly with a mind fogged up by manipulation tactics.

Where Does Madness Come From?
I’ve asked myself this in many settings. In business, and especially modern business, I can
understand why Dark Triad personalities tend to do well. If one takes the 2008 financial crisis for
instance, it was everything that a cluster B loves, it was high risk/high reward, it had no moral
incentives to act in the best interest of anyone but yourself, it was grandiose, “Who lost the hundy?”
as one Goldman-Sachs trade said about a loss of 100 million dollars in the currency market.
In a business world where loyalty means loss of cost competitiveness, where quality focus means
lower margins, where marketing is more important than value for money, and where one must be
willing to do whatever it takes for the bottom line, be it covering up polluting ground water or not
paying attention to suicide rates at your subcontractor, these traits win. It is obvious that traits that
make you disloyal, scrupulous, image oriented, and without conscience are a competitive advantage
in modern life.
Cluster B is born from and thrives in chaos and disorder. We can debate how much of it is nurture
and how much is nature. It could be entirely nature, it could be largely nature, or it could be a mixture
of both, which is where I personally lean on the subject.
Within the sexual market place, it is quite obvious why these genes survive and even thrive.
Cheating, rape, cuckoldry, infanticide are all mechanisms that can contribute to sexual market
success. The husband who cheats on his wife with another women and thus secures offspring to be
raised by someone else at no cost to him. The soldiers in the Mongol army under Ghengis Khan who
raped his way across the Asia. The wife who cheats on her husband, and then has him provide for her
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lover’s child, and finally the lion who takes over the pride, and kills the cubs so the lionesses go into
heat.
These are all reproductive advantages, but they are not social advantages. If everyone acted on these
urges all the time, we wouldn’t have a society, we would have a form of anarchy. At best, we would
be living in small tribes across the plains.
Alternative, if the case was that humanity entered a state of chaos, without rule of law, who would be
more suited to thriving in that chaos? When you have to perform morally reprehensible acts that
polite society couldn’t even imagine, on a daily basis merely to stay alive? How about a human
predator, without a conscience.
Many aspects of nature are far from moral or virtuous from a human perspective, however they are
ruthlessly efficient. If you select for social ability, then it follows that people over time will be more
social. If you select for ruthless survival, people will be more capable of surviving ruthlessly. This is
simple logic, that if you select for the wolves that are the least afraid of humans and the most tame,
and have them mate with each other, then it follows that the genes that make them tame will become
stronger.
I think of the genetics as loading a gun, but society holding its finger on the trigger. What would be
required of society in order to pull this trigger? One case could be an increase in chaos, children
raised in chaotic environments can develop socially maladjusted personalities, in various directions.
Perhaps the highest heritability of any cluster B disorder, is in women who have borderline mothers.
This virtually guarantees that the daughter will either be borderline herself or a co-dependent.
What are traits of narcissists, psychopaths and borderlines? High risk sexual behavior, this includes
by is not limited to women getting pregnant earlier and men becoming fathers earlier. If a woman
starts having children early and engages in high risk sexual behavior, a society that admonishes such
behavior and where it is socially selected against, may not be more reproductively successful than
average. However, what if, society is adapted to facilitate this strategy among women? What if,
welfare systems, child support laws, and such are built to support this strategy, to the point of
creating incentives to have more children? The result is predictable, you get more children, who are
born as loaded guns, into a situation where the trigger is highly likely to be pulled.
What if, two of the most often mentioned attractive qualities for a mate is confidence and charm?
Who are confident and charming? Cluster B disordered people. They cannot maintain it longer than
absolutely necessary in many cases, but long enough to mate.
What if a society came to be, where self-confidence to the point of irrationality, and callousness came
to be selected for traits in the wealthy? Would this not lead to a pro-cluster B selection?
What if you had a society that selected for virtually all these traits in some manner. What if a society
selected for grandiose sense of self, lack of empathy, interpersonal exploitativeness, shallow
relationships, short-term thinking, and high risk tolerance?
Hell, what if such a society incentivized behavior of this nature? We’ve all heard some variation on
“The squeaky wheel gets the most grease“, and I’m sure many have observed that the person that
creates the most problems with histrionics is generally placated. Our financial system is built around
creating gigantic incentives for taking high risk, with limited to no downside. What if neglecting your
birth control offered a “get out of pregnancy” free card, reusable as often and as many times as you
wanted?
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What if you could live an easy life by getting married, then bleeding your spouse dry over the next 10
– 15 years, or perhaps by focusing all on you and none on what you bring into the world?
Furthermore, what if there were virtually no punishments for acting in the manner described in the
previous two paragraphs in existence? Would this not in itself be an incentive to manifest such
behaviors? Humans are interesting in that we do as we are programmed to do. This is why raising
children “right” was such a focus prior to the permissible pleasantries that emerged from the 70s
onward, where it became a sin to raise your children to exhibit pro-social behavior.

The Evolutionary Perspective
The capacity for these traits within our genetic code makes a certain bit of sense, as a guard for
harsher times. Think of a tribe that has to enter into warfare and slaughter women and children. A
situation where food is extremely scarce, or where mating opportunities are extremely scarce, in this
situation the male sociopath would thrive, certain situations that humanity has faced, have been such
that a sociopathic perspective, narcissistic perspective or borderline perspective has given an
advantage in terms of survival and reproduction.
One can imagine how the enticements of the female borderline waif would be attractive to most of
the males within her tribe, and how she would quickly become an expert in cuckolding. One can
imagine how the female narcissist or sociopath, would much in the same manner take every
advantage and become a winner in the reproductive lottery by any means. However, I also suspect
that social structures curtailed it somewhat through effective structures. If one wonder why the
population is becoming increasingly marked by cluster B traits, one must only ask one question,
“Why would it be advantageous in terms of reproduction now?“.
I suspect that in small tribes, unless a cluster B could secure tribal leadership or a high social
standing, they would rapidly be ousted. An early game theory concept that points to this is the
observation of “Tit for Tat” in game theory, in a series of games where there are 3 options:
A) If both players select Cooperate, with the result that both get a reward.
B) If one player selects Cooperate, while the other selects Compete, the latter player gets rewarded.
C) If both players select Compete neither is rewarded.
The most winning strategy was a deceptively simple one, which was named “Tit for Tat“. Tit for Tat,
would simply repeat the same behavior that the other player had done in the past round. If the other
player selected cooperate the last round, so would Tit for Tat, if the other player selected compete
then Tit for Tat would select compete the next round. The reason why Tit for Tat was so successful
was that it would immunize itself from being taken advantage of more than once.
If one translates this into resources, which is really what the evolutionary game is about, one could
argue that if one player can get away with leeching resources from other players, that represents an
evolutionary advantage, because it will improve the energy equation. However, it will at the same
time be to the detriment of the energy equation of the other party. Therefore, in a tribe of lets say 30,
if one party could leech of the other 29, and thus improve their energy equation, they have a survival
advantage if this could go on unpunished.
If the tribe guards against such behavior, by banishing the party engaging in energy leeching, they
would improve their collective energy equation, and thus increase their own survival probabilities.
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Thus, it follows that within such tribes, identifying and ousting leeches, would most likely have been
a priority. However, within our modern world, with tribes increasing massively in size and our
societies in complexity, identifying and ousting leeches has become a major difficulty.
While, it is still manageable to identify such people in towns where “everyone knows everyone”
within a modern city with millions, if not tens of millions of people, a leech could potentially never
run out of victims, and none of their victims may ever know of each other. Thus, “Tit for Tat” no
longer works. Thus, a borderline woman for instance, may throughout her life go continuously find
new mates that she can obtain resources, validation and attention from, with little concern that these
mates will ever meet.

Summary and Conclusions
Our modern world is in many ways built to facilitate lecherous behavior. It is characterized by
shallow relationships, that are fleeting in nature, very much driven by social media. Urbanization is
taking place at an increasingly rapid rate, and obvious mechanisms to ensure minimum standards of
pro-social behavior have become all but ineffective. This is somewhat of a depressive though, but as
with any SWOT analysis, there are Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Threats.
The opportunity in this case is that a person can adopt the Dark Triad Traits to the best of their
abilities, learn the Machiavellian stratagems, and engage in the very type of behavior that I’ve spent 5
posts including this one describing, with great results. The threat of this however, is that our society
will continue to spiral down the maelstrom of decline, after all civilization becomes much less
civilized if everyone is engaging in uncivilized behavior. The weakness humanity is such, that in
many ways civilization is both the best of us and the worst of us. It represents both the most lofty and
idealistic perspective our species has dreamed up, yet also our most basal nature. The cardinal
strength of humanity is our ability to adapt, not only ourselves to our environment but our
environment to ourselves.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
The 48 Laws of Power by Robert Greene
Dangerous personalities by Joe Navarro
Sources and References
[1] https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23281671
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Gendernomics: Book Value
November 2, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Recently I came across some statistical tables
from Our World in Data that outlined how the preferences for 18 traits had changed in women and
men seeking a prospective partner from 1938 until 2008. This was an interesting data cache, because
70 years is only 2- 3 generations, and thus it is unlikely that any change in the underlying biological
framework of our species would have changed in any meaningful way. However, our society and
culture in the West has changed markedly. From 1938 until today, we have had World War 2, the
Korean War, the Vietnam War, The Cold War, 2 Iraq wars, the war on terror, 6 – 7 serious stock
market crashes, The War on Drugs and the War on Terror. We have seen the second and third waves
of feminism, the rise of globalism, the entry of women into the workplace, the rise of easy divorce,
and we have seen the anti-establishment hippies take over the establishment. Finally, the initial
survey was done right at the end of the global depression (1938) and the second survey was done on
the start of the 2008 financial crisis.
This means that it gives us insight into how people’s partner preferences have been changed
throughout one of the more change prone periods in recent history. One marked especially by
changes to the gender dynamics that had been dominant for most of written history.

Changes Among Women
The starting point is an interesting survey retrieved from Our World in Data [1] that asked men and
women to rank 18 qualities in order of importance when selecting a mate for marriage.
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To the
left you can see the chart of female preferences, and how they changed on the 18 traits that the survey
used. For instance in 1938, the highest ranked trait was a man with a dependable character, followed
by emotional stability and maturity, in 2008 it was mutual attraction and dependable character.
Some of the larger changes downwards came in Chastity, dropped from 10th place to 18th, Good
cook/housekeeper dropping 5 places from 8th to 13th and refinement and neatness, dropping from 7th
to 11th place.
The greatest gains observed came in the form of Education/Intelligence that went from 11th place in
1938 to 4th in 2008. Sociability, rising from 12th to 6th place, Good financial prospect,rising from
17th to 12th place, finally good looks rising from 12th place to 6th place.
Perhaps one of the more interesting takeaways from this was that one would have expected the
would-be housewife of 1938, who would depend on her man more to provide for her and their
children to rank education and good financial prospect higher within the rankings, however this was
not the case. The 2008 women consistently ranked a man being a good financial prospect as more
important than their grandmothers/great grandmothers. Another interesting observation was that the
1938 women ranked the man being a good cook/housekeeper as more important than their 2008
sisters, despite this generation relying on traditional gender roles. Finally, in 1938, women ranked
desire for a home/children as 9th most important, while women of 2008 ranked it as the 6th most
important quality, which is interesting given dropping fertility rates around the Western World.

Changes Among Men
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Among
the men of the same survey, some drastic changes can also be observed. In 1938 the highest ranking
trait that men looked for in a wife was Emotional stability/maturity, followed by a dependable
character. This is the same between the men and the women within the survey in 1938, with both
genders ranking these two qualities as the most important qualities of a marriage prospect.
Some of the largest drops in importance came in the form of chastity, ranked 10 among men in 1938,
but ranking 18th among men in 2008. Furthermore, refinement/neatness dropped from 8th to 13th
place, and interestingly enough the desire for a wife who has ambition and is industrious declined
from 3rd place in 1938 to 8th place in 2008. Perhaps 30 years of “Strong, independent women” have
driven a point home.
The largest increases came in the form of good looks, rising from 17th place to 12th, mutual
attraction rising from 5th place to first place, sociability rising from 11th to 6th place, finally, desire
for home/children rose 3 points, from 7th place to 3th place.
Perhaps the most interesting observation between the men and women, is that unlike 1938, the 2008
men rank the desire for a home/children as 4th most important in a wife, yet women rank it as the 6th
most important. So more men than women view a home and children as more important than do
women.

In Union
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Perhaps
one of the more interesting take-aways from the data, is that despite their reputation as non-modern
men, the men of 1938, actually didn’t rank the qualities that make a good housewife that highly. If
one looks into the qualities that would create a “tradwife” from the table:
Good Cook/Housekeeper
Dependable Character
Desire for home/childrne
Similar religious background
Similar political background
Chastity
These qualities, with the exception of chastity were ranked equal, or lower in 1938 than they were in
2008. One must wonder if the reason why they are ranked so low are due to the innate expectation
that any wife will have these traits, and thus they are of lesser importance to vet.
Similarly, ambition/industriousness was viewed as more important than the men in 1938, than 2008,
after 40 years of venerating female ambition.
If one looks at the traits sought by the women in 2008, they actually rank “Good looks” as more
important than the men do, and children less important than men. In fact, women in both 1938 and
2008 ranked Good looks as more important than the men did, which seems to contradict the statement
that men are more focused on appearance.

Female Rankings of Male Appearance
The data based on appearance above made me wonder about how this would manifest in reality. So, I
found two data sources, Hot or Not, and OKcupid. The OK cupid data has been shared quite widely
across the manosphere, and demonstrated that women ranked over half of men as below average
appearance, whereas male evaluations of appearance follow a bell-curve esque distribution, where a
majority of women were rated as clustering around the average.
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Rating of male looks by females on Ok Cupid

The interesting observation here is that with a median of 5,5 a total of 79,5% of the male population
are ranked at 5,5 or below, and another 15,5% of the population is ranked between 5,5 – 7. Meaning
that only 5% of the male population is judged by the women of OKCupid to be 8 or above for looks.
Furthermore, that only 20,5% of men are above average for looks.
While esthetics is one of the more subjective aspects of philosophy, I found this to be very interesting
in light of that most human values follow a normal distribution, including height and intelligence.
One would expect appearance to at least show a semblance of following a normal distribution within
a population, unless the men that frequent OKcupid are a sample that score well below average in this
department. This would take the form of a bell-curve or something of that nature. Not
There is always the odds of the sample being skewed, which does not bode well for the women who
value Good Looks as the 8th most important quality in a marriage, above both financial prospects ,
desire for children and ambition, who are looking for their match on OKcupid.
After considering that the sample may be skewed at OKcupid, alternatively that the women on
OkCupid at used to dating men of much higher caliber appearance-vice, I found another set of data
from Hot or Not [3]. There are issues with how representative these data will be for the general
population, as the sample is restricted to computer users and furthermore, people who are more than
averagely concerned with their appearance. Using Excels NORMINV function, and feeding it the
standard deviation and mean from the overall sample in the Hot or Not data [3] the rankings of male
appearance showed a very different picture.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 454 of 1188

Ratings of male looks on Hot or Not

This curve is almost inverse of the curve from OKcupid, which is highly questionable. There could
be a myriad of reasons for this, including different samples, perhaps the addition of gay men to the
sample skews it, the question comes down to who are being rated and who is doing the rating on Hot
or Not. The data from OK Cupid was outlined as females ranking male appearance, there was no such
information related to who is being rated and who does the rating.
One could hypothesize that the sample on hot or not is highly skewed towards those who are above
averagely preoccupied by their appearance, and that therefore the majority of the population is
composed of the men who make up a clear minority in the Ok Cupid sample. Other options include
raters that deviate in some meaningful form from the raters on the other site.
The two statistics simple contradict each other.
I decided to do a little experiment, where I combined the two data sources into a single data source,
by applying the population percentages given by the OkCupid sample, to the same population that I
applied the mean and standard deviations from the Hot or not Sample to, which lead to a total
population of 9922. The resulting chart was interesting to say the least:

This curve is more similar to
the classic bell curve that I mentioned earlier in that the majority appear cluster around the median in
the hot or not population. However, this ignores the sampling bias that is likely in both sources.
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A potential theory could be that, ugly men know they are ugly, and thus will not upload pictures on
hot or not in any meaningful quantity, resulting in sample with above average looks. However, highly
attractive men are unlikely to be searching for love on Ok Cupid, thus resulting in a sample skewed
downwards on OK Cupid but upwards on Hot or not.
If this is further compounded by selection bias in the people rating appearance on either site, or
perhaps appealing to a different demographic, this would go part-ways towards explaining the
deviations between the two sources.
Neither source is probably accurate for a balanced sample from either side, as it is just as impossible
for a majority of men to be above average as below average.

Rating Female Appearance
When testing the female data, the results were much less ambiguous and conformed to my initial
expectation that female appearance would exist on a bell curve, with the majority of the population
ending up somewhere around the mean. As mentioned earlier, many human characteristics have a
tendency to to take this form from IQ to height, and thus it seems to be nature’s preferred distribution
so to speak. Intuitively, it also makes sense that 70% of a population cannot be above or below
average, without there being statistical errors.

Men rating female looks on OK Cupid

The statistical distributions when men are rating females on OK cupid show a normal curve, where
the majority of the population are around the mean. With the largest population being concentrated
around 5 and 6. This is to be expected, however it is interesting that it deviates so much from the
converse statistic. One must wonder, if there is such substantial sampling bias both among raters and
the ratees on Ok Cupid. If this is the case, it must present a major challenge for those men who are
rated as well below average by women who are average.
This could suggest that the women who are on Ok Cupid are a more representative sample of the
population and consists of a much more diverse group than the males on OK Cupid. Alternatively, it
could suggest that the females on OK Cupid judge the men much more harshly than the men do the
women.
If one adds the statistics from hot or not, it appears to confirm the distribution from the OK Cupid
statistics, and thus this distribution of female appearance is confirmed by the two data sources.
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Ratings of female appearance on Hot or Not

From the statistics from OK cupid one can see a slight skewing towards the higher end of the scale,
with 77% of the population in the range from 3 up to 8 and 41% between 4 and 6. 50% of the
population are in the range 1 – 5, 50% in the population 6 – 10.
In the Hot or Not statistics 89% of women are rated as being between 3 and 8, 53% as between 4 and
6. 33% are rated between 0 and 5,5 67% from 5,5 to 10. This does point to that the Hot or Not
numbers also for women are somewhat skewed upwards, but not to the extent that the numbers for
men are skewed upwards. Perhaps this indicates that the sampling bias for women is much less than
the sampling bias for men.
However, this sampling bias does make it somewhat more complex to determine what the distribution
of SMV is most likely like for men. For women, who derive a majority of their sexual market value
from their appearance, one can therefore tacitly assume that this will be distributed along a bell curve,
or similar to a bell curve.

Summary and Conclusions
The initial data [1] showed that mate preferences among the chosen 18 traits have been altered in the
70 years between 1938 and 2008, however there were some curious observations, such as being a
good financial prospect and well educated being more important to the strong, independent women of
2008, than the housewives of 1938. Furthermore, that mutual attraction and good looks becoming
more important traits in a potential marriage partner.
However, the applicability of the data is questioned on the grounds that they are asking about 18
specific traits for a specific situation, not in general. Thus, one must wonder if these can be
generalized to the population at large. Secondly, with the the duality of female sexual strategies, the
social changes that appear to favor open hypergamy, and the increasing narcissism, combined with
the framing of the question does create some issues regarding how affected by solipsism the data may
have become.

Many a
man has attempted to live up to these and various other lists of qualities, with little to show for it
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except frustration and annoyance. If it was this simple, then one would not need a manosphere or
evolutionary psychology, one would merely need to peruse one of the many men and woman’s
magazines littering any convenience store checkout, implement and profit.
The lists within the pages of Cosmo or Men’s Health are perhaps not relevant to what we actually
want and much more so what we feel we should want. Thus, are the lists merely attempting to build a
better beta for women, who have just entered their epiphany phase and are now desperately wanting
for a guy to “man up” and marry her regardless of her history?
Sources
[1] https://ourworldindata.org/what-men-and-women-want-in-marriage/
[2]
[3] https://math.dartmouth.edu/archive/m50w06/public_html/m50_Chetan_Seth.pdf
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The Blue and Red Pill Theoretical Framework
November 3, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When I first returned to the manosphere after about a
decade absence about a year ago and started reading around, I was surprised at how much it had
changed. When I left it back in the early 2000s, what is now themed the manosphere, was composed
largely by pick-up material often times focused on club game, or the likes. So when I found the Red
Pill reddit, the blogs listed off it and started reading its contents, I discovered that the nascent
philosophy that more or less consisted of “Do A, then do B, and then profit” had grown much larger.
Many of the early pick up artists had identified what worked, but didn’t focus so much on why it
worked. Thus, the general teaching in the sphere was very much focused on the “learning by doing”
method, which consisted of “learn these lines, then go do 500 approaches”. However, the
development that had taken place over my 10 year absence, was much more focused on developing
frameworks for understanding the fabric of reality, and the very metaphor of “The Red Pill” pointed
to seeing the world from outside the simulation presented by social and cultural programming.
One of the first things I read was an article on seeing reality for what it actually is, for someone with
a background in philosophy and research methodology, this points towards experiencing the mindindependent reality in which we live. An early post of mine on this blog was concerning the objective
vs. the subjective trying to outline what the distinction is between facts and our interpretation of facts.
Or in other words, mind-dependent and mind-independent information.
When designing research projects, the theoretical framework is a collection of source material that
serves as the foundation of research. It contains relevant terms and their definitions, relevant theories
with citations, explicit statements of theoretical assumptions, and the sources that assist you in
making the argument for, and asking questions about your research. It is building a foundation from
concepts in order to assist you in the creation of hypotheses and theories.

The Blue Pill Theoretical Framework
The perspective often referred to only as “Blue Pill” is a framework that consists of many of the
assumptions that are considered politically and culturally acceptable within the Western world. These
assumptions tend to reflect our history, and our culture and are focused on the needs of the group as a
whole. These concepts and assumptions are those supported by the cultural and social narrative, and
that are ingrained in the population from birth until grave. There are slight changes, but the concepts
largely remain the same.
For instance, monogamous marriage is great for the state, as it serves 3 purposes:
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1. It ensures that most men are able to reproduce and get access to sex, thus reducing the odds that
they will revolt.
2. It ensures that most men will have an incentive to work in state productive activities in order to
take care of their wife and children.
3. It moves the burden for taking care of a wife and children from the state to each individual
man.
The blue pill is this collection of stances, which society attempts to sell a narrative that may be
detrimental to each individual, but beneficial to the group at large.

Just Be Yourself
This is somewhat of the core promise within the Blue Pill framework, the Universe has done all the
hard work to plan out how your life will go, you just need to show up for it. Just being yourself is
somewhat of a weird idea, seeing as most of us change throughout our lives as a function of our
experiences. It also brings up a string of questions related to, when, where and how. This is a carte
blanche for complacency, and self-disclosure that leads many men to think that it’s OK to vomit your
emotions at people, or to lack ambition.

Men and Women are the Same
This is a fairly recent addition to the framework, having been added in the last 100 years or so. If one
goes back a generation or two, one would find that the accepted cultural and social narrative was that
the two sexes are different from each other in meaningful ways. This can take both soft forms and
hard forms, the soft form being “Men and women are equal but different” and the hard form
“Genders are social constructs“. In many ways this began when it became common to conflate
equality of worth, meaning that all humans are of equal value in the form of their humanity, with “all
humans are identical in ability“. The extreme position being a case of kettle logic, wherein the person
accepts that humans are a species characterized by sexual dimorphism, yet that the very hormones
and genetics that cause this dimorphism does not affect the brain.

A Relationship is Easy with The Right Person
What this assumption states is that if a relationship is successful then you did well in selecting your
partner and you can commend yourself on a job well done. If however, your relationship fails, it
means that you obviously did not pick the right partner and thus you should get back out there to
actually find the right partner. Those of you who read my article on “No Win Scenarios of Social
Justice” will recognize this as a scenario wherein the person is to blame for picking the wrong
partner, but also if they fail to find their right partner.
This puts a person in a double-bind in addition to promote an unrealistic view of a relationship, which
is always hard work. This is an insidious belief, because it tells both parties in the relationship that
once you are with the “right person” you can stop being the person that originally attracted them and
“just be yourself“.

The Right Partner Exists
Perhaps the cardinal fallacy of the blue pill mindset is the belief that there is exactly one “soul-mate”
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out there for every human. This promotes both an unhealthy perspective that one should expect to
find a perfect partner, but in collusion with the “A relationship is easy with the right person” it
creates a double-bind of sorts. The logic goes something like:
Premise A) A relationship is easy with the right person.
Premise B) A right person exists for all of us.
Premise C) Relationship is not easy.
Conclusion: Therefore, this relationship is not with the right person.
It promotes the idea that there is a single person out there that is perfect, and for men with a tendency
to pedestal and idealize women, especially in the initial stages of a relationship, creates situations that
are easy to enter but difficult to leave. The belief that one has found the perfect woman, puts a man in
a position wherein he may put up with increasing levels of poor behavior without consequence, after
all she is his one, and therefore there is nobody else out there for him.

The End-State is a Monogamous Relationship with Children and a Job
While reproduction is why we are on this earth as a species, our cardinal purpose so to speak. The
conflation of long-term relationships with reproduction is a social and cultural one. One can
reproduce outside of a relationship, and one can be in a relationship without children. The narrative in
many Western cultures is that you are not an adult unless you are married with children, other
arrangements may not apply. A man who lives his life as a carefree bachelor is often referred to as
“prolonging adolescence“, a “man-boy” or various other shaming statements to make him conform
and “man up and marry that slut“.
This is promoted as the ideal arrangement for humans, the pair-bond and raising children, is in many
ways viewed by those who have engaged in it as one of the most rewarding experiences in their life.
There is nothing more rewarding than being with the same person for most of your life, and raising
little versions of yourself.

It is What You Can Do For Others
A man does his duty, to his state, to his parents, to his community and most of all towards his wife
and children. A man takes pride in selflessly performing such duties, and imagines a reward in
heaven. One could define these men as experts at delayed gratification, where they put off their own
life and pleasures in order to enable such pleasures for those around them, this is in and of itself the
greatest pleasure such men should aspire towards.

The Red Pill Theoretical Framework
The Red Pill theoretical framework is in many ways focused on “seeing reality” as is. This is the
original meaning of the metaphor by Morpheus in “The Matrix”
“This is your last chance. After this, there is no turning back. You take the blue pill – the
story ends, you wake up in your bed and believe whatever you want to believe. You take the
red pill – you stay in Wonderland and I show you how deep the rabbit-hole goes.”
Morpheus
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The offer within the metaphor is seeing reality vs remaining in the simulation. In the terms frequently
used within the manosphere it could be argued as exchanging one narrative for another narrative, the
former with rose colored glasses, the latter with normal glasses. Some take this further than others,
but at the core it is about viewing people’s action and the functionality of society with rational
cynicism rather than blind idealism. Both men and women tend to view their partner as one thing in
the beginning, but their perspective shifts with time, often reaching the low point near or after the
ending of a relationship.

Be Your Best Self
The idea behind being your best self, is to put work in to improve your lot in life. Michelangelo’s
David started out as a chunk of marble, but through hard labor, vision and determination was made
into perhaps one of the best known works of art in history. The position being that we are all born as
something, it is what we do with it that matters. Many men can be described as objects at rest in a
vacuum, they remain inert until acted upon by an external force. The major difference in mindset
between the blue pill and the red pill in this regard, is that while the blue pill judges you for lack of
birth, the red pill judges you for lack of action.

Men and Women are Different
This is perhaps one of the cardinal principles of The Red Pill, and acceptance that the reason why
books like “Men are from Mars, Women are from Venus” are printed, why magazines are full of
advice columns of the type “100 things men/women look for” keep selling, and why so few men and
women understand what women want. Those who are adherents of “constructivism” will argue that
this is due to the influence of society and culture. Those who are fans of biology, will advocate that
differences are biological.
However, the end result is not necessarily good either way. It doesn’t matter whether biology or
society creates these differences, what matters is that they are there. One has to live according to what
is actually there, not what is ideally there.

A Relationship even with a Good Person is Difficult
Any situation where you have to compromise, argue and agree, as opposed to make your decision
yourself is inherently prone to conflict. There is no need for a sexual relationship to be involved, a
business relationship, a friendship, or trying to get 4 of your friends to agree where to have dinner can
be a discussion that is fraught with frustration, anger, conflict, disagreements and resentment. Add
sex to the mix and you just add another ingredient that can cause conflict.
A relationship where feelings are involved as well as assets, sex, potentially children and a
friendship, will by its very nature hold all the ingredients for a very volatile mix, and while both
parties may want the same thing, it rarely plays out that way.

The Right Partner Does Not Exist
There is no soul-mate, just as there is no perfect person to hire for a job, or a perfect parent. The
danger here is projection and what happens when the halo effect takes over. Men are very visual, and
humans in general have a tendency to over-estimate the good qualities in a person who looks good.
So, when a man is in lust, he mistakes it for love, enters a long term relationship that should have
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ended with the first orgasm. For many men, their “soul-mate” is the person right then and there he
wants most to stick his dick into.

The End State Depends on Desire
Society from the day you are born, starts programming you. If you are born into the western world,
the path of “do well in school, get a good job, find a wife and have children” is communicated to you
both covertly and overtly for most of your life. The Blue Pill framework offers you ever answer
conveniently wrapped up with a little bow, and sets you “free”.
The Red Pill framework on the other hand gives you few answers, in many ways it only prompts your
mind to generate more questions. Whether you find the philosophy because you simply want to get
laid more often and with more beautiful women, or because you are barely staying on your feet after
a divorce massacre, eventually, you will have to generate your own answers.

It Is About What You Can do For Self
The Red pill takes the perspective that each man owes it to himself to strive for his own happiness
and aspire to be the best version of himself. Be this as a father, a worker, a community member, the
Red Pill makes no judgement as long as it is congruent with the man’s desire.

Summary and Conclusions
The Blue Pill and Red Pill is a binary choice. The Blue Pill framework is in many ways characterized
by it’s idealism, both in evaluation of self and evaluation of others. In many ways the blue pill can be
likened to a classical fairy-tale, wherein the prince finally gets his princess after proving his worth
and they live happily ever after. Perhaps this is why we are raised on this particular narrative
structure.
Perhaps the best illustration of the Blue Pill mindset is “Just be yourself“, the Universe will grant you
your dreams, your soul-mate, and all the riches of which you dream.
The Red pill on the other hand, while often viewed as seeing reality for what it is, it is in fact viewing
reality sans blue pill idealism. The narrative structure of the red pill is best likened to the adventures
of Conan The Barbarian, wherein every time the hero finds happiness and peacefulness, it is taken
from him as he lets his guard down.
The purple pill is somewhat of an amalgamate of The Blue Pill and the Red Pill, seeking to avoid the
inevitable fate of Macbeth, by embodying just enough of the Barbarian. These men view the red and
blue pills as yin and yang, idealism sans idealism. It is a perpetual state, in a sense they are Cypher,
aware of the truth but with a deep desire to return to the the dream.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
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As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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The Lamentations of “Fun Single Girl” in the City
November 7, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I had another post planned for
today, however after seeing this article show up on my Twitter feed, I couldn’t help but comment on
it. As it demonstrates many of the various concepts I use in my writing for most of the articles on this
blog. Entitlement, solipsism, hypergamy, woman logic, it’s all there on full display for the world to
see. The author outlines her thesis on why being a “fun single girl” ready to get off the carousel, is
not fun anymore, because men are not lining up to buy her drinks, dinners and spend hours
convincing her why she should choose him. In her own words:
If you’re a single woman, you probably envisioned your twenties as a roaring social scene
full of expensive dinners and lavish nights out. You probably thought you’d have a
boyfriend, or at least a few dates a week.
Which is woman speak for being in the most extreme case high demand, and limited supply, thus
being able to command impressive prices for yourself, in the form of bartering expensive dinners and
lavish nights out in exchange for your company. She belabors the situation a “fun, single girl” in the
big city is now living in, where:
They’ll make eye contact with you in the bar, but never come over. They’ll get your number,
but never call. They’ll offer to buy you a drink, but never pay.
They’ll say a girl is hot, but never hit on her. They’ll text you for a week, but never ask you
out. They’ll do absolutely everything but make a move.
This is a great case to exhibit expectations and reality, where one markets and attempts to sell a
product, get some nibblers bit nobody that really bites. One could question why this situation is
without a doubt replaying itself in cities all across the Western world, as strings of fresh out of
college women finally get to enter the amusement park, and find that they are unable to get on any
rides.
Perhaps this is a sign of the times, that after 30+ years of “all men are bastards“, “boys are stupid
throw rocks at them“, they are finally checking out. Alternatively, when the man reaches his midtwenties, he’ll have spent half his life being medicated for being “disorderly” or “rambunctious” at
school. Perhaps he attended University and thus was made to partake in a consent class where it was
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made clear to him that he needs consent to talk to a woman, and he’s just respecting her space. This is
somewhat like the girl who had hitting on a woman in public being made hate crime, who then
laments that men never hit on her on the street anymore. [2]

Who Ruins it For “Fun, Single Girl?”
The author takes quite some time describing the phenomenon of modern man, and what she sees as
being their problem. Ranging from the guy who chase a woman down for her phone number, yet
never approaches her, to the one who knows exactly what he wants, yet not at all.
We’re dealing with a new breed of men here and it’s not the kind we grew up dreaming
about. It’s the want-what-I-want-but-don’t-know-how-to-get-it type; it’s the sweet and
cuddly mama’s boys who grow up terrified of making the first move; it’s the guys who have
so much to say but don’t know how to say it.
In many ways this sums up much of the manosphere content, men who know what they want but do
not know how to get it. Men who lack game, have not invested in their own value, or who just have
no idea how the sexual market place works. I could actually buy that this may be an issue for women,
the guy who looks at them across the bar for the whole evening without ever attempting to come over
and talk to them. Which is why it is somewhat strange that she writes in her next paragraph:
Because they don’t know what they want, they end up chasing nothing. It’s the dilemma of
the overcrowded buffet. There are too many options so they choose an empty plate… or
something they don’t even like to begin with.
Which is a bit strange, because on one hand they know what they want, but do not know how to
obtain it, yet on the other hand they have no idea what they want. This is a phenomenon known as
“Kettle Logic” wherein a person makes two arguments, that contradict each other to prove the same
point.How can they know what they want, and not know what they want? This is more likely than
not, a case of the men she wants not wanting her, and the men she does not want, wanting her.
Alternatively, the alphas/high provider betas she desire, being standoffish because her SMV is lower
than what they want for a long term relationship.
She continues her description by outlining the very dilemma faced by many “fun single girls” all over
our western world, lamenting the lost masculinity of men of prior generations.
This leaves women making all the moves. We must tell them what they want if we’re to get
anywhere close to the goals we had for ourselves. But it will never be as we fully imagined
because, in our dreams, men weren’t timid or scared little boys; in our dreams, men are the
ones with the balls to ask us out.
Perhaps, my main reason for thinking this is a fantastic piece of writing is that the three quotes here
demonstrate that the modern man who is raised by his mother to respect women, be sweet, sensitive
and cuddly, is a man who lacks something that is fundamentally male. The sub-communication being
that the man she grew up with in her dreams, is not the man who she would raise if she was a mother
to a son.
It is interesting that at no point during her article, she stops to think about the man in question, is she
the woman he dreamed of, the feminine and nurturing wife that he can see raising his children, or is
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she the “strong, independent woman” he can see leaving him and their children behind to go on an
“Eat, Pray, Love” tour in 4 – 6 years?
The descriptions are very apt in that they describe the phenomenon of the “Modern Man” and how it
is different from more traditional masculinity. You cannot have aggressive, “ballsy” men, when men
are being raised by women, to be more like women. When you domesticate a wolf, it is not really a
wolf anymore, but a dog. In the solipsistic “men are damaged women” perspective, the attempt to
change the masculine to become more feminine, one drives out the masculine qualities one
appreciates and those which one does not.

What is to Blame?
The first piece of blame is placed squarely on men being afraid of women with half a brain. They are
scared to approach her because she is a strong, independent woman with a brain, which they wouldn’t
know unless they approached her in the first place to find out.
They’ll never admit it, but you scare the hell out of them. After years of social conditioning,
we’ve been duped into thinking that men are the strong ones; that they are the leaders, the
protectors and the fighters; that they are the ones that see what they want and go after it.
This statement in and of itself demonstrates a woman’s ability to tolerate massive levels of cognitive
dissonance in the name of hypergamy. Society communicates to men that they are not be the
aggressive “brutes” of previous times, they need to be the sensitive Beta male who patiently waits
while his unicorn engages in the lurid affairs of her party years, until she is ready to settle down.
Despite social conditioning of men to become the “sweet and cuddly mama’s boys” it does not affect
women’s arousal cues. She desires the very man who has been cast as the villain since the early 90s.
The author forms a few other theses for what is wrong with the modern man, starting with their
mothers raising them wrong, but not all mothers, most mothers did a great job, but those few:
Why are men like this? Well, for years they’ve been raised by their mamas, the women who
told them they were the best thing God created on this earth. For years, they’ve been given
everything on a silver platter — up until the end of college when they were picking up
women who just threw up their jungle juice.
Of course, some mothers have raised great men. This isn’t to discredit the generation of
mothers before us who raised the myriad of young men we’re dealing with today. But for the
select few who didn’t teach them how to properly court a woman, well, shame on you.
Shame on you for not teaching them how to properly approach a woman. Shame on you for
giving them the idea that women must go to them. Shame on you for making them believe all
they had to do was stand at a bar and wait for a girl to appear on their arm.
Personally, I wouldn’t so much blame mothers directly for raising their young men wrong, I would
point to the lack of strong male role models in the lives of young men. The men who are in their early
to late twenties these days, were born between 1986 and 1996, during the rise and veneration of the
single mother, who doesn’t need no man to raise her kids. Perhaps most of all, mothers raising boys
raise them wrong and they raise them to be focused on the needs of the female, rather than their own.
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One must remember that the cardinal hormone at play in men is testosterone, which affects boldness,
risk tolerance, and many other factors at play in the meat market. As male testosterone levels in
generally decline [3] that risk seeking, bold behavior that women love, will perhaps become much
rarer than at present. This hormone does have some negative sides when viewed through the current
western social contract. The same hormone that makes the man “fun single girl” wants, also makes
him a host to “toxic masculinity” wanting one, without the other is impossible.
Her next thesis is one related to perceived abundance of supply:
In the society in which we live today, with Gigi Hadid and Miranda Kerr’s Instagrams
readily accessible, women have got a lot to compete with. Fortunately, we’re competing
with women these men will never have a shot with. Unfortunately, these men don’t seem to
know this.
The argument here is that men would rather masturbate to the instagram profiles of celebrity women,
than attempt to ask out a woman that they actually have a shot with. The underlying communication
being that men are overvaluing themselves in the sexual market place. While having more access to
these media, does perhaps communicate to men what the best options are, however this is no different
than “traditional man” having a Sports Illustrated or Playboy magazine. Especially not in a time
where any woman can cultivate her own following of orbiters that will validate and encourage her at
the drop of a button through the same social media channels.
Perhaps though, there is a supply-demand issue her, in that in a world where women are rapidly
devaluing themselves and the various media channels are communicating the “Hook Up Culture”
supported by apps such as Tinder, the ability of people to interact in a “traditional” manner is
impeded somewhat. A combination of easily available sex with little commitment throughout the
college years, for pretty much all women, and the top 10 – 15% of men, would perhaps bias the
Alpha males to avoid traditional avenues as they are experiencing a cornucopia of easily available sex
through non-traditional avenues.
The author touches on this herself:
Men also know that if they don’t get up the nerve to ask you out, all they have to do is swipe
right on Tinder to skip the date and get right to the good stuff.
Her final thesis of why men are ruining the life of “Fun, Single Girl” is that men just refuse to “man
up and marry those sluts” and instead elect to live a lifestyle of prolonged adolescence. One filled
with hobbies, hookups and dedicating their lives to their own pleasures. Her final conclusion in the
story is:
To add insult to the few dates you have yet to be asked on, men are also getting married less
than ever before. According to a study by Pew Research Center, only 26 percent of
Generation-Y is married. Compared to the 48 percent of our parents at this age, there’s no
denying that men just don’t have their sh*t together.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 468 of 1188

Research on marriage ages 18 – 32 by Pew Research [4]

The entitlement in this conclusion is quite interesting. I looked at the statistic cited in her post, that
details the decline of marriage by age 18 – 32 by each generation. The statistics seem to indicate that
marriage among people 18 – 32 has been in general decline since the “Silent Generation” until the
Millennials.
As you can see from the graphic, 65% of the Silent Generation were married between the ages of 18
– 32, this rate was 17% lower among the boomers, of whom only 48% were married. This is again
12% higher than Generation X of whom only 36% were married by age 18 – 32. Finally, the decline
from generation X to millennial is 10%, from 36% who were married among Gen-X to only 26%
among millennials.
Some of this can be explained by increasingly longer educational paths. Among the men of the Silent
generation and Boomers, many would have entered the workforce right after high school, to a
booming economy where they could afford housing, and would have had a steady job and little to no
debt. Millennials and Gen X on the other hand, attended college in increasing numbers, and leave
college saddled by debt. The focus among the “strong, independent women” of the Gen-X and
Millennial generations also suffer from “Sandbergism” where they to a larger degree do not desire to
settle down until they reach their epiphany phase.
If one reviews the ages at first marriage from 1890 until 2010 [5] one can see that the silent
generation born between 1925 – 1945, as the children of the greatest generation, who would have
gotten married between ca. 1945 and 1965, the average age range for men was 22.8 (1950s) to 24.3
(1940s). The average age of first marriage for women of the same generation was 20.3 (1950s and
1960s) and 21.5 (1940s).
The boomer generation, born 1946 – 1964, and thus of marriage age 1966 – 1996, the age range for
men at first marriage was 22.8 – 24.8, for women 20.4 – 22. Gen-X, born between 1965 and 1985,
and thus of marriage age between 1985 and 2005, the men had a median age at first marriage of 24.7
– 26.7, and the women between 22 (1980s) to 25.5 (2005). In 2010, the average age at first marriage
was 28.2 for men and 26.1 for women. If one compares Gen-X to the boomers, men on average got
married at 23.8 for boomers and at 25.7 for Gen-X, a difference of about 2 years. The women of the
same generations got married at about 21, whereas gen X women at 24. So, women are actually the
ones who have the greatest difference in age at first marriage.
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Summary and Conclusions
I’ve coined a concept that I refer to as “Female Dichotomy” which represents a concept where
females are unwilling to make sexual strategic compromises. If they marry an Alpha, they will work
to turn him into a beta, if they marry a beta they will constantly pressure him until he blows up so
they can feel excitement. It is a situation in which, the grass on the other side is always greener. A
woman who bears the male offspring of an alpha male, will attempt to raise him to embody the
qualities her alpha partner lacked. In a relationship with a woman, the traits her partner lacks will
always be magnified in importance, and the traits that her partner has will always be minimized.
The article that prompted this post is an interesting one from this perspective. It demonstrates the
epiphany angst that many women suffer as the creeping realization that they have been sold by
feminists and society at large, a promise which is untrue. That they can optimize their hypergamy and
have the best of both worlds. She can have her parade of alphas with whom she experiences every
emotional high and low and every depraved act she can imagine, and she can have her dutiful beta,
ready to drive the crashed Volvo off the lot at a Ferrari price. However, regardless of her experiences
and desires, she will have the “grass is greener” perspective, where she misses the traits her man
does not have, but does not value those which he has.
The message communicated to women is that they can have it all, career, family, exiting alphas and
dutiful betas, never having to make choices between mutually exclusive options, the life of a woman
is never zero-sum or binary, it is a buffet of options, of which she may sample at her leisure. She can
go to college, have her education, a career, then decide in her late twenties to early 30s and a man
will be waiting for her, ready to be the husband she always wanted. When this proves itself to be a
fantasy, there is no other option than to blame the men, for women always import rights and export
accountability.
She communicates her frustration in that the “modern man” that has been the social ideal for the last
2 – 3 decades, is not the man who makes her tingle. Unintentionally, she presents the female variant
on the “Madonna-Whore” dichotomy, The “Stable – Rebel“, which consists of the optimal male
configuration, an alpha with just enough beta to optimize her sexual strategy without feeling like she
lost out by settling down.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1]
http://elitedaily.com/dating/men-pssies-women-need-start-asking-men-dates/746965/amp/#read-more
[2] http://heatst.com/world/british-police-hitting-on-women-is-now-a-hate-crime/
[3]
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https://www.endocrine.org/news-room/press-release-archives/2006/testosterone_lvls_in_men_decline
[4] http://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2014/03/07/millennials-in-adulthood/
[5] http://www.infoplease.com/ipa/A0005061.html
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The 5 Stages of Red Pill
November 10, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The reaction to red pill philosophy depends very much
on both the sender and the receiver of communication. Some men take to the Red pill philosophy as
helping them finally make sense of their troubles, and gives them a framework for fixing the
problems they are experiencing. Others reject the philosophy wholesale and writes it off as misogyny,
or fables. Some seek to adopt some principles, but reject others, collectively this group is referred to
as “Purple Pill“.
Many times the reaction to the philosophy is strongly correlated with the situation then man is in
when first presented with the body of knowledge that collectively makes up the theoretical
framework of the red pill. In many cases a spoonful of sugar makes the medicine go down, in the
case of the red pill a solid kick to some of the more sensitive parts of a male tends to be the required
catalyst. This is no different than when rejecting any long-held beliefs that shape our world-view.
I’m reminded of a flight I was on some years ago, where I found myself sitting next to an older
gentleman on the way home from a golf trip. As often happens, we ended up in a discussion of our
educational pursuits. He had studied philosophy at a higher level, and I asked why considering he had
spent most of his life until retirement in the business-world. His answer was that philosophy is the
foundation of everything, it encompasses all perspectives you hold. Thus, changing your core
philosophy is akin to changing your core programming. Once you change a foundation belief, all
your other beliefs must be examined.
Most of us are raised within the blue pill sphere of influence, our mothers raise us to be good
husbands, which is a synonym for female enablers. We are raised on “happily ever after” from the
first fairy-tale we heard before bedtime, to the one we watched on Netflix yesterday. The blue pill
fantasy is an intoxicating one, for every man there is a woman who is his perfect mate, and she will
find him. This woman will ensure that his life is according to what he has been told is the greatest
experience a man can have in this world, a loving, doting wife and children. He will never want for
sex again, as his perfect mate will fulfill his fantasies, and he will fulfill hers.
The five stages of grief in many ways represent the journey that most men must travel before finally
accepting the philosophy and being willing to make the substantial investment required to re-align
their life with their desires. One has to put one’s old beliefs in a casket, and move on towards a new
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philosophy of life.

Denial
The first stage of red pill awakening is denial. Some of the cardinal truths of the red pill, female
hypergamy, solipsism, blame shifting, and the female penchant for manipulation and deception, are
often what triggers the worst reactions when introducing a man to the red pill. The realization that if
the red pill is true, then it follows that he was to blame for many of his issues, it has little to do with
women, who are just acting out their social and biological programming in a predictable way. If
introduced to game prior to much of the red pill theory, game will often be rejected as being
manipulative, deceitful, immoral and many other things, as the enabling power of game alone shatters
illusions.
I’ve seen many men react in this manner when first introduced to game and pick-up material, because
one of their core principles is that “Women must be courted”. When they first see a person proficient
in game pulling same night lays in a consistent manner, this reality is unknown and seems
manipulative to them. Secondly, his respect for women will probably take a nosedive initially, as he
stops putting them on a pedestal, and starts to view them in a more reality-oriented manner. Thirdly,
many blue pill men are unwilling to view the woman as an agent who is engaging in her natural
programming, they instead lambast the other male for acting in a non-honorable manner. Men are not
made in a manner where they hold a woman accountable to the same level as a man, to do so would
shatter their illusions of the feminine.
The denial can be caused by many unconscious perspectives, from accepting that they are from
nature worth nothing, and that their entire value to the world is a function of their accomplishments.
That they must undertake grand demonstrations of worth, build value and earn what women are
granted for merely existing. That no woman will ever love him as he dreams of being loved, and that
they are in fact incapable of such love. The fact that his life, will be constant work and performance if
he wants to realize his desires, and that everything he was told he could have only comes as a result
of hard work.

Anger
The second stage of being exposed to red pill philosophy is frequently anger. Some manifest anger at
womanhood in general for the duplicitous sexual strategy of “Alpha Fucks/Beta Bucks“, others at
fathers for not “raising them right“, or the world for not informing them. When a man is presented
with evidence that most of the resources he spent towards getting laid, and much of the associated
frustration when she just wanted to be friends after 11 dates with no sex, are easily explained. He
triggered her provider instinct and thus she put off sex while deciding if she was ready to settle down.
Anger is a natural reaction, both at himself, at women and at the society that told him that he was
doing the right thing for his goal, but that misled him.
It was a case of the principal and the agent, where he was raised not to be someone’s one night stand,
but the man his mother wanted his father to be. His social programming has been one that sets him up
to realize the worst possible deal for himself, but the best one possible for the woman and the social
group. In this manner, he may find himself experiencing feelings of being deceived, not only by the
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society without a face, but also by those in which he has the most trust.
Perhaps the most sinister is the realization that much like the unknowing population of the Matrix,
that were slowly being drained of bio-energy to power other creatures, the man within the blue pill
framework is slowly being drained of his energy to enable and power the society to which he
belongs.

Bargaining
The bargaining stage is perhaps the most interesting, this is the realm of the purple pill, where fully
aware of the depths of red pill philosophy, the man staunchly refuses to let go of the fantasy offered
by the blue pill. The soul-mate, the partner with whom he can finally drop the performance burden,
all pretense and just be himself. Yet, he is painfully aware that this is in fact a carrot presented by
society to ensure that he serves his role as useful appliance.
In the bargaining stage the man commonly rationalizes his cognitive dissonance, through idealization
or arguments to exception. Outlining that the woman he has found to be his perfect soul-mate is
actually the exception that proves the rule, or for some reason is different from other women. The fact
that this is classic idealization and a trait of blue pill thinking appears to escape notice, through
various bias.
The bargaining stage is a challenge, as the dream of the blue pill is deeply ingrained in most men as is
the fantasy that is spoon-fed to most throughout their childhood.

Depression
Depression hits predictably and comes from the fact that “unplugging” requires that all former
fantasies must be discarded as just that. Being a red pill man, in no way means that a wife or a longterm relationship must be rejected, however it means in fact an increased performance burden rather
than a lesser one. Once locked in a long-term relationship, especially one where the parties are living
with each other, means constantly having to be aware of shit tests and maintaining an alpha frame.
Furthermore, it means that the man also must accept the performance burden increase caused by now
being the sole accountable party for both himself and his partner.
For a man who was sold the fantasy of a relationship without the performance burden as the ultimate
reward from the world for his good behavior, the reality of the situation is often unexpected. It is not
uncommon for the man to regress into the bargaining stages, and intermittent visits to anger. At this
point, the awakening appears more like staring into an abyss as one faces down the monster, and
reevaluates every aspect of one’s philosophy.

Acceptance
The acceptance of the red pill is a constant decision that must be affirmed, it is very easy to slip back
into comfortable patterns. As many who have gone on diets or started exercise programs know, it
takes much longer to build a habit than to for it to break down. Accepting the red pill means that the
man accepts that he will always be expected to be the caretaker and enabler of women, at his own
expense. The rejection of this unstated foundation of civilization will often result in social backlash.
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A man who elects to live for his own betterment, rather than that of women and his social group may
suffer large amounts of scorn and derision. From “Peter Pan” to “Boy-Man” he may expect that his
life choices will be scrutinized heavily by those closest to him.
One must bear in mind that most people are heavily invested in blue pill conditioning, especially the
men who are most invested in it and the women who rely most heavily on it. The Western Romantic
narrative is one of fairly recent invention, yet it has gained a remarkable amount of traction in few
years.

Summary and Conclusions
The five stages of grief is an apt model for describing awakening to the red pill. Men do not always
go through all the 5 stages, on occasion they will enter directly into the anger stage, often as a result
of coming face to face with red pill truths in their lives. Often the result of such manifests either in
the form of depression, bargaining or anger, that serves to jolt the person from their social
conditioning.
An object in a vacuum remains in motion or remains inert unless acted upon by an external force.
There are many different journeys that can be taken to red pill acceptance, ranging from the divorce
after 30 years of marriage, to the brief, but eventful and emotionally loaded relationship with a
narcissist, psychopath or borderline. Perhaps the best recruiters to the red pill are women who suffer
from borderline personality disorder, in which the normal woman’s entitlement, blame-shifting,
manipulative tendencies, emotional roller-coaster, and erratic behavior is magnified to the most
extreme levels.
Anger is the force that will drive through the barriers of bargaining, depression and to the goal of
acceptance. A point in which most of the work still is a head of him as he starts rebuilding himself
and his mind to embrace the new philosophy. Perhaps the greatest red herring in this race will be the
belief that without the blue pill utopia his life will be a series of meaningless, but sexually fulfilling
experiences with a variety of women. Where he may never become a father, or partner and otherwise
his dreams of the house and white picket fence have to be left behind.
This is not the case, in fact the red pill perspective is what facilitates this in reality, rather than purely
as an illusion. The divorce rate in the Western World is around 50%, which means that those men
who follow the path told by the cultural and social narrative have a mere 50% chance of a long-term
relationship that does not end in divorce. Furthermore, of the remaining 50, how many are living lives
of quiet desperation as they struggle to finance lifestyles beyond their means, while balancing the
duties that come with fatherhood, with being a partner and their own needs?

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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More Reading
The Rational Male by Rollo Tomassi
The Red Queen: Sex and the evolution of human nature by Matt Ridley
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Sex Politics and Monopoly Conditions
November 14, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I came across this thread on Reddit a few days ago, and felt that it warranted
further comment from a Gendernomics perspective. To give the short version, the wife was a major
Hillary Clinton supporter, and her husband voted Trump, as a result she decided to deny him sex for
30 days. The responses in the thread vary, from those who advocate that the husband should
communicate how it feels to his wife, to those who think it is perfectly warranted considering the
false media narrative surrounding Trump’s treatment of women.
The first piece of advice that stood out as an illustration of the feminine primary perspective is this :
Generally speaking, sex as a weapon is not cool. And it only works because of the false
pretense that it’s purely a service for the guy and that women don’t like sex just as much if
not more then men.
But on a side note, voting for Trump but then not understanding why a woman is
withholding access to her body to express disapproval? The irony is palpable.
This is an amazing example of female logic, in that sentence one outlines that it is not OK to use sex
as a weapon, but the last sentence expresses complete understanding for why this was done. It is
either OK to withhold sex, or it is not. The next comment gives some context to the manner, outlining
how to more effectively utilize sex as a weapon to promote compliance:
This is actually a pretty common tactic that’s been used before, known as a sex strike,
though if your wife wanted it to be effective, she should’ve denied the sex before the election
to prompt you to not vote Trump. In countries where it’s used it’s done as a form of
nonviolent protest to prompt some action from the husband. In this situation though, she’s
using it as a punishment since there’s not much else that can be done at this point.
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Regardless of if it is used as a weapon, the reasoning behind it is manipulation. In the case of a sex
strike, it is used to force behavioral change through operant conditioning. In the case of a “sex strike“,
the reasoning is “If you do X, you get punished with Y” or “If you do not do X, you get rewarded with
Y“. In the latter case, it is a case of positive reinforcement, where the husband is punished after he
voted. The former is in some ways less malicious than the latter, as the former presents an explicit
demand, the latter creates an intermittent reinforcement situation, wherein the husband may frame all
his actions going forward based on “if I do this, will she deny me sex?“.
In both cases, its a manipulative tactic engaged in to force behavioral change in the other party. By
presenting either a punishment or a threat, the party is seeking to establish dominance on some level
over the other party in the relationship. Another commenter states:
I think you should wait until well after the 30 day period before you think about bringing up
sex again. She doesn’t owe you sex, you know. In fact, don’t bring it up at all. Instead,
spend the time honestly trying to understand her point of view. Give her an opportunity to
speak about why she felt so strongly about the election that she would even joke about a sex
embargo, and show her respect by listening, thinking, and putting yourself in her shoes. You
may not see where she’s coming from immediately, and that’s fine. Relationships are never
easy.
This is a very clear example of the feminine imperative in the form of solipsism, it is fine for him to
be denied sex as a punishment, and furthermore, he should spend that time without sex in a time-out
thinking about the horrible thing he did. Rather than framing this as a case of the wife punishing the
husband, it is being framed as the man not communicating with his wife and putting himself in her
position. Rather than thinking about himself, he needs to focus on her, because it is all about her.
Perhaps a point to bring up is that if one party can suspend part of the agreement made when entering
into the relationship, so can the other.
Another poster in the thread continues:
Maybe you don’t want to hear this, but she might feel cheated. Maybe you shouldn’t call her
out on reddit for using sex as a weapon or controlling you before you understand why she
did it. I’d like to believe your wife isn’t some evil psychopath, but is very very upset with
you and she might just not want to have sex with you. She probably feels betrayed. So she
came up with a deadline so she wouldn’t have to deny it every time you ask. You might not
agree and I don’t know the exact relationship you guys have, but I’d also like to believe she
is not that upset that Hillary lost or that Trump won, but that you of all people took the side
of a person she really really didn’t like or agree with.
You can see how this presents a problem for married couples as they need to able to trust
and depend on each other. So I’d suggest you confirm or refute my hypothesis by talking
with your wife and then if proven true try to win her trust back.
From a philosophical perspective, this would be an argument rooted in deontological ethics, meaning
that the intent behind the action determines the morality, not the consequences of said action. This
type of reasoning is a major reason why male victims of domestic violence do not speak up, namely
the fact that every issue is cast as the male being the perpetrator. “She hit you with a frying pan?,
What did you do?” The reasoning goes that the why of her denying sex is more important than the
consequence of her doing so on their relationship. This is very typical of blame shifting, and this
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highlights gas lighting in a more common light. If you observe the reasoning in this post:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Deny that the wife attacked him (Deny)
Suggest that his actions were wicked (Attack)
Cast the wife in the light of having a perfectly valid reason to deny him sex. (Reverse)
Cast the wife as the victim (Victim)
Cast the husband as the offender. (Offender)

Also known by the mnemonic “DARVO“, which is well documented in abusive relationships, as the
manner in which a person over time is trained into behaving in a certain manner. This is a form of gas
lightning where over time, the victim’s perception of reality is twisted into a perspective where they
consider the other person’s reaction and perception before their own.
The best response to the thread was the following post (political comments omitted) because it
demonstrates not only how to render a sex-embargo ineffective, but
1. For letting your wife treat your like a john and herself as a prostitute. Sex is not a
commodity. It cannot, should not, be used to reward or punish. Humans have sex
because they are horny. (And to have babies.) And as the cement in a relationship. If
you love your SO then sex is even more important and enjoyable.
You might think like I used to. Sex is dirty, women are clean and men are not, therefore only
men like sex. Get out of that mode of thinking (I’m still a little stuck there).
Tell your Mrs (look her in the eye, and smile broadly as you say this) that you punish her
for voting for the losing Democrat. After her 30 days are up, you will refuse sex for a
further 45 days. During the whole 75 days period you will have an open relationship.
This is an example of dread game [1], from a gambling perspective, this is the equivalent of saying “I
call your bluff, and I’m going all in“, provided that the man has options, meaning that he cannot have
let himself and thus his SMV decline massively. If he has options, he will communicate this to her
clearly, along with the clear statement that if she denies him sex, he can deny her monogamy.

The Concept of Denying a Service Under Monopoly Conditions
When discussing monopolies and their merit, the major concerns in economics is the efficient
allocation of resources. Generally, monopolies can be beneficial if large economies of scale can be
realized by a single huge provider rather than many small providers, an often cited example are
utilities. On the other hand, having one large provider of a service required by the population, means
that they are able to charge a price well above their marginal cost, leading to inefficient use of
resources.
Within a monogamous relationship, sex is a monopoly where one party has a monopoly of supply for
the other person’s sexual market. The characteristics lead to an ability to maximize profits, for
instance a wife can maximize her take from the relationship through control of sex. In the case from
Reddit, a wife is using her control to punish her husband for voting in a manner that she does not
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condone. The partner will also be the price maker of sex within the relationship, in effect what does
the other party have to do in order to get sex. In the example, the case would be “not vote for Trump“.
If the husband elects to go outside the relationship for sex, the barriers exist in the cost of divorce,
that manifests as high switching costs.
The source of the wife’s monopoly power in this case, is in the form of a legal barrier that will punish
the husband economically if he elects to go outside the marriage for sex. Thus, the cost of going
without sex for the husband, must therefore be weighed against the cost of divorce. Alternatively, if
he is certain that she will not divorce him, alternate punishments that she may seek to inflict on him.
Thus, as the wife is free to set the price for sex within a monopoly condition, this price must been
seen in comparison with other providers, from the perspective of both partners. This is why I found
the last post quoted to be such a brilliant response, because it highlights that the monopoly on sex by
one party in a relationship, is conditional on various other agreements in the relationship. Treating
sex isolated as one variable is in such a case a mistake. Normally, if two parties come to an
agreement that an exchange of goods and services will take place, then both parties have to uphold
their side of the agreement. One would not agree to trade a car for a motorcycle, but be OK that the
other party broke their agreement.

Summary and Conclusions
To some extent this is a very typical situation, men who enter long-term monogamous relationships
where the women constantly engage in a cycle of renegotiation, using any means necessary to
improve their deal at a cost to their partner. The only way a man can stand strong in such negotiations
is to ensure that he is always negotiating from a position of power. The separation of sex from other
services rendered in a relationship, is quite interesting. I wonder how the reaction would be if the
man, as a response to his wife voting for Hillary had refused to pay his part of the mortgage,
otherwise participate in the relationship.
Within a true monopoly, no substitute products exist, however in the case of a monogamous
relationship, plenty of substitute products exist it is just a matter of enforcing the deal “If I am to be
monogamous to you, then you have to fulfill my sexual urges” the irony being that the sexual nature
of a relationship is usually the strongest when a woman is luring a man in, and rapidly falls off as
soon as she has secured some legal obligation, unless she is held constantly aware of him having
other options.
The procurement of a monogamous relationship for a woman, takes the form that she is no longer
perceiving herself to be in competition with other women for his affections, thus she can put out less,
stop taking care of herself, and generally “just be herself“. She has secured a monopoly on his
resources, through either pregnancy or marriage she has also increased his switching costs massively,
thus ensuring that leaving her would have massive consequences to his lifestyle. Through these
mechanisms she can use sex and affection as behavioral modification to ensure that her husband is
under her control.
By denying her this control, but making it very clear that his monogamy is also conditional on her
behavior, in the same way that sex with her is conditional on his behavior, he presents her with a
clear cut choice, either she performs or he will find someone who will. Some are likely to cast this as
holding the relationship hostage to get sex, however the argument is that if one party can withhold
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part of the agreed services, then the other party is free to do so as well.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Sources
[1] Dread Game – The Rational Male
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Gendernomics: Five Factors of Alpha and Beta
November 17, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The notion of sex as a marketplace where deals are
continuously made between human beings is in many ways as profound as it is simple. Once
identified one can analyse and review actions within it as any other market, be it the grand bazaar of
Istanbul or the East Asian derivatives market. Markets serve as an aggregate of everything, human
philosophy, resource availability, future hopes and future dreads. They all affect the price of a
product or a security. An interesting correlation is what happens when a society breaks down and
goods become scarce, luxury items for instance often drop in price unless they have a practical value,
and necessities soar in price and demand.
The concept of hypergamy, often misunderstood as “women marry up“, is one of the cardinal
principles within the sexual market place that greatly affects price and ensures that female sexual
market value is sticky downwards. Meaning that as a woman’s “performance” within the market
declines as a result of aging, or other factors, her price demands are very slow to respond to changed
market conditions. This can often be seen in women who are entering or well into their epiphany
phase, who despite being an objectively lower value commodity, are often found demanding the same
or a higher price for their intimacy. Hypergamy, thus does not refer purely to the idea that women
marry up, but that women seek to maximize their sexual market value trades, balancing their long and
short term strategies, attempting to secure the maximum amount of alpha genetics, while seeking to
ensure long-term provisioning for themselves and their offspring.
Since the inception of the manosphere figuring out which traits signal what has been an ongoing
project, with the most time being dedicated to the constructs of Alpha and Beta. Where the construct
of Alpha refers to a behavior set that trigger the short term and long term mating preference in
women, and Beta a behavior set that triggers the long term mating instinct in woman in certain
contexts.

Alpha VS. Beta
In a case of inductive reasoning, this leads to certain premises for men. If women seek to maximize
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their trades between two binary choices, alpha and beta. Then it follows that men should seek to find
an optimal composition of Alpha and Beta to maximize mating opportunities. This can be
diagrammatically represented as two series one “alpha” series running from 1 – 10, and one “beta”
series running from 1 – 10, where there are straight trade-offs between Alpha and Beta characteristics
in a male.

This assumes that the traits of
“Alpha” and “Beta” are mutually exclusive dichotomies, for instance “Dominant” OR “Submissive”
and “Provider” OR “Protector“. For a simplified model this would perhaps serve as an example,
however few men are of the type where they are “pure” alpha or beta. I’m sure most of us have met a
few men that conform to straight dichotomies, but a majority does not.
Thus, it follows that these traits most likely exist on a scale, rather than as binary choices. Therefore,
a man can train himself to be more alpha or less beta, or adopt more beta and less alpha traits. In fact,
this is one of the cardinal principles of the manosphere, that men can become alpha through selfimprovement. These tendencies appear to form a sort of reflexivity, wherein already alpha men tend
to become more alpha, and already beta men tend to become more beta. This takes a form wherein
their default response is in line with their existing place on the scale.
Beta males respond to challenge with doubling down on beta, and the alpha responds by becoming
more alpha. Thus the differences between the two are magnified. So, assuming that alpha and beta are
on a scale, rather than as a dichotomy, it follows that once we identify alpha and beta traits, it would
be possible to graph these as well along similar lines.

What is Alpha?
This is the millionth time in the manosphere where someone seeks to define alpha. So, to arrive at a
suitable jumping off point for the dataset, I figured I would consult the Three Rs, Rollo, Roissy and
Roosh, for their observations. This is by no means an exhaustive list as all three men are quite prolific
writers but the table below contains traits that I gleamed from reading a substantial part of their posts
[1,2,3,4] in addition to “The Rational Male” and “Bang” and subjecting them to content analysis.
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As the
abstract concepts “Alpha” and “Beta” are perhaps the most discussed concepts in the manosphere,
distilling them down tends to be an exercise in futility rather than fulfillment. However, from the
table, one can see certain descriptors of the behaviors in question and that they overlap.
This made me wonder if there was a model that perhaps could be used to catalogue these traits. The
Big 5 personality inventory outlines 5 major traits, openness to experience, conscientiousness,
extraversion, agreeableness and neuroticism.
Within this model, those who score low on extroversion tend to be loners, quiet, passive and
reserved, whereas those who score high are joiners, talkative, active and affectionate. Within the
constraints of the Alpha-Beta scale, one this appears to correlate less with the traits outlined in the
table. A frequent lack in assertiveness with women, among Beta males is one that sticks out. On the
same note, “aloofness“, frame control and decisiveness, correlate more with the outlined Alpha traits.
Openness to experience, is another category of traits that may not overly strongly correlate either way
as both types of man may be open to different kinds of experience.
Where the first major difference appears to manifest is in the category of Agreeableness, which
contains among others modesty, sympathy, empathy, trust, and altruism, in which beta males appear
to score much higher than Alpha males. Appeasement, entering the frame of another, supplicating,
asking permission, and self-depreciation all fall within this category as tools that promote in group
cohesion and maintains social pleasantness. One could also argue that modesty is an antonym of
“cocky“, “confident, “narcissistic”, and maintaining control of the frame.
A second category that presents major differences is that of neuroticism, which contains among
others emotional reactivity and emotional affect. People who score high in neuroticism often
experience feelings of anger, anxiety and depression. They also appear more self-conscious and
vulnerable. This appears to fit with the beta traits listed as avoiding risk, various fears, and deference.
It also appears to corelate negatively with the alpha traits aloofness, narcissism, confidence.
The final category, conscientiousness, is described as containing the traits of self-efficacy,
orderliness, dutifulness, achievement striving, self-discipline and cautiousness. This is in many ways
a split category, in that dutifulness, orderliness and cautiousness appear to correlate more strongly
with the beta traits of avoiding risk and appeasement. While self-discipline (especially with women)
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and self-efficacy correlate more strongly with alpha traits. For instance, the Beta frequently lacks the
self-discipline to control his emotions and reactivity around women.
Thus, one could argue that alphas would score lower than betas in agreeableness, as a result of being
more self-focused and thus more aloof. Secondly, alphas would score higher than betas on
extroversion, especially assertiveness, and frame control. Thirdly, their scores on neuroticism would
be markedly lower than that of beta males, with scores on the final two categories being more
nuanced.

The Big
Five model has a significant relationship with the whole of the dark triad and each of the traits within
the triad [5]. The triad overall, is negatively related to both agreeableness and conscientiousness.
Where Machiavellianism captures trusting vs suspicious views of human nature, which are also
observed in the trust scale on the agreeableness trait. Extroversion captures assertiveness, dominance
and self-importance, which are all parts of narcissism, which is also positively related to achievement
striving and competence aspects contained within conscientiousness. Whereas psychopathy correlates
most strongly with low dutifulness and low deliberation within the category of conscientiousness.
Therefore, one could make the prediction that alpha males who would score lower in agreeableness
and conscientiousness than beta males, in addition to scoring higher in extroversion, would to some
extend also embody narcissism and Machiavellianism. If one accepts the ultimate measure of alpha
is in terms of mating opportunities, then studies have demonstrated that dark triad traits are associated
with short-term mating advantages in men [6], however they bring no benefits for long-term mating
strategies. Thus, the conclusion is that the triad traits are correlated to the construct of alpha, utilized
throughout the manosphere. This is not to say that all alpha males embody the full blow arsenal of
dark triad traits developed to their full potential. Rather that they have a configuration of traits that
signal them as highly attractive mating prospects.

The Construct of Alpha
The construct of alpha came to be as a result of observing behavior and then working backwards.
Specifically, males who had higher than average success in mating endeavors were observed by the
early manosphere writers. The overall “frame” of this person was broken down into components that
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were then tested out in the field to arrive at a behavior set that worked. This refined behavior set is
what is referred to as “Alpha” within the confines of the manosphere today. In the same manner
multiple other sets of behaviors were identified and given labels such as “Beta“, “Gamma“, “Omega”
and “Delta“, which to some extent complicates, but also compliments the simplicity of the two initial
Alpha and Beta categories.
The goal of the manosphere is to encourage self-improvement, and thus the constructs serve a dual
purpose, to identify the present situation and the goal situation. In some cases, such as those related to
the physical, the advice is frequently very actionable, and measurable. For instance, dropping 10%
body fat and add 10 lbs of muscle. However, when it comes to behavioral and psychological change,
they are often quite abstract, with each man often interpreting alpha as relating to his foundational
values. The correlation between the construct of Alpha, OCEAN traits, and thus Dark Triad traits
offers more concrete actionable advice for behavioral and psychological change.
The Dark Triad Traits:
Narcissism – Grandiosity, Pride, Egotism and lack of Empathy.
Machiavellianism – Manipulation and exploitation of others, cynical disregard for morality, focus
on self-interest and deception.
Psychopathy – Antisocial behavior, impulsivity, selfishness, callousness and remorselessness.
What language would one use to define a “typical” Beta male? Overly humble, not very prideful,
tends to be focused on the needs of others, and often highly empathic. He rarely engages in
manipulation and tends to be the target of exploitation. He often feels a very strong moral duty, and
tends to compromise his own self-interest. He is often a rule-follower down to the most minuscule
rules, and plans everything out carefully. He rarely engages in selfish behavior, and if he does he is
often overcome by guilt and remorse.
If one compares with the language that would be used to describe an alpha, while he may not be
grandiose, he is confident and prideful. He is well aware of his own needs and desires and seek to
have them fulfilled. While he may not live a fully manipulative lifestyle, or disregard morality, he is
not overly constrained by the opinion and values of the society in which he lives, and seeks a
favorable balance between his interests and those of others. While his behavior is perhaps not
consistently anti-social, it is not consistently pro-social either. His impulsivity and selfishness is
balanced, and he has the capacity to be both callous and remorseless if required of him.
In many ways the Beta male is the consummate neurotic [7] demonstrating high reactivity and
emotional instability. As outlined in an earlier essay, the beta male is one who is controlled largely by
his super-ego programming without the ego and ID to back it up. The three Dark Triad Traits help
correct the unhealthy imbalance between ID, Ego and Super-Ego, in the beta male. Narcissism feeds
his ego, building it to a healthy level, while Machiavellianism and Psychopathy connects him to his
ID through impulsivity and self-interest.
Machiavellianism, Narcissism and Psychopathy all influence the three elements of Freud’s structure.
For the narcissist the ego is increased, at the cost of super-ego. For the psychopath the ID and ego are
strengthened at the cost to super-ego, and for the Machiavellian the super-ego is negotiable.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
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who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
The Red Queen: Sex and the evolution of human nature by Matt Ridley
Dangerous personalities by Joe Navarro
The Prince by Niccolo Machiavelli
Sources:
[1] http://www.rooshv.com/not-all-women-of-the-world-want-an-alpha-male
[2] https://therationalmale.com/tag/alpha-and-beta/
[3] https://heartiste.wordpress.com/category/beta/
[4] https://heartiste.wordpress.com/category/alpha/
[5]
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/spc3.12018/abstract;jsessionid=8AD50392FC259AE31E4
99337114A8392.f04t02
[6] http://ink.library.smu.edu.sg/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2215&context=soss_research
[7] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Neuroticism
[8] https://heartiste.wordpress.com/2007/09/19/defining-the-alpha-male/
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The Sexual Market Skinner-Box
November 21, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Burrhus Frederic Skinner is perhaps
one of the most influential psychologists of the last 100 years, despite being relatively unknown to
the mainstream and I touched on his work in Methods of Female Madness. Unlike Freud who got
much attention for his focus on neurosis, sex and in many ways laid the groundwork for
psychoanalysis, Skinner’s work in behaviorism flew somewhat under the radar among the general
public. The major contribution Skinner made is in hte field of Operant Conditioning, based in his
belief that free will is an illusion and human action is dependent on the consequences of previous
actions. Thus, it follows along the same line as Scott Adams’ concept of humans as “moist robots“.
Skinner broke down behaviors in two categories, respondent and operant. Where respondent behavior
are elicited by stimuli and can be modified by the use of Pavlovian conditioning, where neutral
stimulus is paired with eliciting stimulus. Operant behaviors are not initially induced by any stimulus,
and are strengthened by instrumental conditioning. Meaning that they are strengthened or weakened
by the response to the behavior.
Over time, operant behaviors are strengthened or weakened by the reinforcement, behavior which is
strengthened can over time become prominent in an individuals behavioral reportoire. Operant
behavior can be controlled, Skinner used as an example, that if a lever dispenses food only when a
light is on, a rat will over time learn to only press the lever when the light is on. This gave birth to
Skinner’s concept Stimulus – Response – Reinforcer. A reinforcer is a consequence that will
strengthen the behavior, while a punishment weakens a behavior over time.
Reinforcers are broken down into two types, positive and negative. Positive reinforcement means
adding appetative stimulus after correct behavior, for instance when one gives a dog a treat when it
sits down in response to the command “Sit”. Negative reinforcement takes two variations, escape,
where noxious stimuli is removed following correct behavior, and active avoidance, where behavior
avoids noxius stimuli, for instance studying to avoid a bad grade.
Punishments decrease behavior, and is broken down into two categories, positive and negative.
Positive punishment, means adding noxious stimuli following behavior, such as reprimanding a child
following the behavior one wishes to decrease. Alternatively, negative punishment means removing
appetative stimulus following behavior, for instance taking away a child’s laptop for failing to do
their chores. Skinner did observe that punishment can suppress behavior, but that this is often
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temporary and has a number of often unwanted consequences.
Skinner also noticed that reward schedules have a different effects. Continuous
reinforcement/punishment means that every time a behavior is performed, the subject receives either
a punishment or a reinforcement. This is very effective when teaching new behaviors, such as when
training a dog, because it establishes the association between target behavior and the reinforcer.
An alternative is interval schedules that are based on time intervals between reinforcements. This can
be on a fixed or variable schedule. The former is when reinforcements are presented at fixed time
periods provided that the desired response is made and yields a response rate that is low just after a
reinforcement and becomes higher just before the next reinforcement level is scheduled. The latter,
when behavior is reinforced after random time durations following the last reinforcement, and yields
a response rate that varies with the average frequently of reinforcement. Another alternative is ratio
schedules, which are based on the ratio of responses to reinforcements. A fixed schedule is when a
reinforcement is delivered after a specific number of responses has been made. A variable ratio
schedule is when reinforcement comes after a random number of responses has been made. The less
responses are needed for a reinforcer, the higher the response rate tends to be. Ratio schedules tend to
produce very rapid responding, often with breaks of no responding after reinforcement if a large
number of responses are required.
As I wrote in Methods:
Variable ratio reinforcement shows rather poor results due to unpredictability. Finally,
variable interval reinforcement that has the worst results, due to also being unpredictable.
The unpredictable reinforcement confuses the target, and thus does a poor job of
extinguishing poor behaviors, however, it does a great job creating confusion in the target.
Unable to discern what is desired and how to gain the results he wants, he is likely to flip
through everything that has worked before.
This is the key that renders many beta men in relationships in mental Gordian knots, in an attempt to
elicit reinforcement from their significant others, they engage in frantic responses to stimuli, that in
the end fail to have the desired result.

Behaviorism and Relationships
The woman who finds a “fixer upper” is a common trope in the Western world, and it is quite
common that a woman will try to change her man as a default setting. One of the better formulations
I heard of this was “Men marry a woman expecting her never to change, women marry men expecting
them to change“. As I wrote in the earlier post, the behaviors utilized and displayed for the world to
see by crazy bitches, are just regular female behaviors on large amounts of steroids. For instance,
when Rollo wrote his brilliant article “Choreplay” what is being set up by the women in the articles
he quotes is a classic Skinnerian schedule. The stimulus is a pile of dirty dishes, the response is for
the man to clean it, and the reinforcement is sex. In reality, the reinforcement here is in the form that
draws on expectancy and equity theory in that, it is a negotiation of desire, “If you do the dishes, I
may fuck you”. The schedule of reinforcement here is likely to be intermittent, or a form of variable
ratio reinforcement, otherwise one could expect the complaining about men “not doing their share”
to have subsided.
If a woman drags you into a fight whenever you fail to put your clothes in the hamper, this is an
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attempt at getting rid of the unwanted behavior through introducing positive punishment (her yelling)
following the behavior (not putting clothes in the hamper) in the hope that this will lead to correct
behavior, that is then followed by negative reinforcement in the form of removing noxious stimuli
(she stops yelling).
If a woman perceives a man as a beta, she will immediately initiate her Skinnerian programs in order
to ensure that the man she has perceived as beta would make for a good beta. She will keep sex on a
fixed time/ratio schedule, in order to maximize the number of positive responses before a reinforcer
is granted. This sets the stage for later on, when the schedule changes, but it also serves to discern
how easy the beta can be programmed. Now, this is not done consciously, it is almost entirely
unconscious behavior on the part of the human female.
For instance, when a beta is out on the first date, he will engage in behavior that seeks to please the
female (response) as a result of being on the date (stimulus), and her behavior serves as either the
reinforcer or punishment. The interaction between beta males and females takes this form, often
called “eager to please” or “enters her frame“, which are merely covert ways of saying “She is
training him“.
When he later puts on a ring on it, she dials up the frequency and volume of such where she slowly
seeks to condition him into the partner she desires. Sex is a primary tool for this, as it becomes used
both as the reinforcer and punishment. So, when one goes on relationship forums where men are
asking what to do in order to get more sex, they have been so ingrained with the concept of
“Stimulus – Response – Reinforcement” that they are actively asking what the appropriate response
is to the stimulus that is being presented to them in order to gain the reinforcement.
If one looks at the reddit thread I covered last week about the man being denied sex because he voted
Trump, this is a classical example of negative reinforcement by removing the appetative stimulus
(sex) following the man voting in a manner of which his wife did not approve, on a fixed schedule of
punishment (30 days).
Over time, such schedules create lasting change, as the person will consider their response in every
situation that has previously been covered, but also in new situations, against the expected
reinforcement or punishment. In a sense, the beta male is living in a constant situation where their
response takes the form of active avoidance, also known as being “whipped“. Men who have been
exposed to punishments so frequently and erratically that they, much like the rat who got shocked on
a random schedule, are cowering in the corner scared of doing anything.

The Alpha Script
With Alpha males, a chief characteristic of them is that they flip this script on the female. Rather than
the female training them, they train the female. For instance, when Black Dragon uses the terms “soft
next” [1] from a behaviorist standpoint, the woman is responding to a stimuli, and he then responds to
using a negative punishment (removing the appetative stimulus as a response to her behavior). This
illustrates the cardinal position difference between the Beta male in the situation in the preceding
section, and the alpha male. In a Beta relationship, the man is the target of reinforcement or
punishment, in the Alpha relationship the woman is the target of reinforcement or punishment.
Which again comes back to “Frame” as in the Iron Rule of Tomassi [2]
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 490 of 1188

Frame is everything. Always be aware of the subconscious balance of who’s frame in which
you are operating. Always control the Frame, but resist giving the impression that you are.
When you are in her frame as a beta male always is, she is the issuer of both punishment and rewards,
when she is in your frame you are the issuer of punishments and rewards. Within the relationship
between a woman and an alpha male, he takes the role of issuer of reinforcement and punishment as
she is more invested in him than he is in her, alternatively, he has the greatest degree of selfdiscipline.

Summary and Conclusions
The Beta male, constantly seeking female validation and approval, is a prime target for operant
conditoning, as he is often quite ready to appease, supplicate and hand over control to a female in
exchange for sexual access, he is in many ways a willing participant. For him, giving away his time,
resources and autonomy in exchange for sex, is often something he does willingly. Therefore, his
complaints are often not that his wife is utilizing these techniques on him, but rather a complaint over
the reinforcement schedule. If he got sex every time he engaged in desired behavior, he would be
more than happy to be manipulated.
The Alpha on the other hand, coming from an abundance mindset, does not see sex as something
worth giving up his autonomy, resources or time over, unless other conditions are also met. This is
why one of the canned lines I saw repeated most in the early seduction community was “So, other
than your looks, what do you have going for you?” this is a DARVO variant, in that it flips the frame
of who is qualifying for who. It aids in gas lighting in that it gives the woman the perception that her
SMV is lower than expected, thus inducing fear. This is the stimulus that elicits a reponse to which
the male offers punishment or reinforcer.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1] http://www.blackdragonblog.com/glossary/
[2] https://therationalmale.com/category/iron-rules/
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Pitching Alpha Girl From An Elevator
November 24, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

After publishing my last essay on Monday, I was
somewhat struggling with my draft folder, while I have somewhat of a backlog of articles I want to
publish, I couldn’t really find that flow state that I need in order to write on the level I want to write.
However, luckily one of my followers retweeted this article entitled “7 Important Things To Know
Before Dating an Alpha Female“, that in addition to making me laugh a little, also offered ample
opportunity to expand on my Cluster-B Series. First off, if you are writing an article on women who
are difficult to deal with, you may not want to use a graphic that depicts a woman who has been
diagnosed with an Axis-2 personality disorder, more specifically borderline personality disorder. She
may as well have used the famous graphic of Marilyn Monroe (another borderline) with the ClusterB favorite quote “If you can’t handle me at my worst, then you sure as hell don’t deserve me at my
best“. Secondly, you may want to avoid structuring your sales pitch like an ad for a haunted, broken
down house in the boonies.
However, women as the marketing sex, on top of their inherent ability for solipsism and
rationalization, is what inspired the realtor to outline the broken down house with no water as a
“quaint and charming fixer-upper”, or the house with blood on the floor and a history of murders
being committed there as “A unique space with an exiting history”.
So, lets go through the “7 Important Things” in order to identify the crazy contained within and
utilize the female sexual strategies to identify the category of sexual strategy that this woman is
using.

She Will Challenge You
Being challenged is one of those things that men and women seem to have a different definition for,
as the author outlines:
Not only will she challenge you, but she probably won’t forfeit too easily; she will be
persistent and insistent. She will debate with you over anything from de Blasio’s new policy,
to the actual color of a tennis ball (green? or yellow?), and she expects to win. Some
advice: challenge her back.
To most men, this will not challenge their intellect, or their horizons, so much as their patience. It has
long been documented that women talk more than men [2] and this correlates over with a higher
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desire to discuss everything. For a man a challenge requires an obstacle to overcome, points on a
board, a finish line to cross and progression to be made. A debate on whether tennis balls are green or
yellow, is unlikely to be a productive one. This is ignoring that female solipsism makes any
discussion with a woman centered on her individual perceptions and experiences, not on the external
facts that men prefer to utilize in order to ensure productive discourse.
Men can often be found debating interpretations of facts, while agreeing on the underlying facts.
Whereas women invent their own facts. In reality, this is a way of stating that she will constantly and
brutally shit test you at any given moment and fight you every step of the way for frame control.

She Don’t Need a Man To Make it Happen
This is the war cry of the “Strong, Independent Woman” which in reality translates into “I don’t need
no man, now that I have the government“, the irony is that the “empowerment of women” happened
through their emancipation from men in the singular, to their new dependency on men in the plural.
Where a woman used to be dependent on a father or a husband, she is now dependent on every man
in a nation through government programs and benefits. Where she would depend on the men in her
family to protect her, she now has a police force ready to take her word for it in domestic abuse cases.
A woman who makes it happen, is a woman that will need a partner to act as a mixture of father and
mother, restricting her from starting things that she cannot finish and cleaning up her messes when
she goes off the deep end.

She Will be Straight-up with You
This is another one of those things men and women have a different definition of, a man being
straight up with you means he will tell you the truth when you need to hear it. A woman being
straight-up with you means that she will read you the riot-act over any injustice, real or perceived,
minor or major, in public or private, whenever she feels like it. This is a continuation of point one, the
constant battling for frame control through shit-testing where you have to be on your toes every
moment of the day. What makes a borderline a borderline is that unlike most women who tend to dial
back the shit-testing after the initial tests, everything a borderline does is a shit test. This is in part
why borderlines are often attracted to narcissistic or psychopathic males, as these men are often
impervious to shit testing.

She’s a Do-er, Not a Talk-er
When the author writes:
Alpha’s take action, so if she says she’s gonna do something – you bet your ass, she’s gonna
do it. She probably expects the same in return: if you say you’re gonna do something, you
sure as hell better follow through. And if ya don’t, she will…so don’t miss the boat, Mister.
Hop on!
This is womanese for “I’ll expect you to cater to my wims and follow through when I can’t” female
doers get things started and relies on others to finish their work for them. This is a classic trait of
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 493 of 1188

women with borderline personality disorder who rapidly change their identity and goals, while
expecting others to clean up after them. Jumping into series of new tasks, experiences or goals,
without any prior planning or preparation, relying on their partner, family or others to finish the job.

She doesn’t wear her Alpha on her sleeve
Chocolates? Flowers? One of those Hallmark cards that have a cute pun about how much
you love her? Yeah, these things will probably make her vom a little in her mouth before it
makes her heart melt. Not that she’s a total cynic, but she’s used to the doting – the lovey
dovey crap that every girl wants – and in order to get her attention, you’ll need to come up
with something a little more original.
This is a nice way to say “high maintenance” which carries through in this entire description. The
normal is not enough for her, you have to step your game up and come up with something bigger,
something better, something more extreme to satisfy her need for excitement, distraction and
emotional high-points. As with most cluster-Bs she has an extreme need for distraction, attention and
requires extreme levels of “demonstrating supplication” in order to ensure her grip on you when in
the future she plans to use you as a tool to further her own goals.

She’s not easy
If you think loving an Alpha Female is easy, you’re wrong. She’s difficult, competitive, and
probably complicated. She gets off from being free, being in power, and will step on any
man who gets in her way. She is, in fact, ab. So. Lute. Ly. Impossible.
This is what it all comes down to; power. The debating and constant initiation of arguments about
everything is a way to zap you of energy so that you become easier pray. This is in a way a frame
control test as referenced in points 1 and 3. All women are intentionally difficult and competitive
within relationships as a way of shit-testing their partner. However, the major difference between a
cluster-B/Dark Triad female and other women is that they use the “I’m complicated” as code for
“erratic, irrational and completely nuts” in the same way fat women on dating sites use “curvy“.

But she’s definitely worth it
Her my-way-or-the-highway attitude and complete self-competence will, at times, make you
feel small. Instead, let it empower you. Let it strengthen your weaknesses, and let it feed
your drive to success. She will help you learn about yourself; she will push you; she will
change you; she will impact you. Overall, she will make you a better man.
Note that you weaknesses here are not what you perceive them as, but what she tell you they are. She
will endeavor to change you in what way she wants, and she will define what makes you a better man
or not.
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Summary and Conclusions
The 7 characteristics of the “Alpha female” reads like a short, punchy sales pitch more than anything.
The woman being argumentative and drama seeking (point 1) is sold as high spirited and determined.
The woman being pushy and risk seeking is sold as not needing a man to make it happen (point 2),
her tendency to blow up in your face over small slights, real or imagined is sold as being a “straighttalker“. Doers are normally a good thing, unless they are half-doers, starting messes but never
finishing them.
Initially this appears to be a woman running a “Cool Chick” strategy based on the analysis of “fixing
it herself”, “being a doer” and being a clear communicator. These are all traits of the cool chick from
female sexual strategies part 2 [4]:

The Cool Chick
Archetype: The Anti-Girl
Category: The low cost chick
Main focus: Low maintenance in relationship

Pop Culture Example: Robin from “How I met your Mother”
In essence a woman who handles her business, is very low-maintenance in a relationship, and has her
shit together, but will be a mostly direct communicator that is aware of her wants but is willing to
compromise. In reality, the “Alpha Female” outlined her is a variant on the Pusher strategy,
stemming from the point of “Definitely worth it”, “Not Easy” and “She don’t need a man to make it
happen” [4]:

The Pusher
Archetype: The Ultra-Girl
Category: The Hausfrau

Main focus: Care-taking, nagging, pushing

Pop Culture Example: Lois from “Malcolm in the Middle”. Kathy Bates in “Misery”.
The telling difference is in the combination of directness, stubbornness and goal-orientation. The
major difference between “The Cool Chick” and “The Pusher” lays mainly with the domains of
control and direction. The cool chick is low in both need to control and need to direct, and will tend
to more often go with the flow, whereas the pusher has a high need for both, and is unable to go with
the flow. Everything about the Pusher ultimately boils down to power and control, even their carewww.TheRedArchive.com
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taking and considerate behavior will tend to be execute with an eye towards securing more control.
The cardinal point of “The Cool Chick” is that she is in fact very easy to get along with, and be in a
relationship with. The Cardinal point of “The Pusher” is that she is the exact opposite of easy to get
along with.
When evaluating a female one must always keep in consideration that the female sex is the marketing
oriented sex. They will always spin bad qualities as good qualities. A woman with control issue is
spun as being independent. A needy woman is spun as being endearing or attentive. A crazy woman
is sold as “high spirited” or one with ADHD as “adventurous“. A woman who is pushy, demanding,
wants to make everything into a debate and is opinionated, makes up the “Strong, Independent
woman“.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] http://www.newhealthguide.org/Famous-People-With-Borderline-Personality-Disorder.html
[2]
http://www.cheatsheet.com/health-fitness/science-explains-why-women-talk-more-than-men.html/?a
=viewall
[3] http://judgybitch.com/2016/08/16/reblog-research-find-that-as-a-group-only-men-pay-tax/
[4] https://blacklabellogic.com/2016/07/18/gendernomics-female-sexual-strategies-part-2/
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The Waffle-cone of Deplorables
November 25, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Not a standard fallacy by any stretch
or means, rather, I would argue it as a variant of a red herring. The name I gave to it, comes from
reductio ad absurdum which is a logical device, wherein one attempts to disprove a statement by
showing that it leads to an absurd conclusion. Alternatively, to prove that a statement must be true, as
it not being true would lead to an absurd conclusion. Combined with “ethica” the Latin word for
ethics. The impetus for the creation of this new variant of logical fallacy, is that it is becoming quite
common to observe that people engaged in a debate, seek to turn a debate regarding facts, into a
debate regarding ethics.
While ethical considerations are important, they are not the be all, end all of argument. When one
pivots from a debate on solid factual foundations, to one based in ethical considerations one at the
same time moves to a foundation of sand. Furthermore, the concept of “Virtue signalling” where a
person asserts opposition to an opponents position based not in fact, or logic, but in order to increase
their social status within a group or groups.
The fallacy takes place when someone changes the premise for the discussion to be a primarily based
in ethics.

Reduction to Ethics in Practice
A typical example of this fallacy is in the hands of social justice warriors, wherein anyone who
disagrees with their arguments and perception of the world is decried as being various forms of “ist”
or “phobe“. This is a case of reductio ad ethica with a pivot into an ad hominem (argument to the
man). The steps by which the argument is committed is tend to take the following abstract form:
Non-SJW: “Based on the overall resource requirements to integrate certain groups within our
society, combined with demographic change, and the present economic situation within our nation, it
would be unsound to increase immigration”
SJW: “You just hate non-white people! Racist!”
Here the Non-SJW presented an argument based in economics, considering both the future and the
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present situation of a nation’s resources, in order to come to a conclusion that it would not be
economically sustainable to increase immigration at present. The SJW counter-argument changes the
topic to morality, and specifically a case of a perceived moral failing within the non-SJW. The
correct counter-argument to make would be one based in economics.
What takes place is that the SJW changes the terms of the argument from logos, to an attack on the
ethos of the person presenting the argument. I would not presume to know what takes place within
the head of an SJW at such points, and it is by no means a phenomena isolated to Social Justice
Warriors. What it is, is a convenient and easy way in which to make an appeal to the pathos and ethos
of an audience, utilizing social proof as leverage.
The other speaker, now finds himself on the defensive attempting to protect and defend their person,
rather than presenting arguments. While surrounding by a crowd shrieking “Sexist, racist, bigot,
islamophobe” it is few that stand stern of their convictions and continue to present factual argument.
As Scott Adams also points out, people are rarely convinced by facts. Furthermore, mobs are more
easily swayed by the means of social proof and the perception “Sounds like everyone thinks
economics is a racist science and that the Non-SJW is a racist“.
The reduction to ethics serves to “Kony 2012” any argument, wherein a short-term action such as
clicking like on a post, or retweeting it makes one feel good, as one has done the “right thing“. For
instance, I have no doubt that the protesters with #NotMyPresident signs, or the feminists interrupting
a symposium on men’s rights feel both morally justified and morally just in doing so. They feel as if
they are doing the morally right thing.
However, their error lies in that rather than approaching it from the perspective of knowledge and
facts, they are approaching it from the perspective of ethics. Facts are universal, ethics are not.
Unfortunately, our species is put together in a way where the latter are more effective than the
former.
Thus, countering every argument, which you find yourself unable to respond to in the terms
presented, with reduction to ethics followed by ad hominem is a brilliant strategy. From a rhetorical
perspective, it shifts the foundation of the argument from logos, to ethos and pathos. It creates an
open door for “Hersey! Witchcraft” type situations.

To What End?
One must wonder what the purpose is, when a person elects to first change the frame of a debate,
from one based in logic and facts, to one based in subjective opinions and emotion and then elects to
attack their opponent on emotional grounds. The first thing that comes to mind is an inability to
respond to the arguments that they are facing. While this may be a contributing factor, a majority of
arguments are predictable. For instance if you debate theism, there are a few arguments that are
inevitably repeated in different forms. A second thing that comes to mind is a desire to conduct the
argument along moral lines, in order to arrive at a satisfactory moral conclusion. The third, and most
insidious, is to make the other person’s position poison. Not satisfied with poisoning a single well,
they seek to poison the spring that feeds every well.
One must keep in mind that once an idea, or set of ideas has been sufficiently poisoned, it cannot be
called upon for a significant amount of time. For instance, among Americans, 30 years after the end
of the Cold War, the words “Communism” and “Socialism” still have strongly negative connotations.
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Among Europeans, and especially Germans, “Right-Wing Populism” or “Nationalism” and any idea
associated with these ideologies are nearly banned from public discourse. Among Britons,
“Thatcherism” is either venerated or despised.
This makes a certain degree of sense from a strategic perspective, if the public perception of an idea
in opposition to yours can be labeled as negative, then it follows that yours will grow in power. For
instance, if one is an apologist for Christianity, it may make sense to attack Atheism, but defend other
religions. If one is an apologist for Socialism, then attack capitalism. An apologist for feminism,
attack the masculine.
If one makes masculinity and the ideas associated with masculinity so negatively loaded that no-one
will admit to supporting them, then it follows that the empty space left behind can only be filled by
feminism. This reminds me of a statement by Karl Marx, often quoted out of context and not in full:
“Religious suffering is, at one and the same time, the expression of real suffering and a
protest against real suffering. Religion is the sigh of the oppressed creature, the heart of a
heartless world, and the soul of soulless conditions. It is the opium of the people.
The abolition of religion as the illusory happiness of the people is the demand for their real
happiness. To call on them to give up their illusions about their condition is to call on them
to give up a condition that requires illusions. The criticism of religion is, therefore, in
embryo, the criticism of that vale of tears of which religion is the halo.”
The solemn point of this quote is that humans are born with voids that are filled with ideas. Within
these voids, we introduce concepts that help us explain the world, the state of the world and the
conditions of the peoples within. The competition for space within these voids is where rhetoric,
marketing and so on, comes in, in that they all compete to ideally monopolize a specific void or
multiple voids. By limiting alternate fillings, one increases the competitive advantage of one’s own.
The reduction to ethics, and the ad hominem that rapidly follows such a red herring, is an attempt to
damage those who would present ideas contrary to our own in a manner that not only damages them,
but serves to set an example for anyone who would oppose our idea again. This has become quite a
phenomenon in academia, where certain types or directions within research are “career-enders” or
will never receive funding, not because the additions the research would make to the knowledge base
has no value, but because it goes against the prevailing moral sentiment.
For instance research into differences in intelligence between population groups or sexes. There is no
logical reason for why this type of research should not be conducted, as it could serve to greatly
inform political and economic action on an international scale. The protests against this research is
entirely emotional and based in morality.
By ensuring that any person who wants to conduct such research, who engages in such research, or
advocates such research is immediately kicked out from the academic community, loses standing
within their peer group and has their careers ruined. Furthermore, by making sure to do so in the most
public, and embarrassing way, one limits the amount of persons who would be inclined to venture
down that path in the future.
By treating those who would seek to evaluate, explore, understand and advocate certain ideas, not as
the holders of a bad idea, but as morally deplorable persons, one is changing the charge from:
“There is something wrong with your idea”
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To
“There is something wrong with you”
It is no longer a case of a person being ill-informed, having made a poor logical conclusion, having
become misguided due to an echo chamber. It is a case of a rotten apple in a barrel of apples that
must be eliminated before the rot can spread.
It is changing the subject of the evaluation from the argument to the person making the argument.
I’m reminded of a scene from the movie “Thank You for Smoking” in which the protagonist Nick
Naylor demonstrates rhetoric and debate strategy to his son, Joey:
Nick: Okay, let’s say that you’re defending chocolate and I’m defending vanilla. Now, if I
were to say to you, “Vanilla’s the best flavor ice cream”, you’d say …?
Joey: “No, chocolate is.”
Nick: Exactly. But you can’t win that argument. So, I’ll ask you: So you think chocolate is
the end-all and be-all of ice cream, do you?
Joey: It’s the best ice cream; I wouldn’t order any other.
Nick: Oh. So it’s all chocolate for you, is it?
Joey: Yes, chocolate is all I need.
Nick: Well, I need more than chocolate. And for that matter, I need more than vanilla. I
believe that we need freedom and choice when it comes to our ice cream, and that, Joey
Naylor, that is the definition of liberty.
Imagine the continuation of this debate within the context of our modern social and political climate.
Nick: My opponent is against liberty, he wants to deny all of you the pleasures of tasting all sorts of
ice cream. He seeks to limit your freedom to only chocolate ice cream! He only wants one kind of ice
cream within this ice cream store, he is clearly an ice-cream racist! How can we let such antiquated,
and deplorable ideas permeate through our ice cream store?
Joey: I’m not an ice-creamophobe, I want and welcome all forms of ice-cream into our ice cream
store!
Nick: But did you not just argue that you wanted only one type of ice cream within our ice cream
store? One could put half of my opponent’s supporters into a group I call the Waffle-Cone of
Deplorables, your anti-vanilla, pistachiophobes, Cherry-Garcia-haters….
Is this by any stretch an accurate representation of Joey’s argument?
It’s not, however what it does do is effectively pile on ad hominem attacks about Joey’s character and
person, without a single challenge to his original argument that chocolate ice cream is better than
vanilla.
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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The Red Pill and Defense Mechanisms
November 28, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When I was writing the recent article about the
lamentations of “Fun Single girl“, one of the things that struck me was how many of her complaints,
men being raised poorly, men not embodying the narrative of what a man should be and men not
knowing what they want, so accurately appear to capture the negative phenomena. Some of the more
frequent complaints I see in the manosphere both in articles and comment sections is that women are
no longer raised to be feminine, to embody the image of what a female is and that women do not
know what they want. This made me think of the mechanism of psychological projection, wherein a
human being defends themselves against unconscious impulses or qualities by denying their
existence in themselves and attributing them to others. Perhaps the woman in lamentations is in fact
attributing the truth about herself to the men she desires but fails to capture in her net.
This lead to thinking about the psychological defense mechanisms that Sigmund Freud identified, and
that Anna Freud defined in “The Ego and the Mechanisms of Defense“. These are not merely
unconscious protective measures to stop you from connecting with your instincts, but also serve to
protect you from the consequences of confronting your flaws and weaknesses. Thus, by identifying
when defense mechanisms appear in your psyche, you can better connect with your instincts,
confront your flaws, and eradicate your weaknesses. There is quite an arsenal of different defense
mechanisms, but for the purpose of brevity, I’ll cover the nine most common ones.

Defense Mechanisms
All the defense mechanisms share a common goal, to protect your ego. While the manifestation of
many of them appear similar in manifestation, they are in fact different phenomena with different
consequences. One should seek to identify these in oneself in order to grow as a person. Even the
“best” defense mechanism, that involves channeling negative emotions into productive outlets,
ultimately denies you growth on an emotional level. One can frequently see this in people who
engage in vigorous bouts of self-improvement and self-development, only to find themselves not
realizing their desired outcome.
All defense mechanisms tend to negatively influence your life, as they prevent you from confronting
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reality, however some are more productive than others. For instance sublimation (channeling
negative emotions into positive action) is better than sitting down with your fingers in your ears going
“nananana“, as with denial.

Denial
This is in many ways the generic mechanism as it serves as the foundation for many others. This
mechanism is in use when a person refuses to see the truth of fact, or reality. While this may be a
normal reaction to trauma, it also surfaces in many other situations. One of the better examples would
be what was themed quantum state feminists by Milo Yiannopoulos, in that they provoke a response,
only to claim to be the victim. In a sense, they are in denial of their own role in the situation.
With male and female relationships denial plays a somewhat unique role relating to female solipsism,
where it appears that denial is a cornerstone of the female psyche, both in terms of loyalty and
wrongdoing, but also in terms of being capable of disregarding large arsenals of fact in favor of
anecdotal evidence.

Repression
The form of this function is one step beyond denial, where a person actually forgets unpleasant
experiences in the past, or forgets to do something they find unpleasant such as visiting a dentist.
People rarely forget those things that they enjoy or desire, but are prone to forget those which they do
not. This reflects back to an old adage about weight training, “Do the lifts you hate”, people rarely
forget to go to the gym on chest day, but frequently do so on leg day.

Regression
A person utilizing regression reverts back to a child-like emotional state where unconscious fears,
anxieties and general angst reappears. A person generally regresses when put under conditions of
stress. A person who regresses to the oral stage for instance, may become verbally aggressive. A
person regressing to the anal stage may become messy or overly tidy. Freud’s original concept of
psycho-sexual development centers on fixations developing at various stages. A fixation developing
at the oral stage would according to Freud lead to an individual that has problems with dependency or
aggression. If a fixation occurs at the anal stage, this manifests in a person either being messy,
wasteful or destructive or alternatively, stringent, rigid and obsessive.

Displacement
The defense mechanism known as displacement is when feelings that would get you in trouble are
transferred from the target to a more harmless target. For instance, a husband may be angry at his
wife, but instead takes it out on his employees. Feelings of lust towards an employee may be
displaced to the wife. In essence, this is a simple case of moving feelings from one target to another.
A person may also transfer anger at another into anger directed at themselves, which then manifests
as self-destructive behavior.

Projection
Projection, the mechanism that started this essay, is one in which a person “projects” less desirable
qualities, desires or onto someone else. We saw this illustrated in the lamentations of fun single girl,
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in that many of the things she mentioned about men such as them not knowing what they want, and
avoiding settling down, are frequently the actions that land women in “fun, single land” at 30 years
old or older.

Reaction formation
This is when a person pulls a reversal on what they are actually feeling. Lets say that you harbor
lustful feelings towards a co-worker, but you cannot act on them, as dipping your pen in company ink
is a recipe for disaster. So instead of expressing your feelings of lust, you express the exact opposite.
Quite common among men, especially those who have not implemented red pill philosophy, it
defends the integrity of the psyche by preemptively rejecting the female through opposite behavior.

Intellectualization
The mechanism of intellectualization is when rather than confront the emotional fallout and
consequences of events, one instead approaches it from an intellectual perspective. Men appear more
prone to this defense mechanism, and one of the better examples is the manner in which many
women try to persuade their boyfriends to move in with them. “It makes so much sense financially,
there is no point in paying for 2 appartements right?” or “We spend most of the time at my place
anyway, so it would save so much time instead of running between our places“. Rather than challenge
why every fiber of their being is fighting against moving in together, these guys think “I can’t
disagree with the logic“.

Rationalization
Rationalization is simply a case of explaining away a situation. Where a person engaging in
intellectualization converts painful or negative emotions into neutral thoughts, a person engaging in
rationalization deals with the behavior or emotions through explaining them in some way. My
favorite example of this mechanism in women, is from the movie “Clerks” where the following
conversation takes place between the main character (Dante) and his girlfriend, Veronica [1]:
Dante: You sucked that guy’s dick!?
Veronica: Yeah, how do you think I knew that he…
Dante: Wait, but you said you only had sex with three different guys! You never mentioned
him.
Veronica: Because I never had sex with him.
Dante: You sucked his dick!
Veronica: We went out a few times. We never had sex, but we fooled around.
Dante: Oh, my God! Why did you tell me you only had sex with three different guys?
Veronica: Because I did only have sex with three different guys! That doesn’t mean I didn’t
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just go with people.
Dante: Oh, my God, I feel so nauseous.
Veronica: Sorry, Dante, I thought you understood.
Dante: I did understand! I understood that you had sex with three different guys and that’s
all you said!
Veronica: Please calm down.
Dante: How many?
Veronica: Dante!
Dante: How many dicks have you sucked?
Veronica: Let it go!
Dante: How many?
Veronica: All right! Shut up a second and I’ll tell you! Jesus! I didn’t freak out like this
when you told me how many girls you fucked!
Dante: This is different! This is important! How many? [A customer comes up to the
counter and Dante helps her while Veronica does some math] Well?
Veronica: Um… something like 36.
Dante: WHAT? SOMETHING LIKE 36!?
Veronica: Lower your voice.
Dante: Wait, what is that anyway, “something like 36?” Does that include me?
Veronica: Um… 37.
The conversation above is what if often referred to as the “rationalization hamster” within the
manosphere. Where a woman who sleeps with a man will rationalize away guilt, shame or the fact
that she has a boyfriend, with “it just happened“. Some of the early pick-up material was built around
feeding the hamster and giving a woman what would sound as credible excuses when she explains to
her friends what happened.

Sublimation
The 9th and final defense mechanism covered in this essay, sublimation is when a person takes
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negative emotions and converts them into productive outlets. For instance, a man who takes his
negative emotions about his self-worth and converts it into ambition and accomplishments. In many
ways, sublimation is the primary defense mechanism advocated by most self-development authors
both within and outside of the manosphere. Where the “always be improving” mantra advocates
utilizing negative emotions and pushing yourself into a non-stop hamster wheel of self-improvement.

Summary and Conclusions
The defense mechanisms in themselves form a framework through which you can analyze your
reactions to stress. While sublimation is most likely the most productive one, it is no more productive
than identifying the reason for why you are utilizing it. You may find yourself a few years down the
road, having made great progress, yet facing the exact same issues. The ability to identify defense
mechanisms at work in other people, also lets you know that you are pressing on a sore spot, and
thus, informs future actions.
Perhaps one of the more known uses of defense mechanisms in the sphere is relating to the so called
“Purple Pill“, which can be argued as a mixture of denial and rationalization, wherein a person who
is fully aware of red pill truths, will deny or rationalize them away to save themselves the struggle
and pain involved with letting go of the blue pill fantasy. This is quite common among men who find
the sphere because they are hopelessly in love with their unicorn, and seek to deductively solve their
problem. They arrive in the sphere, learn game, and occasionally the principles that serve as its
foundation. They utilize these methods in order to get their oneitis, then immediately revert back to
the blue pill theoretical framework only to find themselves in the sphere yet again, this time
lamenting the loss of their “perfect woman“, and asking how to win her back.
When Neil Strauss tells the story of Mystery and his oneitis in “The Game”, what he outlines is the
breakdown of Mystery’s intellectualization of the human mating process. Mystery devised a system
that predictably and reliably allowed him to sleep with beautiful women, however when he sought to
bridge this into a long-term relationship with a woman with whom he was in love, the
intellectualization cracked. He was no longer able to view the interactions through a purely
intellectual lens, due to the strength of the emotions he was feeling. When we speak of congruence,
we are speaking of to what extent a person’s external manifestation reflects their inner reality.
For instance, is the man who appears confident, well put together, great looking, in great shape, with
all the trappings of wealth and style truly this person, or is this merely a image he projects into the
world, to cover the opposite? Female’s shit test for this exact reason, to see whether the inside
matches the outside.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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More Reading:
Why Do I Do That?: Psychological Defense Mechanisms and the Hidden Ways They Shape Our
Lives by Joseph Burgo
Sources:
[1] https://en.wikiquote.org/wiki/Clerks_%28film%29
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The Social Breach of Contract
December 1, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The social contract is a concept that symbolizes the
agreement between the individual and the collective. It protects the rights of the individual and the
outlines the duties each individual must accept in order to gain the benefits of the collective. In a
sense, this is a case of risk management on a very high level, wherein each individual who opts in
gains a way to normalize risk through the law of large numbers. The concept of the social contract
comes from Jean-Jacques Rousseau, and is Rousseau’s idea on how to best form a community in lieu
of the problems he identified in his discourse on inequality. One of the fundamental principles within
the theory is that force does not create right, and humans are only obliged to submit to legitimate
powers. Therefore, a human has no duty to submit to coercion.
Furthermore, it makes no sense for a human to voluntarily submit to slavery, therefore to accept a
rule in which they accept a lesser amount of rights or higher amount of duties than others makes little
sense. Thus, as individuals gather intro steadily larger tribes, unless their rights and duties are equal
and identical, one group or multiple groups will be enslaving the other(s).
In exchange for each member of his tribe or group pledging to protect his rights, he also pledges to
protect theirs, thus he gains protection and he gains duties. This forms the basis for most of the
Western democracies that we have today. Many countries have such principles outlined within their
constitutions, drawing limits for both individual rights and behaviors, along with the rights and
behaviors of the collective.
However, as with most deals that are struck, this has tended to somewhat breach against the original
terms over time, wherein the collective Leviathan of the state slowly take away the rights of their
population, while seeking more rights for itself. This is merely a function of incentive theory, that
leads the individuals chosen to represent the people to act in their own best short-term interest, at the
expense of the population.
For instance, within European “Social Democracies” the immigration policy has been utilized as a
way to secure voters for social democratic parties. No voter who is dependent on the state will vote to
reduce the benefits they derive from it, thus, they will vote for the parties that promise them the
largest paycheck from the collective. Therefore, by encouraging an immigration policy that leads to
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many new people dependent on the state, has the effect of increasing state power. However, doing so
is also ensuring that those who form the backbone of your society are slowly deriving benefit from it
on a declining scale.
As benefits decline, it follows that the difference between contribution and withdrawal becomes
skewed, and thus the logic of contribution becomes less sound. This stems from the fact that a state
may only exist through two means, bribery or threat. In the case of bribery, the men who make up the
state agree to sublimate some of their baser urges and tendencies in exchange for benefits that they
derive from belonging to the group. In the case of threats, they agree to do so under threat of
punishment.
To draw a parallel to raising children, you may bribe your child to get good grades by offering
rewards when the child reaches a certain level of achievement. You may also threaten the child with a
punishment should they fail to reach a certain level of achievement. These are in embryo similar from
the perspective of operant conditioning, however the latter tends to garner much more resentment.
Furthermore, as groups form within the group, those seeking to become representatives will often
pander to some groups to the detriment of others. Some focus on business interests, some on the
interests of women, minorities, or alternatively on “workers“, in the process promising to increase the
benefits derived from the social contract of their base, by taking from one group to bribe another.
This is summed up by H.L Mencken quite concisely and incisively in the following quote:
“The state — or, to make matters more concrete, the government — consists of a gang of
men exactly like you and me. They have, taking one with another, no special talent for the
business of government; they have only a talent for getting and holding office. Their
principal device to that end is to search out groups who pant and pine for something they
can’t get, and to promise to give it to them. Nine times out of ten that promise is worth
nothing. The tenth time it is made good by looting ‘A’ to satisfy ‘B’. In other words,
government is a broker in pillage, and every election is a sort of advanced auction on stolen
goods.”
Machiavelli in his treatise “The Prince“ outlined that a prince when faced with the choice between
being loved or feared, should elect to be feared. However, within the modern democracies the ability
to maintain an aura of fear, yet still be re-elected appears to be impossible. Thus, the modern Princes
and Princesses compete to be loved, with the inevitable downside that Machiavelli outlines:
“It is much safer to be feared than loved because …love is preserved by the link of
obligation which, owing to the baseness of men, is broken at every opportunity for their
advantage; but fear preserves you by a dread of punishment which never fails.”
In order to be elected they make promises to the voters, that are inevitably broken when it is
expedient to do so, when face with the choice between self-interest or collective interest most love
themselves the most. When faced with the unpopular decision that is required for the long term
survival of the social contract, and thus the state, the choice to make the popular, yet destructive
choice is therefore their chosen option.
As people over time steadily seek to eliminate risk to themselves and push this risk over to the
collective, thus reducing the volatility of outcome, the state will step in to take control of the business
cycle, seeking to limit volatility. However, fortunes are made from
Thus, we arrive at the present moment, where the modern Western Democracies are facing the
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challenge of no option but to make the unpopular and “heartless” decisions required for the long-term
prosperity of the social contract.
One cannot expect for the horse to continue to carry the majority of the burden for countries, only to
feed the pigs.

Evaluating The Tax Gap
The Gender Pay Gap gets much attention, despite it being both a misnomer and often a source of
much shoddy scholarly work. I found a paper from New Zealand, that evaluates the distribution of
income and fiscal incidence by age and gender. The purpose of the paper as explained by the authors
in the introduction is:
This paper contributes to the literature on fiscal incidence by examining the age and gender
dimension of redistribution through taxation and government spending in New Zealand. [1]
New Zealand for those who are unfamiliar with the country, is a modern democratic nation in by the
Western model. It is ranked the 9th best country to live in [2] and is the 9th most gender equal
country in the world. Females have a 62% labor participation rate [3] compared to the male rate of
73.8%, which is the highest female participation in the top 10. By most measures a great country to
live in, and one rapidly approaching gender equality.
The first two stats that jumped out at me was the income inequality and the labor force participation
rate statistics:
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As the authors of the study themselves point out, some of the income discrepancy is explained by the
lower labor force participation. However, as a mixed market economy, there is a distinct difference
between income earned through labor, and disposable income. New Zealand, as does many other
similar countries in Western Europe, engage in income redistribution through the tax system.
Meaning that those who earn more are taxed at a higher rate, and this income is then distributed to
those who earn less. Such redistribution mechanisms are among others, pensions, housing subsidies,
tax credits and unemployment benefits.
When we take a look at the direct tax per age group and gender for the New Zealand statistics the
following graph is the result:

From the graph
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we see that the line for direct tax closely resembles that for market income both across gender and
across age group. Without going too much into the why of the two graphs, it is clear that men both
earn much more of the income and pay much more of the taxes.
The authors of the study also points out, that hours worked is likely a factor. As is time off with
children, electing to prioritize family over career and other factors.
The average hourly pay rate for the group between 15 – 64, was $23,69 for women and $28.21 for
men. This is a difference of 16% in favor of men. Furthermore, the average hours worked per week
among men were 37,2 and for women it was 28,9. Meaning that in an average week the male wage
earner will earn a pre-tax income of $1049, and the woman $685. An earnings gap of 35%. A woman
who worked the same amount of hours as a male would reduce this gap to 16% as the only
differentiating factor was average hourly wage.
This does not take into account entry into the labor force, individual factors such as negotiations,
sectors they work within, as this is a pure “all money earned by women/all women” type calculation,
thus labor force participation is a factor. This is classic of positivism as it only seeks to establish what
is, not why or how.
From these graphs in unison, we can see that men do earn more market income, yet they also pay
much more in taxes. Between men and women there is a direct tax paid gap where women pay 40 –
50% less tax than men overall. This ranges from a tax gap of only 19% in the 65 – 69 bracket, to a tax
gap of 57% in the 30 – 35 bracket. To point out, the gap between male hourly earnings and female
hourly earnings was 16%. The authors actually point out that the sharp increase in taxes paid by
women in the 65 – 69 year old group, is due to eligibility to receive pensions from the state, which
represents an increase in their income.
There is also an interesting drop in direct tax paid by women in the 40 – 44 age bracket, that the
authors of the study point to as being associated with a reduction in taxable welfare benefits for the
age group. Most likely due to a decrease in family benefits after child rearing ages. These income
benefits derived from the state’s redistribution policies, favor women, with there being a 23%
lifetime income support gap. That peaks at age 25 – 29, where women receive 67% more income
support than men, and is the smallest at age 70 – 74, where men and women receive equal amounts.
This results in the gap being reduced from an 89% gap in market income between men and women,
to a 43% gap in disposable income between men and women, and this is just the first round of
redistribution. The authors then start to take into account the effect of being in a couple, which
translates into shared resources. Furthermore, it does not take into account the effects of publicly
provided goods and services, or indirect taxation such as sales taxes. When these factors are taken
into account, the gap drops to 35% for final income.
The percentage difference in the three types of income per age bracket can be seen below along with
the graph showing the net fiscal impact per capita by gender and age group for 2010:
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What this demonstrates is that men “break even” for society when they reach roughly 24 years of age,
whereas women do not break even until they are in their mid 40s. The authors attribute this to a
combination of lower workforce participation, higher health and education spending, higher income
support and lower indirect and direct taxation. The results of this is that a profile can be produced for
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each gender that demonstrates cumulative net fiscal impact per capita by gender and age group:

From the above profile we can see that where as men start to “correct” at age 20 – 24, and arrive in
the black for society around 35, women never produce positive income for society. The positive net
fiscal impact made by women ages 45 – 59 is simply not enough to outweigh the negative impact
they have had on the collective bank account for the preceding 45 years, and retirement age quickly
approaches, and women add more negatives to an already negative profile.

Summary and Conclusions
The point of this article is not to attack anyone, but it is to highlight that the value of membership in a
group, is dependent on the benefits you derive from membership and the cost of the membership. In
the scenario above from New Zealand for instance, it is clear that speaking purely in terms of
finances, the women of the country are deriving a greater benefit from belonging to the group than
the men. The men are accepting more duties, the women derive more benefits, and to borrow
Rousseau’s definition, the men are slaves. This is not to say that a small group of men are gaining
enormous benefits from being a part of the group, this would include those top earners, the top wealth
owners and such, however these do not make up a great majority. On the same note, there are
probably women who follow a pattern similar to that of men in figure 17, but this is likewise not a
great majority.
The question in such a situation is therefore, how long an inequitable contract can remain without
there being a drive for amending or restoring the original balance struck between duties and
privileges. In a civilization where women are in the situation where they have the fewest duties, and
the most rights, the men are hardly being offered an equitable situation.
Perhaps the most important point from a red pill perspective, is that regardless of whether you elect to
get married or not, even if you go hardline MGTOW, women through the use of feminism as their
battle strategy have ensured that they have a way to vacuum your wallet, and use your labor to their
benefit.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
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who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
The Social Contract by Jean-Jacques Rousseau
Sources:
[1] The Distribution of Income and Fiscal Incidence by Age and Gender: Some Evidence from New
Zealand, Omar Aziz, Et al.
[2] http://edition.cnn.com/2015/12/16/travel/undp-most-liveable-country/
[3] http://hdr.undp.org/en/composite/GII
[4] http://judgybitch.com/2016/08/16/reblog-research-find-that-as-a-group-only-men-pay-tax/
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Gendernomics: The Economic Engine of Entitlement
December 5, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I’m sure we’ve all seen the statistics that women control most
of the purchasing decisions within a family [1]. This is a major reason why so much of marketing and
advertising is aimed at women. From the statistics I cited in last week’s essay it is also clear that
women are the major beneficiaries of income sharing within the family, on top of being the majority
recipients of social benefits. This all breaks down to the fact that women control much of the money
within a family, not only their own income, but the income of their husband, or many other men
within the society via taxation. This follows from the fact that any social redistribution of income
program is largely a process to redistribute money from men to women. Thus, a woman will not only
control her own income, as is frequently the case with men.
Any man who has ever lived with a modern western woman knows the distinction between “our
money“, which is the income earned by the man, and “my money” meaning the income earned by the
woman. Thus, at best the man controls his own income, subtracting the income he contributes to joint
expenses. The woman on the other hand controls her own income and part of the man’s income, and
in some modern western states also gets specific allowances from the state. If the woman decides that
she is not happy and wants to kick the guy out, then the state will rapidly step in to be her daddy.
Therefore, a woman within a family at minimum controls income equal to that of her own, plus part
of that of her husband. A single woman at minimum controls her own income, and a single woman
with children controls her own income, plus the income received via the state. Thus, it follows that
any marketer worth his or her salt will seek to appeal to women.

The Working Woman
The working woman is not really a modern invention, prior to the 1950s or 1960s when home
appliances become commonplace within households, being a homemaker was a full time job. If you
go back before hot water heaters, dishwashers, washing machines, dryers, fridges, and gas stoves, a
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woman could easily spend 8 – 10 hours a day just keeping up with household chores. So, women
were working full-time, just not outside the house. If you go back further into the pre-industrial age,
then women would often participate in agricultural work. However, the wage earning woman,
working outside of the home and starting to rival men in labor force participation is a fairly new
phenomenon starting in the post-war years.
Part of the reason for this was that during WW2, as men were off fighting the war, women stepped in
and did many of the jobs that men would normally have done, for instance working in armament
factories, and the likes. This was a necessary task, and a source of competitive advantage. However,
once the war ended, many women went back to the life as a housewife, and this formed the backbone
of the “boomer” years, and the image of the perfect American family.
However, some women had gotten a taste of the independence that comes with earning your own
paycheck, and not being dependent on a man. Furthermore, the freedom associated with having the
man off fighting a war, and thus being free to engage socially without limitations. Thus, the second
wave of feminism hit in the 60s and 70s, demanding women’s right to work and be taken seriously at
work.
As we moved along the 70s, 80s, 90s and 00s, we see that women are now eclipsing men in earning
degrees, are catching up in labor force participation and income. However, this correlates strongly
with women becoming less happy, decade after decade. [2]
Why?
The first question is, if women really wanted to work and their happiness was contingent on working,
then how come they are steadily becoming more unhappy? There are other negative aspects as well,
such as much higher divorce rates and lower birth rates. One could argue that wage labor contributes
to the self-actualization of women, referring to the highest level of Maslow’s hierarchy of needs, and
this is perhaps the case for some women. However, if it was the case for all women, then one would
not see female levels of happiness drop as they are getting more degrees, better jobs and more money.
One could even argue that a woman who graduates high school at 18, a 4 year college at 22/23, and
then spends 4 – 10 years working before she hits her epiphany phase and decides to settle down and
have children, has overshot her peak fertility and sexual market window, with the negative effects
that come from that.
However, if one looks at reasons for females working, without considering female happiness or the
betterment of families what are the effects?
For one, it increases the number of workers available to companies within the economy, meaning that
you essentially double the available labor force. This increases competition in the labor force pushing
down wages. In addition it increases the amount of money available to be spent for each family,
meaning more consumption and demand for the products being produced. It increases tax revenue for
the government, as they will be collecting sales taxes, income taxes and various other taxes on more
people/more consumption. Finally, it increases GDP. The most interesting thing about the GDP is
that a woman who is a homemaker is not producing a benefit for the GDP. However, if two women
hired each other in a net zero transaction, style “I’ll do your house, if you do mine, and we’ll pay
each other $5000 a year to do it” that would increase GDP.
So, for the government and the corporations, female participation in the labor market has a lot of
positive effects, regardless of if it makes women happy or not. The trouble is, that if 2 income
families form the baseline of an economy, then the consumption potential will reflect that. If the
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average American median personal income of the U.S per person is $30,240, and each family has 1
wage earner, that means that services and goods purchased by the family must reflect this level of
income. If the norm is a family with two wage earners, then it follows that consumption can instead
reflect an income per family of $60,480, which means a lot more consumption.

The Construction of the Female Entitlement
Female entitlement is often reflected on in the manosphere. The core of this is the “having it all”
fantasy, which is a fantasy of a world where there are no mutually exclusive choices. It has long been
known that men who do extremely well in their careers often select their careers over their families,
their personal lives and their long-term health. They sacrifice some aspects of life in order to invest
time in other aspects of their life. Time is a zero-sum value, and there is no way of making more.
However, the “having it all” fantasy, is generally composed of the following items:
A) A college education at a 4 year school in the current “in” field. For instance communications,
business, or STEM.
B) A high powered job in a glamorous field such as marketing.
C) A “Sex & The City” lifestyle for a period of 5 – 10 years after graduating that in many ways is the
very embodiment of consumerism and self-indulgence.
D) After C, a perfect Alpha husband with just enough Beta sprinkled in who earns more, has a higher
SMV, and so on.
E) Perfect Children
However, this is a fantasy and while a few select women may be able to live this lifestyle, it is not
available to the great majority. This forms an interesting dilemma, as woman cannot blame
themselves for being deceived, they instead manufacture happiness through consumption. This is no
different than the guy who married the battle-ax escaping to his “man-cave” in the basement or
garage to somewhat relive his bachelor days when he was actually able to be himself.
Women, having been told they could have it all throughout their lives, from the time they were little
girls, never having to face down reality as they have been carried on a cloud of encouragement for
most of their life suffer a hard landing. Normally, this takes place between points C and D, where she
realizes that C has severely damaged her ability to realize D. As D is not forthcoming in the timeframe she has designed, this also puts E into jeopardy.
However, as she has been told that she is entitled to A – E, and more, yet have never had to come to
terms with the lack of realism in this fantasy. Much like every boy who was told that he could
become an astronaut or President, but had to come to terms with it early on in life. These women
become the female equivalent of the 38 year old man who still plays in a band and thinks they are just
about to make it big. Thus, they find substitutes to attempt to recapture some of the fantasy.
This may be in the form of mindless consumerism, racking up debt to attempt to fill the void they are
experiencing with items, trips and various other forms of enjoyment. It may be a full-blown epiphany
phase crisis, where she drops everything and decides to go on an “Eat, Pray, Love” tour. However, it
will always reflect the “Opportunity cost fallacy” that is central to the female psyche.
The female opportunity cost fallacy, can be formulated in the form of “A man looks at his wife and
thinks, nobody’s perfect. A woman looks at her husband and thinks I can do better.” This combined
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with the tendency to blame shift, leads to blaming her husband for not being the perfect man she is
entitled to, her support group for not offering adequate support, and society at large for not delivering
what she was promised.

Summary and Conclusions
The “liberation” of women, has not lead to increases in happiness among women. As women to a
larger and larger degree become what feminism has told them they could be, they become less and
less happy. Divorce rates are high, and many children are growing up in single parent households.
However, what the ongoing encouragement and lifting up of women has done is breed generations of
women who feel entitled to live out a fantasy. When the realization that this will not come true for
them, they compensate with consumerism. Alternatively, they conclude that there is something wrong
with their lives (not themselves) and seek to self-actualize on “Eat, Pray, Love” tours.
This is a great benefit for corporations, who win on both sides of the equation. They get access to a
more highly educated and larger workforce, thus increasing the competition for jobs, pushing down
wages. It gives them a higher chance of finding the candidates they need. Plus, more disposable
income means more shit people can buy.
It’s great for Universities and Colleges that due to an increase in demand for education can crank up
tuition prices and create more courses thus increasing their revenue and available funds for research,
thus increasing their status and respectability within their sector.
It’s great for the Government, as they get higher tax revenues, can push more costs onto the
population directly, it increases GDP, and thus the status of the state. Furthermore, the higher level of
tax revenue, means more power to the state to expand and become larger.
None of these aspects necessarily serve to make women or men happier, in fact it has created
generations of women who adopt more male behavioral patterns, in conflict with their inherent
nature. Which has lead to a generation or two of men who have been pushed and manipulated into
getting very familiar with their feminine side. This breeds women who are less attractive to men, and
men who are less attractive to women.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1]
http://www.forbes.com/sites/bridgetbrennan/2015/01/21/top-10-things-everyone-should-know-aboutwomen-consumers/#4c31545f2897
[2] http://ftp.iza.org/dp4200.pdf
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Gendernomics Sample: The Company of Man
December 8, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
As the Gendernomics book is getting close to being ready for publishing, I thought I’d offer
a sample chapter to the blog audience to get some feedback. The following is the chapter
entitled “The Company of Man” and is the introductory chapter to the micro-economics
section of the book.

The Company of Man

Graph 6

The company of a Man is founded on the day of his birth. It has value to his parents. Throughout his
life, the actions and choices made by the man can either add, subtract or sustain the value of his
equity. The equity starts with a value of zero when he is born, and as he passes through life, his
choices and performance affect the equity. This is the reason why the male sexual market curve peaks
long after the female sexual market value curve. A woman is born with her equity at maximum value
reduced for risk; male equity is built one-step at a time.
The three possibilities for how a man can affect his equity are to some extent situational. Your ability
to allocate capital is highly valued in a modern society; however, it will add little value in a preagrarian hunter and gatherer tribe. This step requires calibration to the relevant society .While the
performance burden is the “how” of what creates equity, the calibration is the “what” and higher
sexual market value and thus mating opportunities is the “why”. This translates the male performance
burden into a function of time, effort and direction.
Graph 6 shows some different equity structures that males can adopt, as their choice. Male A is
highly focused on genetic fitness, which is closer to an Alpha approach; Male B is more focused on
provision, which makes it more of a Beta strategy. Male C is highly focused in other, which is a sign
that either he is subconsciously not building equity for the SMV, or he is consciously avoiding to do
so.

Adding value to your equity
A man can add value to his equity by performing well in a direction that society also appreciates and
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that adds to his social value, his financial value or his genetic value. The first example most men run
into are in their teenage years where athletes and to some extent artists first become successful in the
sexual market place.
These men have taken time and effort and applied it in a manner that causes their equity to increase in
the market place. This is frequently coincidental at this age, as the men are unaware of what they are
doing. This is somewhat of an irony of the manosphere, that some men are able to create sexual
market value at random, whereas others must work and research quite extensively to do so.

Subtracting value from your equity
Removing equity takes place when the man performs in a manner that does not add market value. In
essence, he takes time and effort and applies it in the wrong direction. For instance, a person who is
sublime at mathematics and is the captain of the math team, may have put just as much time and
effort into his direction, however as it does not translate into socially valued traits, the opportunity
cost causes this to be a negative sexual market value investment.
This is not to say that such time and effort applications do not add value, they do, however they do
not add sexual market value in the present context. It is very possible that the captain of the math club
will apply his numerical ability towards finance, which translates into high earnings that increase his
SMV.

Sustaining the value of your equity
Sustaining the value of equity unlike the prior two, is a lot like training to build muscle vs training to
sustain existing muscle. It requires less work and you can keep doing what you are doing as long as
the environment does not change. Examples of men who built major sexual market value early in
their life and have sustained it into old age would be men like Sean Connery and Jack Nicholson,
who despite their advanced age have women of all ages drooling over them.
Sustaining the equity value is a function of two factors, replacement investment and increasing
investment. As sexual market value takes the form of a bell-curve, and women naturally calibrate
towards the top 20% of men, it follows that a general increase in SMV among all men, leads to a
devaluation of the male who fails to account for this. For instance, if a man has an SMV of six and all
the men around him are SMV 7 and above, it follows that his above average SMV, is in fact below
average within this context.
Thus, a man must account for such inflation in sexual market value among men, so that this is taken
into account. If adequate investment to correct for such market changes is not accounted for, it
follows that his relative SMV will diminish abate at a slower rate than with no investment.

Just be yourself
The concept of building your equity in the sexual market place seems to contradict the advice of “Just
be yourself” and it does. Both the examples from building equity and subtracting equity are men
following paths that they enjoy and derive major personal satisfaction from pursuing. Just be yourself
translates into utilize your time and effort in a manner from which you attain pleasure, and in an area
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that you are passionate about, however this can be poor advice in both the sexual market place and
the business world. For every man who built a company from his passion, there are tens, if not
hundreds running companies that are highly profitable yet are unrelated to their passion.
Some men can just be themselves and build massive sexual market value, and these men tend to fall
in the category of natural alpha or accidental alpha. For them, “just be yourself” is sound advice,
because through just being themselves they obtain success in the sexual market place.
For women, “Just be yourself”, may be well intentioned, however it either assumes that every person
is a natural alpha, or it is a way to encourage men to spend their time and energy in a manner, which
makes mate-filtering simple for women.
Just be yourself in general, is a carte blanche to pay no heed to the manner in which you spend your
time and effort as long as it is pleasurable in the present.
Successful companies happen when a good idea, hits a market that needs that idea, and the company
has the ability to deliver solutions to people in the form of products. Not every company has the
capability to come up with the right idea, create and produce a solution and find the market that will
appreciate it. A company’s ability to grasp opportunities depends on its strengths and weaknesses,
while avoiding threats.
Your ability to build equity and success in the sexual market place likewise depends on your
strengths.

Swotting Yourself
One of the most important things to keep in mind when you decide to enter the SMP is to perform an
objective self-analysis. One of the many reasons why Alpha often eludes definition is that most men
have their own internal image of what an alpha entails, and thus measure themselves to that concept
rather than an objective definition. This leads to much confusion, and thus the easiest way to define
alpha is to do so through results.
The core trait that makes an alpha is that he is highly successful with women, racking up an
impressive notch count if that is his choice, entering into long-term relationships with extremely
attractive women is a second option.
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The SWOT analysis is a framework that is
very popular in business circles during strategy sessions for evaluating a company. The core aspects
of such an analysis is that a group sits down and evaluates the various aspects of the company, to see
what strengths can be leveraged, which weaknesses need to be remedied, which opportunities can be
exploited and which threats need to be guarded against.
A cornerstone of successful self-improvement knows the past and the present in order to plan and
create systems for the future. If this is a person’s first attempt at self-improvement, they will not be
able to leverage as much information about the past as someone who has tried and failed multiple
times, however they will still have knowledge of their history.
The SWOT framework may be employed both prior to goal setting, after goal setting, or during goal
setting. It can be applied holistically or segmentally to each area of your life or to your whole life in
general. If a person is already aware of their goal(s) they can apply the framework with a specific
perspective of how strengths can be leveraged, weaknesses accounted for, opportunities leveraged
and threats mitigated.
From a whole life perspective, the analysis will grow more complex, but it is a useful tool to perform
a self-audit prior to engaging in a large-scale self-development project.

Strengths
A strength can come in many forms. If you have financial means to enlist people at the top of their
field, this aids in achieving almost any goal. One reason why so many actors are able to make very
impressive body transformations in such a short period is their ability to hire coaches, nutritionists
and chefs to ensure that their diet and exercise is on point.
A person can have many strengths and few strengths, what is important is the ability to leverage them
to maximum effect.

Weaknesses
The difference between a weakness and a threat is that a weakness can frequently be remedied with
discipline and hard work, a threat is something that can be guarded against and mitigated, but never
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truly eliminated.
Being aware of your weaknesses guards against common issues that negative affects selfdevelopment. Having a weak sense of structure or discipline will negatively affect your efforts to lift
weight or fix your diet. Having few social skills and struggling talking to people will influence your
efforts to get good at pick-up.
A typical weakness for many is the tendency to put off action in favor of planning or waiting for the
perfect opportunity. This is common for the so-called “orbiters”, men who hang around an attractive
female and acts as boyfriends she does not have to sleep with. Rather than making a move, being shot
down and moving on to another woman, these men can spend years obsessing over their unicorn, thus
sacrificing other opportunities.

Opportunities
Opportunities represent ways to apply your strengths, reduce your weaknesses and reduce threats. If
for instance one of your weaknesses is speaking to people in public, the start-up of a local
toastmaster’s club is an opportunity. Much of life is centered on grabbing opportunities when the
Universe gives them to you, and making the most of them.
For instance, if you are a highly skilled chef, offering to host a cooking class at some local institution
could be a good way to obtain opportunities to meet women in a context where you have social proof
and contextual alphaness.
If you are out of shape but your best friend is a meathead, leveraging his knowledge of training and
nutrition to your benefit, is an opportunity.

Threats
Threats are somewhat of a weaponized form of weaknesses, while many are aware of their own
weaknesses despite not wanting to admit it to themselves, threats tend to form when the external
world interacts with a weakness. If a person has weak self-discipline, attending a birthday part where
all the foods that could screw up his diet will be present, odds are this will cause him to go off his
diet.
A typical example of a threat, utilizing the same example from above of the orbiter with oneitis, a
threat to him would be an alpha male entering the life of the woman he is orbiting.
With a firm grasp of strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats, planning can commence for
how to apply this to a goal or set of goals.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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The Climate Change Red Pill
December 12, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I did something I promised myself I would stop doing
on Twitter the other day, I made a snarky remark about climate change. I wasn’t going to write about
the ensuing debate, or the topic itself, as it does not fit the nature of this blog, however, then it struck
me; climate change and the red pill have many things in common. They are both issues that have
strong components within both facts and policy, both are emotionally loaded and they tend to involve
policy solutions that have unforeseen and negative consequences.
The reason why I tend to avoid issues like climate change is for the simple reason that they are highly
emotional issues. In addition, many of the climate change adherents are pushing policy, and
predictably engage in typical name-calling rather than discussions regarding underlying principles.
This is very similar to discussing social issues, where statements of a red pill nature frequently can
have you branded a misogynist faster than a 35 year old single girl empties a box of wine.

The Facts
I have no issues with the main facts of the climate change debate, co2 emissions are at the highest
recorded level ever, high levels of Co2 in the atmosphere traps heat, thus leading to the temperature
of the earth increasing, leading to a string of other consequences.
In the same manner, I have no issues with the facts in the red pill debate, women do earn less than
men, there are more men than women at high levels of business and government. There are inherent
biological differences between the biological sexes, and also a string of social differences. Women
are disproportionately victims of sexual violence, men of violence in general. Women tend to live
longer, and men commit suicide at higher rates. Back in the day feminism was founded based on an
empirical observation that women could not vote, then that women were not treated equally in the
workplace, then that women were not treated in a way that would make Kim Jong Un jealous.
My issue in neither case are with what can be documented in terms of facts, meaning empirical
structured observations according to positivist methodology, that tells us the “what” of a situation. It
is with the convolution of problem with solution.
For instance, the suffragettes who got women the vote, were uniquely focused on one side of the
equation. The right to vote, they did not also demand the duty to protect your country in the advent of
war. The female libertines who demanded the pill and free abortion as baseline female reproductive
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rights, were not focused on securing the same for men.
This highlights a tendency to ignore facts one does not like, that either reduces the value of the right
by adding a duty, or adds nuance to the factual hammer being used to nail up the policy.

The Policies
The policies enacted in order to solve the perceived problem established by the facts on the other
hand are often lacking in empirical information and tend to be driven by ideological perspectives. For
instance, with the climate change crew, its lead by a string of celebrities that have multiple massive
mansions in a myriad of countries and are flying around the world in private jets, telling everyone
else that they have to stop driving to work. Who are largely being helped by politicians who seeing
that the clock is ticking for how long they can fool their constituents are aiming to land a cushy gig in
an international organization where they can follow in the footsteps of the celebrities.
On the right on the other hand, they are seeing that the mere acceptance of the facts means that the
left will push their narrative and ideological solutions, which will cost them millions in corporate
sponsorship. Not to mention the fact that they have spent the last 50 years being pounded harder than
a middle-aged housewife on a Jamaican “find myself” vacation. So, they are refusing to accept that its
getting warmer.
The policies to respond to the facts under point one, are predictably problematic, where the right
seeking to alleviate the situation without pissing off their lobbyists from the fossil fuel industry, and
the left seeking to enact more regulations and more taxation that hurts the average consumer.
In the same way, the left has taken the position that anyone who is not a white man is always going to
be oppressed, while being founded on more questionable research than polling companies in the 2016
election. The fact that women and men come out with different results in various statistical
measurements are simple facts. However, the problems has been packaged to propose policy that
inevitably produces more problems.
The irony of over 100 years of “female liberation” in the west is that the more policies that are put in
place to promote equality within the sphere of alleged oppression, the more women suffer from
depression [1]. Within some of the most gender egalitarian countries in the world, women are in fact
seeking more traditional roles [2] and within education the gender divide is in fact increasing. [3]

The Overlap
Having provided the outline, I can draw the comparisons between the issues and why they are so
similar in their strategy. One of the major things that are rarely mentioned is the tendency to rely on
unstated premises. Such as feminists always having “A global patriarchy is seeking to oppress
women” as an ideological lens prior to viewing the facts. Thus, being prone to such non sequiturs as
every observed difference in demographic distribution within a field being caused by sexism.
Step 1: For CC this is the fact that carbon emissions are rapidly increasing. For social justice warriors
this is the fact that within a field of human endeavor, perfect demographic distribution of success
does not exist.
Step 2: Draw up a set of policies and proposed solutions that would seek to solve this problem in a
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rapid manner without considering whether it is a problem that can be solved or what the longer term
consequences of the proposed solution could be.
Step 3: Package the solution so closely with the underlying facts that it becomes very difficult to
disagree with the former, without appearing to be refusing to accept facts.
Step 4: Attack anyone who disagrees with the set of solutions of fatally failing to accept the facts,
while generally ignoring facts that are not convenient to your own ideological perspective, and
solutions that are not in line with your own system of thought.
For instance, within the gender equality paradox, it is established fact that men and women do not
present as perfectly equal within many areas, from the earnings gap to the death gap. Propose a
solution to the earnings gap, which is a range of intrusive governmental policies that have as an end
goal to promote perfect demographic distribution.
Closely link the policies with the underlying facts, while making sure that anyone who disagrees with
the perception of the underlying 77c on the dollar slogan, is tarred as a misogynist. Attack anyone
who proposes that perhaps this is a result of individual choice being observed in aggregate or inherent
biological predispositions.
In the same manner, many of the climate change apologists have an inherent predisposition towards
utilizing governmental power in order to enact policies to promote solutions.

Summary and Conclusions
The disconnect in both cases come under policies not under the basic facts of the situation being
discussed. However, both the left and the right have their own lens through which they see problems
and the corresponding policy solutions. Much like a blue pill man is prone towards putting women on
pedestals, the left is prone to selecting regulations and taxation as their solution of choice. Whereas
the right is prone to relying heavily on a policy variant of Adam Smith’s “Invisible Hand“.
Perhaps the greatest problem comes from the holy cows that both sides in the CC debate share,
namely globalism. The left loves globalism and internationalism because they have an inherent belief
in diversity of ethic origin, religion, culture and values. The right loves globalism because they have
an inherent belief in the virtue of big business, and that everything that is good for multi-national
companies is good for the government and therefore also good for the people.
Thus, policies are enacted that promote outsourcing of labor, driven by policies loved by the left, but
tacitly supported by the right. Consider the carbon footprint of modern globalist trade. If we assume
that goods produced in Asia have the same carbon footprint of production. Then one has to consider
the carbon footprint of transporting such goods halfway across the world using tanker fleets to their
markets.
There is no denying that big business has a bigger boner for bare-bones labor budgets than western
women do for breathtaking, Byronic billionaires with a penchant for bedroom brutality. Furthermore,
that corporations tend to seek out those locations where the least possible level of regulations exist.
Thus, the left and right are both part of the same cycle, wherein the left adds regulations and taxation
to cover externalities and the right adds loop-holes that allows companies to avoid those very
policies.
In the same manner, as men, and particularly white men are coming more and more under attack by
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the Marxist inspired left within the western world, the more men are avoiding the situations that
would see them harmed by the left’s policies. Either through moving to countries with less damaging
influence, or avoiding marriage and children overall.
The reaction to policies says something about their calibration. If one enacts a policy where only one
side of an equation is targeted, that means one unbalances a delicate framework that must be in
balance. This is whether one elects to add to fuel tax, and thus make commutes to and from work
more expensive for the average worker, thus driving down disposable income and creating a need for
higher salaries to compensate. However, those higher salaries may not be possible to pay for the
person’s employer and thus the employer must outsource or downsize.
When a system is in natural homeostasis, it remains balanced and does not change unless acted upon
in some manner. For instance, within the west when the variable of demographics was tightly
controlled, the democratic system and liberal democratic states were in balance. When this variable
was changed, the system was out of balance and thus has to be re-balanced.
Thus, policy in response to perceived problems, should follow a similar principle as Ocham’s razor.
Namely, that policy that creates more problems than it solves should be avoided. For instance, the rebalancing of gender relations leading to issues with single-parent households [4], female happiness
falling [1] and declining birth rates [5].
Unfortunately, the consequences of the solution are rarely evaluated in depth, as any debate tends to
break down into name-calling across the isle. I find the phrase “climate change denier” to be
particularly interesting, as if rejecting a series of policies based on fact, makes one a heretic or
blasphemer in the church of Gore. Likewise, the use of labels rather than arguments within the
confines of the “culture war” where any participant using arguments against accepted dogma,
regardless of their foundations is assumed to be motivated by hatred or fear. As if there are no
counter-arguments against the accepted narrative that could be founded in more reality-oriented and
grounded positions.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1]
https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2016/may/18/womens-rights-happiness-wellbeing-gendergap
[2]
http://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2013/03/14/modern-parenthood-roles-of-moms-and-dads-converge-a
s-they-balance-work-and-family/
[3] https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tiJVJ5QRRUE
[4]http://www.photius.com/feminocracy/facts_on_fatherless_kids.html
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[5] https://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/aug/23/baby-crisis-europe-brink-depopulation-disaster
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Perspectives, Horizons and Life Vision
December 15, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Usually when someone seeks to change something
with their life, regardless of whether it is a minor or major issue, the same methods tend to be
applied. Extreme methodology applied for a burst-style period of time. For instance, people who seek
to drop excess weight gained over a period of years, seek to drop this weight in a span of weeks or
months. People who have been neglecting one part of their life for years, seek to rectify it in a flurry
of excessive effort, without a focus on efficacy.
Likewise, people love to hunt for simple, smart solutions, to complex and convoluted challenges,
without regard for the destination they seek. For instance, changing your life from one where you
consume too much, and too poor quality food, tends to be one where people make radical changes
rapidly, disregarding the longer term perspective.
The combination of these two tendencies, trends towards short sighted strategies, and simplistic
solutions. When one approaches a problem that must be tackled long term, with complex and multivariable solutions, from the short-term perspective and a simple solution, the inevitable failure leads
to a person being worse off than they were initially.

The Horizon of Time
As humans we perceive time as a linear mechanism, however we also have certain biases when it
comes to time. I have scarcely experienced the person who accurately could estimate the time
required to reach the requisite goals. Few also seem to have the ability to view things in terms of a
longer time horizon, such as years over months and decades over years. To most, a “long term
strategy” is at most 12 months, and in many cases as little as a month or two. Not only does this blur
the line between strategy and tactics, it also imposes an urgency that is in most cases detrimental.
Most people tend to over-estimate time spent on productive activities such as work, working out and
preparing healthy food. They also tend to under-estimate the time spent on wasteful activities such as
watching television and gossip. To go a bit abstract, any activity that leads to a short-term reward,
will tend to be under-estimated, any activity that leads to short-term pain but long term reward will
tend to be over-estimated.
The most obvious red pill example are the female estimates of their fertility, often supported by
western society. Female peak fertility is in their early to mid-twenties. However, this conflicts with
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the recent idea that everyone needs to first have their college experience and then their “fun, single
girl” years. This leads to many women pushing off having children until their early 30s, at which
point their fertility is diminished.
For men, the example comes in a miscalculation, summed up in a very neat way in a quote I saw “If
you chase pussy in your 20s and money in your 30s, you have wasted two decades“. What this states
is that a man lays the foundation for chasing pussy in his 30s once his sexual market value starts to
rise, in his 20s, by engaging in lifestyle design that allows him more freedom in his thirties.
Both of the above errors stem from an error in allocation of time. In effect, allocating time to do
something at the least optimal time in your life.
I have a buddy that I attended High School with, lets call him Steve. After Steve finished High
School he moved around a lot all through his twenties, he worked a string of menial and unrelated
jobs. He partied a lot, lived in 5 or 6 different cities, moved in with a string of girlfriends, for varying
periods of time. He did quite a bit of traveling, even worked abroad for about a year. When I got back
in touch with Steve a while back, I was surprised how someone with whom I shared so many
perspectives with back in High School had chosen such a different path from my own. Steve, will
most likely spend the next 20 – 40 years of his life working around the same level as he does now,
unless he enters Monk Mode [1] and catches up.
I have no doubt that Steve has had more experiences than I have, or that he has a higher notch count.
However, by spending his twenties in a similar way that most “Strong, independent women” spend
theirs, he has done much damage to his future. What feels right and offers the greatest short-term
rewards are rarely those things that build a great future.

The Perspectives
Few humans consider opportunity costs intuitively. For instance, in the case of Steve, he did not
consider that the time he spent working a menial job to fund his partying and his travels, could have
been spent on a path that had a theme. Just the existence of a theme within your life adds to the value
of your unrelated skills through synergy. This is the basis for the “Skill Stack” that Scott Adams
speaks of in his book “How to Fail at Almost Everything and Still Win Big“, learning skills that work
well together and are applicable in most things you are going to be doing.
People are often like a log floating down the river, they are merely ferried through their life, being
swept along without attempting to take control over those things, which could greatly affect the
outcome.
However, while humans often ignore opportunity costs, they are very much stuck on sunk costs.
People are very reluctant to eject those things from their life that are not conducive to their long-term
goal. People will be reluctant to change careers, end romantic relationships, get rid of friends that are
holding them back, limiting time with family members that are not supportive of their goals and
many other things. There are a finite number of pursuits that fit within your allotted 24 hours per day,
and thus the more of those hours that are unproductive the less you get done.
Like Steve, I had many experiences in my twenties that I would never be the person I am today
without. However, I always had a singular goal with my life, and I still do. My perspective was
always that it’s better to use a lot of time in my twenties and my early thirties to build skills and
experience that allows me to maximize freedom later in life. So with every activity I undertook, I
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elected do so in a way that would be congruent with this goal.
Steve’s life has changed very little since High School, in many ways his time is still split between
working just enough to finance partying, a completely average lifestyle, and a lot of gaming. The
major difference between he and I, is choice. He has elected to engage with life on a level where he
seeks out experiences that benefit him short term, but are often detrimental to his long-term lifestyle
design.
His choices are based on his present state of mind, and what results in the greatest experience of
happiness right at this moment, without regard for a grand vision.

The Vision
Both of the above are not cardinal though. Both your perspective and your horizon are means to an
end, not ends in themselves, they enable your vision. The end will always by the vision you picture
for your life, this is uniquely personal, and depends on developing a strong knowledge of self.
Michael Porter, one of the world’s foremost experts on business strategy once said that strategy is as
much about deciding what not to do as it is about deciding what to do [3].
Steve never really had a vision for his life, he is slowly being transported along the river of life
without attempting to steer much, if at all. This has lead to him leading an exiting life, after all
working as little as possible to finance many great experiences, does free up much time to have such
experiences. However, it also neglects the power of compounding.
Compounding in economic terms means that the earlier you save, and put money in the bank, the
earlier you start earning interest on your interest. This factor also applies to everything else in your
life. It applies to education, exercise, habits, and more than anything to actions congruent to an
overall strategy.
Within strategy one speaks of tactics and then of strategy. Most have their own definitions for the
two, but I draw on the original military meaning of the term. Thus, strategy is defined as the overall
goal of the endeavor, whereas tactics are those actions required in order to ensure that the goal is
achieved.
In order to determine the strategy, it was necessary to establish what I wanted from life. One of the
things I saw at a very young age, were men who worked 40 – 50 hours a week from the age of 18 –
20, up until they retired sometime in their 60s or 70s, only to get 5 – 10 years out of their retirement.
One of my decisions was that I wanted to have more freedom, much earlier than that.
Another thing I noticed was that a lot of people are dependent on an employer to earn their paycheck,
and thus had to live according to the whims of such an employer. While, I saw it as a necessary evil
to get some corporate experience, I was also certain that living for 20+ years within the corporate
world was not something inherently desirable. I’ve done work with the C-level executives of major
corporations, and while they have some degrees of freedom beyond that of a regular 9 – 5 employee,
they are not free. They are hounded by board members, experience many a sleepless night working,
and if they lead a public company, their moods are controlled by the latest stock price.
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Summary and Conclusions
Time is the ultimate resource, it is the one thing we cannot make more of, and thus the only thing we
do have to ensure is spent efficiently. In the case of Steve, he has elected (consciously or
subconsciously) to maximize his freedom within his means through not having a grand vision for his
life. An inherent lack of ambition leads to an intelligent and capable man spending his life working
jobs below his abilities, in order to be flexible within his life. However, he does not consider the
opportunity cost of this liberty, and the sunk cost that mounts over time.
This means that over time, his sunk costs mount and the opportunity cost steadily increases as his
time left on this Earth is reduced towards zero. On the other hand, my strategy has some opportunity
costs as well, some experiences foregone are mutually exclusive with my strategy, and thus they
cannot be experienced anymore.
The two approaches reminds me of a quote I once heard on entrepreneurship:
Entrepreneurship is living a few years of your life like most people won’t, so that you can
spend the rest of your life like most people can’t.” Anonymous
However, ultimately everyone has to determine what they wish their life to be like. Some desire the
“standard life” of wife, children, white picket fence, and 40 – 50 years of their life largely being
constructed around being at work. Some like my friend Steve, elect the opposite, working as little as
possible, only to fund the life they desire at that moment. Some elect to work very hard for 10 – 30
years, in order to buy their freedom from society at an earlier date.
It all depends on their vision, horizon and perspective. What is the desired end state of life? What
time horizon is required? What cost and requirements must be filled in order to realize the strategy?

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
How to Fail at Almost Everything and Still Win Big by Scott Adams
HBR’s 10 Must Reads on Strategy (including featured article What Is Strategy? by Michael E.
Porter) by Harvard Business Review
Sources
[1] Monk Mode by Illimitableman
[2] How to Fail at Almost Everything and Still Win Big by Scott Adams
[3] HBR’s 10 Must Reads on Strategy (including featured article What Is Strategy? by Michael E.
Porter) by Harvard Business Review
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Westworld and the Sexual Market Place
December 19, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

While I usually attempt to avoid certain
forms of entertainment, specifically those that tend to be massive time-sinks with little productive to
gain, I was sick for a few days this week and ended up watching the full 10 episodes of the HBO
series “Westworld“. The show itself is set within a theme park where wealthy members of society can
vacation and live out their western fantasy in a world populated by “Hosts“. The hosts themselves are
artificial human beings of sorts, that the guest can kill, rape, murder, maim, live out their innocent
farmer’s daughter fantasy and whatever else they desire.
In essence, it allows them to be the black hat, the white hat and everything in between. This got me
thinking about what the effect on the sexual market place would be if such technology was widely
available within our society. What if “sex-bots” were as ubiquitous as smart phones or laptop
computers? What if you could pick up an iPartner at the Apple Store, along with your new iPhone?
The first major barrier is naturally the technology required to adequately mimic human behavior to a
point where such bots would be the equivalent or better than human. A second factor would be the
social programming related to sex and reproduction that affect all of us as super-ego instructions.

Socially Programming Sex
Certain opinions of the “hook-up culture” is that it simply reduces what is supposed to be a
meaningful act engaged in by consenting adults into “masturbation by way of the body of another” in
some respects, this is accurate from this perspective. However, we must remember that most of our
views about sex are socially programmed, and built into our super-ego.
If we go back about a 100 years, sex was supposed to be something reserved for marriage, and
marriage was the union for life between a man and a woman. If we go back further, harems appear to
have been the norm, with a small number of men monopolizing the sexuality of multiple females.
Perhaps the most extreme version in the history books being Genghis Khan.
If we go back about 40 years to the summer of free love, keychain parties and orgies had a short stint
of popularity, along with various open relationship variants.
The most recent case, appears to be the one outlined by Rollo Tomassi in what I consider a two part
essay, consisting of “Saving the Best” [1] and “Betas in Waiting” [2] that are both centered around
the same central theme. In “Saving The Best” there is the expectation that the man who finally “mans
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up and marries that slut” will be the recipient of her best sexual performance. In “Betas in Waiting”
the reaction of a woman upon her husband discovering and reacting upon the realization that she had
been phoning in her performance for years. This indicates that while the goal of the femcentric
society is full open hypergamy, we are not quite there yet.
Open Hypergamy is an interesting parallel to the world outline in Westworld, in that the ultimate
female desire is open hypergamy with full satisfaction of both aspects of the dualistic female sexual
strategy of Alpha fucks, beta bucks. Meaning that the woman would be permitted to engage in any
type of sex at any volume with men whom she desires and lusts for, while still being able to secure
the required male to be her long-term provider.
The ultimate male fantasy in some respects is that of being the ultimate object of both lust and love
by women. If the realization that dawned on the man in “Betas in Waiting” become more
commonplace and public. Meaning that women’s display of both lust and love are cases of her acting
in order to achieve the goal of long-term security from a beta male. Furthermore, that only true lust
she is capable of being for that of the alpha, what would be the real difference between a sexbot and a
female to most beta males?

The Beta Male Externality
Within economics, an externality is a cost of production that is not accounted for in the cost of a
product. For instance, if a company poisons a river as a side-effect of their product, but the cost of
this poisoned river is not accounted for in the production costs or product pricing, the cost does not
disappear, however, someone other must bear the cost.
There is no denying that in the stories shared in the two cited articles [1,2] the externality of the
female behavior, and by extension the alpha male behavior was born by the unfortunate beta male.
The female and the alpha poisoned the river together, and the female then conspired to hide the
poisoned river from the beta. I suspect that this is quite common, but that few men make it public out
of embarrassment, or misplaced loyalties.
However, this shifting of externalities over to the male population is not rare within our societies. As
outlined in this article men are already those who contribute resources to a society so that women
may actualize themselves.

The Supply and Demand Effect of Sex-Bots
At present, men have two options, masturbation or finding a willing partner. Most are very focused
on the later. This translates into high demand for sexual partners, as the populations are equally
distributed between genders, especially early in life when men slightly outnumber women. As women
are prone towards the Pareto-Priniple in that 80% of women target only 20% of the male population
as their short-term (and ideally long-term) sexual partners, without regulation of this market, it leads
to the construction of Harems. However, such a distribution, has negative social effects as men who
are not able to reproduce or find a sexual partner, have little to nothing tying themselves to the social
group, and thus are likely to leave the group.
However, in order for a group to balance the budget, it requires a roughly even distribution of net
positive producing assets (men) and net negative producing assets (women), ideally a slight surplus of
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men is ideal as this creates a resource surplus within the group.
Thus, it is necessary to ensure that a majority of men are tied down to the society through women and
children that they are working to support. Without this anchor, nothing is stopping the man from
seeking out other markets, with better and more rewarding incentive structures.
With the advent of sex-bots, assuming that they could satisfy the male sexual drive equivalently or
better than a human female, this is a major negotiating card off the table for women. If one adds
technology or open up for wider use of surrogacy to ensure that men can have children without
having to involve the many legal and social aspects of child birth, this further drives down demand.
This drives up the competition for women, as they would have to compete sexually with what in
essence would be a pornstar version of “Build a Bear“. However, also in terms of reproduction with
what would be a much more balanced legal contract.
From an economics perspective, this would increase the supply of “pornstar” level sex for men, in
essence the man would be certain that his new bot did in fact save the best for him. While not fully
human, if those desirable human traits could be replicated, and the undesirable traits eliminated in the
bot, this would perhaps be a better deal for those beta men who today negotiate desire.
To put it blunter, it would raise the performance burden of women in the bedroom, in order to
compete with Sasha Grey in bot-form. It would also take sex of the negotiating table to some extent.
Presently, many men elect to enter relationships in order to get sex. A common sphere quote is “Men
use relationships to get sex, women use sex to get relationships” and the ability for a man to get sex
whenever he wanted, in whatever way he wanted, would in fact create an abundance mindset when it
comes to sex, thus the focus would be placed in other areas for a prospective partner.
In many ways, the disappointment suffered by the men in the cited articles [1,2] is as Rollo
formulated it “Every man wants a whore, but he wants her to be his whore“, the man discovered that
the woman felt no genuine desire for him, his needs or his desires, but did so for the men in the
movie.

Summary and Conclusions
In some ways, this article is jumping around somewhat between concept. That of the effect
technology has on sex. We have already seen this with the advent of “the pill” and its cousin “The
morning after pill” that more than any other development liberated female sexuality. However,
despite this pill, there are still countless men who get lured into marriage and relationships through
“ooops pregnancies“.
In some sense, it is a thought-experiment on whether men would view robots indistinguishable from
human females as female equivalent, and what the effect would be in the sexual market place. As
someone said in a Twitter DM conversation, “Hmm well it depends? Like, once you have enough to
bang escorts, do you stop banging models you meet at a club for free?”
It deals with the externalities created through female hypergamous behavior when it becomes
apparent to the males who suffer the consequences of it. As the man in one of the articles summarized
it “I married a slut who fucks like a prude” in effect saying that he would be OK if he married a
prude that fucked like a prude, or married a slut who fucked like a slut, but that the specific
configuration leads to an unacceptable deal. In this case [1], the man suffered the externality that the
woman he loved, married and started a family with never had genuine desire for him, and that to her
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their relationship was a business transaction. Sex and children in exchange for money. The child
shared by the couple suffered the externality of growing up with divorced parents.
More than anything, it deals with desire. The woman demonstrated and experienced genuine desire in
her life prior to meeting the beta man. As many a writer before me has outlined, a woman who feels
genuine desire throws caution to the wind as long as she has a believable narrative to save face with
afterwards. As I tweeted a while back, women are about their image, they have no issue actually
being sluts, but they do not want to be seen as sluts.
The beta man, demonstrated genuine desire, and expected the woman who married him and had his
child to reciprocate this, by showing him genuine desire. This was I suspect the core of his undoing,
negotiating desire and then expecting it to be genuine.
Finally, I touched on technology, as technology becomes a larger and larger part of our lives, it will
come into our bedrooms to a much larger degree. and it begs the question:
Is a non-genuine human showing genuine desire, better than a genuine human showing non-genuine
desire?

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] Saving The Best
[2] Betas In Waiting
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Gendernomics: IQ and the Sexual Market
December 22, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The idea that the stupid are out-breeding the intelligent
appears to have reached the mainstream a few years ago by way of the movie “Idiocracy” intended as
a dark comedy, this movie does has its basis in fact. IQ has long been seen as having a negative
correlation with fertility, but a positive correlation with the survival of offspring [1]. This has also
been confirmed to be an international phenomenon, and thus is not just relevant for the United States
[2].
I’ve also observed this first hand, in that some of the men who struggle with getting laid the most, are
the most intelligent. An example in popular culture as of the past 5 years has been the television show
“The Big Bang Theory” about a group of highly intelligent physicists, who never the less seem to
struggle with the simple concepts of friction and tension.
This lead to an interesting question, if outlier men often struggle with understanding how the sexual
market works. Why does evolution still produce a certain percentage of high IQ men?
One possibility would be that the genetics that make outliers live on and reproduce in siblings with
lower IQs and more mating success. Another possibility is that the production of outliers on every
trait is a common time-risk management technique employed in case conditions have changed.
Evolution works on a time scale that is difficult to fathom for the human mind, who thinks of long
term as 2 – 5 years in most cases.

The IQ Distribution and Gender
Despite much research and rhetoric in recent times, there is a documented difference in IQ
distributions between men and women. Men tend to have more outliers on both sides of the scale,
whereas females tend to cluster around the mean (85 – 115).
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What this demonstrates is not that one gender is
smarter than the other, but that the distributions vary, meaning that women have more people within
the range of 85 – 115, whereas men have both more people with an IQ below 85, but also a higher
number of people above 115.
On average the genders are equally intelligent, however men have the smartest people and the
dumbest people, whereas women as a gender do not have many true outliers in either direction.
This means that men will most likely always outpace women when it comes to both Nobel Prizes and
Darwin Awards. From the female perspective, as IQ often correlates with real world success, in the
form of status, financial and many other ways [3], it means more eligible men to target when they
want to marry up.
This also partially explains why men have been the principal drivers of technological advancement,
as those with very high IQs are often those who push human technology and knowledge forward.
Where would our species have been without minds like Newton, Tesla, and the many others who
have contributed to our technological liberation from our natural state?

The IQ Communications Gap
This gap is based on that when the IQ discrepancies between people gets to around 30 points (2
standard deviations), communication between the two break down [4, 7, 8]. A person with an IQ of
145 will struggle to communicate with anyone who has an IQ of 115 or less, meaning that the group
they can comfortably communicate with amounts to about 16% of the population.

From the graph, compared to an average
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person, a person who is 2 standard deviations below the mean at an IQ of 70, will be between
borderline and mildly developmentally challenged, therefore this person will struggle to
communicate with anyone who has an IQ over 100.
This is the same gap that a person with an IQ of 130 will face when speaking to a person with an IQ
of 100.
At such a different level IQ, communications, leadership and even respect struggles to exist, and
therefore one can argue that the ideal IQ for a business leader is 115, as this permits the widest range
of communication possible, while still being able to communicate with those who have an IQ over
130.
For the high IQ person, one would assume that they have the ability to learn how communication
works at the differing levels of IQ. Meaning that they could adapt their communication and approach
to better tailor their approach to the market, and thus expand their market. After all, if a person with
an IQ of 145 can learn to communicate well down to an IQ of 100, then they expand their female
dating market substantially.

The Ideal IQ for the Sexual Market
Given the issues with communications outlined above, the ideal banging IQ, meaning the IQ where a
man is most likely to experience the least amount of communication issues in the market is in the 110
– 120 range, this IQ means that he is capable of communicating with the vast majority of women,
while being perceived as being smarter than they are. Thus, this means he can appeal to the largest
market, while at the same time being higher value than they are in this respect.
Furthermore, if one looks at average IQ based on profession [6] 110 – 120 would also lead to
opportunities within high value professions such as law, banking and medicine. That further improves
the opportunities within the mating market as a result of appealing to hypergamy.
However, if one looks at the idea that the fertility-IQ correlation, also appears to speed up below the
mean, is this perhaps an indicator that intelligence is not a major variable that women select for in
their mates. This is not to say that a high IQ is negative correlated with being attractive to women, but
more to say that it may not be a primary and directly selected for variable, in the same way muscle
mass or height is selected for. An anecdotal and somewhat flippant comment are all the women who
do not date men under 6 feet, but have no similar rule for IQ. Or is this simply a case of those who as
a result of lower IQ having a more difficult time to plan engaging in in more reproductively risky
encounters?
A high IQ is perhaps in and of itself not a driver, it is the result of what that IQ produces that
determines the man’s place in the sexual market. I had a conversation about this recently, that was
based off the following premise. If IQ is not primarily selected for, in that women do not go for high
IQ men and avoid low IQ men, how is IQ selected for by evolution?
Perhaps it is a result of advantageous social position, tribes generally have advisors to the tribal
leadership in the form of a Shaman or something similar. Likewise, this was also the case with kings
in the middle ages. Wise men are somewhat of a permanent fixture of historical narratives. From
Aristotle and Plato, to Leonardo and Machiavelli, men who through their intelligence carved out a
market niche for themselves.
Perhaps, as we in the last 100 – 150 years have moved away from manual labor and steadily towards
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the knowledge based economy, the pressure for IQs to increase will rise? After all, as labor becomes
more complex and requires more training, that should present an evolutionary pressure over time.

Summary and Conclusions
The conclusion drawn from the above 3 premises, there are more high IQ males than females, there is
an IQ communications gap and there is an ideal IQ level for reproductive success. Newton and Tesla
are examples of men who were the intellectual vanguard of their day, and who made contributions
that lasted well beyond their own lives yet they were also men who died virgins.
To some extent the same DNA that made Newton and Tesla will perhaps also reside in relatives of
theirs who did not manifest as such massive outliers, and therefore were more successful in terms of
reproduction.
From the perspective of relationships and if we apply the data from above, it follows that those men
who end up on either side of the scale will struggle for a few different reasons. The men who are
outliers on the top of the scale, meaning those men who have an IQ over 135, will face a partner
market with very limited choice. This follows from the fact that the amount of men that have an IQ of
135 or above, greatly outnumber the women who do. Those men who have an IQ over 145, are likely
to face an even more challenging market.
Within the theoretical population I designed for the statistics portion of this article, consisting of a
1000 women and a 1000, the number of men within the 130+ brackets number 21, the number of
women 10. Within the 3 highest brackets, the men number 161 while the women number 90.
If one adds the assumption that the IQ communication gap is on a sliding scale, rather than a binary
“on/off” situation, it must also be assumed that a man with an IQ of 130 dating a woman with an IQ
of 103 or vice versa, would be right at that edge where communications may break down.
This would indicate that high IQ men face a market where they are an extreme niche product,
therefore must act accordingly when designing their marketing strategy as I outline in the upcoming
Gendernomics book:
“In the sexual market place, scope translates into aiming for a specific segment of the
market where there is less competition; “gamer girls” are an example of women targeting a
specific subset of men “gamers” where there are fewer women and where she can thus find
a higher quality man than she would be able to outside of that niche. Thus the “gamer girl”
identifies a market where not only does she face lesser competition (because of lower
supply), but she is also acting within a market where the demand for her specific product
will be much higher than in the general market.” Black Label Logic (Gendernomics)
For those men who fall within 1 standard deviation of the mean, they have a large market of women
available to them, and are likely to share some common interests and perspectives with these women.
This means that their product is in many ways inherently tailored towards the general market. Not so
for men who are outliers, here the product must be tailored towards a specific market for both long,
and short term success. For short term success the high IQ man can leverage his IQ to trigger the
same short-term mating cues that less intelligent men do naturally, in many ways the purpose of the
Manosphere is to give out the check list to such men. For long-term success however, the high IQ
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man is still facing a market where few products are tailored to his specific IQ communications
requirement.
As outlined by the research, communication and ability to respect someone breaks down when an IQ
gap approaches that of 2 standard deviations. Thus, a man who seeks to be in a long-term relationship
with a person of an IQ 2 standard deviations below theirs will face more challenging communications
than is the norm within relationships.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
Outliers by Malcolm Gladwell
The Curse of the High IQ by Aaron Clary
Sources
[1] http://www.jstor.org/stable/1972320?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents
[2] Shatz, S. (2008). “IQ and fertility: A cross-national study”
[3] http://www.businessinsider.com/facts-you-dont-want-to-know-iq-2011-11
[4] http://www.hollingworth.org/fullincl.html
[5]
http://www.functionalmovement.com/articles/Philosophy/2013-03-08_the_standard_deviation_of_co
mmunication
[6] http://www.iqcomparisonsite.com/occupations.aspx
[7] Towers, G.M. (1988). The margins of mind. Vidya (The Journal of the Triple Nine Society) 95,
3-7.
[8] Towers, G.M. (1988). IQ and the problem of social adjustment. Vidya 98, 5-9.
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The Philosophical Foundation of Social Justice
December 28, 2016 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I once sat next to an elderly
gentleman on a transatlantic flight, and as I often do, I engaged in conversation with him for the
duration of the flight. As we spoke, we shared our educational and professional backgrounds, he was
retired but he had been active in multiple businesses during his professional life, and his educational
background was in philosophy. Somewhat taken aback by this, I inquired as to his reasoning for
electing philosophy above many of the other educational directions a man of his intellect could have
pursued.
His answer was that anything that ever takes place within human society is powered by philosophy,
from how we approach our personal life to how we perceive the world is dependent on our
philosophy. A person who values empiricism will view the world differently from a post-modernist, a
person who subscribes to deontological ethics will view behavior from a different perspective than a
person who values virtue or consequentialist ethics. Few places today is this as clear as the case of
Social Justice Warriors against the rest of society.

Self-Perception vs Objective Perception
The major seed of discord stems from the root of which the theoretical frameworks branch of from
analytic and continental philosophy. The two major schools of philosophy within the Western World
are analytical philosophy (Anglosphere and Scandinavia) and Continental philosophy (Germany and
France). From the former we get thinkers such a Russell and Moore, which were further developed
by the logical-positivists (logical empiricism) who’s excesses were reacted to by Karl Popper in his
philosophy of science, despite Popper being a logical positivist in many ways himself.
The continental school includes such thinkers as Hegel, Nietzsche, and Kierkegaard , in addition to
the thinkers of the Frankfurt School, and related Marxist strains of thought. John Stuart Mill was
among the early philosophers to point out the differing approaches of what would become the two
schools, where the analytical school is more closely aligned with the natural sciences and objective
reality, whereas the latter more focused on phenomenology and the subjective.
It is from this foundation that the discord is sown, one side relies on objective measures the other on
subjective impressions. One focuses on the truths are shared among us, the other on the individual
perception of reality. Thus, the two sides are mutually exclusive, one cannot accept empirical data
that contradicts it’s subjective interpretation, the other cannot accept subjective interpretations that
contradict the empirical data.
What Social Justice Philosophy is actually centered on is enforcing these subjective perceptions as if
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they were empirical data, and demand the same treatment for them. This is very apparent in the
debate on transgender pronouns, because pronoun use is determined by empirical observation of the
physical characteristics of a person that are available to be observed by all. While SJWs are seeking
to have this altered to the self-perception of the individual, the data from which is only available to
the person themselves.

The Moral Paradox
Within moral philosophy there are two major schools, duty ethics, and consequence ethics, that I
cover in more depth in my post on SJW morality. In brief, duty ethics is based on the intent behind an
action, if your intent was good, then your action is good, even if the consequences of the action was
bad. In consequence ethics, intent does not matter, what determines good or bad is the consequence
of an action.
The two paradigms are incompatible, and thus cannot be used it tandem and yet be consistent.
Furthermore, they rely on universality in order to be just. If one applies one moral standard to one
party, and another to a second party, then it violates the universality principle.
The SJWs are prone to being a quantum state morality police in this regard, such as when they
disregard the consequences of demanding inequitable treatment to achieve equity, yet disregard the
intent when analyzing wrong-speak. For instance when they force apologies for “wrong-think“:
The approach to force the apology, in public to ensure that the person issuing the apology is
sufficiently shamed, is to beleaguer them with an army of rhetoricians who have no interest in the
meaning or intent behind a statement, just how it could be interpreted. While this is not uncommon in
a legal sense, and meanings are often contested in court, in such cases of morality it presents a
conundrum.
In this case, the focus of the SJW is not on the intent behind the “wrong-think“, but solely placed on
the alleged consequence of it on a global scale. Yet, in their drive to eradicate the wrong-think, they
disregard the consequences of coercing someone to fall in line with their scattered moral view.
This begs the question, can someone be held accountable to moral values that they do not share, had a
say in formulating, or that conflicts with their own moral values? This is no different than the time
prior to freedom of expression, where people were forced to live in accordance with a moral code that
they may have strongly disagreed with under threat of public shaming, or other punishments.
This is what the enlightenment philosophers attempted to eradicate with the principles that are
embodied in the Constitution of the United States of America. The form of a social contract is
generally consistent with a selection of rights that each individual has the right to be protected and a
series of duties that each individual must accept. For instance, everyone has to pay taxes to fund
public goods. Alternatively, everyone has the right to free expression and the duty to uphold the right
to free expression for all.
Furthermore, regardless of moral framework preference, the code must be applied universally
regardless of ethnic background, religion or other individual factors. This anchors the moral
framework within a mind-independent framework, rather than an entirely subjective one.
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The Case of Jordan Peterson
The case of Jordan B. Peterson offers an relevant illustration to the philosophical principles outlined
in the previous sections of the essay.
In this case, a bill is being passed in Canada that forces certain words to be used when addressing
among others transgender people, from the perspective of an SJW, failing to utilize this language, is a
moral failing as it may hurt the feelings of transgender people or those who claim to fight for
transgender people. From Professor Peterson’s perspective, forcing someone to utilize certain words,
or to speak in a certain manner conflicts with an individual’s right to freedom of expression.
The response to Professor Peterson’s non-compliance with their morality, SJWs react as they always
do, take it to social media, start protests and pressure Dr. Peterson’s employer, the University of
Toronto to get him to shut up. This is the standard response, publicly pillory someone until they
relent, which serves a dual purpose, of both getting your way, and making an example to reduce
opposition.
However, this presents the philosophical paradox of using one group or one person’s rights to limit
the ones of another group or person. If one approaches it from a utilitarian perspective, in some ways
summarized by Mr. Spock as “The needs of the many outweigh the needs of the few or the one” one
could argue that the small size of the transgender population (0.3% of American adults) who feel the
need for enforcing pronoun use vs the need of the entire population to have free expression.
If one argues from the perspective of the rights of the individual, utilizing the principle that any law
must apply equally to all, then it follows that if transgender people are permitted to dictate which
pronouns they are referred to as and thereby create a duty on the population of the land, then
everyone else must be afforded the same right to go along with the additional duty. Thus, meaning
that everyone must be permitted to select their own pronouns.
However, perhaps the funnier perspective is that, if merely the act of utilizing the wrong pronouns
causes irreparable emotional damage, while at the same time it is impossible to know which pronouns
to use prior to the person expressing their preference, then it follows that the law will not solve the
problem that it is supposed to solve. The basis of pronouns to address individuals is based on rapid
visual recognition of their biological characteristics. In the case of those who are transgender their
specific biological characteristics do not match their subjective self-perception. This is not even
starting on “other-kin” or many of the other Tumblrisms that are making their way into the public
vernacular.
Therefore, one side is using pillory tactics to push a law and compliance with the law, that will not
solve the problem, but will have the unfortunate side-effect of limiting free speech for an entire
population.
In short, the law does not make it better for transgender people, but it does give government the
necessary “in” to pass further amendments to the law that prevents people from expressing necessary
view and perspectives.

The Public Shaming Paradigm
The pillory was an old time invention for those who had behaved in a morally reprehensible manner,
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usually according to the church. It was a tool for public shaming and humiliation, wherein an
individual’s failing to live up the moral or social code of the day, would be put on display for all to
mock, tease, and pelt with more or less what they could grab. The purpose of such punishment was to
enforce a code of morals and values that at the time were viewed as compulsory.
One must remember that the time from around 1200 to 1850, where the pillory and similar devices
were in use for social shaming, were also those where one could be punished for such controversial
statements as the Earth being round, or in orbit around the Sun. This was a time before such
enlightenment ideals as freedom of thought, expression and assembly, when citizens were largely
considered the property of the regent.
In the past five to ten years, the pillory has been re-instituted through social media, but in a somewhat
more insidious manner. While the poor soul condemned to the pillory in past times normally had to
spend an hour or two on their punishment, the Internet is forever, and shaming efforts protracted
indefinitely. In such a scenario, the apology is the first step, not the final step in the person’s penance.

Show Trials
In many ways from a moral perspective the SJW behavior takes on the predictable path of the show
trials from every nation that ever attempted to implement Marxism as their base ideology. The
wrong-thinker is publicly shamed, and beaten into issuing a tearful apology for being a wrongthinker. However, the punishment does not stop here, they are then forced to be reeducated, or
cordoned off from the rest of the population, lest they spread wrong-think to other people.
Unfortunately for the Marxist militia marching ahead in the culture war, when lacking sufficient state
influence to simply ship suspected subversives to Siberia one must devise another path of attack. This
is where social media comes in, a person says something that disagrees with the morality outlined
within the Marxist doctrine. A myriad of militants proceed to barrage the individual with an
onslaught of online and offline harassment. The person tearfully apologizes, hoping that this will
stave off the assault and let them return to their regularly scheduled life, alas, this would not be
sufficient punishment.
In effect what it creates is a legal system outside the legal system, where a person is punished in any
available avenue according regardless of whether the punishment fits the crime or was even just.
However, this assumes that justice was the goal to begin with, in reality the barrage that beset the
individual was a means to an end, namely enforcing an ideology against the will of other individuals.

Summary and Conclusions
In many ways the social justice phenomenon is an interesting case. The original foundation on which
movements such as the female suffrage movement, the civil rights movement and the gay rights
movement among many were built on, was that just belonging to a group did not determine a
person’s identity. Just because you happen to belong to one of the aforementioned groups, did not
determine anything about you, except that you belonged to those groups.
With the new social justice movement, this script has been reversed and now there is a culture war,
based in Continental philosophical interpretivism and post-structuralism, that have merely swapped
“Proletariat” with “Oppressed” and “Bourgeois” with “oppressor“. The term regressive comes from
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this very fact, that by applying this paradigm to their ideology, they are seeking to cause social
policies to regress. In effect, the old oppressor is to become the new oppressed and vice versa.
To quote George Orwell:
“Power is not a means; it is an end. One does not establish a dictatorship in order to
safeguard a revolution; one makes the revolution in order to establish the dictatorship. The
object of persecution is persecution. The object of torture is torture. The object of power is
power.”
For those who are curious about this topic I would recommend reading the history of Mao’s China,
the rise of the Bolsheviks in Russia, and the tale of Pol Pot’s Cambodia as they were seeking the
same end through different means.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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33 Red Flags of a Crazy Woman
January 2, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In between last week’s post on the foundation of social justice
philosophy, and the upcoming post on Thursday post on SJWs and Post-modernism, I figured
something lighthearted and fun would be suitable for Monday’s post. For that purpose, someone
linked me a post on Huffington Post entitled “33 Ways Your Boyfriend is Micro-Cheating“, which I
renamed “34 Ways You Have Borderline Personality Disorder” initially, which I then changed to
“34 Reasons Not to Date Fun Single Girl”. The woman who wrote this article exemplify quite a few
manosphere principles, especially the tendency of women to “isolate” their man to some degree.
However, she also demonstrates some rather ill-fated personality characteristics that men should look
out for when dating, among others possessiveness, a penchant for drama, and paranoid personality
traits that I covered in my series on female madness.

1. Reaching out to a girl who’s “just a friend” for a recommendation or advice on
an issue he could easily Google the answer to because he feels like bantering.
There are two parts to this statement, first is the assertion that he could easily Google it, and yes he
could, these days, anything can be easily Googled. The second part is the assumption that his
motivation for doing so is that he wants fun banter.
For the first part, the advice or recommendation from a good friend who knows you and your
preferences is better than the equivalent from 50 strangers who posted a Yelp! review or a Quora
answer.
For the second part, it reveals a lot of insecurity in your that you would respond in this manner
because your boyfriend happens to enjoy bantering with his friends.
In essence, this is an attempt to isolate her boyfriend from his female friends who she perceives as
sexual threats. This is a strategy to reduce his alternatives, because she knows why she keeps her
orbiters.. erm “male friends” around.

2. Giving a waitress or a bartender an obscenely large tip just because she’s hot AF.
This statement is an example of why women are threatened by other hot women being around their
man, they represent a potential drain on his resources that is not her. The man giving an “obscenely
large tip” is a case of resources that he could have spent on her that went to “hot bartender”.

3. Following a ton of hot girls on social media and beginning to feel like he actually
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knows them because he monitors their every post that closely.
The reason why this is a threat, is that her man following multiple women who have their looks as
their job, means they put effort into their looks. This conflicts with her plan to lock him down with a
marriage or a kid, slowly let her looks go, cut back on the sex and anything that requires effort from
her.
It may also serve to educate him about his rising sexual market value, assuming that he is seeing said
model girls date men similar to him.

4. Sending someone who’s not his girlfriend something blatantly provocative, like
an article about sex or the porn industry, because he thinks she’ll find it interesting
or whatever.
Probably an attempt at setting up a plate, but it could also be that his friend has an interest in that
specific issue. Sharing articles, book recommendations and various other forms of information is
quite common among with intellectual interests, regardless of topics.

5. Logging a girl in his contacts folder under a code name to avoid detection when
she call, texts, and emails.
This could be two options:
A) Either your girl is a crazy bitch, and you are trying to avoid shit being set on fire.
B) Lining up a new option before ejecting from the present plane-crash.

6. Tagging another girl in an Instagram that reminds him of her or references a
seemingly innocuous inside joke between them.
This presents a security problem for her, as she does not know the joke, or the connection with the
other girl, therefore it presents a pressure on her to behave in line to keep him. This lack of
information and existence of a connection with another female, represents a threat to her efforts to
isolate him from all other women.

7. Obsessively checking another girl’s social media feeds and getting way more
excited about the non-girlfriend’s posts than he does about his significant other’s.
A form of weak dread game, can also be a sign that he is very bored. On the other hand, it could be a
case of the significant other posting a lot of boring things on social media.

8. Confiding in or venting to someone other than his girlfriend when he’s feeling
especially emotional because he craves the response he thinks he can only get from
that other girl.
The times I’ve seen or heard of this becoming a frequent occurrence, the thing that is being vented
about is the girlfriend in question. For instance, that she posted an article on Huffington Post about
how you’re micro-cheating. The other time is when the girlfriend is pathologically unable to deal
with anything except her emotional perspective, through writing an article on Huffington post about
how you’re micro-cheating.
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The threat she fears here is that her man will realize how inadequate her performance in the girlfriend
role is, in addition it is a sign of lack of trust, and understanding that a man showing weakness to a
woman reduces his standing in her eyes.

9. Going out of his way to tell a woman he met or ran into the night before that she
looked amazing or seems to be “doing really well.”
This is both a form of dread game, which puts pressure on the writer of the original article to step up
her game. It can also be a hint to his present girlfriend that he wants her to put as much effort into her
appearance as the other woman.

10. Purposefully neglecting to mention his significant other in conversation with the
friends and colleagues he interacts with regularly so that many of them actually
think he’s single.
This is somewhat of a guy thing, women bond through sharing their emotional lives, so relationships
come up very often. However, what she is responding to is the fact that he is not walking around with
a giant “Property of” Sign.
In my experience, men rarely mention their personal relationships in work situations, unless there is a
reason for doing so, with friends it depends but in many of the social endeavors I’ve partaken in over
the years, relationship status rarely comes up.

11. Diminishing his relationship as “not that serious” when in fact he’s cohabiting
and maybe even engaged.
Dread game, it makes her aware that an engagement or cohabiting is not legally binding and fairly
easy to get out of, makes her feel urgency to lock the guy down. It makes it clear to her that as long as
she is not pregnant or married, he could walk out that door any moment and be done with her.

12. Outright denying that he’s in a relationship to extend the flirtatious exchange
he’s enjoying with some random girl on the train or at a bar, even if he has no
intention of trying to hook up with her.
Fear of her man finding a better option, it is a case where her man may becoming aware of his rising
sexual market value and his girlfriend’s diminishing sexual market value. Women work very hard to
keep their man in the dark about the fact that their own SMV is rapidly dropping, while the man’s is
increasing, if both are between 30 and 40.

13. Closing his eyes when he needs a minute to escape and daydreaming about
the girl he’s crushing on because she’s his opium of the moment.
Or because you are dating someone so crazy that they decided to vomit their crazy onto the
Huffington Post, and you just need a moments peace before walking back into the asylum. This is
arguably a case where she assumes what is going on in his head. Could he be day-dreaming of his
present crush? Sure, could he also be attempting to get a moment of peace or thinking about other
endeavors in his life?
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14. When something awesome happens to him and he chooses to share the good
news with another woman first.
This is usually a sign that the woman in his life tends to diminish his elation at accomplishment.
Einstein: Hey honey I won the Nobel Prize in physics!
Einstein’s wife: Great, did you remember to mow the lawn before you went off gallivanting in
Stockholm?
This is actually a trend I’ve observed both in some of my own past relationships, but also among
friends and family members, where the woman seeks to bring her man down when he is elated about
an accomplishment or experience.

15. Reaching out to an ex on a day that was once significant to them as a couple,
like their anniversary or the day they first had sex.
Dread game against the current girlfriend.

16. Going out of his way to do something nice for someone who’s not his girlfriend,
like hook her up with tickets to a concert or a reservation just because.
This goes back to resources, in this case the man is spending his time and effort doing something nice
for someone who is not her.

17. Telling another girl that he’s thinking about her on a day that’s not her
birthday or a holiday.
Dread game, but perhaps also a sign that the man in question is having strong doubts about his
present relationship and testing the waters for other options.

18. Worse yet, texting her “good morning” just to say good morning.
Dread intensifies.

19. Picking up the tab like it’s nbd when he’s out with someone who’s not his
girlfriend because he wants to impress her or seem cool.
Spending resources on someone who is not her.

20. Giving another girl a “hope certificate” (i.e. some degree of reassurance that
he’ll be on the market soon) by insinuating that things are rocky between him and
his girlfriend when they’re definitely not.
I can see why, I would be looking at other options too if I was dating a woman who wrote a post
about micro-cheating in the national news media.

21. Meeting up with another woman for dinner or a drink and insisting that it’s
work related when asked by his significant other for context (and it’s not).
Men lie to jealous, isolationist and possessive women, because it’s easier than telling them the truth.
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22. Choosing to do something he knows his significant other would enjoy—like go
for a bike ride, eat at a specific restaurant, or see a certain movie—with another
woman, even when his girlfriend’s most likely available.
Most likely because doing this things with his girlfriend would not be enjoyable for him, who knows
“22. When he takes you out to do something he knows you enjoy and gets accused of checking out
other women”

23. Sending a photo to an ex that reminds him of a good time past because he feels
like reliving that old memory temporarily.
Fear that he will realize how miserable he is in the present situation, and will escape before she is
able to lock the cell door.

24. Establishing secret code words and/or inside jokes with women outside his
romantic relationship.
Threat of him finding that he has better deals on the table with other women.

25. Recommending that his girlfriend starts wearing a certain type of clothing
because he secretly wants her to look like the girl he’s kind of crushing on.
In my mind, that has to be a better option than actually banging the other woman for the girlfriend in
question. This is also a sign of the need men have for variety, and that the woman in this case has let
herself go somewhat.

26. Gifting his girlfriend with a bottle of the perfume his crush wears so she’ll smell
like his latest fantasy chick.
Same as above.

27. Keeping a piece of clothing that reminds him of an ex even though it’s definitely
tattered or completely out of style.
Weak attempt at dread game, seeking to make it clear he has other options, while he has few to none.

28. Raving about how awesome some other girl is to his friends because it makes
him genuinely happy to talk about her.
A clear sign that his present girlfriend is not awesome.

29. Downplaying a certain woman’s awesomeness whenever she’s mentioned
around his significant other as if proactively doing damage control.
He is proactively doing damage control, because he knows he’s dating a woman who is potentially
crazy enough to stab him in his sleep.
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30. Asking for a girl’s contact information under the guise of potentially working
together even though he knows there isn’t a chance in hell they’ll be collaborating
professionally.
If he did this to the potential plate, then it’s a weak move and unless a sexual frame is strong, is
nothing to worry about. If he did it to you, odds are that he is just lining up options for later.

31. Following up with a “nice to meet you” message unnecessarily.
Since when is common courtesy unnecessary?

32. Spending all of his time engrossed in conversation with another woman at a
party or event even though he brought his girlfriend as his date.
Sign the girlfriend is seriously slipping in her game, and the guy needs to make a massive dread
injection to make her step up.

33. Mindfully leaving his wedding ring at home when he heads out with
the boys (not so much because he wants to get lucky, but just because he wants to
feel like it’s in the realm of possibility for him again).
Sign the girlfriend is seriously slipping in her game, and the guy needs to make a massive dread
injection to make her step up.

Summary and Conclusions
Many of the outlined examples of “micro-cheating” could be forms of dread game, however the
reason why I almost called this post “33 Ways You Can Tell She Has BPD” is that the overall theme
if you will, is that it shows extreme jealousy, strong possessiveness and a mixture of “I hate you,
Don’t leave me“.
Dread game is something that I haven’t really covered on this blog, but in essence it is a form of
behavioral correction used when a woman gets out of line. Instead of being angry, arguing or giving
into scarcity mindset, the man makes it clear in a covert manner that he has other options. This is
intended to make the woman in question step up her game, because the guy doesn’t want to end the
relationship but will as she has let herself go.
In essence, the cited article also demonstrates many of the traits of a woman who seeks to isolate her
man, control his interactions and behavior towards others and wants to be his only source of female
interaction. In isolation, only one of these is a sign to get out, but the collection above, or just the
invention of the term “micro-cheating” is a sign to eject immediately.
However, the positive thing about her article is that it can act as a dread game cheat-sheet for those
who are unfamiliar with it, and thus it does actually add value.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
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chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Source article:
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/33-ways-your-boyfriend-is-micro-cheating-and-totally_us_585
996dde4b068764965b8a8
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The Postmodernism of Social Justice
January 5, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In my last post on the
philosophical foundation of SJWs, I quickly outlined the differences between two of the major
schools of philosophy that sprung from the enlightenment, namely analytic philosophy and
continental philosophy. Continental philosophy being a reaction to the perceived issues of
enlightenment philosophy, and the veneration of reason as being “cold“, “calculating” and overly
“individualistic” to name a few. One could say that men like Immanuel Kant, who laid much of the
foundation for postmodernism is his works “Critique of Pure Reason” and “Critique of Practical
Reason“, were men who were comfortable letting reason kill religion and gods, but not comfortable
without faith. In a sense, they wanted Religion without Religion.
Kant’s question is quite simple, can reason give us all the answers? The answer he arrived at in
Critique of Pure Reason is embodied in the quote:
“I had to deny knowledge in order to make room for faith.” Immanuel Kant (Critique of
Pure Reason)
In a sense, the world to the continental philosophers appeared empty without religion, without the
duty that had been, and still is central to the German spirit. A third criticism of the enlightenment was
the application of cold-blooded reason and evidence to humans and the human condition. In the same
manner that homo economicus is an abstraction that imbues an average human with above average
reason and below average emotion, the enlightenment view of humans appeared to the German cadre
as being cold and unrealistic.

A Crash Course in Philosophical Directions
In preparation for this post, I picked up a couple of books on postmodernism, because in many ways
it is outside of my philosophical field of interest, mainly for the reason that I find it to be both antirational and anti-empiricist, which is its intent. To define those terms, a rationalist is a person who
relies on logical argument and discourse. An empiricist can also be a rationalist, and quite a few are,
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but an empiricist also desires factual evidence obtained through observation to lend additional
credence to a position. Much of scientific research is based on singular observations leading the
formulation of theories, which are then tested in experiments.
Perhaps the most significant figure within postmodernism is Jacques Derrida, the inventor of
deconstruction, a form of semiotic analysis. It differs from Hegel in that, Derrida sough to avoid
reducing oppositions to contradictions, with the end-goal being synthesis of two opposites. Where
Hegel’s goal was to achieve the synthesis of opposites, Derrida viewed the synthesis of opposites to
be inherently impossible.
Postmodernism is a reaction to the prevailing perspectives in philosophy that came out of the
enlightenment. Stephen R.C Hicks in his book [1] provides a handy chart to demonstrate the positions
of postmodernism relative to modernism (the analytic philosophy based in the enlightenment) and
pre-modernism (medieval philosophy), that I’ve included with this post.

Explaining postmodernism from Rousseau to Faucault – Stephen R. C. Hicks

As this chart outlines, the major developments in epistemology during the Enlightenment were the
adoption of reason and empiricism as the primary drivers of knowledge, as opposed to mysticism and
faith, utilizing prophecies and the likes. The major change in metaphysics comes from the transition
from forms of realism, to anti-realism, implicit being that postmodernism rejects that there is such a
thing as reality. The major change in ethics, is a change from the individualism embraced by
modernism back to collectivism, though in a new form. Where pre-modernism was collectivist in
terms of family, kin or tribe out of necessity, postmodernism tends to avoid such groupings, instead
favoring other criteria, such as class.
In the following three sections, I will cover those which are actually a part of philosophy, namely
epistemology, metaphysics and ethics.

Epistemology
Epistemology is the study of knowledge and justified belief [2] (for the full definition check the
source), for the pre-modernists, knowledge and belief came from divine revelation through prophets,
or the clerical class. This knowledge was then reviewed and interpreted by the same clerical class,
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much in the same manner that is done in the Islamic world today, where Islamic theologians debate
and form consensus on scripture. This is also no different than the role of the Church in much of
Europe and the Americas today.
The modernists were a reaction to this, and exchanged the tools of subjective interpretations of
scripture, with reason and empiricism. Rather than rely on the subjective interpretation of reality
based on scripture and divine revelation, they sought to objectively determine what was there based
on the application of reason to the study of the world around them. From this early work, the
scientific method was refined, wherein a contribution to the knowledge base of humanity is made
through the discovery of new fact, or exercise of independent critical though.
For postmodernists, in a sense they seek a return to the epistemology of the pre-modernists, wherein
the rigid framework created by modernism in order to eliminate objectivity to a large extent, is
rejected, and a new clerical class invented. Subjectivism in an extreme form such as solipsism, is the
assertion that ones own mind is the only thing one can be sure exists. Social Subjectivism holds that
both truth or morality are social conventions within a group or groups, and as they are mere creations
of a group they can be changed by that group. This conflates morality and truth, which are two
different things.
Morality, which is a social construct, but which can be “objectified” in a sense based on the desired
ends. For instance, if one permitted rape, murder and robbery within a social group, that would
inevitably lead to the breakdown of such a group, and thus the moral structure in place to govern
interactions between members of that group would be a failed one. Truth on the other hand, is reality
as independent of the observer.
Thus, the postmodernists desire to return to pre-modernist epistemology, in a sense, Satan in a new
suit.

Metaphysics
The first point is concerned with metaphysics, which is a complicated word for a branch of
philosophy that attempts to answer two questions:
A) Ultimately, what is there?
B) What is it like?
For the pre-modernists, they were concerned with reality, as informed by a super-natural perspective,
in essence the true nature of reality was revealed by the word of God(s). The world took many forms,
for each group, Greek, Norse, Roman, Abrahamic, Aztec and many others had their own groupshared view of what was there, and what it was like. Divergence from this group-shared view, and
acts contrary to it, were often harshly punished, the example of Galileo who was forced under threat
of death to recant his testimony that the Earth is in orbit around the Sun, stands out in Western
Civilization.
The Enlightenment and thus modernism, was a reaction to this myriad of mangled misconceptions,
and sought to straighten it all out through using the faculty of reason. Using logic, reason and
empiricism as their tools, they sought to investigate nature to provide evidence, and in lieu of
evidence construct clear and consistent arguments for why is there, and what it is like. The goal being
to answer the questions in a manner which would unite people in a shared reality. From this view we
get works such as Newton’s “Principia Mathematica“, Carl Von Linnaeus’ “Systema Naturae“, and
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Adam Smith’s “Wealth of Nations” that at the same time are the foundation works of, and examples
of what reason is capable of producing.
The reaction to this, was postmodernism, in an early form, spearheaded by a collection of German
philosophers felt as if the new English enlightenment philosophy lacked spirituality, duty, and thus
we ended up with the present “anti-realism”. Where the modernists sought to establish what was
there, and what it is like, in a mind-independent manner, a “what” and “what is it like” that would
form to de-weaponize the many subjective views, held to be objective by various religions.
Postmodernists seek to remove the idea that such a shared reality can exist. Anti-realism is when a
person denies that such as thing as objective reality exists.

Ethics
In the pre-modern age, ethics were based on the codified ideals revealed to prophets, and centered on
the good of the group. From this brand of morality, one gets the 10 Commandments, the Surah and
Hadith, and many other laws throughout the ages. The ethics of this era are in many ways Utilitarian,
in that they subjugate the individual for the good of the group, which was a necessity at a time, their
core argument being that the good of the group is more important than the good of the individual.
The modernist philosophers dealt with the needs of the individual vis-a-vis the needs of the group.
“Leviathan” by Hobbes is an example of a treatise that covers the invention and subsequent growth of
government. Thomas Paine’s “Common Sense” and “Rights of Man” deals with the natural rights
each man is endowed from nature, and the role of government in regard to those rights. In effect, any
group is composed of individuals, and each individual should from the group gain enough benefits of
membership to justify the rights they have to give up in order to belong to the group. The major
difference between the modernists and pre-modernists being the distinction between bribery and
coercion as a means to secure group membership.
Postmodernist philosophers wished a return to the group-dynamic held by the pre-modernists, in a
different dress. The ideological great-grandfather that came to be was Karl Marx, a man who
Wherein the needs of the group outstrip the needs of any one individual. This is reflected in their
penchant for socialism/communism as well.
I’ve written more extensively on the Morals of Social Justice in an earlier post, so I will not repeat
that here.

Summary and Conclusions
The reason why postmodernists and those who hold to the enlightenment principles that have brought
on the modern technological age, an age of unprecedented wealth and which continues to lift people
out of poverty [3] are always in conflict, is that they are philosophically incompatible. One cannot
present evidence to those who reject evidence, reason with those who reject reason, or use ethical
principles to debate those who reject ethical principles. Perhaps, the most fundamental difference
between the groups is that modernists hold that reality exists regardless of perception, whereas
postmodernists regard reality as created by perception.
This is the fundamental facts of counter-movements, oil and water does not mix, collisions between
particles and anti-particles annihilate both. The reason why this is a cause for concern is because one
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of the fundamental reasons for why an objective world view is important is to create a joint
foundation for humans based on what is, and what it is like. The time of the Enlightenment
philosophers was fraught with sectarian skirmishes, from the Catholic church to Protestant Church,
Calvinists, and Puritans, and a range of others, were engaged in near constant violent conflict.
Countries, regions and denominations were in an almost constant state of war and therefore by
removing some of the sources for such violence through a shared world view. Along with this, the
enlightenment provided objective mechanisms for conflict resolution, among others a reliance on
evidence and objective but also through discourse.
Postmodernists and the ideologies based on this dead-end of philosophy are prone to relativism for
the exact reason above, by rejecting reality and insisting on an epistemology based on subjectivity, no
objective rule can exist. Where the justice system of most modern states is based on a single rule-set
postmodernists would need to go on a case by case basis. Where the morality of the enlightenment is
based on universality, the morality of social justice is based on relativism. The trouble comes when
one gets the combination of subjectivity and relativism, where as nothing is true, everything is
permitted.
Carl Von Clausewitz is known for the statement “War is the continuation of politics by other means“,
in this case “Other means” represents war and conflict, with the weapons of politics being dialogue,
diplomacy and discourse. However, one cannot reason without shared foundations and one cannot
have shared foundations without a mind-independent approach to determining reality.
As the two positions have no common ground, as they represent matter and antimatter
philosophically speaking, one cannot hope to reason with the opposition, one must persuade the
public, oust the opposition from positions of power and eliminate their indoctrination centers.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
Explaining postmodernism from Rousseau to Foucault – Stephen R. C. Hicks (I list this for those
who want to read more on postmodernism, but listing it does not mean I recommend it)
Critique of Pure Reason by Immanuel Kant
A History of Western Philosophy by Bertrand Russell
My full series on SJW ideology and philosophy
Sources
[1] Explaining postmodernism from Rousseau to Foucault – Stephen R. C. Hicks
[2] https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/epistemology/
[3] https://ourworldindata.org/world-poverty/
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Gendernomics: Compounding Sexual Market Value
January 9, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

This post was prompted by a post by Ed
Latimore entitled “30 for 30: Lessons from 30 years of life” [1], which got me thinking about how the
actions and choices I made in my teens and twenties are affecting me in my thirties. Furthermore, if I
could go back, what would be my primary focus for each decade, and what advice would I give to a
son who just entered his teens.
Einstein is quoted as saying that the most powerful force in the Universe is compound interest. The
concept can be explained in a fairly intuitive manner as earning interest on your interest year after
year. What this means is that every year, the interest is added to your principal, and the amount of
money you earn from interest will increase. In the short term the amount of money will seem to be
minuscule, but compounding rewards those who are patient and who continue to contribute to their
principal on a fixed basis.
Many retirement funds are focused on this perspective as they are accounts often started in a person’s
thirties, with the goal of enjoying the results when that person retires 20 – 40 years later. Perhaps one
of the things that has not been talked much about in terms of male sexual market value is how it is
affected by compounding and investments that are made prior to the SMV peak. The classic SMV
graph merely shows that a man’s value starts to increase in his early to mid thirties and the continues
to increase as he nears his mid to late thirties. However, as I cover in the upcoming Gendernomics
book and have on this blog before as well, male SMV and female SMV are different. Female’s are
born with their reproductive value “built in“, males build theirs with little of it being gifted by nature.
This means that a male who wants to realize his maximum possible sexual market value has to make
contributions to it over many years prior to realizing it fully. Naturally, some men are able to realize
an above average sexual market value prior to their mid-thirties. High School athletes, wealthy heirs
and those who find celebrity young for instance, however, what is unique about them as examples is
their attainment of the societal merit required for high SMV at an age that represents a statistical
outlier. The high school quarterback attains high sexual market value early, due to demonstrating a
combination of genetics, leadership ability and gaining a massive amount of social proof very early in
life. In addition, his success at a competitive endeavor will translate into much increased confidence
in other areas. The wealthy heir will be born into an advantageous social position, that permits him to
gain experience at a faster level, for instance through travel, partaking in business deals well above
his weight, and the social proof that goes with it. The celebrity, will gain the massive social proof that
comes with fame, in addition to a demonstration of high ability compared to his peer group.
This essay is not written as a foolproof guide, but as a series of reflections on how one ideally should
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dedicate time across 3 decades of life, ages 10 – 20, 20 – 30 and 30 – 40.

Building SMV in your teenage years (10 – 20)
I’m well-aware that there will be few teenagers among my readers, however I’m also aware that some
readers have sons that are around this age or fast approaching it. The first half of this decade is when
most boys start noticing girls, most likely the girls in their peer group will also have started to notice
boys, most of the time a few years older than them. This is a challenging time, as the girls who are
the prime target-group for boys will be either too young, or interested in boys who are 2 – 3 years
older than them, sometimes more.
The males who do well at this age, tend to be the above mentioned examples that tend to punch above
their weight in terms of sexual market success. While this is a select group, as high SMV males are
always the top 10 – 20% of the population, and requires some foundation work to be done in the early
part of this decade and the previous one, it is attainable for those who are early bloomers. Those who
do not have their path already thought out, with some realistic plan for how to achieve it, should seek
to figure out what their interests are.
Towards the latter end of this decade most men will have had their first sexual experience and
probably their first relationship, which most of the time is highly blue pill in nature. This first
relationship will build patterns that are often very hard to unlearn, especially if prior psychological
damage to the male exists, such as codependency, scarcity mindsets or parentification.
The most important focus for boys during this period, is to work on the foundation that will carry
them into their twenties, failures at this age often feel world-ending, yet tend to have few if any longterm consequences if they are handled correctly,with support from parents and peers. Any
psychological damage sustained in this time, will often tend to be carried forward, and can do
substantial damage to SMV development in the early twenties.
Patterns that are learned in this period are often difficult to unlearn, as in addition to the first sexual
and relationship experiences, most have their first job, compete seriously for the first time, experience
the first failures that have actual consequences, and many others that can contribute or detract from
the next decades of their life.

Building SMV in your twenties
The age from 20 – 30 is probably the one where a man learns the most, and have the potential to
make the most mistakes. The twenties is also where much of the foundation for the rest of your life is
built, and the goal of them should be to come out at 30, a man who knows himself well.
A fairly well-known quote within the manosphere is “If you chase women in your 20s and money in
your thirties, you have wasted two decades“, this is an accurate statement, because most men will be
far off their peak sexual market value at this point, thus will be negotiating from a non-advantageous
position, in addition to competing for high value women against men 5 – 10 years their senior. This is
not to discourage working on relationships with women during this period, and most men will have
their first long-term relationship at this point, many will also make the mistake of getting married for
the first time, but this is where you lay much of the foundation for the rest of your life.
Most people stake out a career path at this point, others just work a string of random jobs without
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much focus. It is very easy to turn the twenties into “party years“, something which may have drastic
consequences for how high you are able to bring your SMV in your 30s. Around 25, a man should
finish higher education if he elected to attend, or be getting close unless they are seeking a doctorate
within their selected field or engaging in post-graduate education. This is the point where a man
should have decided on major goals within his life.
Time should also be taken to introspect to identify goals. Learning game and practicing game is a
smart move in the start of this period, but be wary of centering your life around women at this point.
First of all, smv will not be maxed, secondly being distracted away from long-term goals often leads
into a deficit that it can be hard to recover from. Examples of this would be marriage, and the need to
go through a divorce, having children, failing to build a strong financial position, or a solid skill
stack.

Building SMV in your thirties
Once a man enters his thirties, he should have built a solid foundation in most areas of his life.
Physically, in terms of being both in shape, and having found a style of dress that fits his personality.
In terms of money, he should be on the way towards his end goal, whether that be self-employment in
some form, a corporate career or what ever choice he makes. He should have had some experience
with both short- and long-term liaisons with women, to serve as a foundation for the rise in SMV that
tends to come throughout his thirties.
The reasoning behind having such experience is that many men who are unaware of SMV, may
suddenly experience a lot of attention from women in their peer group, many of whom had not
offered them a second glance in the preceding 15 years. Some of these woman having had their party
years, recently hit their epiphany phase and seeing the wall fast approaching, start to seek out the
former “nice guys” for long-term monogamy. These are often men who have spent their teens and
twenties with some, but limited SMP success, but have spent their time building their life around
solid financial prospects, physical prospects and thus made themselves into targets.
Men of this type, beta, and blue pill, yet with high SMVs but little experience with woman, are prime
targets for those women who seek to lock down a provider. Oblivious to the sexual market place, yet
with high value, tends to translate into men who are shocked when the prom queen they drooled over
for the past 15 years suddenly have an interest in them. They then come to the conclusion that after
going through their Sheryl Sandberg line-up of men, she has finally realized what a great catch they
are, and become an adult ready for a grown-up relationship. They get locked down for the next 5 – 20
years, sacrificing their prime-SMV years, for her SMV twilight. Traditionally, when men and women
got married earlier, it was an equitable solution, as the women gave the man her prime SMV years
early on, and he gave her his prime SMV years later on. Presently, under the rules of near-open
hypergamy, women seek to maximize their value during their peak SMV years, and lock down a man
during his peak SMV years.
A man who enters his 30s without having built much of a foundation during his teens and twenties
finds himself having to work much harder to catch up and maximize his value. Some things can be
fairly easily rectified in a couple of years, learning game, getting the notch count up, dropping some
unnecessary fat, gaining some necessary muscle, learning the fundamentals of style and grooming.
Some things are more difficult to rectify such as building a career, or attempting to attain formal
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 564 of 1188

education.

Summary and Conclusions
Advice for people who are beyond their 30s is more difficult to come up with, as beyond 40, is more
of a maintenance stage, than a construction stage. Some late bloomers may find their SMV
renaissance at this point, and some may find their twilight. More than anything a high male SMV is a
case of effort compounded over long periods of time. This requires that a man be mindful of how he
spends his time, as things do have an opportunity cost.
This is not to say that if you are reading this at 30, and you spent your twenties partying, going from
entry level job to entry level job, that you have no chance of improving your sexual market value, it
just requires a disproportionate investment compared to what it would have been if you had started at
15. In that sense, sexual market value is a lot like saving for your retirement, if you start early, you
can stop in your mid to late thirties and still make out OK, if you start in your 50s, it is going to take
serious work.
I made many mistakes in my teens and twenties that I had to be rectified as I went through my late
twenties. Making mistakes is a natural part of the human condition, and failure is something every
man needs to become familiar with. How a man handles set-backs and failures is in many ways what
defines him.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] http://edlatimore.com/30-for-30-30-lessons-from-30-years-of-life/
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Red Pill Logic: Frames of reference
January 12, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I recently watched a response video to the
widespread “2016 was the worst year ever” tantrum largely by people who’s view of history is
shorter the time the iPhone has been in existence, where the content creator ended his video with the
statement “No, 2016 is not the worst ever, your frame of reference is“. I had another post planned, but
that statement is perhaps more profound than the creator intended when he recorded it.
Frame of reference can be argued as a synonym for “field of knowledge“, which is an expression that
is used within academia and is of high importance when designing research projects. In order to avoid
duplicating the research that has already been done within a field of knowledge (unless one is doing a
verification of previous research), a literature search is conducted to build the foundation for the
research. It also serves to anchor the research that is to be done within the field, and to support
choices the researcher makes.
When the researcher then designs the methodology, the experiments, and the other parts of the full
research project, the literature review acts both to inform and to control the research. In the same
manner, a person who has a narrow frame of reference, will hold attitutes and make decisions
different from someone with a wide frame of reference, a person with a deep frame will view the
world different from a person with a shallow frame and so on.
In many ways this is the underlying principle of just about everything humans engage in, and a
source of many conflicts. A researcher named Thomas Kuhn argued that as each person who
evaluates evidence, brings their subjective field of knowledge and experience with them into the
evaluation, science is somewhat of a relative discipline [6].
Some of this can be traced back to various forms of bias and incentives. A researcher who has
invested his career into a theory will be reluctant to accept that it has been proven wrong and have
clear incentives to interpret results in a manner that is positive to the theory. Likewise someone who
is invested in an ideology will be reluctant to accept any evidence against the benefits he or she
perceives that ideology as having.
This is where one gets the “Not real communism” from those who advocate communism when they
are presented with the tragic history of the countries that have attempted to govern according to that
ideology.
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How Frames of Reference Develop
We start to develop our frames of reference right after we are born, for instance learning what effect
crying and tantrums have on our parents. Our first major frame is thus, that of our family. What rules
govern our family, who holds what roles, what the goals of the family is and what characteristics are
valued.
This is part of the socialization process that prepares us for interacting with other human beings once
we leave the nest and start attending school. Our field frame of reference is that of our parents, we
share their values, often because they are the only ones we know, we share their world-views, and
they are also representative of the few adults we know.
As we attend kindergarten and then school, our fields increase in size as we accommodate the
knowledge imparted by socializing with other children our age, adults other than our parents, and the
various parts of the curriculum relevant to our school. Our early years are usually shaped by learning
reading, writing and arithmetic in school, as these the tools the system relies on in order to present
more complex information to us over time.
As we continue our schooling we learn more advanced writing and mathematics. We read more
advanced texts and are required to add more knowledge to our minds. This knowledge works to
transform not only how we view the world, but also how we interpret the world.
These early frames are often difficult to unlearn or alter should we decide to do so, and many men
who find “The Red Pill” struggle to fully let go of those internalized frames regarding sex, dating and
relationships. Likewise, people who grow up in liberal, conservative, religious, non-religious
households or environments struggle when fundamental frames are challenged.
The size and depth of a frame is dependent on the diet of information a person feeds themselves. The
Dunning-Kruger effect is relevant, as this fairly well-known perception error, where those who are
knowledgeable within an area judge themselves as less competent than they are, and those who have
little knowledge within a field will tend to judge themselves as more competent within that field than
they actually are [2] often cause us to evaluate our frames poorly.
A man who has had few relationships and little interaction with women, does not have a frame of
reference based in reality, but one based in social programming. Their patterns will be based on those
they observed among adults in their social circle, among their peer group, and in entertainment
media. Thus his data is not only flawed in quality, it is also flawed in quantity.

Exploration and Hypotheses
Our personal frames are used to explore, describe and determine how our world works. This has a
parallel in research where exploratory research is focused on the discovery of ideas [1]. The sample
size is often limited, the methodology often tends towards phenomenology rather than positivism, it
may even be based in grounded theory.
If promising ideas are identified, one may move on to do similar research with a larger sample size,
in order to determine if the observation one made from the small sample is true for a larger sample. If
this proves to be the case, then one may move on to do small sample hypothesis based research to
determine to see if one could identify causal patterns [1]. If this also proves successful one would
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move to a large-sample hypothesis based research to confirm the theory formed after the small scale
research.
This method is a form of going from the particular to the general. Starting with a single or few
samples, to identify ideas, and then moving on to test if what is true for the particular is true for the
general. The other way around, would be attempting to establish whether what is true for the general
is also true for the particular.
One can liken such a method to a person’s journey through relationships, the first relationship is
unique in it’s entirety. The ones that follow are only somewhat unique as some characteristics
permeate all relationships between men and women. Those that follow after this group of
relationships, often feature some experimentation, wherein one seeks to improve upon what has gone
before, and finally one ends up with a proven theory for how one gets what one desires out of a
relationship.

Summary and Conclusions
Our frames of reference are based on our inherent knowledge based as it has been shaped throughout
our life, this informs our ability to make conclusions, however it also creates the very pitfalls that we
often experience in evaluating reality. Our minds work in a way where we judge information based
on a priori knowledge, which is knowledge that can be obtained independent of learning anything
except the language and a posteriori knowledge, which is known based on experience.
Daniel Kahneman speaks of our penchant for making quick and easy decisions without actively
engaging our faculties of reason [4]. What he defined as “System 1” is fast, instinctive and emotional,
and reminds me of the following quote by H.L. Mencken
“For every complex problem there is an answer that is clear, simple, and wrong.”
What he defined as “System 2” is slower, more deliberate and logical. This relates to the former
sections, in that when one combines the emotional, instinctive and fast reactions of system 1, with the
tendency for people to over-estimate their frame of reference. One gets a situation where fast and
easy judgments are made based on an imperfect amount of knowledge. When this is further combined
with a small sample or anecdotal (but persuasive) evidence, it forms a perfect storm where a decision
is made quickly, with little though, based on bad evidence and with overconfidence. This is the
foundation of what Bertrand Russell stated was wrong with the world.
“The trouble with the world is that the stupid are cocksure and the intelligent are full of
doubt.” Bertrand Russell
The event that I recognize most as happening as a result of this perfect storm, is the long-term
relationship rush that comes when women reach their late twenties to early thirties and suddenly
decide that they are ready to settle down.
The man in such a case is frequently less experienced than her, and thus has a weaker frame of
reference based on his own experience in relationships. The decision to move in together or get
married is often an emotional one, be it born in passion, shame, guilt or excitement. Finally, he often
has an urgency as the men who are picked for husbands are the type of men that Sheryl Sandberg
describes in her now infamous quote [5].
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If one views this quote in reverse, what she states is that during a woman’s party years, there is no
concern for equality in the relationship, whether he values intelligence, ambition or cares at all about
her opinion is not something of prime importance. Whether the relationship is fair or equitable is not
really a concern either.
This implicitly also means that once a woman does decide that she wants to settle down, she should
aim for a man such as the one I described above, a man with limited experience, who makes a fast
and emotional decision that he is convinced is right based on a flawed frame of reference.
A man with a weak frame of reference, but strong reasoning capabilities may escape the trap through
the inability to accept his own emotional turmoil. He is the captain navigating through the storm, who
comes out battered but alive.
A man with weak reasoning abilities but a strong frame of reference, may avoid the whirlwind due to
his extensive knowledge. He is the mountain that stands firm as the storm rages around it.
A man with both a weak frame and weak reasoning abilities may never escape or avoid the dungeon,
as he has no knowledge of how to escape, and no ability to determine how to do so.
Perhaps this is what Red Pill theory is all about, improving a man’s frame of reference, pressing him
to consider his life and future through cold-blooded reason rather than blinding emotion and finally
tempering his mixture of a priori and a posteriori relationship knowledge imparted through long
social programming with advice from others who have more experience and knowledge in that area.
One must remember that at no other time in human history have so many boys grown up without
fathers, grandfathers and other males from whom they could learn. As I wrote in the essay on
principal agent issues, women raise poor men, because they do not raise men to be men, but men to
be poor quality women.
Throughout our history, being the boy who clung to the apron strings was shameful, to be the boy
who would rather gather with the women, or who rejected the company of other men in favor of the
company of women, was unlikely to pass his rite of passage into manhood, the very rite of manhood
that no longer exists.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1] http://ordination.okstate.edu/motivate.htm
[2] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dunning%E2%80%93Kruger_effect
[3] http://www.iep.utm.edu/apriori/
[4] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thinking,_Fast_and_Slow
[5] http://www.goodreads.com/quotes/772391-when-looking-for-a-life-partner-my-advice-to-women
[6] https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/thomas-kuhn/#2
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Red Pill Logic: The Purple Pill
January 16, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When I wrote the blue and red pill theoretical framework
the goal was to identify the mutual exclusivity of the two frameworks. I deliberately left out the
purple pill, as it requires its own essay due to the fact that it appears to contradict the mutual
exclusivity that was outlined in the other essay. To define the purple pill, it is a position that seeks to
enable a man to have the blue pill fantasy, while remaining red pill. In essence leveraging his red pill
knowledge in order to experience the blue pill fantasy.
In a sense, once a man learns red pill knowledge, it is impossible to return to the Matrix without
significant dissonance, unlike Cypher, there is simply no way to have your mind wiped clean of all
aspects of the red pill. It may be suppressed for a time, or channeled through a defense mechanism or
two, but the idealism that is required for a true blue pill fantasy is gone and what remains is merely a
hollow shell.
Central to the blue pill fantasy is the idea of there being a “one“, a perfect partner who fulfills your
every need. Leaving out the part where perfection is a human conception that has no place in reality,
and if it did would at best exist in a moment by moment basis, there is no such thing as a perfect
partner. Someone may be a better fit for you than another, in transient moments it may feel as they
are perfect but this is an illusion. A man cannot at the same time accept AWALT and view his partner
in the manner required for the blue pill.
From my research on the topic, the reasoning behind a purple pill perspective is to attempt a
circumnavigation of the principles that are core to the red pill, such s solipsism, hypergamy and “all
women are like that“. It is also based in an illusion of control, through which if the husband is red pill
enough, he can alter her biological firmware, through constant vigilance. Throughout history, female
nature was socially controlled through various means, religion, social shaming and jurisprudence are
some of them. For instance, British divorce law from pre-1900 where the husband would
automatically gain custody over the children in the event of divorce played on a female being
attached to her children to reduce branch swinging, and to police her behavior.
Nathaniel Hawthorne’s “The Scarlet Letter“, demonstrates how social shaming and shunning could
be utilized to reduce the tendency for hypergamy, through it having social and financial
consequences. The severe biblical punishments for adultery served to further reduce the inherent
tendencies of the human female.
The purple pill perspective is therefore, that a man standing alone as long as he is alpha and red pill
aware enough can be different from the myriad of other men who were unable to accomplish what an
entire society creates incentives against. To make this essay comparable with the other essay, I will
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go through the purple pill perspective on each point from it.

Be Your Best Self So You Can Just Be Yourself
The Red Pill position is that all men should strive to be their best selves and the blue pill position that
men should just be themselves. As with most of these positions, the purple pill positions itself
somewhere between these two points, usually with the position that a man should strive to make
himself as alpha as possible, in order to facilitate an aspect of being able to be himself. In essence a
man with a sexual market value that is high enough, can indulge in some blue pill behaviors without
the risk of triggering his partners hypergamic tendencies.
On the topic of “Just be yourself” it is in embryo merely a carte blanche to engage in behavior that
feels good in the moment. This is no different than “it’s fits my macros” when it comes to dieting or
“I did legs last week, better use leg day for more upper body work this week” for weight lifting.
Just be yourself is in many ways also a filtering strategy for women, it makes it easier for them to
separate alpha fucks from beta bucks, as an alpha just being himself is being an alpha, and the same
for a beta. While long-term relationships inevitably means that an alpha becomes more beta, the
purple pill approach is to balance alpha characteristics with being his natural self, thus striking a
balance that gives the women the “best of both worlds“, doting beta and dread game dropping alpha.
In this sense, the concept is similar to the female fantasy of taming the alpha.
This is reminiscent of the old school pick up artists, who rather than seek to become high value men,
would become really good at appearing as high value men. With somewhat disastrous results. It will
also create issues as your frame will be non-congruent, as it requires a degree of self-control and
conscious presence that is non-sustainable over a long period of time.
Abundance mindset and outcome independence is based on the ability to walk away, which again is
based in sexual abundance and opportunity, by giving one person sexual monopoly over you, under
pain of divorce court this is eradicated. Thus, one is in a position where the woman holds all the
cards, from a legal and social perspective, and one must overcome this purely from one’s own strong
frame.

Men and Women are Different and Once You Know, You Can
Handle That
This mirrors the red pill to quite a large degree, while the blue pill fantasy is fixed on the egalitarian
blank slate proposition, accepting that men and women are different is one of the cardinal red pill
principles. However, the assumption that this gives control is flawed. One can liken this to tight-rope
walking over a chasm, you can control your own body and thoughts, but you cannot control if nature
decides that a gust of wind should throw you to your death.
The position reminds me of the tragedy of Long Term Capital Management, a hedge fund with
multiple Nobel prize winning academic quantitative economists that failed miserably because of
issues pointed out by Nassim Nicholas Taleb in his books “The Black Swan” and “Fooled by
Randomness” preceding the 2008 financial crisis, namely that inestimable events happen far more
frequently than models of reality would estimate.
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The fact that one knows which variables exist, does not mean that one can control or predict their
effects or their inter-dependencies. Being red pill aware, and thus knowing of hypergamy, solipsism
and so on, does not translate into control over their effects, merely a perception of such control.
Perhaps it may serve to reduce the risk of failure somewhat, but considering that it does not reduce
the impact of the risk, merely the probability, it still remains significant.
In fact, the perception of control and risk management may in and of itself lead to higher risk
exposure as a result of underestimating the risk of the event in question. You have little control over
what happens the day your submissive, traditional, red pill wife gets a new alpha boss, or when she
gets inspired watching “Eat, Pray, Love” and “Wild” with her girlfriends.

A Relationship Is Not Easy But Can Be Managed
The former section outlines the idea that awareness of troubled waters assists in navigating them. The
idea that relationships are not easy come from the fact that every relationship will have issues, and
once one moves beyond the “just having fun together” stage of those issues multiply rapidly. One of
the most fundamental management quotes is “What gets measured gets managed” by management
guru Peter Drucker.
For instance, by creating a rule that you only send her one text for each three she sends you, only call
her once for every 2 times she calls you and so on, this helps you manage your own issues with
contact. Many men have a tendency to over-contact women they are interested in, thus creating a
metric for it makes it manageable.
However, creating such metrics for something as complex as a relationship, draws attention away
from directly investing in maintaining and building your sexual market value. In my upcoming book
on Gendernomics I speak on altered time investment patterns within a relationship, where the female
expects the man to alter his investment structure from favoring his sexual market value to favoring
their relationship. However, these are not mutually exclusive, because a man who lets go of his
sexual market value, will inevitably be discarded for another male. The investment made in
management in this case, is an investment in the relationship, which the female will resent as it
results in her being held accountable, and will draw away from investments in the man’s sexual
market value.
In addition, as the man is directing his attention towards the female to ensure that her metrics are
within the acceptable range, he may fall into the trap of becoming reactive, rather than pro-active.
There is an option to act pro-actively, however it would require a constant state of calibration to
balance the alpha frame with beta behaviors.

Multiple Right Partners Exists (Similar to the Blue Pill)
The red pill position is that there is no “right partner” for anyone, the blue pill position takes the
position that the soul-mate myth is reality, finally the purple pill position is a rejection of the unicorn,
but an acceptance of the proposition that there is such a thing as a “right” partner. Usually this “right
partner” is a submissive, fairly young and to some extent sheltered woman, who rejects feminism,
equality, is red pill aware and wants a traditional relationship.
Of course, once this became somewhat common knowledge within the sphere, the manosphere
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version of “gamer girls” showed up. A woman’s past is the best guide to her future, so she should be
properly vetted, but as a wise man once said, “Any girl who is great in the sack, is only great because
another guy took the time to train her properly“.
Picking a woman with a good history, young, with the right personality and character traits is a good
risk-reduction strategy, but does not limit risk. I’ve been very entertained by the men who go off to
Asia or Eastern Europe, find themselves a young, traditional women, who is then rapidly corrupted
the second she spends time with American women.

The End-State is a Monogamous Relationship with Children
and a Job
This is one of the shared views between the blue pill and the purple pill. From my perspective, this is
a flawed view, however, I also think that the end-state a man desires for himself, is his choice and his
decision as long as he has educated himself on alternative options. The trouble with blue pill men is
that they cannot see beyond their social programming and thus fail to see alternate avenues of
accomplishment, a purple pill man so far as he has explored his options is perfectly qualified to make
such a decision.

It is What You Can Do For Yourself and Others
As with many other issues, the purple pill perspective walks a knife-edge with some of the underlying
principles. The Red pill is based around looking out for number 1, while the blue pill is sacrificing
oneself for the benefit of others. While the red pill perhaps leans towards narcissism and egocentrism, the blue pill is firmly rooted in codependency and supplication. The purple pill seeks to
strike a balance between self and other that seeks synthesis between the two opposites.
One cannot be both at the same time and thus this play has to be based on average behaviors over
time. One cannot be a narcissistic supplicant, these two are opposites, it is as if one were to try to
both consume and invest the same $100, it is impossible. While this is perhaps a task for the Kantian
dialectic of thesis, antithesis and synthesis to reconcile, from an empiricist perspective they represent
opposites. One could argue a yin and yang perspective where one shifts from one behavior style to
another, self-indulgence and then self-sacrifice, however it is inevitable that one wolf will become
stronger than the other.

Summary and Conclusions
It is easy to assume from this post, and the previous one that I’m fundamentally against long-term
relationships in general and marriage in particular. However, I do not view either as impossible or
unsound. There are countless examples of men within the manosphere that are married and who have
functioning relationships. I’ve also grown up observing marriages that last as long as 70 years.
However, as the western world has rejected more and more of the traditional methods that assisted in
keeping a marriage together, and in fact has adopted incentives for letting the relationship collapse, it
must be approached as a high risk proposition.
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What is rarely talked about is that a lack of control is not the most dangerous, an illusion of control is.
If one is aware that one has no control, it is likely that risk management is employed to reduce
probability of threats and lessen their impact. If one thinks that the threats are under control, then it is
likely that risk management will be neglected.
The goal of writing this post was that the purple pill seems to be growing in influence, and for many
men who are recovering blue pill men but who have not reached the acceptance phase, the purple pill
perspective represents a red herring. From the Dunning-Kruger effect, we learn that people are prone
to over-estimating their own competence when their competence is low, and thus the purple pill
becomes dangerous territory. Thus, a recovering blue pill man who views himself as a red pill alpha,
may assume that he can handle a relationship, only to find himself reverted to the blue pill frame that
lead him to the red pill in the first place.
In some ways the purple pill represents what Blackdragon refers to as the “Alpha male 1.0” [1], an
attempt by an alpha male to live the blue pill fantasy and having the best of both worlds. While this is
possible in some cases, one must be aware of the statistical probability of failure and plan
accordingly. The fallout of a failed long-term relationship can be very severe in terms of financial,
physical, sexual market value and psychological effects, thus, a man must be prepared for this.
Some things to do would be not bringing the state into it through having a private marriage ceremony
and a private marriage contract between the two parties, think through the consequences of failure,
such as child custody, child support, assets, liabilities, and the range of other issues. Cover these in a
contract prior to the onset of the arrangement. Hell hath no fury like a woman scorned, and facing
down such a woman who can weaponize the state apparatus to act on her behalf during a high
conflict divorce is no good experience. [2]

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading
“Incerto“ by Nassim Nicholas Taleb
Sources:
[1] http://www.blackdragonblog.com/glossary/
[2] “Splitting: Protecting Yourself While Divorcing Someone with Borderline or Narcissistic
Personality Disorder” by Bill Eddy
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Gendernomics: Hypergamy, Branch Swings and Harems
January 19, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I recently came across a statistic of the
most gender egalitarian countries in the world [2], in part thanks to Bernie Sanders for referencing the
Scandinavian countries, but also thanks to a follower who was kind enough to link it to me in a direct
message on twitter. Several authors in the sphere have drawn inferences from the advent of feminism
towards a decline in the rights of fathers, and towards the emergence cuckoldry as the norm, as the
reductio ad absurdum result of feminine sexual strategy becoming dominant [3].
In the upcoming Gendernomics book, I reference a study that shows that 8000 years ago, 17 women
reproduced for every 1 man, something that points towards the existence of a situation wherein a
small number of men did all of the reproduction with multiple women, while the remainder of men
had no chance to reproduce [1]. This is perhaps a manifestation of the two optimal reproductive
strategies overlapping, for women it would have been better for them to share a single high status
man that gave them access to both high quality genetics and material affluence to ensure the survival
of the woman and her children. For men, the sexual structure that ensures paternity, and gives the
most possible offspring is polygamy, the monopolization by one man of the reproductive capabilities
of multiple females.
What gives females the optimal situation in which to reproduce and raise children, is the assurance
that they have optimized their sexual strategy in such a manner that it secured for them, both the high
quality genetic material from the Alpha male, a man who exhibits those traits that ensures his
reproductive success. Secondly, the assurance that this will not cause her or her children to suffer for
a lack of resources. One can argue the securing of alpha genetics by a female as extreme long-term
strategy, as her choice of genetics is what determines whether or not her lineage becomes successful.
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The securing of resources is a short-term strategy, as this seeks to ensure security and prosperity for
the next 20 – 30 years until the children are able to take care of themselves.
One must keep in mind that resources are a present problem, that can lead to imminent death, yet if
offspring are poorly suited for survival, in a situation with scarce resources, it follows that perhaps a
better investment is to attempt to breed better children, or children with higher genetic variety.

Single-Parenting an Economics Perspective
One of the first statistics I came across as I was researching the topic was that single-parenthood,
even within the Scandinavian welfare states leads to economic hardship, as the statistic demonstrates
that single parents with children have the least disposable income of any class within the societies [5].
This mirrors the United States [6] and The United Kingdom [7], which supports that being a singleparent is not a good financial decision. This is further supported by EUROSTAT that stated that in
2014, almost 50% of all single parents were at risk for poverty. However, an interesting study showed
that while about 4.2 million single-mothers live below the poverty line, only about 400.000 singlefathers are living under such conditions [9]. Furthermore, the study outlined that single-mothers who
were divorced were less likely to be living in poverty than those who had children and subsequently
divorced.
The child allowance given from the state to single-parents within the Scandinavian states show an
interesting difference in that Sweden does not increase it for single-parent households, which is
reflected in that Swedish single-parents also have the lowest disposable income out of the 5 countries
in the study.
An interesting characteristic is the relatively high amount of single-parent families within the Nordics
[5], which is a comment made, but which shows no reference to the number. There were some
numbers available, in Denmark for 2007, roughly 19% of homes were single parent homes and about
20% for Sweden, the other countries were not featured. [10]

Fatherhood in the Most Gender Egalitarian Countries
The major issue with the statistics referred to in the previous section, is that they do not distinguish
between biological parents and those who have decided against better judgment to cohabit with a
single mother. Combined with the fact that a common manosphere observation being that women
frequently divorce or leave their alpha genetic mate, and elect to then build a new house with a beta
male, only to leave their beta to shack up with an alpha or a better beta, or various variations thereof.
Thus, the statistics cannot provide a full explanatory framework or serve to prove the manosphere
assertions fully.
However, an interesting observation from Norway is that a quarter of of men never father children,
similar statistics were not found for Denmark and Sweden, but for the United States about 87% of
women reproduce and 82% of men. An interesting quote from the researcher who conducted the
study was:
“But women are always the pillars of a society’s fertility. Norway can, in other words, be a
country where many men never father children, even though its fertility rate is high. Most
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men and women consider children to be an essential element of their lives. Few make a
conscious decision against having them. What actually happens often is that men who are
already fathers get recycled.” [12, 16]
What is this if not a form of sequential harem, where a male has children with one woman at a time,
but trades the woman in for a new model in cycles. Another comment on the same results from the
researcher was:
“According to the first theory, men with little or no education are disregarded by welleducated working women. Rather, they “recycle” well-educated men who become fathers to
more than one brood whereas less educated men are not taken into consideration and miss
the opportunity to become fathers. ” [16]
The second theory, is that men voluntarily opt out, something which appears contradictory given the
psychology today article that outlines a desire to become fathers among men [15].
In an effort to confirm these statistics I elected to access the Office of National Statistics in the
United Kingdom, however after an exhaustive search, it appears that the study cited above is unique,
in that most countries only measure childlessness for women, this was found to be true for Sweden
and Denmark as well. Statistics of women who remain childless are plentiful, and demonstrate that it
is quite a common state for women. Unfortunately, the equivalent statistics for men are difficult to
come by. A Psychology Today article outlined that among more traditional tribal groups, the majority
of men do become fathers, however those who remain childless are those men who have not yet
attained enough status or resources to be a good prospect for marriage.
The author outlines that in societies that practice serial monogamy and polygynous societies men
experience more reproductive variance as opposed to when men are in strictly monogamous societies.
From a gendernomics perspective, I’ve titled them in reverse order as “Reproductive communism”,
“Reproductive Oligopoly” and “Reproductive Mixed Market“. [15]
The results of these studies are consistent with the manosphere theory that as women gain more
control over reproduction and thus can enact their sexual strategy to a larger degree, it trends more
towards a female preference to share one high status male, over having a lower status male all to
themselves. One must consider that a male with two or more sets of offspring, will in most cases with
modern child support laws have to share his resources between multiple women and their offspring.
While this is not quite the same as polygamy, it mimics some of the mechanisms.
A major factor here could be that as the welfare state acts to reduce the wealth gap between exes, in
practice making men worse off and women better off [11]. This contributes to reduce the risk and
consequences of sharing one male among multiple females, by utilizing those single males to finance
the feast over the tax-code. The question is, if laws such as the recently suggested Swedish law that
would permit fathers the same rights as women, namely legal abortion up until the end of the first
trimester [17], would this even affect the situation? Men who opt out of fatherhood would merely be
taxed rather than make child support payments.

Summary and Conclusions
As the statistics show in the example of the Nordic countries, as a country becomes more egalitarian,
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this affects divorce rates, single parent households and female choice. The recycling of men into
second and third groups of children with different women, something that has also become a trend in
the United States where up to 28% of women have children by more than one man, in a form of
reproductive mixed market, is perhaps facilitated more through the generous Nordic Welfare states.
[18, 19]
A researcher states in a Jezebel article
“And Dorius herself went even further, saying that multipartner fertility isn’t just a
byproduct of inequality, but an engine of it: “Juggling all the different needs and demands
of fathers in at least two households, four or more pairs of grandparents, and two or more
children creates a huge set of chronic stressors that families have to deal with for
decades.”” [20]
Many such stressors are perhaps alleviated through the welfare state providing health, financial
assistance, and many other forms of assistance especially aimed towards bettering the situation of
single mothers [9, 11]. In effect removing the consequences of women engaging in much less covert
versions of cuckholding, branch swinging and all out hypergamy, the growth of the single mother
phenomenon [21] with the consequences of to the children [22, 23] are quite scary.
However, looking at the countries that have gone the furthers in not only enabling, but in many cases
rewarding women for becoming single-mothers, one must wonder if the manosphere assertion that
the welfare state grows from the needs of women is accurate. After all, if given a choice where she
suffers few financial consequences, there is no social pressure, and there is no religious pressure, but
removes accountability from her life, what is the incentive to raise children together?
The manosphere views of the mating competition and how it works if the historical constraints on
female fertility are removed, are largely validated by the data sets that were explored in the context of
this article. With a welfare state to cover the role of provider, a strong and stable state to cover the
role of protector, women are free to act in accordance with their wishes, and their wishes match very
closely with the manosphere concepts of hypergamy, solipsism and branch swinging.
There are countless programs to assist single mothers in every modern industrialized nation, however
the nordic states have taken it further by aiming to equalize incomes between not only prior spouses,
but between working and non-workering parents. Therefore, one must wonder if the slide towards
Open Cuckoldry as outlined by Rollo Tomassi as the logical end-point of female hypergamy [24] is
merely a function of social development that removes the natural constraints placed on women from a
biological perspective.
This state of reproductive oligopoly is proven not to be an invention by men to hoard female fertility,
but a result of female biological preference and thus what is the natural end result when the human
female is granted all rights but no accountability.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
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As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1]
https://psmag.com/8-000-years-ago-17-women-reproduced-for-every-one-man-6d41445ae73d#.3fxo
ykrw7
[2] https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2016/10/worlds-most-gender-equal-countries/
[3] https://therationalmale.com/2015/12/07/open-cuckoldry/comment-page-3/
[4] http://journal.sjdm.org/jdm06016.pdf
[5]
http://www.scb.se/en_/Finding-statistics/Statistics-by-subject-area/Other/Other/Other-press-releases/
Aktuell-Pong/2011A01A/Behallare-for-Press/Families-in-the-Nordic-countries—similarities-anddifferences/
[6] http://www.nccp.org/publications/pub_560.html
[7] http://www.poverty.org.uk/05/index.shtml
[8]
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Europe_2020_indicators_-_poverty_and_s
ocial_exclusion
[9]
http://aces.illinois.edu/news/single-mothers-much-more-likely-live-poverty-single-fathers-study-finds
[10]https://economix.blogs.nytimes.com/2010/03/10/single-parents-around-the-world/?_r=0
[11] http://sciencenordic.com/welfare-state-reduces-income-gap-between-exes
[12] http://sciencenordic.com/quarter-norwegian-men-never-father-children
[13] http://www.aaup.org/statements/REPORTS/re01fam.htm
[14] https://www.oecd.org/els/family/SF_2-5-Childlessness.pdf
[15] https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/the-evolving-father/201311/non-dads-or-childless-men
[16] http://sciencenordic.com/fewer-men-become-dads
[17]
http://www.parentherald.com/articles/34369/20160403/swedish-law-allow-men-back-out-fatherhood.
htm
[18] http://healthland.time.com/2011/04/01/the-prevalence-of-the-domino-dad-family/
[19] http://articles.latimes.com/2011/apr/01/news/la-heb-multiple-fathers-20110401
[20] https://jezebel.com/5788158/over-a-quarter-of-women-have-children-with-more-than-one-man
[21]
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2014/12/18/the-unbelievable-rise-of-single-mother
hood-in-america-over-the-last-50-years/?utm_term=.ec2c3b1ee0c8
[22]
http://www.slate.com/articles/double_x/doublex/2012/07/single_motherhood_worse_for_children_.ht
ml
[23] http://prospect.org/article/consequences-single-motherhood
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 579 of 1188

[24] https://therationalmale.com/2015/12/07/open-cuckoldry/comment-page-3/
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Red Pill Logic: Feminine Frames
January 23, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I came across a couple of articles on
The Guardian the other day, that got me thinking about how females approach the sexual market
place. I’ve written about how men often approach it from the expectancy and equity perspective,
which translates into a play based in reciprocity, where the man engages in actions with the
expectation that the female will seek to bring back equity to the relationship through doing nice
things for him (reward him with sex). This is the chosen approach that most men tend to default
towards unless they find themselves in a community where the red pill mindset is common. In my
article on the male sexual strategies I also touched on the fact that the Red Pill SMP for men is in
many ways a continuous arms race to be in the top 10 – 20% of males that due to the nature of
hypergamy are chased by most, if not all women.
However, apart from the female sexual strategies (Part 1 and Part 2) I hadn’t written much about the
female perspective. The two articles I referenced earlier are both on beauty and beauty standards, the
first dealing with the concept of the “beauty backlash“, which according to the writer is concerned
with actually rejecting the grooming standards that have been socially established for women [1]. The
second dealing with the tendency for women to photoshop the photos they share on social media [2].
While the former is clearly a part of the same narrative that most feminist and feminist-adjacent
rhetoric centers on, namely to reduce any form of standards or expectations of women to zero, thus
“liberating” them from the shackles of having to do anything except what they want, while
simultaneously raising the standard of men, in order to secure an alpha (with just enough beta in him)
for every woman, the latter is in a sense centered on women imposing standards on other women.
The latter is the far more interesting article, as it demonstrates that in the war for online attention
women may live as in article one, but airbrush as in article two.This is the feminine created arms
race, wherein women project their own sexual market frame on to men, just as men do when they
engage in reciprocity game. The online arms-race among women for social media attention works to
drive an arms race in the real world. When men utilize reciprocity frameworks, they are projecting
the tendency of men to be deductive problem-solvers that seek to maintain equity in relationships,
onto women.
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The Feminine Frame – 80/20
The feminine frame is based on the concept of the Pareto principle, wherein a great majority of
women are interested in the top 10 – 20% of men, while displaying no interest in the great majority of
men. This manifests in that some men live in a world of sexual abundance, while the great majority
are relegated to a position of sexual scarcity. The addition of hypergamy through which a woman
seeks to bed and lock down a man who is higher sexual market value than herself, acts in a reflexive
manner to increase the mechanisms outlined in the first sentence. Hypergamy can be summed up as
“always seeking to maximize her high-SMV window“, in which she will seek to balance her long-term
and short-term strategies of alpha fucks and Beta bucks to reach the optimal synthesis of the two.
However, as I recently argued, “Alpha fucks” is arguably the longer-term strategy, as securing high
value genetics can drive generations, as it has a probability of leading to an inner quality of offspring.
Whereas “Beta bucks” is a short-term strategy, largely dependent on external characteristics such as
wealth or social status. One can lose the qualities that makes one a good “Beta bucks” choice,
however the internal characteristics that form the foundation for “alpha fucks” have a higher chance
of being maintained and expanded over generations.
A woman seeks to lock down as high value a man as is possible for her, while balancing multiple
other characteristics. She needs to secure quality genetics, but she also needs to secure provision and
protection for her offspring and herself. A man who exceeds her value greatly is thus is a risky
proposition as he may find another partner more on his level. In a sense, she wants to mate up, but not
so far up that she compromises everything to do so. A woman may temporarily be able to engage in a
liaison with a man 4 – 6 points above her own SMV, however this is a man whom she can never lock
down into a long-lasting provision relationship, but that she can sleep with momentarily.
If one assumes that women, as do men project their own theoretical framework onto the other sex in a
case of mistaken egalitarianism. The articles I cited, and female behavior in general makes much
more sense. When one dives into statistics regarding fashion for instance, females 16 and over
represent 33% of spending on apparel, versus 18% spent by men 16 and over [3]. This makes perfect
sense if women project the 80/20 frame onto men, as females would feel the same need and urgency
to be in the top 20% of women as red pill men do to be in the top 20% of men.
Women inherently project their own sexual market perspective onto men assuming that in order to
realize sexual market success they must be in the top 20% of women, as they know that they are truly
only attracted to the top 20% of men. The remaining 80% are only chosen as a part of her “Beta
bucks” strategy, which is a case of negotiated attraction. An early manosphere author I read a little
over a decade ago was fond of the phrase “attraction isn’t a choice“, however he was only half-right.
Attraction can be a choice, but genuine attraction is not. A woman thus assumes that if she is not in
the top 20%, men experience the same feeling of negotiated attraction as she does when she knows
that she settled.

The Role of Negotiated Attraction
When a woman reaches her epiphany phase and the wall, her perspective is altered from her normal
80/20 perspective, to one wherein she somewhat accepts the reciprocity game played by a majority of
men. This is not her inherent preference, and as such this does not result in genuine attraction. What
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takes place here is a courtship where the woman seeks to qualify the male according to a second set
of criteria, that has manifested as a result of her declining value. A woman in her prime can command
great volumes of attention and secure mating with males 4 – 6 points above her own sexual market
value, but cannot lock them into long-term pair-bonding. As she feels her decline, her approach
changes to attempting to secure the best possible deal for herself going forwards with some sense of
urgency.
Her ability to secure such a deal is declining year on year, and this is perhaps the reason why many
manosphere authors posit that women ages 30 – 35 represent much more of a challenge than the same
woman would have in her twenties. Her conscious preference has shifted towards a game of
negotiated attraction, this does not necessarily mean that this conscious frame will override her
inherent preference, merely that the threshold for triggering the “beta provider” schema in her mind
is much lower. Once this schema is triggered, the requirements are at an elevated level wherein she
seeks to establish whether the man is a true provider specimen. In the same manner that women shittest all men, including alphas early on, the courtship phase of a negotiated attraction relationship is
also a form of shit-test to which the requirements for passing are different.
A woman who makes a man wait 3 dates for sex for instance, is seeking to see how much of an
investment the man is willing to front-load to establish his scarcity vs abundance mindset, his
provider ability and his willingness to succumb to her frame. Secondly, it serves to create a sunk cost
in his mind, where if she decides not to engage in sex on the third date, he is more prone to continue
the dance for another date or two, rather than seek out more fertile grounds. Thirdly, it manufactures
a case of loss aversion for him, wherein not going on that fourth or fifth date would feel like a loss,
even if no winning outcome is on the table.
Negotiated attraction is a misnomer in a sense, the female does convince herself that she feels
genuine attraction for the man, however what is actually taking place is a woman approaching the
sexual market place based on deductive problem-solving and subverting her real pattern. While her
preference is the “alpha with just enough beta sprinkles“, she will make the “sensible choice” that
beta males have been attempting to sell for a decade or two at this point over failing at her sexual
strategy.

Summary and Conclusions
The basic premises of this post are very simple, what if women as do men, project their own sexual
market framework onto the other sex? We would expect females to invest heavily in the means
required to differentiate themselves based on the salient qualities they look for in a partner. Both of
articles from the Guardian represent a woman’s critique of a steady increase in requirements placed
on her in order to attract the mate she considers herself deserving of, and arguments against the
continuing arms race among women. In essence “if all women stop doing this then our lives become
easier“. This is somewhat the same problem that I wrote about from a male perspective, of increasing
performance burdens. The second article about women utilizing image processing tools to appear
better on social media, further creates a problem when reality doesn’t conform to the expected reality.
While the sphere has written much on the effect of women gaining easy access to validation and
worship through social media, including increasing mate requirements and narcissism, the downside
for women has not been spoken of as much. If men become accustomed to, and expect reality to
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conform to the “take 60 selfies to get 1 that looks good, process that with an image tool and post”
men will come to expect a higher standard of appearance from women they encounter out in the real
world. This is partly the issue the woman in “33 Red Flags” had, where if her boyfriend is on a steady
diet of women who look better than her on social media, and women who act better than her in his
social circle, this increases his performance requirements for her.
To draw a parallel to Gendernomics, every participant in the sexual market place is attempting to
reach a situation wherein they get the maximal possible value in exchange for the minimal level of
effort. The beta male value proposition to women is that by selecting him as their mate, he will not
require much of them, and will offer much to them.
One could argue this as a case of capital in a joint venture, the beta male accepts offering 50%
ownership or more despite the woman not bringing 50% of the capital, in addition to offering to do
the majority of the work in this venture. The Alpha male on the other hand, having a much higher
volume of joint venture prospects, requires a balance between capital, ownership and decision
making power.
Women are inherently aware of how the sexual market place works on an intuitive level. They grow
up observing how men act towards other girls, they observe the intra-girl hierarchy with the queen
bee on top. They enter the sexual market place years before their boys the same age do, and as a
result they have an inherent advantage, but also one based in experience. If men traded on perfect
information as women do, their ability to make deals would be better. If a man knew that his sexual
market value would increase drastically and deviate positively from his experience, the average age
of marriage would not be when a woman’s value starts to decline, and right before a man’s value
starts to increase.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1]
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2016/dec/21/beauty-backlash-overwhelming-wash-hair
-female-grooming
[2]
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2016/sep/08/thinner-retouching-girls-image-manipulati
on-women
[3] https://www.bls.gov/spotlight/2012/fashion/
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The History of Social Justice
January 26, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

For those of you
who have read my precious essays on social justice, you will without a doubt have noticed the
privilege hierarchy that serves as the social justice equivalent to the class struggle in Marxist
doctrine. The privilege hierarchy exists in variants but it tends to cover race, sex, gender, sexual
orientation, and wealth. So, a man who is white, Cisgender, hetereosexual, and wealthy has a
privilege of over 9000, whereas a woman who is of color, trans/owlkin, non-majority sexual
orientation, and broke is minimum privilege.
The ideology is largely based on an interprevist framework fueled by the tool of critical analysis
courtesy of post-modernism, however as with all analysis techniques it depends on the chosen data
set one interprets. Within research there is a concept called “convenience sampling” which is a nice
way of saying that the researcher found a sample for their study that was conveniently available. A
typical example of this type of sampling is when a phd student elects to use professors and other
students as the sample for their study, to keep travel costs down, find a sample that is cooperative and
incentivized to assist in the research. After all, if anyone sees the value in contributing to research it
would be professors and other phd candidates that are likely to require the cooperation of the other
candidate at a later date.
The downside of convenience sampling is that a researcher cannot make generalizations about the
total population from the sample because it is not representative enough of the total population. This
was somewhat highlighted by pollsters during the 2016 election, who made several sampling errors,
out of which their tendency to over-sample in urban areas based on the location of their own firms
was the major error. Perhaps the most clear example of this is that social justice ideology is largely
based on historical analysis of the social framework from early modern history up to and including
contemporary history. This gives them a sample range from roughly the early 16th century, including
the European Renaissance and the Age of Discovery. In addition their focus is largely on American
history, with quite a bit of Western European history added to the mixture. This means that out of
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5000 years of recorded human history, they largely draw from a base consisting of at most 400 – 500
years. What this means is that their analysis is focused on the most convenient sample for someone
who is educated in the West, as every country tends to be focused on their own history, and how their
country relates to other countries.

A Short Modern History
If we begin in the year 1500, which is the start of the period called Early Modern History, one of the
major milestones is the discovery of the Americas by Europeans. This was a part of the Age of
Discovery, where European sailors mapped out the World. The globalizing character is perhaps one
of the most distinguishing features of this age, as trade began between previously unknown peoples,
cultures, colonies were established by the dominant European powers, and our world became much
smaller as it was charted. From an economic perspective it was a time where numerous new goods
entered the market, from the potato that would become a staple crop of the Old World and the
mercantilism that became the dominant economic ideology. The economic ideology of mercantilism
is a form of economic nationalism, where the goal is to enrich the state and for economic activity to
remain within the borders of the state to the largest possible degree. This included high tarifs on the
import of finished goods and low or no taxes on raw materials or exotic products. Low taxes on
exported finished goods, and high taxes on export of raw materials. In addition to seeking new
markets for domestic manufactured products to increase the demand for domestic production.
A major element of this time was the European colonization of the Americas, Asia and Africa, which
contributed to the spread of Christianity throughout the period. For religion, perhaps the most
decisive movement was the protestant reformation that started with Martin Luther, and split the
Christian faith into two major groupings, which was then followed by major religious wars in Europe.
The religious tensions following the reformation was a major factor in the first migrations to what
would become America, as minority religious groups fled persecution in their native nations. One of
the most known religious events from this period was the inquisitions the first being the Spanish, that
included trials for sorcery, blasphemy and witchcraft. A lesser known point is that book burning and
other forms of censorship were common.
The Age of Discovery was largely driven based on the fact that perhaps one of the most lucrative
trading routes at the time, the Silk Road and other eastern trade routes were controlled by the
Ottoman empire, and this in effect cut European powers off from trading with Asia. This search lead
to the discovery of the Americas and increased, sustained contact with parts of the world. One must
remember that Columbus was actually looking for a convenient trading route to Asia.
In terms of social developments the Renaissance brought polymaths such as da Vinci, and major
artistic, philosophical and scientific progress to the European states. The re-discovery of classical
Greek works of art and philosophy were major contributions to the intellectual milieu of the time,
including Plato, Aristotle and Cicero. The Thirty Years war took place in Central Europe and
drastically reduced the population by as much as 20%, and treaties signed in 1648 ended multiple
wars and began the nation states that formed the foundation of the European states known today.
Towards the end of the period, the fall of absolute monarchical power and the unfortunate links
between church and state began their inevitable decline, the first major blow being the French
revolution that saw royalty, aristocracy and clerical power decimated by means of the guillotine. The
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French revolution served to inspire the American revolution, where the French and English thought
and philosophy greatly influenced both the American constitution and the bill of rights.
The African slave trade, the colonization of much of the world by European power, the decimation of
native peoples in the Americas, and subjugation of large parts of Asia are major features that Social
Justice warriors cite as proof for their critical analysis. However, this is merely a convenient sample
that ignores what took place prior to the modern period, and hundreds if not thousands of years
before. As one studies history one lands on a few truths that are rather inconvenient.

The Inconvenient Truth of a Convenient Sample
As previously mentioned the age of discovery was largely driven by the Ottoman Empire taking
control of eastern trade routes on which Europe had come to depend. Post-Classical history is in
many ways the cause of many of the effects that manifested in early classical history. One of the early
major events was the fall of the Roman Empire, and with it, much of Classical Greek history and
thought was lost, and the Dark Ages began. Religion took a dominant social position, first with the
Catholic church that then split into the Roman Catholic Church (Western Europe) and the Eastern
Orthodox Church (Byzantine). Islam had major growth in the time period and was in many ways the
most successful religion of the period.
The major event cited by SJWs from this era were the Crusades waged in the middle east by
European powers to take control of Jerusalem, the seat of all 3 major Abrahamic religions. What is
rarely mentioned in SJW circles though, is that the first crusade was a reaction to the pressures placed
on the Byzantine empire by the westward migrating Turks. This was a late event in the Islamic
expansionist policy that saw Islam spread at a cost to the Byzantine and Persian empires over a span
of 130 years from 622 to 750. Arabic Military conquest during this period include Syria, Egypt,
Mesopotamia and Persia. From 711 – 714, Arab generals also took Sindh in India, Maghreb, Hispania
and Septimania and Transoxiana. These major military conquests by the Arab Caliphate were the
causal factor of why Pope Urban called for the first crusade to reestablish control of the Holy Land
for the Byzantine Empire that for centuries had been the dominant force in the Mediterranean. This
follows a pattern very common to history, where success of one group in conquest leads to counterattacks in a predictable cycle. The Byzantine empire was based on the Eastern Roman Empire, that
was based on the Alexandrian and Greek Empires. It just so happens that the Social Justice view of
history, tends to exclude the preceding when convenient for their narrative. Much in the same manner
that someone would deny punching the other person first when alleging assault that they were
assaulted.
After the fall of the Roman empire independent civilizations soon arose to fill the vacuum of power,
and thus begins the early middle ages, a period characterized by stagnation in culture, science and
economics. It was also characterized by a reduction of population size. This was part of what Malthus
used to build the foundation for his view of cyclical boom and bust throughout history. The British
isles were invaded by the Anglo-Saxons (German tribes), who were themselves usurped by the
Normans some 600 years later, the Normans themselves being the descendants of Vikings that took
Normandy from King Charles the third of West Francia.
In Italy a kingdom was established under Odoacer, a Germanic soldier, who was soon murdered and
replaced by Theodoric the Great who established the Ostrogothic Kingdom, that was then conquered
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by the Byzantine empire under Justinian, who then lost it to the Germanic Kingdom of the Lombards
in 568. In terms of economics the period was characterized by use of the manorial system, wherein
serfs were bound to the land they farmed and paid rent to the land owners. Serfs were one step
removed from slaves as they could not be bought and sold, held inheritance rights to houses and
lands. They could continue to farm the Lord’s land and be protected so long as they gave a portion of
the proceeds to the lord. In the vacuum left by Rome, the Catholic Church rose as a major institution
of power, and political influence in the Dark Ages, as Christianity spread across Europe it helped
bind the various peoples closer together than previously.
In the 8th century the Viking Age began and they rapidly raided and traded their way through large
parts of Europe, this caused short term destruction but also the founding of many ports and villages
that then grew to form the catalyst for medieval urban life. Charlemagne rapidly followed and gained
large amounts of territory in in Germany and Italy, unifying much of Western Europe under his
Carolingian Empire. He was crowed Emperor in 800 by Pope Leo the third. Upon his death his
empire was divided among his sons, to form West Francia (Kingdom of France), East Francia
(Kingdom of Germany) and Middle Francia that would divide into many smaller countries including
Switzerland. Charlemagne also laid the foundation for feudalism in Western Europe that lead to the
foundation of absolute monarchism.
Prosperity grew from 1000 to 1300, seeing William the Conqueror of Normandy take England in
1066, and establishing a feudal kingdom there. The period was in many ways one of great growth for
the humanity as it slowly transitioned into the late middle ages. This was a period of great upheaval
that saw the schism of the Catholic Church, the Hundred Years War and The Black Death. Due to the
Mongol Empire trade between Europe and Asia grew, and this was a direct precursor as to why the
Black Death spread as quickly as it did.
However, the aftermath of the boom and bust would inevitably result in the European Renaissance.

The Inconvenient Aspects of Middle Eastern History
During the time described in the preceding paragraph, there were also stirrings in the middle east. In
the 5th century, the middle east consisted of small and weak states, out of which the two most
prominent were the Sassanian Empire of the Persians (Now Iraq and Iran), and the Byzantine Empire
in Anatolia (Now Turkey). The two empires were embroiled in constant conflict, the battle largely
fueled by the history of conflict between the Persian Empire and the Roman Empire. The Byzantines
considered themselves the defenders of Hellenism and Christianity, the Persians defenders of ancient
Iranian and Semitic tradition and Zoroastrianism, that was the traditional religion of Persia.
The Arabian peninsula played a role in these struggles, with the Kingdom of Aksum (Eritrea and
Northern Ethiopia) being an ally of Byzantine and the Himyarite Kingdom in present day Yemen
were an ally of Persia. These kingdoms engaged in a proxy war, for control over Red Sea trade.
These wars became more common as Byzantine and Sassanian Empire engaged in conflicts over
Upper Mesopotamia and Armenia, and key cities that were central to trade from Arabia, India and
China. The Byzantine empire as the continuation of the Roman Empire held control of the previously
Roman territories in the Middle East, including Anatolia, Syria, Lebanon, Israel and Egypt. In 603,
the Sassanian conquored Damascus and Egypt, however they were retaken by Heraclitus, who also
replaced the Sassanian Great King with a friendlier one. However, this continuing fighting had the
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effect of weakening both empires, thus leaving them open for attacks.
Bedouin tribes united around kinship in small clans dominated the Arabian desert, and agriculture
was limited in the area apart from a few cities near the cost among them Mecca and Medina. These
two cities were central trade hubs in the commerce between Africa and Eurasia. Around 610, an
Arabian Caravan merchant from Mecca of the Hashemite clan, started having religious revelations
from the Abrahamic God. From 613 to 630, he spread his faith among the groups in the Arabian
desert, starting with friends and family and gaining many converts from Christianity, Judaism and
other monotheists.
After being harassed by the Idol worshipers who maintained the traditional Arabian religion,
Muhammad and his followers traveled to Medina, a city in which he had gained support. Once in
Medina, he spent years unifying feuding tribes and becoming the political and religious leader in the
area. A major step here was an alliance with the Quraysh that permitted him to eliminate one of their
allies, the jewish population. After this, they attacked and seized Mecca in 630, by the time of his
death in 632, he had conquered much of the Arabian Peninsula. After his death, some disagreements
regarding who would continue his work, which initiated the Ridda wars, during which the Caliph
Abu Bakr defeated the other tribes. As history progressed after 630, the new Caliphate and its
successors would conquer modern day Syria, Egypt, Israel and Libya, in addition to crippling the
Byzantine Empire through naval warfare for centuries to come.
After this the Middle East and North Africa went through a series of wars with rulers taking power
through force, only to lose it to challengers. This is many ways mirrored what took place in Europe,
where internal struggles took precedence over external expansion. Islam had its own schism between
Sunnis and Shiites, much like the once dominant Catholic church first was split int Catholic and
Orthodox, then into Catholic and Protestant. A series of rulers including the Umayyad, Abbasid, the
latter lost power to the Mongol conquest in 1258, that saw Mongols take over Baghdad. The M0ngols
ruled for about 100 years until they withdrew, which ended with the rise of the Ottomans, who would
unify the area under the Ottoman Empire by 1566.

Summary and Conclusions
This lands us back roughly where we started, early modern history, after having traveled through
centuries of history. My purpose in leading on this journey was to demonstrate that in the last 2000
years, lands have changed hands, population groups have gained power and lost it, furthermore, every
group has been victim and every group has been oppressor. In history everything follows a cause and
effect, thus sampling a specific time period without consideration of what took place before it, leads
to a convenient but unfortunate sample. It is very easy to start the history of slavery with the Atlantic
Slave Trade, that started and existed from the 15th to the 19th century, and disregard the fact that
Chattel slavery was legal and widespread already in Roman times from 47 BC to ca. 500 AD in North
Africa. Furthermore, that the medieval slave trade was focused on the transport of slaves from
Central and Eastern Europe to the Byzantine Empire and Muslim world. This was one of hte major
reasons why the Catholic Church sought to prohibit at the very least the export of Christian slaves to
non-christian countries. Slavery in Africa did not begin nor did it end with the Atlantic slave trade,
that is merely the most convenient sample one can pick.
In an essay such as this, it is impossible to cover the range of history to a sufficient depth or level of
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detail, the goal is to outline how certain cycles inevitably repeat themselves through the last 1000 –
2000 years of our history, furthermore, that European dominance over the past 500 – 600 years is
merely the last leg on a long journey. World history is full of empires that rise and fall, dominant
families that go from Kings of the world to extinct in what is a blink of an eye in a historical sense.
By picking in some cases as little as a hundred years as the sample for critical analysis, this inevitably
dooms the analysis to not be applicable.
The pretense that violence, domination, conquest and the various other examples cited by SJWs in
support of their theories, started with Europeans entering a region or continent is a flawed one. It is
based on a literary stock character referred to as the “Noble Savage“, that much like the hooker with
the heart of gold does not really exist. In their view, South America was the site of much peace and
prosperity, until the nasty Spanish Conquistadors arrived on the shores. However, the Spanish were
merely the last in a line of Conquerors that include the Inca, Maya and Aztec civilizations. Present
day China was dominated by a range of dynasties for over 4000 years of recorded history, beginning
with Xia up until the Qing dynasty, and includes centuries of warring states.
North Africa has to some extent already been covered by previous parts of this essay, Egypt and
surrounding areas having been part of various empires throughout the ages, from the Pharaohs to the
Romans, to the Ottomans. The Kingdom of Nubia was invaded and taken over by Egypt in 3100
BCE. Sub-Saharan Africa saw the rise of the Bantu movement, that spread from Cameroon to the
Great lakes and then further south and east. From the sixth century the Sao civilization grew, the
Kanem Empire rose, the Bornu empire rose and rapidly re-conquered parts of Kanem that had been
captured by the Bulala.
Almost every population group has had a rise and fall throughout our history as a species, some better
documented than others. Perhaps the present SJW approach is merely the next step in overtaking the
group that has been dominant for the past 500 years. From the looks of it, China is returning to
prominence, Europe and North America appear to be losing influence as internal strife and external
pressures are increasing. This in some ways mimic the fall of the Roman Empire, as a major factor in
the fall of an empire appears to be the combination of external threat with internal heterogeneity.
To end what has become an essay much longer than intended, the goal of this essay was not to focus
again on the mistakes of theoretical frameworks of philosophy SJWs utilize to build their world view,
but the samples to which they apply them. In order to do so, I provided brief cliff notes to 2000 years
of recorded history over 3 continents. This was done in order to show that history is cyclical,
furthermore that Victim and Oppressor is relative to which period of history one elects to cherry pick
to support the conclusion one desires.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: A Woman’s Resume
January 30, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

About twice a year I have the
questionable pleasure of having a stack of resumes land on my desk courtesy of the HR department.
Over the years I’ve developed an approach to getting this task over with as fast as possible, and
saving myself from having to read letters of motivation that are written in a Buzzfeed style of prose.
You can tell a lot about a personality from their resume, how did they organize their information?
What did they leave off and what are they highlighting? The random information such as hobbies,
date of birth, marital status, often adds more information about the personality and their perspective.
Usually people try to hide gaps in their resume, for instance by leaving off months so that it does not
say in black and white that they had a 6 month gap between engagements. They add tasks or
responsibilities that they did not have, or they may attempt to gloss over the fact that they never
finished their degree. What was different this year is that as the pile landed on my desk I was mulling
over some future Gendernomics articles that I was considering, and it dawned on me that the manner
in which I examine and judge resumes could be very useful when looking for plates or a long-term
partner.
After all, when one is in the information gathering phase of a relationship with a new woman it is in
your best interest to find all the relevant information and unearth all the red flags that are inevitably
well hidden or spun as early as possible. A man must keep in mind that women are consummate
propagandists and will always spin information so that they appear beyond reproach. Men spend their
entire lives fighting to get credit for their virtuous behavior, women spend theirs fighting to avoid
punishment for their depraved behaviors.

Section 1: Personal Information
The first section is generally the contact information for the candidate and while there is limited
information to be acquired here, there are a few things to look for. Is the email address they are using
appropriate? Everyone has a few emails floating around with nicknames or pseudonyms, however
using these when dating, or applying for a job is a bit of a red flag. It reveals that the person does not
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understand what is an appropriate context for a joke email, and in terms of dating can reveal a degree
of immaturity. If her email is in a different name than her own, this may be an indication that she is
using an alias for some reason. If you catch a woman using 2 or more last names, multiple
abbreviations of her first name, different combinations of first name, middle name and last name, this
is a major red flag, as it could be a technique to prevent information gathering.
The remaining personal info can be somewhat useful, knowing a person’s age is always a good idea
when reviewing information in the rest of the resume, as experience and education are dependent
variables of age. Relationship status is another major point, for instance if I can figure out that an
applicant is recently married and in the age range 25 – 35 without children, an assumption can be
made that either children or a divorce will be incoming in 3 – 5 years.
This information will not in and of itself offer you much but it does help you interpret the information
in the rest of the resume in context.

Section 2: Education
Education in a Gendernomics context deals with the perspective a person is likely to have on
relationships. When reviewing a resume, the institution that granted the degrees is always an
important factor to review, and in the same manner the source of her relationship education is
important to establish. Humans grow up looking at their immediate family and peer group for how to
conduct relationships, romantic and otherwise. They also look to their same sex parent for how to
behave, and their relationship with the parent of the opposing sex is influential to how they interact
with members of the opposing sex. The goal here is to determine who were her relationship rolemodels growing up, and the nature of the environment in which she grew up.
A woman’s relationship with her father throughout her childhood is a very important determinant of
what patterns the woman may manifest as she grows older. An absent father may drive her to seek
approval and validation from other men to an above average degree, which may lead to her
hypergamy being more extreme than normal. This makes her more prone to branch swinging and
seeking out affairs. A woman who grew up with a father who regularly betrayed her trust in a
significant way, may be inherently mistrusting of men, which may manifest in multiple ways but
often do in the form of control issues.
What is the sexual strategy of her mother? Domineering or submissive nurturing or a battle-axe, did
she gain significant weight or let her looks go as soon as that ring went on? A woman’s mother is her
first role-model for femininity, and it is no coincidence that a recommendation for men who are
thinking about marriage is to find out what their prospective wife’s mother is like. Some things tend
to run in families, such as borderline personality disorder or bipolar disorder. In addition, the mother
is the source of her daughters behavioral schema, meaning that if the daughter grew up watching her
mother hen-peck her father, she is probably going to engage in this same behavior. This is no
different from how a male who grew up with a domineering mother is likely to be a submissive
doormat.
Finally, how was/is the relationship between her parents? Are they still together happily after 30
years or are they more on and off than a North Korean power grid? Did they split while she was
young and go through series of relationships after, with more children and multiple additional
divorces, leading her to lack stability during childhood? Humans tend to base their parenting style
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and relationship expectations somewhat on that of their parents. If their prospective partner is a career
girl type, it is probable that her mother instilled this need in her either through overt or covert
communication.
Her early life experiences of her parents and their relationship often shape much of her personality.
For instance if she grew up in constant high drama situations, she is likely to share the temperament
that causes this, even though she may hide it. If she comes from a family of domineering women, she
most likely inherited this trait. If her father was a weak man who was crushed and dominated by her
mother, odds are she will end up wanting to replay this pattern. Learning about both of her parents
and their relationship is thus, a predictor of what she will be like in a similar situation. This is not to
say that it is entirely deterministic, however humans are perhaps the most influenced by their parents
and other family members. Those behavioral patterns and circumstances we experienced first, are
often the ones that are embedded deeply within our psyche.

Section 3: Experience
This is where one gets into the meat and potatoes of a resume. Her education may be stellar or below
par, but this is when some her own personal patterns can be observed and considered in order to make
a well reasoned decision as to how and whether one should proceed.
A major red flag when reviewing a person’s experience is the duration of their various engagements.
If a person has many short-term assignments that were by definition short-term such as internships,
the duration is of less importance, however one should consider why few if any of these shorter term
engagements resulted in a longer term position. However, if the person only seems to stay with an
employer a year or two at most this is a red flag, because odds are they are only going to stay with
you for about that time. You may not be able to discern whether they quit or were fired, however
odds are that if there are gaps between the jobs they got fired.
The same way, if the woman keeps telling you about the 7 different men she’s cohabited with at age
24, this demonstrates a predilection for playing house, but it also indicates that she tends to move
very quickly in relationships. Another aspect is that if she consistently moved into their apartments,
she is most likely running a side-business of girlfriend experience in exchange for room and board.
If she talks about various men in her life but never mentions any past relationships, or a low number
of past relationships for her age, such as woman in her late twenties that only mentions one or two
relationships, this is a sign that she should be asked to provide follow-up information. If she has
multiple long-term relationships with no cohabitation, marriage or children, this tends to indicate a
relationship where she was a side-chick as it is very rare for 3 – 5 year relationships not to end at the
very least with cohabitation. If she lets it slip that she left because the guy didn’t want to get married,
this is a massive red flag, it likely means that she is on the marriage path after her plan A failed. It
also means that her Plan A, after knowing her for a long time was damn sure he did not to be with her
for the long term.
In the case of not having had any long-term relationships, it is an indicator that she has spent a lot of
time “having fun” throughout her party years, and have hit an unforeseen epiphany phase. This recent
change sent her out on the market again and she is now hunting beta males. A related red flag would
be if men just seem to be randomly dropping out of the sky, lets say she dated Mike from 16 to 21,
the spent 6 months single, then dated John from 22 until 23, then spent a year single, then dated
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Christopher from 24 to 26, this may not be a red flag in and of itself. However, if after a glass or two
of wine she talks about David, Slade and Chad, despite never having mentioned them before, odds
are that she is hiding more skeletons in her closet than Dennis Nilsen.

Section 4: Hobbies and Other Interests
This section on a normal resume is usually where people try to show that they are more than just a
worker and showing a “go-getter” mindset in everything they try. In the dating world, there are
certain hobbies that are simply massive red flags. Horse chicks in general tend to be screwed up in
one way or another, after all they chose a hobby that is both expensive and labor intensive. Keep an
eye out for expensive hobbies in general as it usually means you will be covering the financial cost if
you stick around. No woman ever dialed down her spending after getting a man to handle the
expenses.
If her hobby is going out partying with her friends, going to the typical party or resort towns or
visiting her friends in Dubai, it’s a general sign that she’s spent more time in rooms full of dicks than
a Yankees coach. In general a woman who lists “travel” as one of her hobbies, tends to use it as a
synonym of “banging men nobody at home knows about“. A lack of hobbies, or those of the “Social
media” or “Television” variety often means that you will be her new hobby once she sinks her claws
in, or that she has one she doesn’t want to reveal. Usually not wanting to share a hobby means that it
somehow contradicts something about the narrative she sold you on.

Summary and Conclusions
The sum of a woman’s education shapes her behavior and gives her the foundation for adult
relationships, her own experience, and the traits she brings to a relationship are often strong
determinants of the course that relationship takes. While being alpha enough and having strong
enough boundaries can be the differentiating factor between failure and success in such a
relationship, one must evaluate a candidate not only for their own fit, but on how much they will
require in terms of training and additional experience to become a positive contributor.
The manosphere has done a great job collecting red flags and various warning signals that women
display early on in relationships. These range from wanting the relationship to move very quickly,
which is a trait of cluster B women, often driven by the fact that they can only maintain their mask of
sanity for so long, and want to get their hooks in as deep as possible before their mask slips to a lack
of maturity or a high notch count. Extreme neediness, which is generally a manifestation of lack of
confidence, controlling behavior, which may stem from neediness, but also from a desire to become
their partner’s mental point of origin. Constant blame shifting, such as explaining that every man she
has ever dated was crazy, or had problems of some form is another flag. Anyone can date a bad apple
or two, but if all you get are bad apples, there is a problem with the picker.
As with a resume, what you are looking for in a partner is stability and consistency. This is not to
discourage spontaneity, however many times what appears “fun and spontaneous” at first, often
masks instability and a tendency towards impulsive behavior. This may be fine in a plate, however,
for a long-term relationship a woman who has a history of leaving her life behind to have adventures,
is the exact type that may decide that she wants to have her own “Eat, Pray, Love” tour.
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A person who bounced from fry cook, to accountant, to garbage collector, to law school, to
community college, is likely to have issues with stability and may lack the ability to stick with things
and determine what they desire. This is similar to a woman who has dated every type of man from
actuary to zoologist. A history of dating many men is a red flag in general, due to the toll this takes
on the ability to pair bond, and the sheer volume of baggage she will have. However, when the men
are radically different from each other and she appears to have no real preference, this may be a sign
of an unstable personality.
Doing a solid review of her resume, will often be a good guard against oneitis, and is a precaution
against the tendency that most males have to fall very fast and very hard. In nature this most likely
served a purpose, but in a context where the consequences of failed relationships are rapidly rising
taking steps to ensure your own security is paramount.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Briffault’s law, Bateman and Peak Hypergamy
February 2, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I read a couple of rational male posts
recently that were concerned with Open Hypergamy and Peak Hypergamy, as I was reading them, it
became clear that this is a function of what is encapsulated in a quote from my previous article “A
Woman’s Resume“: “Men spend their entire lives fighting to get credit for their virtuous behavior,
women spend theirs fighting to avoid punishment for their depraved behaviors.”
Hypergamy has historically been controlled through men holding and being able to exercise overt
power, often granted by social factors such as religion and tradition. This power would directly
control hypergamy through ensuring that women could not engage in their strategy of “Alpha
Fucks/Beta Bucks” without significant risk and major consequences. The Scarlet Letter by Nathaniel
Hawthorne, is a great example of how a woman branded an adulteress, is relegated to a life in poverty
and shame as a single mother in a Puritan community in the 1600s. The narrative of the book aside,
this exemplifies the risk-reward balance between Alpha Fucks and Beta Bucks. The cost of attaining
or attempting to attain high quality genetics from a man with whom she will be unable to secure a
long-term relationship is the risk that she will be found out, and thus sacrifice her opportunity to
secure beta bucks.
A female victory in the sexual market place is attained through being able to secure both of the end
states sought, successful attainment of high quality genetics, and successful attainment of long-term
provision. Traditionally, both would be sough from the same man, though the end result of this would
be a case of settling in both cases. The mathematics here is simple, if one uses the percentages given
by the Pareto Principle, that only 20% of men have the potential alpha genetics, then it follows that
either a state of polygamy or a state of reproductive laissez-faire would be required in order for
women to secure access to these genetics.
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Briffault’s Law and Hypergamy
Men can make as much cheap sperm as they like, however provision is a more costly endeavor. As
above, many women can secure high value reproductive material from the same man without any
degradation of quality of the material. However, women sharing a provider will result in poorer
quality and quantity of provision for each woman as this is a zero-sum game as opposed to the
reproductive material, which is not a zero-sum game.
Briffault’s law is famous within the sphere and states that:
The female, not the male, determines all the conditions of the animal family. Where the
female can derive no benefit from association with the male, no such association takes
place. — Robert Briffault, The Mothers, Vol. I, p. 191
From the perspective of Alpha fucks, this means that once the mother has derived the benefit of his
genetics, she can derive no further benefit from this association. However, Beta Bucks is a running
contribution. In this sense the alphas contribution is momentary, while the beta association is
prolonged due to the longer period when provision will be required. This explains the tendency of
females to put off sex with beta males, in order to ensure that a long-term commitment to provide will
be forthcoming.
Less spoken about in the sphere are the 3 corrolaries to Briffault’s law:
Past benefit provided by the male does not provide for continued or future association.
This is often demonstrated by those Alphas who enjoyed association with the female during her party
years, but who have fallen out of favor as she reaches her epiphany phase. Sheryl Sandberg’s famous
quote demonstrates this:
“When looking for a life partner, my advice to women is date all of them: the bad boys, the
cool boys, the commitment-phobic boys, the crazy boys. But do not marry them. The things
that make the bad boys sexy do not make them good husbands. When it comes time to settle
down, find someone who wants an equal partner. Someone who thinks women should be
smart, opinionated and ambitious. Someone who values fairness and expects or, even better,
wants to do his share in the home. These men exist and, trust me, over time, nothing is
sexier.” Sheryl Sandberg: “Women, Work and the Will to Lead”
What Sandberg inadvertently states here is that her association with bad boys back in her party years,
is no guarantee for her continued or future association with them once she has decided that she wants
a husband. Sandberg does lie to both herself and other women in this case, as “Beta Bucks” is the
very definition of negotiating attraction, and thus an Alpha widow will never feel the tingles she
craves after settling for Beta. This is also true for her association with the beta male, once she no
longer receives what she perceives as adequate compensation, she will eject from the union.
Any agreement where the male provides a current benefit in return for a promise of future
association is null and void as soon as the male has provided the benefit.
This is often demonstrated by White Knights and Orbiters in that they do provide benefits to the
female but do no receive the benefits of a future association. These males can be viewed in terms of
reproduction as Beta Bucks with no benefit gained for themselves. This is a case of prematurely
realized hypergamy, wherein the woman engages in a form of Alpha Fucks/Beta Bucks at the same
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time, deriving beta bucks benefits from orbiters or white knights, while deriving Alpha fucks
optimization from her boyfriend(s).
The third and final correlate to Briffault’s law and perhaps the most complex:
A promise of future benefit has limited influence on current/future association, with the
influence inversely proportionate to the length of time until the benefit will be given and
directly proportionate to the degree to which the female trusts the male.
What this law states is that a man who makes a promise to a woman of a future benefit, has limited
influence depending on trust and time until the woman realizes the benefit. In essence, how long does
she have to wait until he pays out, and how likely is he to pay out. This is a classic case of delayed
gratification and probability that can be likened to an option, wherein the woman has to perform in
order to ensure that the man will pay out. A classic example is an alpha who promises his mistress
that he will leave his wife for her once the time is right, over time if her trust is reduced or the
perceived benefit declines in value, the promise will hold less sway over her hypergamy.

Bateman’s Principle
Angus John Bateman was an English geneticist that suggested that reproductive variance is greater in
males than in females. His argument was that as men can produce millions of sperm with little effort
and females invest much more in their eggs, females would be more inherently careful when it comes
to reproduction. A human male is capable of producing more offspring by mating with more females,
but the female will not realize more offspring by mating with more than one male. In Bateman’s
theory this results in sexual selection where men compete with each other and females become
choosy about which males to mate with. This means that men are fundamentally promiscuous and
females are fundamentally selection.
This finding is often summarized as “Eggs are expensive, sperm is cheap“, perhaps a major
difference between humans and the fruit flies that Bateman conducted his research on, is the human
life-span and relatively long time gestation and time to maturity for human offspring. At the very
least, this creates a necessity for support in the female, both throughout her 9 month long pregnancy,
where she is weak and vulnerable, but also for the 10 – 16 years before her children become capable
adults. Our society that is constructed at least to some degree around financial resources, and the role
of financial resources to ensure a more risk adjusted life where more reproduction can take place may
also contribute.
This creates an interesting dualistic approach, where one could argue that sperm is cheap, but
provision is not necessarily so. The energy to produce sperm is negligible, however for a man to
dedicate perhaps decades of his life to the provision and protection of a single female, giving up both
the ability to maximize his own reproduction, and a large portion of his labor is not. However, this is
what marriage represents, a mechanism to enforce a long-term transfer of resources to the woman in
exchange for monopolistic access to her eggs.
Now this makes sense, a transaction consisting of expensive resources for expensive eggs, the male is
not maximizing his reproductive potential as he gives up other women and thus gives up some
volume of offspring. However, the woman is not maximizing her reproductive potential either. She
trades some upside from being able to secure varied genetic material for her offspring for security, a
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 598 of 1188

classic risk/reward trade-off on both sides of the equation.

Summary and Conclusions
To return to the quote by which this article began, men fight their entire life to get their reward for
acting and enabling female sexual strategy as outlined by Briffault’s law and Bateman’s principle. A
beta male and an alpha male both provide cheap sperm to fertilize expensive eggs, however, the latter
does so at little cost to himself, the former at a massive cost to himself as provision is expensive. The
goal of the present paradigm is for men will continue to increase their own sexual market value,
while accepting an increasingly raw deal in the mating market, where their contributions are not
accurately valued and the female contributions are valued exorbitantly.
Women on the other hand fight their entire lives not to be devalued for the behaviors that have
traditionally lead to a drastic reduction in their sexual market value. The acceptance and marketing of
single-mothers for instance, a situation in which a new man will not only take on the responsibilities
of raising and financing the children of another man, but also has proof that his woman has no
problems leaving one man once a better deal presents itself, is core to Briffault’s law and its
corollaries.
He will know that she most likely has had three to four times the number of partners than the
equivalent woman 50 – 100 years ago, and that she has been raised in a society that is centered on the
validation of female entitlement. That if he should find himself years from now facing her in court,
and god forbid she has had another child or two by him, he will be raked over the coals for child
support as it is better for the state to lay this burden on the individual man, as it knows that there is no
such thing as a single-mother who is self-financing. Three variables have been manipulated in order
to remove the requirement of females to engage in subterfuge and instead being able to operate in the
open.
A) The increasing acceptance of single mothers and female promiscuity in society
This removes from women the need to keep the alpha paternity from their beta bucks partner. While
it has always been possible for a woman to secure genetic material of high quality, and get a beta
bucks relationship afterwards, she would have to do so without the man knowing. The ability to
secure this and land a man who “man’s up” and marries her, is a much more simple solution.
This ensures that a female is free to enjoy the benefit of Briffault’s law.
B) The prevalence of female friendly divorce
The prevalence of female friendly and easy divorce, ensures that the trade-off in B can be ended at
the woman’s convenience regardless of whether the other party has upheld their side of the contract.
Marriage is after all a contract that is the formalization of defense against the third corollary to
Briffault’s law, in that it ensures that both parties uphold their part of the deal.
C) The prevalence of female friendly divorce settlements
This ensures that a woman once she has snared Beta Bucks can divorce him and still derive economic
benefits. In essence, alimony and the utilization of child support legislation as defacto alimony,
enables a woman to realize the economic benefits from the beta bucks association without having to
provide her side of the equation.
This is the embodiment of Briffault’s second and third corollary, in that the female can secure future
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benefit without offering anything in return.
D) The perspective that females are inherently virtuous and must do what is right for them.
This is an addition to the former three factors and perhaps the core principle that is sought in order to
enable female depravity. The veneration of the woman who does what is right for her, is inherently
permissive of any behaviors, regardless of consequences to those around her. The ability to be viewed
as virtuous despite engaging in behaviors that are impulsive, damaging, destructive and depraved, is a
super-power of sorts and requires massive cognitive dissonance on the part of your average blue pill
man.
These four factors serve to enable women to engage in their dualistic sexual strategy without fear of
repercussions, and without the need for subterfuge. The red pill is the awakening to these behaviors
and social developments that seek to alter the balance between the sexes to the point where males will
accept steadily poorer deals and women will receive increasingly better deals.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: The Gap Analysis
February 6, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

This community to which many of us belong, called the
manosphere is in many ways the largest self-improvement community on earth. When I first
encountered it in the early 2000s, it was known as the seduction community and was uniquely
focused on one area of achievement, namely learning the skills to improve relationships with women.
When I returned late 2015, I was intrigued to see that it had changed from a community that had a
singular focus, to a community that had embraced a much wider mission. Part of the reason why I
decided to leave many years ago, was that the community was solely focused on being perceived as a
high value male, as opposed to becoming a high value male. While these may appear to be similar,
the former is akin to a woman adopting all the modern tricks of the trade to take herself from a 4 to a
7, as opposed to actually putting in the work to be a true seven.
As with most in the sphere, I tend to engage in constant self-improvement with varying intensities,
and I’ve found gap analysis to be a very useful tool for both man design and lifestyle design. A gap
analysis is a tool that is utilized in business, where the present state is established in detail, for
instance based on market share, organizational capabilities or overall strategy. One then identifies the
desired future state, so that it is possible to identify the gap between present and desired state, so that
action can be taken to reach the desired future state.
Any self-improvement journey starts with a simple “From A to B” however many make detours when
enjoying these travels, some embrace the process, others the goal. One can apply a gap analysis to
most aspects so long as they can be quantified reasonably well. As management guru Peter Drucker
once said “What gets measured gets managed“, I’ve assisted quite a few businesses and men in
improvement efforts throughout the years and what is a virtually eternal truth is that the measuring
systems are not in place to ensure progress towards the desired end-state and thus the results suffer.

The Red Pill Logic Perspective
From this perspective, all men must adopt some similar principles. I’ll use a married man in his 40s, a
college freshman and a recently divorced 35 year old as my examples in this post. All the three
example men have to adopt an understanding of female nature as outlined by red pill philosophy,
including AWALT, Hypergamy and Solipsism as these are primary drivers of the sexual market
place. The married man is likely to struggle the most of the three with this perspective, as he is
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invested in the blue pill fantasy more than the other men. After all, in order to get married in the
present social, political and economic situation one must have an irrational belief in a good outcome
against the odds. The College Freshman is the second most likely to be invested in the blue pill
reality, owing to his youth and idealism. The reason for being less invested than the married man is
that while he has an overall investment in the blue pill mindset, it is not yet personal to him in the
same manner that it will be to a married man. Perhaps the less invested is the Cluster B discard, as he
has faced head on the strongest variant of AWALT that exists. As outlined in “Methods to Female
Madness“, cluster B women represent those women who manifest the various feminine mechanisms
in their most powerful and exploitative variant.
As I’ve said before, normally a spoonful of sugar makes the medicine go down, but the red pill is
only fully swallowed from a kick to the testicles. This is the first-principle of self-improvement, it
only happens as a result of opposition. A man who is perfectly happy will not engage in selfimprovement, the need to improve is a deductive solution that acts as a means to a desired end.
Human beings do not expend energy without an expectation that the expense will yield a satisfactory
return. However, to ensure such a return those resources must be allocated towards the right endgoals.
The right end-goals can only be identified if one conducts the gap analysis to identify the present
state, and the means available to proceed from present to desired end state. Furthermore, one must
ensure that the end-state is congruent with the means to reach it.

The Gendernomics Perspective
The Gendernomics series largely deals with the economics of the mating market from supply and
demand to different strategies to differentiate in the market. This is by large an extended metaphor
employed to a philosophical concept, “The Sexual Market Place“. The goal is to offer quantitative
and anchored concepts that permit men to understand and employ the various manosphere tactics and
strategies more effectively, in addition to measure their outcomes. If you are seeking to improve your
relationships with women, whether that means successful long-term relationships in some variant,
becoming more sexually successful, whatever that means to you, or anything in between the
identification of your present state is of prime importance.
The man who is living within a marriage and comes to the red pill after years within a life of quiet
desperation, seeking to improve his life with his wife, the man who is about to go to college and is
still a virgin, or the 35 year old guy who just got discarded by a cluster B and sees a mating market
drier than the Sahara desert, all have a present state and all have a desired future state. However, it is
likely not to be quantified or documented in any meaningful manner. They may all just want “more
sex“, but while the married man is looking to elicit this from the woman to whom he granted a state
sanctioned monopoly as his sexual provider, the College freshman is seeking this out in perhaps the
most saturated mating market he will ever be within, and the recent discard is still likely spinning
from the events that lead him to this point.
They all have differing present states and differing desired future states, thus their approaches are not
going to be identical, not should they be. There are “one-size fits all” approaches that are likely to be
useful for all men, such as getting into better shape and overhauling their mindset in general, then
there are contextual approaches that only makes sense to some. For instance, the married guy should
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probably avoid cheating on his wife, the college guy should probably avoid getting stuck in an LTR
by accident, and the former Cluster B dater should probably clean up the issues that got him into a
relationship with a cluster B before entering the dating market again.
These men are all viewing this from a different market situation. The married man as mentioned is in
a position where he has sold universal and binding rights with his wife to be the monopolistic
supplier/receiver of sex. The College age man is entering perhaps the most saturated market he will
be dealing with in his life, he is in a situation where there are many female suppliers, but also much
male competition. However, his market has the benefit of excluding the upper brackets of male
sexual market value for the most part. The discard, is entering a challenging market, burdened with
baggage, he is entering the market while having neglected his sexual market value for a long time.
Thus, the men have different requirements and different gaps they must overcome. They all have
areas where standard manosphere methodology will apply, improve their body, improve their sense
of grooming and work on their game, however they all have some unique requirements as well. The
married guy faces unique constraints to his game, in the form of a marriage and a history of being the
dutiful beta to his wife, this perception must be changed. The College Freshman faces a market with
aggressive competition, and must balance his game with his education. The Cluster B discard has
baggage and mindset issues that must be worked out.
Therefore, it follows that each man must determine how to efficiently allocated his resources, both
financial and in terms of time towards the maximum reward for minimum effort. This is not a
contradiction of the recent “high energy” trend of the manosphere, but an observation that those who
seek to run sprints as marathons and marathons as sprints will fail in both. Every endeavor must be
calibrated to the needs and abilities of the person who seeks to bring it from idea to fully realized
product. An interesting paradox inherent to our species appears to be that we are designed to be lazy,
yet plan as if we have unlimited energy.

Summary and Conclusions
If I were asked to present one principle from this post, it would be that self-improvement must come
from a place of want, and be tailored around a person’s present situation. There is a tendency among
some to apply “one size fits all” advice to a situation that is highly contextual and personalized. The
advice itself is frequently sound, however the means by which the benefits are sought realized are
often flawed. This is reminiscent of the old seduction community where everyone was told “Go out
and do 100 opens“, this is magnificent advice for men who suffer from approach anxiety, but it is not
going to assist the man who has no problems opening but struggles with closing, or the man who
seeks to bring a spark back into his long-dead marriage.
One of the more interesting things I’ve observed with “married game” advice, is that to some extent
it comes down to “work more for the expectancy of a higher salary“, in essence “become a better
deal for your wife“. This advice is sound for the men who are active within the sexual market place,
becoming a better man, and thus a better deal, gives you access to a higher quality of woman.
However, within an existing relationship one must consider the opportunity cost of the selfimprovement while remaining within an unsatisfactory deal paradigm. Is the sunk cost of remaining
in the relationship, and investing more into making it work, worth it as opposed to ejecting from the
relationship and starting over? After all, your attempt to better your deal with a wife or girlfriend,
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also demonstrates to her that breaking the previous conditions of your deal will cause you to improve
the deal for her.
This is not a criticism of manosphere advice, as much of it is sound and valid. It is a reminder that
men find the red pill at different stages of their lives, facing different problems and wanting different
outcomes. The applied methodology must be adapted to the desired outcome, and the desired
outcome must itself be determined by sound analysis. Some early success helps drive a person
through the slumps and across the roadblocks that they face on a long journey. A journey that begins
with a crash is likely to be a short one. I had this debate with a friend who works as a personal
trainer, he struggled in the early days of his business, because according to his thinking, patients want
to know that his program works. Therefore he whipped them so hard the first time they came in, that
they were sore for weeks afterwards, and lost all desire to ever come back.
In the same manner, if one tells a young man, lacking in social skills, meaning that he is noncalibrated in social interactions, to go out and do 100 approaches, while armed with an opener or two,
odds are he will be slapped down 99% of the time. Sure he will have made some progress, however
this progress will be the equivalent of the progress made in that first gym session. A start, but a start
that was also the end. Therefore, identifying present state and desired end state, permits each man to
design for himself a plan of action with the required milestones and measures to ensure success,
adapted to his own context.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: Beta Males and Shorted Circuits
February 9, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I was in a
discussion on alpha and beta the other day, and to some extent dominance (an alpha trait) is
somewhat of a circular trait, if you are dominant, it leads to becoming more dominant, and if you are
not dominant it leads to you becoming more submissive. This is a concept called a feedback system,
often simplified to Input – Process – Output – Analysis, wherein the results of the system affects
future runs of that system. Being alpha or beta is one of those things that is greatly affected by both
feedback systems and synergy both during initial stages and subsequent runs of the program.
An alpha male who starts in the state of alpha, will experience positive effects from this mindset and
as a result he will double-down on the behavior that has worked for him before. This is quite typical
of humans, we tend to repeat behaviors where the outcomes have historically been satisfactory, this is
no different than how the pigeons in BF Skinner’s experiment would peck the button that dispensed
food.
If I were to simplify, the input to the system is Alpha Male Behavior, the Process is Game, and the
Output is sexual success. The analysis after the event allows the man to review and improve on his
behavior in order to better himself for future engagements. This means that should the alpha hit a
slump, he can review and adjust to break that slump and thus get back on track.
However, the interesting aspect is what keeps beta men acting out behavior schema that are
unsuccessful? The Beta in the same system, the input is Beta Male Behavior, the process is adoption
of the feminine imperative, the output is a lack of sexual success. However, one would think that over
time a failure of the system to produce the desired result would lead to an alteration of the system.

The Beta and Equity
Beta males engage in the same behavioral schema from adolescence wherein they act as their mothers
have told them, they are nice, they attempt to adopt female modes of communication, demonstrate
their willingness to engage in choreplay, and white knight, among other other behaviors. This is a
strategy that they have been trained to utilize that is based in expectancy and equity, much like the
worker who stays late and takes on extra work, expecting this to lead to a promotion, as his boss must
surely notice how the worker is inputting more than required into the system.
This in itself is not a flawed concept, as “fairness” is something humans in many cases appear to have
an ingrained sense for, meaning that within an “in-group” there will be categories of people, those
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who contribute more than they take, those who take more than they contribute, and those who take as
much as they contribute. What this breaks down into, is that within a family, parents understand that
their children will consume more than they contribute and the parents regard this as fair. However,
the man and woman within the family may view themselves as contributing more and their partner as
contributing less, meaning that they feel as if their partner is a net-negative, and therefore is not
maintaining an equitable relationship.
Over time, the success of the group will be based on getting as many contributors as possible and as
few takers as possible, this results in the maximum level of resources managed by this in-group.
However, these same rules do not apply to an “Out-group“, sharing resources with group B does not
inherently make group A stronger, unless an alliance can be formed, that in a sense combines group
A and B into the same group and thus applies the “fairness” rule to the transaction and ensures that
both groups then move into a state of joint equity.
Most of the posts I read on the subject of marriage and Beta males is that they are looking for the
magic bullet that will make their wife open the sexual faucet from a drip to a flood. If one analyzes
this situation, it becomes clear that in the perception of the Beta male, he is not contributing enough,
and therefore his wife shut off sex. In essence, he looks at sex with his wife as identical to electricity
from the power-company. He failed to pay his bill so his power is shut off until he does.
Where this transitions from sensible to insanity is when one considers that many Beta males engage
in a behavioral scheme akin to the one above for 10 – 20 years with very limited success and
therefore should attempt to alter his behavioral schema. This is no different than if one were to start
lifting weights and noticed that after 2 months of lifting one’s ability to lift heavy weights has not
gone up in any significant manner, then results do not match investment and one must review
methodology.

Beta Males and Short-circuited Feedback
Albert Einstein is the originator of the following definition of insanity: “Insanity: doing the same
thing over and over again and expecting different results.” What I mean when I say that Beta males
have a short-circuit in their feedback mechanism is that many go for their entire lives without ever
questioning why their own experiences do not match those that they observe out in the world. For
instance, most beta males are aware that there are men out there who get laid a lot, yet do not engage
in many, if any of the behavioral schema the Beta does in order to elicit sexual success. This is the
type of observation that always sets the cogwheels within my mind spinning, as if the theory does not
match the observed event, then the theory must be in error.
This is one of the things that brought me to the seduction community back in the day, my experiences
and observations did not match the narrative that I saw throughout Western culture. Women were not
fawning over the guys who bought them drinks, flowers, took them on expensive dates or engaged in
that time honored tradition of supplication, they were fawning over men who in many cases did the
exact opposite. From the model, “Input-Process-Output-Analysis“, one could therefore, draw the
conclusion that there is a flaw at some point.
From the Input of the Beta Male Behavioral Schema (BMBS), the Process of Traditional Courtship, to
the Output of Sexual Success, one could conclude that the input and process did not result in the
expected outputs. If you are seeking to make steel, and you input carbon and iron (inputs) to a smelter
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(process) one would expect the outputs to be steel in some variation. If one does not, then it follows
that either the inputs and/or the process is flawed.
In the case of the Beta male they often do not realize that there is a problem with their production
line, as they do not question why the outputs do not match what one would expect based on the inputs
and process. Thus, they keep repeating the same inputs, and the same process while expecting a
different result.

What Caused the Short-Circuit?
Whenever something goes wrong, one must ask why it went wrong and who stands to gain from it
going wrong. In this case, it is obvious that the Beta males have much to lose from their process not
working correctly, and that women stand to gain substantially from an army of beta males who “Just
don’t get it“. The major scenario that keeps the beta male plugging away is the encouraged delusion
that once he meets the right girl, she will appreciate his efforts. Thus, there is nothing wrong with his
input or process, it is merely a marketing problem.
Drawing on Porter’s value chain, he breaks down primary activities into Inbound Logistics (input),
Operations (Process), Outbound Logistics (Output), Marketing and Sales and Service. This overlaps
nicely with the generic model I used earlier, but also adds a few very useful dimensions. The
narrative presented by the Blue Pill to the Beta Male is that there is no flaw with his input, process or
output, but with Marketing and Sales. He simply has not found the right market for the amazing
product that he is producing. Thus, he should keep producing it and just give it away until he finally
finds someone who is willing to submit an order.
This illusion largely benefits women, as they can enjoy the benefits of orbiters and white knights,
without those men expecting much if anything in return. This is a transfer of male time to women, as
they can enjoy what amounts to “free samples” of boyfriend services. There is no reason to expect
this to be a manifestation of malice, so much as it is the old adage about a fool and his money rapidly
being separated. Most employers would not dissuade one of their employees from putting in unpaid
overtime, even if they are well aware that the position in management that employee seeks is never
going to manifest itself. Why would sensible, entitled women turn down free services?
Thus, the result are men who are committed and programmed to follow their BMBS as a function of
social programming. This is further encouraged by the social narratives at large, which is further
compounded by faux morality, wherein a man does “the right thing” where “the right thing” is
generally engage in behaviors that do not benefit him.

Summary and Conclusions
One of the things that never stops surprising me about human beings is the tendency to default to
standard programming. I touched on this in an earlier in defense mechanisms, on how we revert to
earlier behavior when under stress. However, it appears very difficult to alter ingrained behavior,
especially that which has been established early in life. This is a highly useful trait when the
behaviors lead to the desired results, however it’s highly destructive if the behaviors lead to undesired
results. One can imagine our caveman ancestors deriving large benefits from both learning by
observation and repeating behaviors as long as they worked. What is somewhat unique with the Beta
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approach to mating is that it is flawed on so many levels.
As outlined in this essay, the beta approach does not lead to the desired outcomes but to the exact
opposite. When one adds the “When you find the right girl it will work” to it, this means encouraging
a man to continue what is inherently flawed, in the same manner that telling a man who is getting no
results from a bad lifting program “Once you find the right gym you will get swole“. Secondly, it
results in a situation where the Beta male will lack sufficient experience and knowledge of women to
make a reasoned judgment about long-term relationships. Thirdly, it makes him inherently prone to
oneitis. After all, he has been told that his output will be appreciated by the right girl, he has seen his
output fail over and over again, thus increasing the perception of scarcity. Furthermore, his process
involves front-loading investment, something which increases sunk costs.
In essence, if you sought to create a system that encouraged men to act against their own interests,
and ensure that there was someone around to “man up and marry those sluts” you could not have
done much of a better job. The basic premise appeals to idealism “Once you find the right one“, it
appeals to a man’s sense of duty “Do the right thing“, it positions the “woman who gets it” on a
pedestal, it leverages the human man’s inherent preference for deductive problem solving “If A, then
B” and finally it utilizes feedback mechanisms to make the man go mental.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle

A Notification: This Sunday I will be appearing on the Mark Baxter Podcast, in what is my first
podcast appearance. For those who are not familiar with Mark, he is a red pill blogger and acts as the
host of the Mark Baxter Podcast, that in a very short time has built up an impressive string of guests
including Illimitableman, Rollo Tomassi of Rational Male and Ed Latimore among others. Mark and
I had a great discussion that included Gendernomics, The Red Pill, Social Justice Warriors and the
Future of the West. The Podcast will be posted this Sunday on RealMarkBaxter.com
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The Virtue Signalling of Social Justice
February 13, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I had somewhat decided to end my series on Social
Justice Warriors with the last installment on the view of history used by social justice warriors. In a
sense, I thought that I’d come full circle as I had covered both the methodology and ideology quite
adequately, and once the history was covered to demonstrate how poor methodology applied to
cherry picked examples are the engine of the movement, I could consider the series complete.
However, then Nassim Nicholas Taleb tweeted out a question about virtue signalling, and I realized
that this was a major gap in my series. Everyone engages in signalling, from the man who through
posture and composure signals his status, to the woman who through her painted face and hourglass
figure signal health and fertility.
However, the concept of signalling one’s virtue, is a relative new concept, first identified among the
religious, where piety was the virtue most signaled, however much of human verbal and non-verbal
communication is signalling on some level. Ranging from choices one makes in grooming, clothing,
the manner in which one writes or speaks and many others. However, this differs somewhat from the
signalling of virtue, as the former are honest signals, the latter may be argued to be dishonest signals.
Social Justice Warriors without virtue signalling are as hunters without weapons or a bank without
money, it simply does not work. Virtue signaling to this community is not only a primary means of
communicating status, and one’s allegiance to the group, it is also the means by which enemies are
designated and then attacked. It forms the core of means, where I have previously covered motive
and methodology. Virtue signalling has been a central element of many groups, from religious
communes to atheist dictatorships, from Europe to the Americas and Africa, it is a central part of our
communication as a species.

What is Signalling?
The term virtue signalling was first used in signalling theory, a body of theoretical work that explores
communications between individuals both within a species and across species. A central aspect here
was sexual signalling, and the question of whether a signaler should provide honest or dishonest
sexual signals to influence mate selection. For instance, those female primates who do not have
concealed ovulation signal males that they are in heat through visual sexual signalling. The type of
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sexual signals that are effective in mating, such as the large tails of male peacocks lead to selection
pressures, wherein the peacocks with the best genetics for large tails achieve above average mating
success, and thus become better at sexual signalling via their tails.
In a more abstract view, signalling could be said to be a means by which individuals share
information relating to social position within a group or between groups. In history the King would
be the most well dressed and wear a large crown, which would signal his high status through his style
of dress. Each signalling process has sender(s) and receiver(s), and in biology, the signals are traits
that have evolved because they change the behavior of the receiver in a way that creates a benefit for
the signaler. A signal that only benefits the receiver is called a cue, for instance a monkey warning all
the other monkeys that a predator is approaching. This draws attention to the signaler and creates a
risk for them, but it benefits all the receivers.
Honest and dishonest signalling come from the fact that there are conflicts of interests in most signal
systems. A high volume of dishonest signals can lead to the collapse of the signalling system. An
example of this from popular culture is the story of the boy who cried wolf, the villagers at first
believed in his signal, however as his false signals were repeated, they stopped doing so. As a higher
volume of dishonest signals enter the signalling system the value of signals decrease, and as a result
the group fitness declines. For instance in a species where each individual signals the detection of a
predator, a high volume of dishonest signals may lead to members of the species not responding to
the signals over time and thus, the group becomes less able to protect itself from predators.
Richard Dawkins applied selfish gene theory to signalling systems and argued that signalling was
actually an arms race, where the signalers evolved to become better at manipulating receivers and
receivers in turn evolved to become more resistant to manipulation. One could draw a parallel to
marketing where the marketers are in an arms race with their target demographic, who is steadily
becoming more cynical and critical of advertising.

What is Virtue
Virtue from latin “Virtus” and Greek “Arete” are representations of moral excellence. In general a
virtue is a trait or quality that is considered morally good and therefore is valued as a foundation of
good moral being. History has a a range of examples of virtue from the Platonic virtues of
temperance, prudence, courage and justice. The Roman virtues that included among others mercy,
dignity, discipline and frugality. Christian virtues that have included faith, hope and love. An
interesting example is the Aristotlean virtues from “Nicomachean Ethics” where Aristotle defined
virtue as a point between deficiency and excess of a trait. The antonym of a virtue is a vice, and are
represented by such concepts as the seven deadly sins within Catholicism.
I’ve spoken of Deontological and Consequentialist ethics on this blog before in multiple essays, but
I’ve never touched on virtue ethics. While deonotological ethics decide whether an act or trait is good
or evil through the intent behind the act, and consequentialist ethics determines the same through the
outcome of the act, virtue ethics are focused on being, rather than doing. Meaning, what a person is,
rather than what that person does. Morality thus comes from the identity of the individual rather than
being a result of the actions of the individual. The views on morality are a major seed of discord
between social justice warriors and others. One could argue that in consequentialist ethics and
deontological ethics, virtue is determined by adherence to the rules of the system, whereas in virtue
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ethics, desirable characteristics (virtues) are identified and a person’s status as virtuous depends on to
what extent they embody those virtues.
The major difference between classical philosophical views such as those of Aristotle and Plato on
virtue ethics and those of social justice warriors, is that unlike the former, the latter adds a second
dimension. While their view on ethics is based in the embodiment of (to them) certain virtuous traits,
the factor of historical oppression of the group(s) this person is seen as belonging to is a primary
factor that adds or detracts from that person’s virtue.

What is Virtue Signalling
From the introduction and the outline of virtue ethics, one can now arrive at an understanding that
“virtue signalling” is a way of transmitting the virtues and degrees of those virtues a person holds to a
group or multiple groups to which they belong. The term was first used to describe any behavior that
could be used to signal virtue, particularly piety among those who are religious. Examples of such
behaviors could be argued to include adherence to fasting, circumcision, participation in various other
rituals, and public condemnation of what is within the framework of the religious doctrine displays of
lacking virtue.
An argument put forth is that virtue signalling is a form of dishonest social signal wherein one seeks
to establish that one is virtuous through deeds that have little meaning. For instance, instead of
donating money to ALS instead of doing the ice bucket challenge, people would merely dump a
bucket on their head, and not donate to support the cause. Perhaps the first instance that I remember
was the Kony 2012 campaign to elicit action against Ugandan guerilla leader Joseph Kony, that was
widely shared and supported on social media, and the media in general, yet was one of the first
examples of hashtag “slactivism“. The mere act of sharing and/or liking a hashtag was enough to
make people feel as if they had contributed, and appear as virtuous to their peer-group.
In essence, the person signals that they are a holder of virtuous behaviors, in order to increase their
in-group status, or secure entry into a group. Within social justice circles for instance, it is perfectly
fine to be a racist according to the definition of the word:
A person who shows or feels discrimination or prejudice against people of other races, or
who believes that a particular race is superior to another. Oxford Dictionary
So long as one is the correct type of racist, racism is in of it self not a negative trait, however
prejudice against the wrong groups is. This is often justified based in “racism is prejudice plus
institutional power” or some variation thereof, which is interesting considering the grounding of
social justice philosophy in post-modernism that argues that there is no such thing as reality, just
subjective interpretations of reality. Therefore, any perception of racist institutional power would
merely be a subjective view of reality, and thus, invalid.

The Consequences of Virtue Signalling
One could ask what point is there to a discussion of the consequences of virtue signalling, when it is
largely a system with little action behind it. However, as it has been observed in recent years, virtue
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signalers are engaged in an arms race of sorts, akin to that of male peacocks. Male peacocks grow
steadily larger tails in order to achieve mating success, those who grow the largest tails experience
the most success. In the same manner, those who exist within virtue signaling echo chambers are
slowly moving into the real world. What started as hashtag activism, and changing profile pictures on
social media accounts, moved on into real world protests, that are now becoming riots.
As the jungle of signals is becoming increasingly hard to penetrate for the average member, the
means by which to increase group status and communicate become increasingly extreme. What
started with a twitter flame war, transitions into opinion articles in the mainstream media, which
transition into calls for action, which transition into action.
My reasoning behind referring to virtue signalling as dishonest signals, is that they can only be
viewed in two ways, a signal to influence the receivers into granting higher social status within the
group to the sender. In which case, such status is granted based on beliefs held, not action. They can
alternatively be sent as a warning signal to ward off those who hold the wrong virtues and warn
others in the group of such people, in which case the overwhelming volume of signals threaten to
undermine the system itself.
A second consequence is in some ways a negative one, which is the reaction to people who are
perceived as lacking the desired virtues. For instance, the Rotherham case was an example of
politicians and law-enforcement, worrying about being called racist, and thus lacking the virtue of
“anti-racist” due to concerns about losing their jobs or standing within their community. The
consequences of lacking in virtues have always been quite substantial in communities that are
centered on this type of ethics, shunning among the Amish, being cast out by the Puritans or punished
by the inquisition, a lack of virtue often leads to exclusion at best or death at worst. Considering this,
here is no wonder that people attempt at their hardest to be perceived as virtuous among their group.

Summary and Conclusions
The veneration of virtues is a good thing provided that virtues and therefore also vices are the correct
ones, in that virtues are positive traits that increase fitness and vices are those traits that decrease
fitness. For instance, courage in the face of fear, one of Aristotle’s virtues, would make people face
their own fears in defense of the group, and themselves. It would also make them prone to challenge
their own limitations, and thus it would increase group fitness. If one defines the virtue as “antisexism” and the vice as “sexism” then one is defining the virtue in opposition, meaning that in order
to demonstrate virtue, one must have a sexist to demonstrate it towards, thus sexism must exist in
order to demonstrate anti-sexism. One cannot demonstrate an asserted cure, without the illness. Had
one instead of “anti-sexism” used “egalitarianism” and instead of “sexism” used “antiegalitarianism“, then one can work to further egalitarianism without requiring an antagonist.
Every good story must have a protagonist and an antagonist, without a solid antagonist the story
becomes dull, so when one is constructing a narrative it’s of paramount importance to construct a
believable and apparently all-powerful antagonist. After all, if we know the protagonist could easily
defeat the antagonist, then there is no suspense. If one does not establish a story of how the
protagonist has been victimized by the antagonist, then how does one know who is the good guy?
Thus, the protagonist is forged by being victimized, and the role of antagonist is made through his or
her creation of victims.
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The protagonist embodies all our virtues, the antagonist all our vices. The anti-hero, is the protagonist
who suffers from human vices, the tragic antagonist the one who suffers from corrupted virtue. After
the creation of these characters have been completed, the group then cast their lot and seek to signal
their allegiance to the protagonist or antagonist depending the group to which they belong. To draw a
parallel to my Gendernomics series, a beta male seeks to demonstrate his mating value through
signalling his rejection of vices, and by negative his allegiance to perceived social virtues in regards
to relationships. For instance by rejecting “players“, masculine behavior and acceptance of the female
perspective on relationships.
In the same manner a social justice warrior seeks to signal their allegiance to the virtues of their
ideology by means of their opposition to what are perceived as vices. In summary, one demonstrates
embodiment of virtues through antagonism of those perceived as embodying vices. Within the
community status is granted by degree of antagonism, and fervent demonstration of allegiance to the
virtues. I’m reminded of East German Stasis tactics, where one demonstrated allegiance to the
totalitarian regime through reporting as many people as possible to the secret police, in doing so one
both demonstrated one’s loyalty to the regime, and one’s rejection of the opposition to the regime.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle

Notification
I recently made an appearance on the Mark Baxter Podcast discussing among other things social
justice warriors, feminism and the red pill. You can find the podcast on his site RealMarkBaxter.com
More Reading:
The Evolution of Animal Communication: Reliability and Deception in Signalling Systems by
Willam A. Searcy & Stephen Nowiki
Introduction to Virtue Ethics: Insights of the Ancient Greeks by Raymond J. Devette
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Red Pill Logic: An Essay on Female Understanding
February 16, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

About 10 years ago the axiom “The First Rule of the Red Pill is
do not talk about the Red pill” was not really common, so I decided to discuss the various tactics I
had utilized on women with them, I repeated this endeavor a few times, not out of the need to be
honest, but as a form of research into how that woman had perceived the course of events that lead up
the situation that we found ourselves in.
The reaction varied somewhat from woman to woman, one of my favorites was a woman who spent
half our first date talking about how game was bullshit, while falling for many of those same gambits.
Ever a curious man, I started picking at her assertions and digging into why she thought that game
would never work. She became a bit flustered as she attempted to explain her reasoning, and finally
she said “They are planning what should be spontaneous and natural. It’s nerdy!”. This was a very
interesting observation that I realized years later plays into solipsism, hypergamy and especially “just
be yourself“. This is because “Just be yourself” is a tactic to get a man to act in a manner that comes
natural to him, something which makes telling an alpha from a beta a much simpler and less risky
exercise for women.
One must consider that determining alpha or beta, is a fundamental and very important skill to learn
for a female to be able to optimize hypergamy. There is an inherent risk that if a woman eliminates
too many alphas, or permit too many betas to enter, she will fail. A woman who does not do a good
job at separating the two will tend to either get too few mating opportunities, or she mates too much
with men of too low quality, thus the result is an error of optimization.
A second woman talked at length about how the experiences with me were new to her, and
questioned why she had reacted to- and perceived my actions in the light that she did. In somewhat of
a case of youthful naiveté, I took it upon myself to explain the various gambits and their purpose to
her. She listened intently as I explained the role of opinion openers, “chick crack” in the form of
games such as “The Cube“, bouncing a woman to a second and third location rapidly to give the
impression of 3 dates taking place rather than one, finally the disarming of “anti-slut defense” and
Last minute resistance.
After I stopped speaking, we sat there quietly for some time as she processed the information that I
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had conveyed as if I was lecturing a student, and responded “No, it wasn’t any of those things, it was
that you were confident“. This is an example of how woman rationalize their decisions post-hoc,
often down to one salient quality, giving them an excuse or a narrative for why they did “the right
thing” and cannot be held accountable for their actions. A woman admitting that game works, means
admitting that the truths that serve as its foundation are also true. All women are not unique
snowflakes as their solipsism tells them. They have virtually no control over what attracts them.
These two experiences, and a few more lead to me concluding that discussing game, and
subsequently the game with women is an experience in futility, as it destroys the illusion that every
woman wants to maintain; that they are special snowflakes. No woman inherently wants to admit that
game works, because game is a singular methodology that has a high general applicability. If the red
pill and game works, everything a woman thinks about herself is untrue, one can easily contrast this
with blue pill game, which is centered around ensuring the female of her special nature.

Blue Pill vs Red Pill Game
The classic blue pill game is based around encouraging the female tendency to view themselves as
“not like other girls“, the beta male will put her on a pedestal, and then proceed to build up the
illusion of her singular status as the most special person in the world. This takes place in both words
and action, through allowing her to control the frame, complimenting, deferring to her judgement and
encouraging her. Through the purchase of gifts and demonstrating the availability of financial
resources to ensure her and her offspring a safe future. Thus, blue pill game attempts to do two
things, assure the woman of her snowflake status, thus catering to her inherent narcissism explicitly.
Secondly, “doing to right thing” to convince the woman of his virtue as a future mate.
Game is centered around flipping this on it’s head, where the man casts the woman as the person who
must prove her worth, and the man as the person who must be convinced of his own snowflake
nature. Many of the early negs were based around shocking her out of her own narcissism and idea
that she was special through lines such as “So, what do you have going for yourself other than your
looks?”, which coincidentally was the first neg I ever learned.
If one analyzes pop-culture messages according to a Red and Blue pill theoretical framework, one
can rapidly identify those salient qualities that women want. One must keep in mind that the narrative
of such productions of culture represent “The Right Thing“. Thus, one gets romantic comedies
wherein the hapless beta male earns the prom queen through sacrifice, personal humiliation,
demonstrations of long-term relationship value and his devotion.
Perhaps the most insidious aspect of this is the narrative of personal humiliation, in which the beta
male somehow sacrifices his dignity and frame completely in order to earn the woman’s love. In the
process submitting completely to the feminine frame. This is no different than the classic fairy-tales
wherein the prince earns his princess through extreme acts of service. One can reference the Trojan
War for instance, wherein Menelaus the King of Sparta waged war to retrieve his wife Helen from
Paris of Troy for 10 years. Outlining that it is perfectly acceptable to take nations to war and sacrifice
countless lives in order to satisfy oneitis.
In many ways Game is the antithesis of the blue pill thesis, wherein they are opposite of each other,
which can be broken down in dichotomies as I did in the blue pill and red pill theoretical framework,
and “5 factors of Alpha and Beta” where I outlined the view of what constitutes Alpha and Beta by 3
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of the Godfathers of the Manosphere, Roissy (aka Heartiste), Rollo Tomassi of Rational male and

Roosh.
If one holds up these characteristics to modern pop culture one can clearly see that the outline
becomes that the beta qualities are the ones most frequently embodied by the protagonist in romantic
comedies and other pop culture references. Whereas the antagonist often embody a majority of the
alpha traits.
One must always remember that the woman may also put herself in the role of the hapless beta
protagonist attempting to garner the attention and affections of someone who is greatly out of their
league. If one considers romance novels in the mix, one notices that they are marked by the woman
lusting for the alpha male, getting him, and then he slowly transitions into their perfect beta, and then
the novel ends prior to the inevitable “I’m not happy“.
“I’m not happy” being the inevitable result when women get what they think they want, only to
realize that what they thought they wanted is not what makes them happy.
Thus, as I initially wrote, women are not capable of understanding what they want, nor are they
capable of accepting responsibility for their choices and actions. When feminists refer to the
“Subject-Object” dichotomy, this is in fact a perfect abstraction of how the feminine mind works.
They are attracted to men who act upon them, not attracted to men who requires the woman to act
upon them. This offers a layer of plausible deniability wherein she cannot be held accountable for her
actions, and thus suffer the consequences of she was a mere object.
The nature of female game is differentiation, the nature of blue pill game is catering and amplifying
her differentiation whereas the nature of red pill game is destroying it.

The Female View of Game
I’m reminded of a comment Rollo Tomassi made on the Mark Baxter Podcast, where a wife had said
to a husband who was reading “The Rational Male“, “It’s all true, and you shouldn’t know any of it“,
which is an interesting comment. This makes it clear that women do have an innate capacity and
understanding of their own solipsistic and hypergamic nature, however they do not want this
communicated to men. This is somewhat of a catch 22, in that women understand their own nature,
but this understanding does not translate into an understanding of what would make them happy. This
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plays into “Just be yourself” as this offers an easy and convenient manner in which to separate out
alpha (men they are attracted to by default) and beta (men they talk themselves into negotiating
attraction with), in order to conveniently filter out the type of mates they seek in that moment.
Furthermore, it may point to an innate desire of the female to actually be able to “just be herself”
absent of her gambits and machinations within the sexual market place.
If all blue pill men learned and applied red pill thinking and game, this would lead to difficulty in
assessment of which category a man fits within, and furthermore, would increase the risks of a
woman making a mistake in her valuation. As I wrote Monday in “The Virtue Signalling of Social
Justice“, a beta male adopting game in its original form where it consists of effectively mimicking the
mating signals of an alpha is engaging in false signalling. It is the equivalent of a peacock getting a
fake tail, wherein the male fakes the signals of a high value mate in order to improve his own mating
opportunities. This is confusing for the female, as she can no longer rely on her inherent mechanism
for mate selection.

Summary and Conclusions
This essay endeavors to explore human signalling systems regarding mating and how they are
affected by the red pill. As a signalling system, the behaviors outlined and manifested by Alpha
males and beta males serve the same purpose as a female hourglass symbol or a peacocks tail, in that
they signal “mate value“. The dualistic strategy of human females is somewhat mimicked in various
species of birds, wherein the female will seek to mate with another male than the one who is her
permanent mate. This creates a situation in which Alpha and Beta tells are used by women in order to
filter out the men who do not fit the type that she seeks at that moment.
As the wife Rollo quoted said, everything he wrote in his book is true, but the man should be obvious
to it. If the man is aware of and is able to signal high mate value, then he will be able to fool the
female mate filtering system. We saw an interesting case of what happens when this is widely done
after the release of Neil Struss’ book “The Game” about a decade ago, when many men adopted his
classic openers, and gambits, with the result that these rapidly lost their value. The signalling system
did not fail, it adapted to the attempt to fool it. Thus, as more men used the same canned material,
that material rapidly lost its value as a signal of for instance status, the female attraction cues did not
change, but the signals that could trigger them did.
In this case, there was no change in the female ability to interpret signals or filter them, what
happened what simply that certain signals lost their effectiveness through being used too much within
the same local area. The same material could still offer a massive advantage in an area where it is
fresh. This is merely a confirmation of the fact that men are in a continuous arms race to steadily
grow larger tails in order to remain the top mating choice for women, but that females will remain
both aware of and in denial of their own nature. It is somewhat rare to encounter a woman who like
the woman quoted earlier is able to admit that “Yes, this works”.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
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chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle

Notification
I recently made an appearance on the Mark Baxter Podcast discussing among other things social
justice warriors, feminism and the red pill. You can find the podcast on his site RealMarkBaxter.com
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Red Pill Logic: Normal or Crazy
February 20, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

It has previously been argued on this blog that
women of a more mentally unstable nature, who often leave a cornucopia of destruction in their
wake, are merely extreme versions of their less catastrophic sisters. In a previous essay on “The
Methods of Female Madness“, this was summarized as “AWALT on steroids” as the less stable
variant of woman manifest the same behaviors, just in a much greater volume and variety. For
instance, all women issue congruence tests, the variant lacking in stability merely does so more
frequently and at a more extreme level.
The danger in such overlaps between the normal and the abnormal is that a man, recently freed from
his blue pill shackles may struggle with determining which variant he is facing, and thus which
precautions are necessary. The recently red-pilled man who adopts self-improvement, himself as his
mental point of origin, and builds solid boundaries may experience an increase in his success rate
with women, however the new behaviors and principles are merely the early beginnings of a new
mindset. The blue pill male still remains beneath the surface, ready to jump back out and take over at
first opportunity. Change is difficult, remaining the same is easy. Thus, if such a man meets a woman
of a more unstable archetype, his behavior may rapidly revert to his old patterns.
A common pattern to the relationships with a damaged woman is over-evaluation, devaluation and
discard. This essay follows that same structure outlining the common behaviors of both the damaged
and the normal woman, and their differences. As the behavior of a normal woman towards a
masculine alpha male largely mimics the behavior of an unstable woman towards her prospective
victim, being able to distinguish these from each other can drastically improve the odds of avoiding
introducing drama into your life.

Normal Feminine Behavior and Love Bombing
It has long been an established axiom of the red pill sphere, that a feminine woman will seek to prove
her worth to a masculine man through among others deferring to his judgment, providing acts of
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service and lavishing attention upon him. These are also the major stratagems of the unstable woman
during what is known as the “love bombing phase“, wherein such a woman will seek to establish a
special place for herself within the man’s mind, in effect making herself the center of his world.
Thus, the recently freed man who elects to adopt red pill teachings, must learn to discern the
abnormal from the normal, in order to make reasoned judgments about the woman in front of him.
The challenge he will often have to face, will be one constructed within the confines of his own mind,
wherein he will desire to believe that his recent change in mindset, dedication of self-improvement
and increasing sexual market value is the cause of the female behavior. This may often be a case of
post-hoc ergo propter hoc, where he assumes that his recent change in approach is reflected back by
her something, which is further compounded by confirmation bias wherein the man views her
behavior as a validation of his recent choices, and thus this flatters his ego.
For the normal woman, this is a case of her attempting to prove herself to be worthy of his attention
in the same manner a Beta male approaches his oneitis, whereas for the damaged woman she is
treating the man at an inflated value. She is well aware of his actual value, however her treatment of
him is that she would normally reserve for a man of much higher value. Most non-Alpha males are
not used to being treated in this manner, and thus it is a persuasive strategy on her part in order to
ensure that the relationship grows at a high rate.

Rapid Relationship Progression
The rapid relationship progression is in many ways a goal of much seduction material. The old
wisdom in this area is that up until a man and a woman has sex, the woman holds more power than
the man, and once a couple has sex the man holds more power than the woman. This is frequently
summarized as “Women use sex to negotiate a relationship, men use a relationship to negotiate sex“.
Thus, for the man in order to better his bargaining position a rapid escalation of a relationship to the
physical is a requirement.
Such behavior is often reflected in the damaged woman as well, and her resume is often filled with
relationships of varying lengths, but at extraordinary depth. The chief ability of such a woman is an
ability to rapidly progress a relationship forward in depth and seriousness, often seeking to secure for
herself matrimony or paternity. This is akin to the seduction technique of “venue bouncing” wherein
a man transports a female between multiple secondary and tertiary locations in order to rapidly
escalate familiarity and alter the female’s perception of time.
The damaged woman will seek to escalate a relationship rapidly to the physical, much sooner than
even a highly competent seducer would be accustomed to, and then convincing him that the ease and
speed of seduction comes from genuine emotion. In this moment seeking to pivot herself into a
position of “The One“. This is not dissimilar to the behavior of more stable examples of womanhood,
in that both seek to maximize the gain from a sexual liaison, the difference is in the remarkable
competence and methodology the damaged woman will employ in order to secure such payouts.

Negs and Congruence Testing
Within the red pill theoretical framework, the neg is in many ways the swiss army knife of a
seducer’s arsenal. It has many situations where its use serves to shift the balance of an interaction in
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favor of the seducer. The major function of the “neg” is to communicate control of self-, states and
frame, and establishing dominance within the interaction. For the female congruence tests (commonly
called “shit tests), exist to reveal the weaknesses in the mindset of a man, their purpose being to
increase the stress of an interaction to see whether the man will be congruent with the image he
projects and that she perceives, or whether he is engaging in dishonest signalling. One could say that
the neg exists as a signal of mate value, and the congruence test exists in order to assist a female in
determining if the signal is true or false.
The essay touched on the major difference between the dangerous woman and the normal woman in
the introduction, it often being in how frequently congruence tests are issued by the female,
furthermore their level. Negs exist in a spectrum from light to nuclear, as is the case for shit tests. A
mild congruence test may be “I bet you say that to all the girls“, where a nuclear one may be
throwing a tantrum in public to see how the male responds.
For a normal woman the amount of such tests a man will have to face depends on the stage of the
relationship and the context of the interaction. A normal woman will frequently issue less and less
tests as the relationship progresses, whereas the dangerous woman will issue more and more tests the
longer the relationship lasts. This is due to the inherent different approach these women have to their
relationships with men. The former seeks to eliminate unsuitable partners prior to any sexual
interaction, the latter seeks to lure a man into large investments in a relationship early on, so that she
can maintain her hold on him for as long as he is useful to her.
The degree of shit test also differs in that a normal woman will often follow a predictable pattern
wherein her tests become less and less volatile over time, where the other type will eventually find
herself in the position of issuing nuclear shit tests on a daily basis. This often takes place shortly
before the discard phase. The congruence tests of a damaged woman serves the purpose of enabling
the control and alteration of their mate as part of the devaluation stage.

Altering Their Mate
Once a woman recognizes that a man has made an investment in her, she always tries to leverage that
investment into a better deal for herself. This is part of the reason why I often refer to women as the
ultimate “bait and switch” artists. While a degree of misrepresentation is prevalent in both sexes
during the mating process, it is more prevalent among the female. One could say that men
misrepresent themselves prior to sex, and women misrepresent themselves after sex. Once the
relationship is established, the normal and the damaged woman will both seek to alter the frame of
the relationship, this may be as simple as the sexy lingerie disappearing, or as destructive as a drastic
increase in performance burden for the man.
The change will often be dependent on the sexual strategy the woman employed in order to secure the
relationship. If the woman elected a strategy that placed little demand on the man compromising his
lifestyle, she will often start to increase her demands for him to compromise. This is a behavior
common to all women, whereupon securing a relationship they slowly start working to change the
man into what they think they desire.
The distinction between the damaged woman and the normal woman in this regard is not so much in
their behavior, as all women have a tendency to seek to alter their mate during the course of a
relationship, often to the detriment of the relationship. It is the catch 22 of womanhood that if a man
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permits a woman to sand off his rough edges, it will turn out that those edges were what she found
attractive in the first place. This is often what “we grew apart” or similar turns of phrase mean, the
man permitted the woman to get rid of those parts of him to which she was most attracted.

The Damaged Woman and Hypergamy
A man who learns the teachings of the red pill gains an in-depth understanding of how female
hypergamy works, in that the female sexual strategy is to secure the most male value for her female
equity something that often manifests as AF/BB. The most often cited example of this is the
phenomena known as “branch-swinging” wherein a woman eliminates her present relationship
rapidly and with perceived little warning or cause, in order to enter a new relationship with a male of
higher value. This mimics the discard phase of a relationship with the unstable woman.
Any woman will seek to have a string of orbiters surrounding her, this being men whom she has
relegated to the bench, as they do not at present represent choices that would maximize equity
according to hypergamy. The often cited example of this is the “friend-zone” wherein a man is
expected to act out a role wherein he performs a mixture of duties normally performed by a girlfriend
and a boyfriend. He will be her “platonic escort” if she happens to be between boyfriends when
called upon to attend a social event that requires an escort, and the shoulder to cry on when she is
rejected.
The same is the case for the damaged woman, however in her case her stable of orbiters tend to be a
veritable rogues gallery of exes, narcissistic supply, useful idiots and pawns for her games, the key
being that each member serves a role within her machinations. Quite the common game is to utilize
these pieces in order to push the unsuspecting man into a relationship through the exploitation of his
inherent bias, for instance being seen hanging around with her ex, in the middle of the love bombing
phase, may lead her new target to expedite their relationship in order to secure his place. Should the
man wise up to what she is doing she may launch an attack using her pawns to attempt to influence
the man.

Drain and Discard
The goals of a normal woman and a dangerous women do to some extent overlap. One could argue
that once a woman reaches her epiphany phase her ideal mate type is altered towards one that will
secure her long term security and status through provision, rather than one that offers excitement.
This represents the two distinct phases of a woman’s reproductive referred to in red pill theory as
“Alpha Fucks/Beta Bucks”. This desire for security also serves as one of the reasons why a woman
will keep a stable of alternates in her sphere of influence in case her present relationship ends.
The discard phase as it is referred to in the literature, represents the moment when the dangerous
woman has destroyed her target in the ways she desires. This may represent financial, psychological,
social or any other form of destruction that appeals to her. At this point, the target will be discarded
and the woman will move on to greener pastures. This is not overly different from how the normal
woman branch swings, the difference is the state that the target is left in once he is discarded. These
men represent many new converts to the red pill, as their treatment at the hands of their now ex,
represents such a departure from their blue pill view of women that they cannot consolidate the two.
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Should the man realize what is taking place and decide to act before she is ready to discard him, he
can expect to re-experience the love-bombing stage as the damaged woman attempts to take back
control. One must realize that most of the behaviors outlined in this essay are methods to take control,
and the man leaving the relationship prior to the discard, signifies the woman losing control. Thus,
her desire is to regain control so that she may finish the script.

Summary and Conclusions
Being able to coldly and rationally ascertain which type of female is sharing your bed is a critical
factor for red pill men, both those who are new to the mindset and those who are veterans. For the
newbies who may be veterans of unhealthy relationships and a lack of sexual market success, the
enticement of the “over-valuation” stage, often serves as a validation of their efforts and the strides
they have made forward. After all, the treatment that they are now receiving from the woman is that
normally reserved for rare Alpha males, not his hapless old beta self. For the veteran, his expectation
of such treatment from experience may blind him to the subtle differences that he is now facing.
According to the American Psychological Association 21.8% of women can be diagnosed with a
mental illness within a 12 month period, and one must in this case assume that an additional group
could either relapse or are just beneath the diagnostic threshold. This is not to draw attention away
from behaviors and onto probabilities, but it is important to note that the probability that a man in the
dating market will eventually run into one or more of these women is high. Considering their
penchant for destruction, being able to ascertain which type of woman one is dealing with and acting
accordingly is paramount to avoid the drama that often follows in their wake.
The catch 22 of man is that he can employ his rational mind to pull back the curtain and force nature
to reveal her magic, yet also to close the curtain and reject reality.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
Dangerous personalities by Joe Navarro
Snakes in Suits by Robert Hare
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Gendernomics: The Female Bubble
February 23, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Opportunity costs and
sunk costs have been one of the topics that I have returned to quite a few times in various essays, as I
consider them central to male issues within the sexual market place. Both of these metrics exist to
judge whether an allocation of resources is sound or unsound. Opportunity costs are the costs of the
best opportunity foregone, exemplified by getting married, where the opportunity costs are alternative
mating with one or multiple other women. The sunk costs represent the time and other resources a
man has invested into a relationship with a woman, and the resources that would be loss should the
man decide not to pursue a relationship with that women any longer.
I credit my twitter feed with inspiring many of my essays, and this week is no different. Last week
Illimitableman tweeted the following nugget of reasoning:
“If a man earns $500 an hour and you want 5 hours alpha attention to be fucked, you’re
saying your pussy is worth $2500. Overpriced!” @Illimitableman
This got me thinking along the lines of my “Hookers vs Dating” calculations in an earlier post on
marginal utility. It is without a doubt that in the world of constant social media validation and where
women are raised to view themselves as Princesses that women develop somewhat of a tendency to
value themselves very highly. This is a natural consequence of being told that your product is the best
in the world and worthy of royalty. Furthermore, having this over valuation validated by a range of
thirsty men from the age of 15 does not in any way encourage a sober valuation. One must keep in
mind that hype and marketing can drive a low quality or even useless product to immense heights for
a time, examples of this includes such fad products as the pet rock and the Dutch tulip craze. This is
one of the value theory observations that the price of a product frequently does not reflect the
underlying costs of building this product.
As an example one could argue that the price of an iPhone should be:
A) The price someone is willing to pay for it in an open market.
B) Reflect the cost of building it.
These will obviously be two entirely different prices. In the Gendernomics sense, the former reflects
how the sexual market operates, whereas the latter is quite inconsequential. It does not matter if a
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man invests massively in himself if he does so in a manner that is not market oriented. Thus, the price
the woman sets for her sexual companionship reflects that of the market in which she operates, how
high a price will the market accept?

The Price Someone is Willing to Pay
In two theoretical markets, one where women all require men to marry them before having sex, and
one where women are more than happy to sleep with any man, which would both be sexual market
monopoly, it follows that sex is more expensive in the former than the latter. The former requires a
man to find a suitable mate and enter into a binding relationship with her for life in order to gain
sexual access. In the latter, all that is required is to make himself available. The latter also represents
the situation that women often find themselves in, and have for most of our human history.
The males alive today are the sons of those men who took formidable risk and won, they are also the
sons of women who played it safe.
In the market that requires monogamous marriage in order to gain sex, it is obvious intuitively that
the price of pussy is higher, merely from the initial investment costs. However, one must keep in
mind that this is merely the buy in at the poker game of marriage, then comes the antes and bids that
must be submitted merely to remain in the game.
In the market where sex is freely available, where the only effort a man must put forth in order to
alleviate his sexual desires and urges is merely to be present, it is clear that the price of pussy is a
much lower one. In this case, one could liken it to an all you can eat buffet where once the price of
admission has been surrendered the man may partake freely to his hearts content.
Thus, one could conclude that ceteris paribus, men would benefit maximally under the latter structure
as this represents a structure in which they must surrender the least amount of resources in order to
obtain sex. Women would benefit maximally under the former structure as this permits them to
realize the maximum value of their sexuality.
Therefore, if one were to view the sexual market place as a market wherein the sellers of pussy and
the buyers pussy meet in order to make deals where intercourse may take place, it follows that much
in a real market the Dow Bones Index, would rise and fall as trades are made and the markets change
to reflect external factors.

The External Factors and the Dow Bones Index
The first and primary factor is the social values within a social group, naturally a group that punishes
promiscuity and rewards chastity among women will restrict and inherently increase the value of sex.
As sex under such law represents an expensive good that requires substantial amounts of investment
by a man, it may also follow that he will seek to safeguard this investment. It also follows that as the
woman within such a situation has a minimal resale value, she will also work to justify the man’s
investment in her.
A second and perhaps equally salient factor, is the joint investment in offspring, without a mother
these children would lack the female influence and care that ensures that they grow up strong, and
without a father these children would grow up (even more) destitute, thus they would have few
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chances to ensure that the genetics of their family carried on down the highway of history.
A third factor one must account for is the alternation of the female condition from dependency on one
man (her husband or father) to a wholesale dependency on the state for her financial needs. The
husband has a natural incentive in selecting a chaste bride as past behavior is the best manner in
which we can predict future behavior. The father has a natural incentive to ensure the upbringing of
his daughter, lest he be unable to pawn her off on some unsuspecting fool, and thus stuck with a
financial drain for the remainder of his days.
However, over the past 60 – 70 years, the Western World has seen an unprecedented liberation of sex
that has not been seen since the fall of Rome if one believes the history books. Thus, how can one
reconcile the fact that the external conditions that would ensure expensive pussy, are all but removed,
yet the price of pussy remains and according to some is even increasing?

The Departure from Rationality
As I write this, we are sitting in the shadow of the 2008 financial crisis, that stemmed from the overpricing of complex derivative assets in the financial markets combined with unforseen dependencies
and unhealthy government interventions. We are 17 years away from what was referred to as the
“Dot com crash“, which was the time when the bloated pricing of technology securities finally met
cruel reality.
One can discuss eternally what causes asset value inflation, however, from the Tulip Boom to
Southsea and to the Tech companies of Silicon Valley, they all share certain similarities.
A) There was a widespread belief that the price increase would continue forever in a linear or
exponential fashion.
B) There was a widespread belief that there was no risk of the asset ever going down in price.
These two factors lead to a “Unicorn investment” wherein there is no risk, but unlimited reward. This
again leads to a cycle that powered by reflexivity drives prices beyond reason and rationality. Thus,
the prices depart from what real value could be argued as the basis for the asset’s price. Be that
infrastructure or intellectual property and the cycle begins.
Perhaps the simplest and most widespread metric within financial valuation is the price/earnings
ratio, where one divides the company’s present share price with it’s earnings for the past year. For
instance P/E ratio of 15, indicates that the company is presently trading at 15 times it’s annual
earnings. A high P/E ratio is often seen as a representation of high expected growth. As an excessive
valuation begins one often sees the P/E ratio depart from it’s normal value for that industry, and it
begins to reach exorbitance where if one calculates how long one would need to hold the share or
how much it would need to grow within ones holding period in order to realize a profit.

Summary and Conclusions
A frequent manosphere assertion is that the price of pussy is steadily increasing. In the case of the
originally cited tween the $2500 the woman is pricing her pussy at, represents 12.5 – 25 hours with a
prostitute. This is merely the initial investment that the man must make for a single occasion of sex.
The reasoning behind the growing price is often argued to be the perceived abundance of thirsty men
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in the world that comment, like and validate a woman’s social media profiles. In the past 10 years or
so, women have gained access to a brand new squad of cheerleaders consisting of other women and
thirsty men, that serve to make their product appear to them both to be of higher quality and to be
quite rare and growing in popularity.
This is the classic driving force behind most over-valuations in financial markets, limited supply,
perceived demand in excess of supply and excessive growth, the product has at least some of its value
derived from intangibles and a market that is suffering from irrational exuberance.
One may argue that pussy was much more expensive only a few short decades ago, where extended
courtships, monogamous relationships and marriage was more of a norm and casual sex was more
present, however a price in isolation says very little, if one does not account for product
characteristics. Where your grandfather may have received a brand new product, you are likely to
receive one that is in the range “slightly used” to “Worn out” categories. Rollo Tomassi has written
brilliantly on this in a set of two articles entitled “Betas in Waiting [1]” and “Saving the Best [2]”
Thus, the difference now is not necessarily the price, but the relationship between the price you are
expected to pay by women, and the value of the product you receive in return. This is perhaps
somewhat nostalgic in nature, and it would be unsound to make the assumption that all women in the
past were fresh-faced, rosy cheeked virgins at marriage. However, there is a correlation between how
many premarital sex partners a woman has had and her likeliness to divorce [3] and with Gen X
having 10 lifetime partners and millennials on the way to 8 lifetime partners, I suspect the divorce
rate will keep going.
As social media continues to permeate throughout our societies, and increasing amounts of women
continue to get their self esteem stoked and narcissism increases [5], what will the future price of
pussy be? Will we see Sugar baby culture grow, and sex for money become the norm, and if we do,
will the arbitrage opportunities between actual prostitutes and women who trade sex for money
and/or services but do not consider themselves prostitutes increase?

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2015/03/24/betas-in-waiting/
[2] https://therationalmale.com/2013/12/03/saving-the-best/
[3]
https://family-studies.org/counterintuitive-trends-in-the-link-between-premarital-sex-and-marital-stab
ility/
[4]
http://www.slate.com/articles/life/moneybox/2015/05/sex_history_calculator_is_your_number_of_se
xual_partners_low_average_or.html
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[5]
https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/freedom-learn/201401/why-is-narcissism-increasing-amongyoung-americans
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Red Pill Logic: Future of a Blue Pill Illusion
February 27, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I was recently involved in a discussion with a few blue
pill acquaintances, that highlighted some of the clear distinctions between a blue pill and a red pill
framework. While the red pill can on occasion step into the domain of extremist cynicism, the blue
pill in many ways depart from reality in profound ways. This lead me to consult “Future of an
Illusion“ by Sigmund Freud, that deals with the illusions that humanity accept in order to avoid
seeing reality.
One of the definitions for “illusion” by Merriam-Webster is:
“perception of something objectively existing in such a way as to cause misinterpretation of
its actual nature (2) : hallucination” [1]
The red pill metaphor that we utilize to illustrate a person’s awakening from the hallucination, aims
to draw a distinction between the framework for interpreting reality that most men in the Western
World are educated in throughout their childhood as part of socialization and the true nature of
reality. In this manner, the term “Red Pill” is often co-opted by other groups, for instance the recent
use of the term to signify a person’s awakening to the various narratives within our society that shape
our perception of reality. A person has been “red pilled” when they start to question and reject the
narrative that seeks to influence and control their behavior.

What is the Blue Pill Illusion
The Blue pill illusion is a theoretical framework that most men are brought up believing. This
framework is so designed as to draw on inherent male instincts, such as feeling protective towards
women, a tendency to have an out-group preference (believing women over men) and to view females
as somehow more pure. These natural instincts are hijacked to lead men down a path where they treat
women in a manner much different than they would treat other men. This serves a purpose of
lessening female accountability, and play on men’s inherent understanding that a woman will never
hold herself accountable, and can never take true responsibility for herself, and therefore they must
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do so.
Historically speaking, a man would be held accountable for the actions of his wife or daughter, as her
behavior was a reflection of his failure as a husband or father. To some extent, such law is still
enforced in the aftermath of marriages, conception and “common law” relationships, wherein the man
is held accountable for the actions of his wife both in terms of the law, but also in social perception.
Furthermore, one could point to the obvious double-standard regarding age-gaps in relationships,
wherein a man in his 30s who sleeps with a woman above the age of consent, yet still in her teenage
years is crucified both personally and professionally, where women who engage in the same or worse
behaviors rarely if ever must face equivalent consequences. The prime example being the teacher
who became pregnant by her 14 year old student and who later sued him for child support [2].
Another interesting distinction that appears to be the “Not all women are like that” and the “Not all
men are like that”, where male actions are often viewed as a pattern of inborn male deficiencies,
while female actions are rationalized as the actions of individual women who are misunderstood.
Male actions are viewed in a negative lens, where their actions are viewed in a more cynical manner
and as if the intention behind them was malice. Female actions are interpreted through a lens of
naiveté where their actions are rarely viewed as malicious. This is a major issue for those who end up
in the web of a damaged woman, as their ability to rationalize the malicious actions of the woman is
often equivalent or greater than her ability to engage in such actions.
This ability to accommodate the cognitive dissonance when related to women is central to the blue
pill illusion, as it requires consistently applying a different set of standards to behavior and morals
based on a person’s sex. If men held women accountable to the same level as men, and were willing
to apply the same moral judgments to their behavior, the blue pill illusion would rapidly be dissolved.

Why Does The Blue Pill Illusion Exist?
One of the concepts that permeate enlightenment philosophy is the notion of the social contract, and
the conflict between the needs of the group and the needs of the individual. In order for a grouping of
individuals to function, each individual is required to give up liberty for security. For instance, in a
state of nature man is free to indulge in behaviors that are inherently destructive, but is also more
likely to become a victim of such behaviors himself. In joining a group, the man gives up this
freedom to indulge his baser urges in exchange for protection from the group.
Such a model is the basis for any group-based cooperation among our social species, we all agree not
to murder, steal or various other things in exchange for being protected from murder, robbery and
various other criminal acts. This is an act of voluntary cooperation where individuals decide to work
together as this offers benefits beyond what each individual can garner for himself. Rather than each
man being forced to defend his family from assailants, he can rely on the other men in the group to
assist with this duty.
However, such a model over time becomes corrupted as the Leviathan grows and invades more and
more of the lives of those who created it. As the state takes on the responsibility of provision for
women who made poor mating choices, this cost must be paid by all the men who contribute to the
existence of the state. In the same manner that if the state bears the cost of those who made poor
choices related to their health, this cost is shifted to those who made better choices. However, this
creates an unsustainable model, as the cost of poor choices, is also the means by which such decisions
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are discouraged. As the consequences of such behaviors is removed, it follows that the behavior will
increase in frequency if it is an innate behavior that must be suppressed as part of the social contract.
A nation in which men are unwilling to give their lives in defense of it and their resources to maintain
its operation, the model fails. As men discover that their place in a social group is more costly to
them than the benefits they derive from membership, they may decide to withdraw their support for
the model, and as such a model is based on the self-sacrifice of men, it follows that the model will
fall. This is similar to how a company in which the best employees are permanently over-burdened
and under-compensated, will lose its top performers and be left only with those that have no other
options.
The Blue pill theoretical framework is the means by which men are convinced to voluntarily give up
their right to self-determination and pursuit of happiness, in exchange for mating privileges, in effect
making the man responsible for the past, present and future obligations related to his relationship
with a woman. The foundation of such a perspective is based in idealism and ignorance, as empirical
and observation shows that reality does not reflect the perspective.
In this sense the blue pill perspective, is a construct wherein certain attributes are projected onto
women by men, in order to elicit their voluntary sacrifice. I refer to this as an illusion, as men view
their perception of intergender dynamics as the objective truth about female nature, despite the
evidence that can be presented that openly demonstrate the inaccuracy of the model. However,
society as it is built in the Western World, inherently requires this dynamic to exist, or it will perish.

The Damage of an Illusion
The danger of illusions is that they lead to choices that are inherently harmful, based on the illusion
of reality. Men who get married despite knowing that 50% of marriages end in divorce, and that
divorce is a costly endeavor. Then after finalizing their divorce and giving away half their resources,
proceed to get married again, and again, causing constant financial turmoil. Men who allow a woman
to be in charge of birth control, despite the consequences if she neglects that duty, or intentionally
gets pregnant, thus ending up with 21 years of child support payments.
Such decisions take place when one does not approach them with an interpretation of reality that is
actually consistent with reality. If one were to sell someone securities at inflated prices, all the while
focusing on presenting the upside with a scant mention of the risk related to the investment, one is
arguably committing fraud. By doing so to people with little knowledge of securities markets, this is
a more severe case, and is often treated as such by the courts, especially if a misrepresentation of said
markets have been committed. The action is that being committed in this case, is to:
A) Misrepresent the nature of securities investment
B) Misrepresent the nature of securities markets in general
C) Appealing to people’s emotions rather than their reason.
If one breaks down the human decision making process into two steps, where the first is problemanalysis, the second is decision making, one can greatly influence the decision that is made if one can
influence the problem-analysis part of the process. A common method is a list of pros and cons of a
choice, thus if pros are identified to a much higher degree than cons during problem analysis, and this
is fed into the process, it means making a decision based on flawed data. In essence, the flawed data
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 631 of 1188

creates an illusion of reality rather than reality.
Approaching the world based on an illusion means being blind to the actual events that may severely
damage your life. Thus, it is a process by which one robs a person of their choice and right to selfdetermination. Hijacking such decision making processes is the key to manipulation.

Summary and Conclusions
Through this essay, I have outlined what the blue pill illusion is, why it exists and why it is
destructive. The illusion exists in order to make men voluntarily accept a social contract from which
they gain less benefits, yet must accept more responsibilities. In nature a woman who makes poor
mating choices must carry the consequences of such choices, this the burden of the sex that is the
gatekeeper for procreation. However, in the modern world, these costs are shifted onto men by a
growing leviathan. Democracy is a questionable model as eventually people realize that they can
through their votes, seek to use it to shift burdens to others and privileges to themselves.
This is the reason for why politicians will always play groups against one another, conducting as H.L
Mencken phrased it, an advance auction sale of stolen goods. However, over time those who
regularly have their goods stolen will wake up from their slumber, and realize that their investment in
this model does not benefit them. Thus, they make the decision to no longer support such a model, or
attempt to have the model altered to their benefit. Therefore, it is imperative that those who must bear
the costs are kept in the dark about the system they are participating in, and propagating.
A person who is blue pill, is one who accepts the premises and narratives that the group uses to create
the illusion that serves to enslave him towards their ends. To maintain such an illusion requires both
the creation of a plausible narrative and the enforcement of such through social mechanisms. For
instance, anyone who has had a red pill discussion with blue pill men rapidly finds himself facing an
onslaught of shaming tactics and appeals to morality, to force compliance. This reaction comes from
two sources, the man’s investment in blue pill thinking and his innate need for group approval. The
extent of his investment in the illusion stems from the volume and severity of his choices in
accordance with the illusion, and thus represents his sunk cost. His innate need for group approval
comes from the perception of risk should he reject the illusion, and thus reflects his tolerance for risk.
When attempting to determine what the future of this blue pill illusion will be, one must look at the
consequences of widespread adoption. There is no denying that the illusion has increased in severity,
and those men who are still under its thrall, are expected to rationalize steadily increasing levels of
contradiction. The premise that females are inherently virtuous, which is part of the core of the
illusion, must stand up to increasing exposure to its opposite. If one adopts the Hegelian dialectic
(actually Kantian), where a thesis gives rise to a reaction, called an antithesis which contradicts or
negates the thesis, and the tension is resolved by a synthesis.
Here the blue pill illusion represents the thesis, the red pill is its antithesis, then the question one is
left with is how the two could be merged in synthesis.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
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chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/illusion
[2]
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2014/09/02/statutory-rape-victim-child-support/1495396
5/
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Red Pill Logic: Of AWALT and Snowflakes
March 2, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

“Not all women are like that” is a statement
that most of us get in response when we present certain red pill ideas to men or women who are
firmly anchored within the social narrative of relationships. Usually this is presented as a response
when pointing out typical female behaviors such as branch swinging, solipsism, or hypergamy that
have a tendency to cast females in somewhat of a negative light compared to their permanent state on
the pedestal within the narrative.
This reaction is understandable as it challenges many deeply ingrained super-ego rules that we have
internalized, in addition to many men having significant ego investment in their sexual strategy.
Often the challenge has its roots in “I know a woman who is not like that” or “My mother is not like
that“, which assumes that every woman manifests the same traits and behaviors to the exact same
degree throughout her life.
In this essay I will argue that AWALT is more similar to a diagnostic construct in the field of
psychology than it is to a law of nature in the hard sciences. Psychological diagnostic constructs are
lists of traits and behaviors that manifest within this construct. Narcissistic personality disorder
includes: Grandiosity, power fantasies, self-perception of being unique, needing admiration, sense of
entitlement, interpersonal exploitation, unwillingness to empathize with others, intensely envious of
others and a pompous demeanor. In order to receive the diagnosis one must manifest traits beyond a
given threshold, for instance 5 out of 9.
Depending on situation, one can also manifest these traits in varying frequencies and intensity that
changes with context and over time. Thus a person may be diagnosed one time, and not diagnosed the
next time.
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The AWALT Cluster
When one attempts to create a diagnosis in the field of psychology, one identifies behaviors that
occur jointly and that fit within a certain construct. The Hare PCL-R identifies 20 personality traits
that have been observed in psychopaths, this is applied in a semi-structured interview where the
diagnostician attempts to determine if, and to what degree a person manifests those traits. In the same
manner one can create an “AWALT Cluster” of traits that tend to manifest within a given observed
population. In the case of AWALT, this list differs somewhat from author to author, but usually
includes [1]:
Solipsism – The tendency of a women to be unable to process information as outside of their
own experience of it.
Hypergamy – The tendency of a woman to seek to maximize the resources gained from her
sexuality.
Machiavellianism – The tendency of women to be more manipulative and cunning than men.
Immaturity – The tendency of women not to mature much despite advanced degrees and
impressive careers.
I would personally add some traits from psychopathy and narcissism to this list. These traits manifest
in the form of behavior such as being unable to process her own culpability when bad things happen,
a tendency to branch swing, building a stable of orbiters and a lack of willingness to accept personal
responsibility. This is no different than how someone with borderline personality disorder manifests
“Frantic efforts to avoid real or imagined abandonment” [2] which is arguably caused due to
problem with object-constancy [3]. For instance, hypergamy is a mechanism by which women seek
to obtain maximal outcomes from their sexuality, in some historical contexts this was securing the
husband with the best alpha genetics and resources, at present this means securing alpha male
genetics, and a beta male to provide for her and the children of the alpha.
Thus, AWALT is a construct that consists of observed behavior that can be distilled into a handful of
traits, that can be applied to varying contexts and situations depending on the needs of the user.
Generally, there are 3 manners in which this construct can be applied, starting with Hard AWALT.
Much as with a psychological construct, this is to some extent subject to the perspective of the person
who seeks to apply it, the context in which it s applied and the context of the subject.

The Hard AWALT
People who argue from this perspective have adopted what can be themed as “hard AWALT“, what
this means is that every single woman inherently will engage in the behaviors that are contained
within the AWALT cluster, and they will do so in an identical manner to the same degree. They often
take the perspective that AWALT is akin to a universal law, meaning that if one can identify a single
exception, this invalidates the law in its entirety. The interpretation in this perspective is synonymous
with “All women are like this 100% of the time, in a 100% identical manner.” If one were to break
this down into a syllogism it would take the form of “If A, then B, not B, therefore not A”.
Premise 1: If AWALT is valid, then all women are like that.
Premise 2: This woman is not like that.
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Conclusion: Therefore, not all women are like that.
The problem here is that the soundness of premise 1 and premise 2 can be called into question. In
Premise A, there is always a question of the validity of the AWALT construct, what behaviors are
included, which are not included and is it a variable or a constant? Meaning, are all women identical
both in their presentation and degree of manifestation of AWALT or do they differ? In Premise 2,
there is an observational problem, that stems from Premise 1, in that it assumes that AWALT is a
constant as an axiom.
The error is the assumption that all women manifest all the same AWALT traits, to the same degree
and as a constant. Thus, if an exception can be found, where a woman either not manifesting the
behaviors at that moment, such as a woman who recently married a dutiful beta during her epiphany
phase, and has not hit the “I’m not happy stage“, the validity of the construct is called into question,
rather than the accuracy of the observation.

Soft AWALT
In the introduction I make the case that manifestations can vary over time. For instance, a person who
suffers from depression may manifest symptoms for a few months, a year, even a decade, however
they may also manifest symptoms for a short period of time, then show no symptoms, only to relapse
months, years or decades later . This is a more accurate vision of reality as it relates to human
psychology, namely an existence in a constant state of change, rather than a permanently fixed state.
This means that just because she is manifesting few AWALT traits to a low degree at the moment, it
does not mean that she does not have the innate capacity for doing so at a higher frequency and
volume. It also means that just because she is not manifesting the AWALT traits at present, that she
lacks the capacity to do so. This translates into a model of AWALT wherein it is context-specific.
Therefore, the epiphany phase woman who locks down a solid beta provider when she desires to do
so will probably show few AWALT traits, if any during the first few years, and after that her traits
may start increasing again prior to the “I’m not happy” stage. These two stages largely relating to
hypergamy, and her shifting perception of what hypergamic optimization for her represents.
For her at 32, when she was single, with no children, she realized that she wanted to do the right
thing, so she found one of her beta orbiters, married him and possibly got pregnant. Then as she has
given birth, has a child or two, and has slowly transformed the dutiful beta into the perfect doormat
her 32 year old self desired, she realizes that the tingles are missing. Once this happens, she starts
feeling nostalgic about her life in her early 20s, which triggers her hypergamy, and leads to the
divorce.

Contextual AWALT
The argument thus far presented points towards a model of AWALT that is conditional, which I have
themed contextual AWALT. A conditional model can be broken down into a series of if statements,
which lead to an outcome. For instance, one may not manifest any symptoms in a relatively relaxed
state, but if one experiences increased stress, symptoms tend to re-emerge.
I’ve read articles covering “contextual alphas” before, this meaning men who are perceived as alpha
due to the context that they are within, for instance a University professor in the lecture hall or a cop
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 636 of 1188

in uniform . In the same manner, AWALT is contextual in that the behaviors manifest differently
based on the woman’s context. It is influenced by among others her peers, her stage in the sexual
market place, her perceived opportunities in the sexual market place, and a range of other factors.
This is where NAWALT comes from, in that people observe a woman in a given context, notice that
she does not appear to be manifesting many, if any of the traits or behaviors outlined under the
AWALT cluster, and thus conclude that she lacks the inherent traits.
This is somewhat paradoxical to me that men and women alike who are self proclaimed “red pill”,
still do not understand that asserting that a woman does not fit the rule at a given moment, has
somehow progressed past it, as it is the equivalent of naming car salesman who isn’t dishonest, and
asserting that the heuristic of dishonest car salesmen is inaccurate. A woman may manifest no traits
of AWALT in a given moment, yet have a history of the behaviors, and may fall back on them later.

Summary and Conclusions
Part of me wonders if the reason why certain behaviors escaped detection for so long is due to their
contextual and varied nature, combined with a society that was intuitively aware of this behavior and
thus sought to police it. Once the social structures that policed the behavior lost power, they emerged
in purer forms with the result being the formation of red pill theory. Society sought to control female
behavior, while at the same time convince men that this controlled version of female nature is their
innate state, in order to convince men to compromise their sexual strategy for the greater good. The
rejection of this false narrative often results in a great deal of pain for men who have constructed their
life vision around it, thus they attempt to discredit red pill theory in an effort to retain their illusions.
The key to AWALT is that all women manifest these traits to varying degrees, however they may
manifest different behaviors that stem from these traits. The trouble and arguments regarding
NAWALT takes place when people treat this as a synonym for “All women are identical” rather than
“All women share the same traits, and behaviors, yet to varying degrees and manifest them
differently“. However, “AWSTSTBYTVDADM” is a really horrible acronym.
Furthermore, if one thinks of “The Red Pill” as an “AA for Beta Males“, it is fully possible that some
recovering alcoholics can handle having a drink once in a while, however this does not mean that it’s
a good idea for every member of AA to keep having a sip once in a while. For most this leads to the
re-establishment of bad habits.
Often times when men argue “NAWALT” this is based in their desire to keep the blue pill fantasy
alive, and adopt the purple pill. When a woman argues in favor of “NAWALT” this stems from the
need for men to believe that their unicorn is out there to enable the dualistic female sexual strategy.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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More Reading
A Billion Wicked Thoughts by Ogi Ogas
The Red Queen: Sex and the Evolution of Human Nature by Matt Ridley
Sources
[1] The AWALT Misconception
[2] https://www.nimh.nih.gov/health/topics/borderline-personality-disorder/index.shtml
[3]
https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/enlightened-living/200805/understanding-constancy-in-relati
onship
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Red Pill Logic: The Subterfuge of Female Madness
March 6, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As part of an on going series, I’ve covered a lot of topics related
to female madness. I wrote about women with narcissism, borderline personality disorder, antisocial
personality disorder, common methods they employ and their prevalence in the world. Recently I also
wrote a post in a compare and contrast fashion between the behaviors of a normal woman when
chasing an alpha and a crazy woman chasing a victim, in a post I themed “Normal Vs. Crazy“.
With in excess of 10.000 words of content dedicated to the topic, I had somewhat decided to put it
away for now, until a very interesting week happened. The Red Pill reddit saw a man lamenting
having gotten a 40 year old single-mom pregnant, twitter blew up over various forms of female
subterfuge, and thus, I found myself with more topics to cover.
Subterfuge is defined as “deception by artifice or stratagem in order to conceal, escape, or evade”
[1] and is a commonly used tool by women in general, but by women with mental issues in particular.
These women have many things that they seek to conceal, and tactics to effectively do so.

Concealing Her True Nature
A woman of this nature becomes inherently skilled at acting as a requirement for her life is that she
conceals the turmoil beneath the surface. If one defines these women as predators, it becomes clear
that a predator that is easily spotted by its prey would be one with little success. Thus, it follows that
she will after years of practice be a skilled actress that takes utmost care to conceal her true nature.
The styles of subterfuge can often be broken down into two stratagems, the one related to concealing
her truth nature, and the one aimed to rapidly seduce the man.
As I researched this series, one of the major red flags that were often overlooked by the men who got
duped by these women was the tendency for the woman’s life story to be a very tragic one. The
women cast themselves as the good natured protagonist beset on all sides by antagonists seeking to
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 639 of 1188

destroy them.
Common examples include abusive exes, abusive friends, questionable family relations and a general
sense that this person has been taken advantage of and treated poorly for most of their life.
This is both a play on the man’s empathy and a way to ensure that he will not seek out anyone who
knows the truth of her history in order to clarify her true nature. Often, the truth to the matter is that
they are in fact the instigator of these conflicts and situations, and frequently do tell the truth, yet with
reversed roles.
Such a gambit is often combined with a personality presentation designed that is tailored as innocent,
naive or otherwise make the man less likely to question her stories. This makes very much sense, as
humans often judge and react to stories based on the person who tells them. This is a basic principle
in rhetoric, that the ethos and pathos of a speaker must be in somewhat congruence with the logos
that is presented.
The goal is to deceive the male of her inherent nature, while at the same time seeking to elicit his
sympathy and protective instincts.

Entrapping the Man
The second part of the subterfuge is those tactics and methods she utilizes to trap her victim. These
may differ from woman to woman, according to the female sexual strategies framework, however the
goal reveals the tactics. The only true means by which a female of this nature may “lock a man
down” is through the legal system.
The first major ploy utilized is the perfect partner routine where she molds herself into the perfect
woman for the man she has targeted. Most men are elated when a woman pays enormous amounts of
attention to them, and are more than happy to provide her with all the information she needs in order
to morph herself into the perfect woman. At this point the man may feel as if he is the victim of a
police interrogation, and this is quite accurate in that everything he says can and will be used against
him.
A few men remarked at how they felt like the woman who ended up being perceived as their
soulmate appeared rather bland in initial interactions and this is because she had not yet determined
how to present herself. As he volunteers a steady stream of information to her, she utilizes this to
become more and more like the ideal woman in his head. Thus, the longer they interact the more
perfect she becomes in his eyes, until he is utterly and completely suffering from oneitis.
The second offensive comes in the form of what I theme the “flip-around“, where she slowly starts to
take back control through her established foothold in his psyche. This process is much like the story
of the frog being slowly boiled alive, who does not jump out due to the gradual increase of heat in the
water. The first examples of a turn are generally quite surprising for the man, as they appear to be out
of character, yet unrelated and original enough that they are filed away as isolated incidents.
The incidents tend to fall into three categories, dominance, control and definition. Dominance may
manifest in that if the man normally decides where they go to dinner, she suddenly insists on deciding
this one evening, or perhaps flakes on plans. Control tend to come in the form of a nuclear shit test to
determine how much she can act out without consequences to the relationship. Finally, definition is
the most insidious as this is when she tests how much power she has to define the man’s reality.
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The definition test may be as simple as starting an argument over something that happened a while
ago, and seeing if the man will accept her (false) narrative of what took place. It may be throwing a
tantrum in public (control test) and then afterwards seeing if the man will accept blame for this based
on her narrative (definition).

Taking Control
These three variants on tests serve the purpose of letting the woman know how effective her gambits
have been and how invested the man is in continuing the relationship. As I outlined in the previous
texts, their goal is to progress the relationship rapidly forwards, as the longer a relationship goes on,
the more likely it is that the man will suspect something.
Thus, they need to progress the relationship to a point where the man is invested and preferably
legally entangled with her, in order to have additional room to maneuver. One must keep in mind that
if a woman acts insane on a first date, odds are a second date will not materialize. If one has been
going out for six months, and are not living together, a break-up is quite an easy and fast thing.
However, if there are children involved, if there is a marriage involved, or other legal barriers to exit,
such a break up may be very difficult and the man will have a much higher threshold for pushing the
eject button.
One story I was told from a gentleman was that he was sponsored entry into his fiances home
country, and thus was dependent on the relationship in order to remain within the country. Therefore,
he was invested in making the relationship work.
As the relationship progresses, the man can expect all three types of tests to increase, but especially
the definition style tests. One of the major reasons why this type of woman seeks to isolate the man
from his family and social circle is that controlling the perception of one person is possible,
controlling the perception of 10 or more is much more difficult.
Her backstory, will naturally have holes in it and people who are not invested in a relationship and
viewing her as their one shot at love and a perfect life, are more likely to become suspicious. Very
few men want to be suspicious of the woman who appears to be their perfect mirror image in life, and
the final piece of the puzzle for the soul-mate myth.

The Legal Game
Initially I referenced a story from Reddit where a gentleman who had been engaging in a sexual
relationship with a single mother 20 years his senior, got her pregnant. The story went that he broke it
off with her as a result of her general level of insanity, he then went to visit her domicile in order to
retrieve some of his belongings. Long story short, he had post-breakup unprotected sex with her. I’ve
heard this story more times than I like, and it appears that the “post-breakup raw” is a common tactic
as a last ditch attempt by the crazy woman to retake control, and in the worst case scenario secure
herself 18 – 21 years of child support.
Another gambit are false accusations or threats of false accusations in the break-up moment or shortly
thereafter. I’ve seen the acronym “ABR”, which stands for “Always be Recording” appearing more
and more frequently, especially when planning a break up with someone who you suspect is unstable.
In a fairly recent case in Australia the man was only acquitted because he started recording when the
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woman he had met on Tinder started to act out in his apartment.
The third and final gambit is the marriage gambit where the woman seeks to elicit marriage from the
man very rapidly. Once a couple has been married, it becomes a costly and expensive process to get
divorced. Furthermore, any children the woman has when a married will be assumed to be the
husband’s. The third and first gambits and thus quite complimentary and are often engaged together.

Summary and Conclusions
The two levels of subterfuge can be likened to camouflage and hunting techniques. Camouflage
serves to conceal the predator upon approach and lull the prey into a sense of security. Whereas
hunting techniques are those methods that permit the predator to get within necessary range and set
the prey up for the kill.
As with much behavior written about in this series, this is in a sense quite normal out in the dating
world, ranging from people who present false pictures on online dating services, to those who claim
to like olives because their prospective sexual partner does. The major distinction comes in the
degree of subterfuge a person engages in, in order to realize the desired outcome.
The distinction is not so much the tactics used or the stages that these progress through, but rather the
desired outcome and motivation behind them. While it is not uncommon for people to misrepresent
themselves somewhat during dating and courtship, the motivation behind doing so is often to avoid
rejection rather than to slowly take control of another human being.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
Dangerous personalities by Joe Navarro
Sources:
[1] https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/subterfuge

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 642 of 1188

Gendernomics: The Vagina Valuations
March 9, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In my recently released
Gendernomics book, I go through a subject that I themed relationship cost accounting, that utilizes
some common methods to establish the opportunity and sunk costs of a man entering a relationship.
A correlate to this is what I theme “vagina valuation” that draw on some classic finance and
accounting methodologies to define a value for a woman. This was inspired by the classic quote:
“No matter how hot she is, someone out there is sick of dealing with her shit”
Which can be viewed as a woman writing checks her vagina cannot cash, either immediately or over
time. Most men who have experience from a relationship or two, can testify that women are
somewhat like a new car, at first just getting inside it is existing and exhilarating but over time as the
sense of new fades, so does the emotions experienced. As with other drugs, one must seek out
steadily increasing levels of experience in order to gain the same emotional impact. However, in
many cases, performance declines as the relationship matures, as excitement is replaced by
maneuvering from the woman to take control. The move for control is in many ways a typical move
women makes when a relationship reaches a certain stage, this stage is very relative and depends
among other things on her age, her own sexual market value, the man’s sexual market value and
cultural/social context, however it always happens unless the relationship self-destructs very early on.
To some extent this is driven by what appears to be an inherent female tendency to fall for a man who
embodies certain qualities and traits, only to proceed to eradicate those traits in him, if he permits her
to, should he fight back, it predictably causes the woman to increase her less than ideal behaviors.
This represents a situation wherein the value the man places on the woman is tested by the woman’s
behavior over time. However, this also functions to display to the man the woman’s true self.
Both women and men misrepresent themselves somewhat during initial courtship, however, women
to a larger extent engage in bait and switch behavior, thus this situation represents a true test of her
idealized self and her true self. The inherent tendency for misrepresentation and machiavellianism in
women, lead to valuation metrics being somewhat questionable. In the process referred to as “Due
Diligence” during a merger, acquisition or joint venture, the goal is to work through massive amounts
of data, rearranging and reviewing it in order to identify discrepancies. This is done in order to
establish a “true and fair” view that one can then analyze.
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Due Diligence
This is largely an information gathering phase in which the goal is to elicit as much information as
possible, and then to search through that information to generate an approximation of truth. I outlined
some useful tactics in an earlier article on elicitation, and these tactics do function very well during
this phase. Early on in a relationship, one has little information about a prospective mate and
investment in the relationship tends to often be perfectly correlated with the level of information to
which one has access. This is not an ideal situation in that as your level of information increases, so
does the level of investment.
A man must keep in mind that during the early stages of a relationship both parties are motivated by
avoiding rejection, and thus seek to suppress qualities that they perceive as negative about
themselves. The most interesting aspect of this is that those women who most expertly hide their
flaws and flags are the ones who are the most destructive in nature. This early phase is often based on
the sexual strategies that each person involved employs, and thus they will act in accordance with
strategy, not reality.
As you are gathering information it is of primary importance to note those things you are tempted to
gloss over as “one off” or strangely out of character. This is not to say that the deviation from
consistency is the actual rule, however more that such behaviors are more likely to be genuine than
behaviors that appear to demonstrate perfection. This is a distinction between the planned and
reactive aspects of a personality, wherein what one plans specifically to promote a given image can
be executed and controlled to a much larger degree than that which is a reaction to stimuli.

Analyzing Data
What one wants to look for during this phase are obvious contradictions and red flags in her
presentation. One of the aspects that make lies easier to determine is that most people struggle when
it comes to keeping lies consistent with each other. The truth often has an inherent consistency, where
lies often diverge. This is one of the things lawyers and law enforcement are trained to look for when
interviewing or questioning witnesses and defendants.

Feigned Submission
This is quite common in that a woman will have a propensity to want to be seen as feminine and
submissive initially, with taking control being her long term goal. In this case her act is a ploy to
ensure enough investment by the male to the point where she can slowly wrestle control from him
over time. This is very difficult to notice when the takeover takes place over a period of years or in
some cases decades.
The usual tells of a woman feigning being submissive comes in the form of “flare ups” where you
observe clear signs of narcissism or emotional reactivity. Emotional reactivity here is not in terms of
emotions such as sadness, but most frequently anger, frustration, disdain or disgust. However,
frequent mood changes seemingly without cause is a red flag in and of itself and should be
investigated further. This “flare up” may take many other forms, interactions with service persons in
general and reactions to not getting what she wants are often a clue, a true submissive person would
never start an argument in public for instance.
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A second sign that she is putting on an act comes in the form of a rejection schema, where she will
refuse to indulge you in something you desire, and when you push back she reacts by attempting to
blame you for it. In this case she is blaming you for her reaction rather than attempt to come up with
an explanation as to why she is hesitant. This was one of those reactions I only noticed with
experience, that female reactions often come either in the form of attempting to explain themselves,
or in the form of attempting to externalize blame, in some cases both.

Feigned Adoration
This frequently takes the form of overt flattery and covert disrespect. For instance, a woman may
flatter you on the surface, while refusing to respect boundaries you have set. Linked with
submissiveness, she may overtly agree with your decision or what appears to be a mutual decision,
yet covertly undermine it through her actions and behind your back. The contradiction here comes in
the form of what is happening on the surface and what is taking place underneath the surface.
As a relationship progresses and if a legal bond has been established the covert disrespect frequently
becomes overt, as she no longer has any motivation for concealment. This can often be observed in
the beta relationship life cycle, where the wife starts off seemingly in love and respectful of her future
beta bucks, yet over time grows to not only disregard but openly voicing resentment for his
perspectives.

Feigned Virtue
This is somewhat akin to virtue signalling, which I view as an inherently female behavior. Wherein
she signals a given set of virtues, yet once you start to gain more information it becomes very clear
that her actions and stories are not consistent with her being an embodiment of her proclaimed
virtues. For instance she may proclaim to be financially responsible, yet has massive credit card
debts, or being a great cook, but burns tea water.
This demonstrates more than anything a lack of self-awareness, or a perceived lack of self-awareness.
Most people attempt to act consistently with their values, and doing so has been viewed as a positive
character trait for most of recorded history. A woman where one can observe such gaps between
“Says” and “Does” early on, is most likely an iceberg where much more is hiding beneath the surface.

Conducting the Valuation
Many valuation metrics used are ratio based between two values, usually one type of asset and one
type of liability. For instance return on equity (ROE), where one compares corporate net income
(asset) as a percentage of total shareholders equity (liability). Return on assets compares annual
corporate income to the total assets of the company. Return on Investment is calculated by
subtracting the cost of an investment from the gain of that investment and dividing it by the cost of
investment, to determine a percentage return.
For the purpose of this metaphor, a woman’s positive qualities and her actions that pleases you make
up her assets, whereas her negative qualities and those actions that displeases you make up her
liabilities. In the information gathering phase, you are attempting to learn her assets and her liabilities
so that you can develop an internal balance sheet for that woman. Over time you will gradually
develop a better and more detailed view of her total accounts and thus the accuracy of your valuation
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will improve. The major pitfall in this phase includes paying more attention to her assets rather than
her liabilities, something that will destroy any attempt at an accurate valuation. This is quite common
in the business world as well, where stories and narratives about future growth, and potential
overshadow the stark reality of a company.
As one moves ahead with analysis phase, the data is scrutinized to determine if there is any
malfeasance with the balance sheet. If one is conducting due diligence it is not uncommon to
challenge asset valuations, accounting conventions used, aspects of intangible assets and good will,
and various other factors within the corporate data in order to arrive at a true and fair view. In much
the same manner one must strive to establish when and if assets and/or liabilities are genuine, and
that your view of them is accurate. This is the stage where most men make grave errors in that they
over-estimate her assets and under-estimate her liabilities. Unlike accounting and valuations, in many
cases these are entirely subjective perspectives governed by the man’s mindset, and inherent bias. A
man suffering from oneitis for instance shows an extreme level of asset over-valuation combined
with an extreme under-valuation of her liabilities.
If one moves this metaphor one step ahead to corporations listed on a public stock exchange, the man
also makes a grave error in this regard, in that the future prospects are viewed as an absolute
certainty, with no heed paid to the risks, and potential pitfalls of the investment. This is equivalent to
a share that has a very high price to earnings ratio (P/E), which demonstrates that the company has
significant growth priced in to its share value that continues to increase in market value without
significant changes to the underlying prospect.

Summary and Conclusions
This initial paragraph of this essay ends on the quote “No matter how hot she is, someone out there is
sick of dealing with her shit”, the meaning behind this quote is that no matter how high a woman’s
assets are, some man has grown to view her liabilities as greater than the assets. One may argue this
as a case of altered perspectives, however it may also signify that this man who has intimate
knowledge of both, finally has gained a relatively balanced perspective. Men are inherently prone
towards putting too much weight on her assets and paying little heed to her liabilities in early
relationship stages, not realizing that this may be intentional by the woman to sucker him into an
investment, or merely his own hopes of finally having found his unicorn coming to fruition.
I’ve spoken about various bias that are at play when a man develops a case of oneitis, and it is
remarkably similar to the mistakes a seasoned investor or businessman may make when he is in love
with a company or project. The ultimate solution is to force a degree of objective thinking and factbased thinking into what society tells us should be an entirely subjective and emotional part of our
life. What is often forgotten is that until quite recently marriage and relationships were a pragmatic
business decision often made by the families of the couple, not the couple itself.
With the present legal climate, in regards to divorce law, child custody and criminal justice factors, it
is of great importance that a man does his vetting and valuations with great care and focus in order to
maintain his financial and legal freedom.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
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who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: Finding Your Mission
March 13, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The Sixteen Commandments of Poon is a great list
from an Heartiste that has been a manosphere staple for many years now. Perhaps the most frequently
cited commandment is number 3.
III. You shall make your mission, not your woman, your priority [1]
The fundamental challenge with this commandment however, is that it presumes that all men have a
clear and defined mission in their head that they can make the primary target to aim for in their life.
The reality is that many men are like objects in a vacuum, they remain inert until acted upon by an
external force. They simply have no idea what their mission is, and some do not even know what
having a mission entails. How can one put one’s mission before a woman if one lacks a mission and
has a woman? Alternatively, how can one avoid making a woman one’s mission if one lacks a
mission?
Some men are born with an innate sense of purpose and know what they desire from an early age, but
many do not pay much attention to having a mission, and instead opt to be adrift for years and
sometimes decades. In some sense, this can be partly blamed on a social order where men are no
longer raised by men, and thus are no longer trained by men to develop that sense of purpose. I’ve
known many men who despite great talents and abilities do not live up to their potential.
A few years in my early twenties were spent in such drift, aimless, and without much purpose.
However, various life experiences served to radically upend this view of the world. It appears that a
man who finds himself adrift may only be awoken from his slumber by significant adversity and
challenge. Frequently, the longer he has been in such a slumber, the greater the challenge he must
face in order to prove himself worthy of progression.

Crucible Theory
Society has always had paths that men were supposed to follow in order to become full-fledged
members of their social group. This often took the form of boys going with the men, and going
through tests of manhood that symbolize his transition from child to man. Until fairly recently the
male role was well-defined, in terms of actions and in terms of virtues, recently however, young men
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are presented with many, and quite contradictory messages. The female primary social order attempts
to convince men that they should embrace their inner femininity, thus becoming an androgynous
fusion of Anima and Animus. There are those who worship the individual mind and seek to create a
state in which everything is permitted. Amidst this assault of contradictory messages, there is no
wonder that young men find themselves confused, bewildered and often lost [3].
However, in a twist of irony that only the universe is capable of producing, this confusion,
bewilderment and sense of vacuum serves as the crucible that the tests of manhood represented in
times gone by.
The word crucible has multiple definitions of which all are relevant to this essay [2]:
1 : a vessel of a very refractory material (as porcelain) used for melting and calcining a
substance that requires a high degree of heat
2 : a severe test He’s ready to face the crucible of the Olympics.
3 : a place or situation in which concentrated forces interact to cause or influence change or
development
One of the core aspects of a crucible is that a boy faces a severe test, that he either succeeds or fails
at, this then influences his behavior in either a positive or negative direction. We all find ourselves
facing adversity in life, and those who are successful often come out with a stronger sense of purpose
and determination. However, our society at present also trains people into expecting to have such
solutions handed to them in the form of simple “to do” lists. This is somewhat interesting in that a
mission is a highly personal thing.
No man can determine his mission without facing his personal crucible, and we all face it at different
points of our life. Some face it very early others do not find themselves confronting it until they are in
the twilight of their lives. A society where everyone receives a participation trophy robs those who
are successful of their well-earned differentiation from the group, however, more severely it takes
from those who are unsuccessful the challenge of rising up and claiming their place. If the reward for
failure and the reward for success are the same, then it follows that there is no incentive to expend the
effort and accepting the risk of failure to attempt victory.

Changing the Question
Many people ask themselves the question “What do I want to become” and then attempt to answer
this question in a deductive form. This leads into a string of questions that are all centered around
determining the overlap between passion and talent. What are you passionate about and talented at?
Advice is often “Work at your passion and you will never work a day in your life” or similar
platitudes that do not lead to progression. For the young nihilist, of whom there are many, they can
scarcely identify a worthy passion, nor anything close to natural talent, as one does not see natural
talent manifest without exposure to the correct circumstances.
When one asks “What is my passion” and “What are my talents?” and then proceed to work out the
next steps, it is done with an idea that if you work at something you are passionate about, and
something that you are good at, then it will naturally follow that you will find your mission and your
happiness. However, this is not an iron-clad conclusion, it is a hope, that by pursuing passion and
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talent, thus being true to oneself, one will be rewarded by the universe for “doing the right thing“.
The best advice I ever received on the topic was, “Ask yourself, what lifestyle do you want?” the
reason why this question held such immense power for me is that while I had little knowledge of my
own talents or passions, I knew very well what type of lifestyle I desired. This changes the question
from being cause to being effect, in that your lifestyle is inevitably a consequence of choices that you
have made, and thus is caused by those choices.
Once you identify the lifestyle that is desired, it it possible to break this down into concrete areas,
such as finances, level of freedom, relationships and many other factors. Once this breakdown has
been conducted, one can identify concrete action that can be taken to move towards these goals.
Instead of asking what my mission was, I asked what outcome I desired from my mission. The power
of asking the right questions and thus re-framing your predicament is a great ability to have.

Vision – Mission – Strategy – Tactics
This is a model that is frequently utilized in the world of business, it begins at the highest level, and
then successively goes into more detail. The Vision statement defines the outcome that is desired.
The vision should be general and broad, yet concrete enough that it is possible to link to a mission.
Think of your vision as the optimal desired future state, it is a long-term goal (5 – 10 years at least)
and it functions as a north star. It is important that this is clearly defined as an example:
“To be the best man in the world” is a poor vision statement, while it is inspirational, a long-term
goal, and perhaps the optimal future state, it is not clearly defined. What is “the best man in the
world”?
“To be the most successful man I can be professionally, financially and sexually” is a much better
vision statement as it defines that you are beginning from your own abilities, what areas are
important, and the areas in which success is desired.
A mission statement is based on your vision and flows as a natural extension of the vision. It should
answer what you do, how you do it, and for whom you are doing it. An example of a mission
statement based on the above mission statement, could be “To develop myself professionally,
financially and sexually, through self-improvement so that I may live the life I desire“. This statement
explains what you do “Develop yourself professionally, financially and sexually“, how you do it
“through self-improvement” and for who you do it “so that I may live the life I desire“.
Strategy comes from the Greek “Strategos” meaning “Generalship” and represents the overall battle
plan. In this case, the mission defines 3 areas, financial, sexual and profession that you seek to
develop yourself in, it also defines the means by which you are doing so. Thus, when designing the
strategy, you already have the foundation on which to construct it. In the strategy, goals should be
created for each area, and the means by which you seek to achieve these goals should be broken
down. For instance, if you are currently in debt, paying off this debt and instead saving money every
month can be such a goal. A way to do this is through cutting back on discretionary expenses, another
way is by increasing your income.
Strategy is operationalized through tactics, where you define the various smaller steps of each goal. If
you have a goal to be debt free within 12 months, break down how much debt you have to repay
every month over the period and then establish a way to free up the money to do so every month.
The flow here is that your vision says what you want the outcome to be, the mission says for who,
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what and how you seek to accomplish this, the strategy breaks down the mission further creating
goals and long term plans for how to proceed, and the tactics further break down the strategy into
achievable, measurable smaller steps.

Summary and Conclusions
The existence of a man’s mission is in many ways an implicit assumption of being able to manifest
many of the recommended qualities that the manosphere advocates. The most obvious example is the
initial one in this essay, where one is to put one’s mission ahead of one’s women. To make a woman
your mission is to elevate her value beyond that which she could ever attain, and it will translate into
a situation where the man cannot stand the idea of losing her, as losing her, would be losing the
meaning of his life. However, having a mission in the world separate from the woman, one which he
will never compromise for her, permits him to build an identity that is for himself, and which no
woman can ever persuade him to give up. This also serves as a guard towards women of the damaged
variety, as their inevitable goal is to ensure that the man’s life is centered around their needs and
desires.
As outlined many men struggle with identifying their mission in a world that presents a cornucopia of
choice and opportunity. This world in which we live, is also devoid of the secure paths that our
fathers and grandfathers had available to them, thus requiring an element of additional risk that a man
must face, namely that of uncertainty. However, identifying this mission and having it as an anchor
for your frame and being is of crucial importance, otherwise one inevitably ends up as one of the
many men who merely went along with the motions. These men can be observed as they have
retreated to the garages or basement of their houses [4], creating man-caves within a feminized
household in the one space that their wife permitted them to somewhat be men.
Having dedicated their lives to housing, clothing, feeding and protecting a woman and her/their
offspring, the man’s reward is being able to be a man occasionally on the weekends, when she has
not planned them out in their entirety for him. These men are living the lives of quiet desperation
“The mass of men lead lives of quiet desperation. What is called resignation is confirmed
desperation. From the desperate city you go into the desperate country, and have to console
yourself with the bravery of minks and muskrats. A stereotyped but unconscious despair is
concealed even under what are called the games and amusements of mankind. There is no
play in them, for this comes after work. But it is a characteristic of wisdom not to do
desperate things..” Henry David Thoreau
This is the life of a man with no mission for himself, a life where he is a ship at sea with collapsed
sails and a broken rudder, where he is merely at wait until the next wave or gust of wind pushes him
in a direction, which he has no influence over. Thus, the first step of all men is to identify their
mission, the purpose to which they will dedicate their life, and which with dogged determination they
will pursue above and beyond all others.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
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I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://heartiste.wordpress.com/the-sixteen-commandments-of-poon/
[2] https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/crucible
[3] The Suffering of The Lost Boys by Illimitableman
[4] The Men in the Garage by Rollo Tomassi
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Red Pill Logic: The Fatal Conceit
March 16, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In the articles regarding
the future of the blue pill illusion and the red and blue pill theoretical framework I describe the
present social narrative and perspectives that are part of present constructed reality. I refer to this as
constructed reality due to its existence parallel to what can be established through empirical research
into biology, in essence it is an attempt to add a veneer of civility and idealism on top of what is
ultimately an uncivilized and brutal system. This system is evolution by natural selection and is
ultimately a system that only cares about what works, not how moral, politically correct or civilized it
is.
Such veneers are quite common on the smaller scale, in fact the blue pill illusion is one such veneer
that seeks to cover up the inherent tendencies that exist in the female of the species, and the manner
in which our social order has been adapted to cater to the female imperative [1]. Socialism is another,
which seeks to harness the view of an idealist as a catalyst to human progress in complete and utter
opposition to our inherent nature.
The Red pill seeks to draw back the curtain, and to explain that the social veneer, which obscures a
man’s ability to operate in reality, and instead have him operate according to what benefits the
venerated groups within the world. However, as with all attempts to conceal or to control nature, it
only lasts a short period of time before the dissonance becomes too great between what is
experienced or observed, and what one is told. Thus, the authors of red pill blogs and books do not
“red pill” men, women red pill men through their behavior, we merely explain what happened.
The present veneer consists of the following points:
A) A belief that humans are instinctless and merely products of their socialization.
B) A rejection of the effects that our biological evolution have had one our species.
C) The rejection of the mind-independent framework that evolved during the Enlightenment as a
governance system for human interaction.
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D) The belief that one can override the imperatives of natural selection through socialization.

Between Instincts and Reason
As humans we are somewhat unique in nature in that we have both the capacity for reason and
instinct, whereas the remainder of the species on this Earth have to rely purely on their instinct. This
permits us to act contrary to our inherent instinct and nature, for good and bad, however it also
permits us to construct illusions to conceal the uncomfortable truth of our lowly origin.
The often used “Blank Slate” or “Tabula Rasa” models utilized within social sciences are of the type
that view our inherent nature as fabrication and conclude that we are the products of our social
influences [1]. In doing so, they are relying on the submission of instinct to the perspective of reason.
Where what are deemed immoral, or improper qualities can be attributed not to inherent biological
differences, but to differences in culture and socialization. Perhaps the ultimate step in removing man
from his origin, the position that man is product of mind alone, of which the reductio ad absurdum
position approaches what is known as “hard solipsism“. This view often cites John Locke’s “An
Essay Concerning Human Understanding” as the foundational text of the view.
As the early 20th century progressed the school of nature slowly went out of vogue and the school of
hard behaviorism and various other schools gained influence, as Ashley Montagu said:
“Man is man because he has no instincts, because everything he is and has become he has
learned, acquired, from his culture with the exception of the instinctoid reactions in infants
to sudden withdrawals of support and to sudden loud noises, the human being is entirely
instinctless.” [2]
Where all other species on Earth act out similar cycles of mating seemingly from instinct alone, our
species have through the development of civilization and social groups slowly removed itself from
our lowly origin, through the construction of intellectual veneers that obscure the underlying reality.

The Evolution of Species
Our species is one that has evolved over millennia, and as Darwin put it shows the traits of its lowly
origin. As primates, it would follow that many of the traits that are obscured by higher order
functions in humans, more specifically our capacity for reason, are expressed more clearly in our
distant cousins. As touched on in an earlier post on male sexual strategies our mating methodology
appears to align with that of the three closest cousins of our species, the Gorilla, the Bonobo and the
Chimpanzee, the other great apes. Examples of this would be the tendency of male-centric societies
to value certainty of paternity, often expressed through control of female sexuality, using methods
such as marriage, social pressures and religion, in an effort to ensure that the male is actually the
father of the children he is contributing to raising. This mimics the behavior of Gorillas, where an
Alpha male is the only male within the troop consisting of the Alpha and the female gorillas that has
mating privileges. The antithesis to this proposition would be best embodied by the Bonobo, which is
a female centered species, where paternity is if no importance, but where the social status of a male is
derived from the social status of his mother.
Thus, one could argue that in the Gorilla troop, the mating exists on a one to many continuum, where
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the male Silverback has a sexual monopoly over many women, much in the same manner that
polygamous marriage functions in the case of humans. Whereas in the group of Bonobos mating
exists on a many to many continuum where no sexual monopoly exists. In the case of the former, the
women are dependent on a single male for their provision and protection, for which they trade their
reproductive value, whereas in the latter the women are not dependent on any single man, but rather
the strength of the collective.
As one considers that the modern human is merely 200.000 years old and is the product of millions of
years of evolution. Furthermore, that civilization arguably arose a mere 75.000 years ago. Yet, that
for the entirety of that time, humans have been reactive to our surroundings more than they have
shaped their surroundings to fit ourselves. The position that civilization can override nature hardly
seems sensible.

The Origin of Modern Civilization
Our modern civilization owes much to the philosophers and natural scientists of the Renaissance and
the Enlightenment, as their rediscovery of Greek philosophy brought Europe out of the Dark Ages
and towards the Industrial revolution, through a veneration of reason and empiricism. One of the
central philosophical thoughts during this period was regarding the role of reason in social structures
and politics, a field often dominated by physical force and intimidation. Where the social groups of
our species were often based on the super-natural as a basis for social organization in the form of
religion, the enlightenment sought to change the arbiter of truth from divine revelation to the human
capacity for reason. This was supported by a focus on what could be observed, and manifested as
empiricism and the analysis of the natural order of things by the faculty of reason.
For the first time in recorded history the protection of the individual’s right to self-determination
became a paramount concern. However, it is an unavoidable fact that the self-interest and pursuit of
happiness of individuals may conflict, and therefore a shared framework is required to govern such
conflicts. This is where the mind-independent frameworks of empiricism and reason come in.
Rather than subject the populace to undue violations of the rights they are endowed with from nature,
the system sought to establish in a mind-independent fashion rules and principles that govern the
relationships between individuals, groups and individuals and their group. As an example, by
permitting an individual inventor to keep the profits and ownership of his invention, rather than it
being appropriated by the King, encouraged innovation. The right to free expression, and peaceful
assembly permitted the marketplace of free ideas to flourish, with less fear of being burned at the
stake for heresy.

The Fatal Conceit
Defining when the enlightenment idea of the individual’s rights as established in a mind-independent
fashion transitioned to the veneration of subjective perspectives is a complex one. The individual as a
central focus necessitates the inclusion of individual perspectives by definition. The synthesis of the
needs of the many and the needs of the view in enlightenment philosophy was the inclusion of
individual world views and values within a mind-independent framework. Meaning that each
individual may govern himself according to his subjective world view, provided that it does not
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infringe upon the rights of other individuals as per the over-arching objective framework that governs
the group.
However, the relationship between the pursuit of happiness for each individual, and the mindindependent governing system was certain to be one fraught with conflict. After all, the system is
designed for this exact reason, to govern the relationship between the rights of one individual and that
of another individual. It was inevitable that some individuals would seek to undermine the mindindependent system so that they may gain for themselves more freedom.
Thus, was born an academic tradition of subjectivity, distinct from empiricism that sought to raise the
subjective perspectives of individuals up as the equivalent to mind-independent knowledge. As this
tradition progressed, the concept of a biological basis for behavior that had long linked disparate
disciplines within the social sciences to the empiricism of biology, grew ever weaker and the concept
of “nurture vs. nature” became “Just nurture“.
If man is born blank, then it follows that everything that makes man, like software can merely be
deleted and overwritten. Some pieces of software can be more difficult to delete or amend than
others, but ultimately they are malleable. Thus, the fatal conceit was born, man can be shaped by
other men as clay, there is no inherent preferences just convergent social programming.

Summary and Conclusion
I borrowed the title and structure of this post from Friedrich Hayek’s “Socialism: The Fatal Conceit”
for the reason that socialism is a child of the view that man has no inherent nature as well. Much of
the blue pill illusion and the theoretical framework that serves as its basis are based on propositions
removed from reality. The male preference for the female hourglass figure, or the preoccupation
regarding paternity are merely a case of social programming, and thus these men must be “reprogrammed” to hold the “right” values.
The fatal conceit is therefore belief in the supremacy of socialization and man’s domination of nature.
However, as with socialism, this is merely a symptom of a deeper disorder, one that we have seen
erupt and spread in a viral manner many times before in human history; the desire of man to control
the functions of nature. To draw a parallel the 2008 financial crisis came as a consequence of a
couple of decades of “re-inflating the bubble” in order to avoid a full-scale depression, the response
to 2008, was once more to re-inflate the bubble to avoid the nature of capitalism taking its course. In
an attempt to avoid the consequences of their actions, bankers and politicians are attempting to
control the inherent characteristics of capitalism. Namely, that capitalism is a “self-repairing” system,
however in order to do this the bust must be allowed to take place. Any action that prevents the bust
from taking place, will merely ensure that the consequences are that much greater when it finally
occurs.
Much in the same manner, the red pill is a revolt against the blue-eyed egalitarianism, lead by the
proposition that even though we are a sexually dimorphic species, that have lead very different lives
throughout the history of our species, we are identical. The flaw in this line of thinking is attempted
to apply the same principles to biological adaptations as one does to social frameworks. This view of
man is above and in control of nature, that our social frameworks shape reality, rather than merely
permits us to view reality
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
More Reading:
Sources:
[1] https://therationalmale.com/category/the-feminine-imperative/
[2] The Blank Slate by Steven Pinker
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Gendernomics: Methods of Marketing
March 20, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I came across post on the red pill reddit earlier this
week regarding Emilia Clarke of “Game of Thrones” fame and her desire for a smart, and funny guy
featuring a dad-bod [1]. Now, the “Dad bod” phenomena swept across various articles a while back,
and consisted of largely high sexual market women exclaiming their love for the “dad bod” [2], much
as they did with the “choreplay” trend [3]that was prevalent only a short time ago, and still persists to
some degree.
Such narratives tend to appear when the feminine imperative determines that “hmm that would be
nice“, whether it be the “metrosexual“, the “best friend”, or the “dad bod”, however as with most of
female explicit communication it is inherent duplicitous. For those of you who are red pill men and
reading this, it is very clear that this is merely the feminine imperative yet again communicating in
their chosen methodology. As Ms. Clarke says:
“I don’t need no six-pack. Like, I ain’t kicking it out of bed for sure, but every character
I’ve been with has been too perfect.”
Interestingly enough this interview took place when she had recently turned 30, and thus is in the
process of passing from her “fun, single years” and reach her epiphany phase, thus this demonstrates
her increased focus on security and stability for her child-bearing years.

Means of Communication
To begin with a definition, one can for convenience use the term “explicit communication” to refer to
what is actually communicated using verbal or written language, and “implicit communication” as
being contextual. This has been a major field of study for the manosphere, due to the proclivities of
women to rely heavily on contextual/implicit communication, and the male preference for explicit
communication. A frequent example would be that if a woman responds quickly and exhaustively to
your text messages, this signals interest, if she is slow to respond, does not respond or respond with
the bare minimum it signals disinterest. This requires looking at the context of the communication
and actual behavior rather than what is being communicated.
An example of contextual communication in Japanese culture, where duty, appropriateness and
respect for hierarchy are viewed as highly important in the workplace, yet at a bar after work it is
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viewed as acceptable to say just about what you would like to your boss. In certain Latin cultures, if
you tell someone that an event starts at 11, one can expect them not to arrive until 15 minutes to over
an hour after this time, yet if one does so in Switzerland expect people to arrive at exactly 11. In these
examples, the context being the culture, influences how explicit communication is interpreted.
In MS. Clarke’s case, she is communicating on multiple levels:
Explicit: I’m really attracted to smart, funny guys and less focused on appearance.
Implicit: I’m attracted to guys who are perfect, yet I find myself looking for safer options.
Behavioral: I’m only really attracted to guys who are perfect.
Contextual: I’m only really attracted to guys who are perfect, yet as I grow older I’m less secure in
my ability to compete with other women to hold their attention.
Emotional: I feel less secure, and have anxiety about my future in the sexual market place.
Other than explicit communication, the other forms are often open to interpretation, and one must
read between the lines. A central tenet of manosphere wisdom is “Look at what she does, do not
listen to what she says”. There is often also a degree of overlap between these forms.

Explicit Communication
An example this type of communicating in the field if marketing is how very typical male
communication takes place. If one looks at how a retailer such as home depot markets various tools,
it is very often focused on lists of product characteristics and reviews from other users. This appeals
to the deductive problem-solving thinking that is very central to the male manner of thinking, that
frequently takes the form of “Problem – Analysis – Solution“.
Romantic comedies frequently feature this style of communication from the character of the “hapless
Beta” where he finally declares his love for the female in a climactic scene that ends with happily
ever after.
Perhaps the most obvious case where women “default” to this mode of communication is when they
are feeling powerless, a woman’s “We need to talk“, “Where is this going?” or “What are we” , the
latter two in most cases means the man is doing a very good job. “We need to talk” or variations
thereof are frequently code that means the man is about to face a litany of shit tests.

Implicit Communication
An example of implicit communication in marketing is the use of high quality packaging that seeks to
communicate “This is a high quality product” without saying it. The Apple Brand is largely built on
communicating the “maverick” nature of the product, through product design, and retail locations. In
game and red pill theory, this also distinct as effortlessly communicating your high value as a mating
prospect, as opposed to the men who seek to use deductive logic to convince the female that they are
a high value male.
For instance, if one observes the behavior of a person using explicit communication, they would talk
about their income, their status in the community and their high volume of sexual conquests
explicitly, in a manner that is often viewed as being a braggart or a blowhard. Implicitly
communicating the same, would be not looking at the check, or wearing expensive clothes, having
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people know and defer to them, and women fawning over them. In both cases, one communicates the
same information, but in the latter case is not stated outright.
In the case of implicit communication, the receiver of communication comes to their own conclusion,
and thus tend to add more weight to it, as it was their conclusion. Rather than the man telling the
women he was a high status male, she came to this conclusion herself based on his implicit
communication.

Behavioral Communication
Behavioral communication is generally implicit communication that requires varying degrees of
interpretation. For instance, in snickers commercials when one sees well-trained models engaging in
extreme sports, or Nike commercials with athletes one is communicating that “people who use our
product are athletic“. Rolf Dobelli speaks of this in his book “The Art of Thinking Clearly” under the
chapter on the “Swimmer’s body” illusion.
This is perhaps the most central part of red pill thinking, which states that one should never listen to
what a woman says she is attracted to, but instead observe which men she actually dates. This is no
different than people who claim to be on constant diets and working out all the time, yet fail to be in
shape at all. There clearly must be a gap between what they say they do, and what they actually do.

Contextual Communication
This style of communication takes place within certain contexts, a very common example would be
varying forms of jargon or the definitions that change based on the situation in which they are used.
Within marketing, this is often utilized to limit the scope of a campaign or other marketing effort
when one seeks to appeal to a specific group. To do so, one adopts the jargon, means of
communication and the culture of that group, in order to better target them.
Perhaps the main red pill example comes in the form of the various “styles of game” that have
developed since the early days of the seduction community, day game, club game, night game,
married game, as some examples. These variations are all utilize many of the same mechanics and
methods, yet adapt them to the context of the situation.
Another case of contextual communication, would be the woman who is displaying a massive amount
of indicators of interest in a given context, yet when removed from that context loses interest. In this
case, the attraction was present and she was primed within a situation, and once that situation passed
as did the attraction.

Emotional Communication
For an example of emotional communication in market, there are many examples to select from. The
linking of Coca Cola with Christmas through their yearly campaigns with Santa Claus and his
raindeer seeks to create a feeling of “it’s not Christmas without Coca Cola”. Disney remakes of
classics from people’s childhoods seek to play on nostalgia. The sales tactics aimed at women when it
comes to clothing, make-up and fashion accessories also tend to play on positive and negative
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emotions regarding their appearance.
Within the red pill, it is also common knowledge that triggering emotional responses from women,
positive or negative is a much more effective strategy for sexual success than using explicit
communication. “Dread game” is a specific area of game that plays off fear and anxiety. Push and
pull tactics are designed to keep women on the edge of “Have I earned his approval or have I not
earned his approval?“, negs are similarly designed to play off anxiety and fear. What is often
forgotten is that a woman must be invested in you in order for these tactics to work.

Summary and Conclusions
The Reason why I found Emilia Clarke’s interview so interesting is that it displays many of the
different means of communication outlined, as demonstrated above. Rollo wrote an interesting piece
on male vs female communication a while back, that focused on how women expect their manner of
communication to be used by everyone, and how this is reinforced socially by the image of women as
“the great communicators“. However, he also pointed out that women in need of expertise from a
man, will adopt his preferred method of communication when doing so, his example being a woman
requiring IT assistance. [4]
The generalized form of this is that a woman will change to the male form of communication when
put in a situation in which she is aware of his status being above hers. In the case of requesting
computer assistance, the woman is aware of:
A) The man has something that she requires
B) She has less value than him within this context.
Thus, her behavior in such a context is that she would display towards an alpha, as he is in fact an
alpha within this context. Therefore, one could extrapolate from this single data-point from the
contextual communication “You are alpha in this situation” to the grand scheme, which is “You are
alpha in all situations” as thus an indicator of interest would be the woman changing to your preferred
method of communication.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] Red pill Reddit – Emilia Clarke
[2] https://www.theodysseyonline.com/clemson/dad-bod/97484
[3] https://therationalmale.com/2013/01/30/choreplay/
[4] Alpha-Beta Communication modes – The Rational Male
[4] http://time.com/3846828/dad-bod-is-a-sexist-atrocity/
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The Cult of Crazy Chicks: Part 1
March 23, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

For those of you who are long time readers, you are
probably familiar with my writings on various forms of damaged women. I’ve previously covered
narcissism, borderline personality disorder, anti-social personality disorder, general methods that they
employ to control their victim, in addition to a general post on how prevalent they are within our
society and how our western society manufactures crazy women and beta males. This new 4 part
series expands on the various details that I outlined in those posts in order to put this into a
framework made by cult expert Steven Hassan, referred to as the “BITE” framework [1].
The 4 parts of this framework consist of the methodology that cults use in order to indoctrinate and
control their members, and has surprisingly large overlaps with how a personality disordered woman
slowly permeates every aspect of her victim’s life in order to gain control. This framework is based
on work by psychiatrist Robert Lifton and builds on his book “Thought Reform and the Psychology of
Totalism” [2], the research behind this book being focused on American servicemen who had been
prisoners of war during the Korean War, as well as people who had been prisoners in China after
1951. In addition, he interviewed other people who had been prisoners of regimes that utilized
various brainwashing and mind control techniques.
As with many influence techniques, these may be used to both positive and negative ends. Each essay
will be focused on one element of the “BITE” framework, that consists of Behavior control,
information control, thought control and emotional control. This first essay is concerned with
Behavioral control, based on Steven Hassan’s list, I will outline how the various elements are utilized
by destructive women in order to influence and control the people in their life.

An Explanation of Influence
The research I’ve conducted in order to write the string of articles on cluster-B women and the
research I recently did on cults and influence shared a common factor in the literature and among
those I spoke with on the subject. Namely, how do people find themselves in such a situation? The
answer consists of two primary factors, the indoctrination is often a slow process, thus the person is
less likely to realize that they are being manipulated, a second factor is love-bombing. I wrote about
the tactic referred to as “love-bombing” in an earlier post dedicated to determining the difference
between normal female behavior and that of cluster-B women, however summarized it is a tactic that
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consists of showering the target with positive attention and affection in order to lower defenses.
This shower of positive attention also serves to create a dependency on this flattery in the target. A
person or persons who gives you constant attention, praise, love and appear genuine in doing so,
utilizes the “like me” bias, that can be roughly summarized as that we tend to like people who like us.
The goal here is to gain the person’s confidence so that one can elicit information to better tailor the
sales pitch to them, and the techniques used are many of those recommended in books on influence
such as Robert Cialdini’s “Influence“.

The Machinations of Crazy
The deployment of the above methods naturally differ from a cult, religious or otherwise, and those
utilized by Cluster-B women, however, one could arguably refer to a Cluster-B relationship as being
somewhat like a cult of two, where the Cluster-B sets herself up as the infallible cult-leader and the
male is the sole follower. Now, this is not to say that the woman in this case does not have an
extended group of people who are being influenced in the same way, as with most women they are
likely to have a stable of orbiters and back-ups should their prime target revolt, or otherwise become
unavailable. Furthermore, they often surround themselves with various people who play the role of
useful pawns in their games and schemes.
These people may be family members, friends, or co-workers who have fallen for the person’s image
and are used by that person in order to further her own narrative. This is no different to how some
cults tend to place new members in groups with long-time members masquerading as fellow recent
recruits in order to create a false peer group and thus adding social proof, or how some con-men use
plants in an audience during a sales pitch pretending to be the peers of the targeted buyer.
Thus, the cult of crazy is a cult-of-two with an extended support staff, filling various roles that are
required in order to make her schemes in a reality. This serves to lower a person’s defenses as some
may be put off, or made nervous by the early love bombing. Love-bombing takes place both in
relationships and cults, and it serves to make the person addicted to the praise and obvious effect they
are having on the other person.
The lowering of the target’s defenses in addition to increased familiarity and dependence speeds up
the indoctrination process. It does so by enabling more direct methods of influence to be used as the
target’s investment increases. This comes from the fact that the amount of negative behavior a target
will accepts correlates to their level of dependence and investment.

Behavior Control
For the purpose of this essay, behavior control is concerned with control of the target’s physical
reality and experiences. Hassan outlines a range of behaviors in the model, includes regulating the
person’s appearance, for instance haircuts, grooming habits, style of dress, and types of clothing.
Often this is a method for undermining the previous identity of the person, through altering their
appearance. Most men will be familiar with the reaction after a break-up where a man will engage in
various self-improvement activities, and conversely how women will often radically alter their
appearance post-break up, or to reject what they perceive as important aspects of their identity.
Additional activities that are utilized in order to undermine the ego of the target through super-ego
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 663 of 1188

influence, are financial in nature, and may consist of exploiting the target, or ensure that the target is
financially dependent on the influencer. The target may be restricted in their ability to make decisions
regarding their own lives, both large and small, furthermore, made to discuss their inner thoughts,
feelings and activities to the influencer. This fosters a dependence on the influencer(s) and thus
renders the target’s ability to make decisions and think of themselves as separate from those
attempting to influence them.
Furthermore, tactics such as depriving the target of food, drink and sleep will affect the targets ability
to think critically and evaluate situations correctly. The effects of sleep deprivation [3] are fairly well
studied in academic literature, and include among others moods, ability to focus and ability to access
higher-level cognitive functions. Furthermore, concentration, working memory, mathematical
capacity and logical reasoning are negatively affected. Thus, this makes the target easier to control
and influence. An additional factor that is outlined is controlling and restricting recreational and
leisure time, which further compounds the mental exhaustion.
As the unethical influence proceeds, the target may find themselves having to accept rigid rules for
increasingly minute details in their lives, that serve to further reduce the target’s ability to assert
themselves as an individual, and more prone to group-think. Reward and punishment mechanisms
often based on behaviorism as outlined in a previous article, are then utilized to slowly change the
individual’s behavior over time. This serves to further make the target compliant and easily
controlled.

The Creation of the Couple-Self
Behavior control within relationships with cluster-Bs tend to take on familiar forms. Control over the
targets physical presentation often takes the form of what could be perceived as well meaning advice,
and quite common behavior, such as once a man enters a relationship the woman will “domesticate”
him. In terms of appearance, he may stop wearing jeans and football shirts everywhere, and start
“dressing his age“, as she argues that he needs to grow up. He may change his hair or facial hair to
better suit her tastes and preferences.
Out of concern for his health she may argue that he should stop eating “junk” and instead change his
diet to be more healthy and a more “adult” one, alternatively she may encourage him to “relax more”
and indulge his innate preferences over his ideal diet. A man who spends much time at the gym may
be encouraged to stop working out as much, and relax a little. As he is now a part of a couple, he
should adopt “age appropriate interests” or “couple-activities“, and thus nights out with his friends,
or football games are off the table, their places taken by wine tastings and antiques shopping.
All of this serves to separate the man from his non-couple identity and create for him and her a
“couple-identity” this is a relatively natural part of any relationship, and humans tend to have various
versions of themselves, such as their “work-self”, the self that visits their family, and the self they are
around friends. The difference is mainly in terms of degrees. In a healthy situation there is a respect
for the couple as two individuals, whereas in the unhealthy situation the goal is the eradication of the
individual and the replacement of their “self” with their “couple-self“.
In a cult, depriving someone of sleep, food and water will often take the form of religiously
motivated fasts or prayer sessions. Within a cult-of-two, it can take various forms, such as men who
are the sole-providers and have to act as the primary caregivers for a couple’s children, due to the
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lack of effort by their spouse, men who come home to “honey-do” lists a mile long where the partner
constantly nags, or simple a partner who wakes them up regularly.
Often the woman uses sex as a means of conditioning, wherein “acceptable behavior” leads to sex,
“unacceptable” behavior means that sex is drastically cut down, or eliminated entirely. This
combined with the other conditioning methods outlined above, will render a man who has fallen
under the spell largely at her mercy.

Summary and Conclusions
The 4 factor model that will be used in this series is very much a complimentary model, and the
series was originally intended as a single post, however the post ended up in excess of 10.000 words,
something which has a negative effect on both readability and information processing. The “BITE”
model is very much a holistic framework, and the techniques in each category very much have
synergies when used together. One cannot do behavioral influence without corresponding influence
of information, thought and emotional. In cases of cults and crazy women, it tends to follow 3
predictable stages:
A) The love-bombing and elicitation stage
B) The conditioning stage
C) The maintenance stage
These overlap nicely with the 3 stages of abusive relationships, idealize, devalue and discard, wherein
a cluster B, first treats their target as the most special, loveable and desirable person in the world.
Then proceeds to treat them progressively poorly until the person breaks down, at which point the
cluster B moves on to a new target.
In the case of cults, this also happens in that a member who outlives their usefulness is often kicked
out of the group. Thus, one may wonder whether cluster-b relationships are cult dynamics applied to
personal relationships, or if cult dynamics are cluster b tendencies applied to groups.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] “Combating Cult Mind Control” by Steve Hassan
[2] “Thought Reform and the Psychology of Totalism” by Robert Liston
[3]
http://healthysleep.med.harvard.edu/healthy/matters/consequences/sleep-performance-and-public-saf
ety
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Gendernomics: I’m Not Like Other Girls
March 27, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

This is post two that was inspired from the same thread
regarding Emilia Clarke on the red pill reddit [1], the other being dedicated to means of
communication. I’ve written much on the concept of differentiation in my posts on female sexual
strategy, and I also cover it in the Gendernomics book. Differentiation as a concept can be
summarized as “setting yourself apart from the competition” and good differentiation should rely on
unique and hard to replicate attributes, thus also contributing to competitive advantage. The two
generic strategies often being cited as low-cost, which attempts to compete based on producing a
good or service cheaper than the competition, and differentiation, which is based in attempting to set
oneself apart from the competition through other means than price.
One thing most men will find themselves hearing at least once from every woman they ever find
themselves dating is “I’m not like other girls”, this statement is representative is interesting when
seen in light of “Not all women are like that” (NAWALT), in that women themselves appear to be
cognizant of how “women are” and seek to actively differentiate themselves from it. Likewise, a blue
pill man having found his “soul-mate” is hardly at a loss when asked to explain how she is “not like
other girls“.
In the case of the woman, encouraging a perception that she is different from all other women,
positions herself as an extremely scarce product. The Beta male through “She is not like other girls”
justifies his oneitis through a perception of her as extremely scarce, thus justifying his over-valuation
of her. Both of these rely on an unstated axiom about “how women are“, after all how can one be an
exception if there is no general rule or principle?

Not Like Other Girls
This is simply a differentiation technique where the women is attempting to set herself up as a scarce
product. This is no different than men who adopt the female perspective and spend their time
attempting to demonstrate how they are not like other men, for instance through adopting the
feminine perspectives. A common strategy by some men at present is the “white knight” role, that
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seeks to differentiate the man as a “defender of women” as a means to the end of sexual success. In
the same manner, the “cool chick” strategy is a means by which women seek to set themselves apart
as requiring little sacrifice on the part of the man for the relationship, and thus offering him a better
deal.
One could therefore argue that in both cases one party is attempting to negotiate attraction with
another party, with whom they cannot secure mating and/or a relationship using conventional means.
For instance a female 5 may attempt to lock down a long-term relationship with a male 9 or 10,
through for instance being lower maintenance.
When I first heard about the “Dad Bod” trend, I wasn’t very surprised, after all it is common
knowledge that female attraction is a compensatory model of sorts [2] in addition to the variances
that occur depending on a woman’s stage in the sexual life cycle. Thus, some women may find
security and reduce their anxiety in certain stages of their life by reducing the disparity between her
sexual market value and the sexual market value of the men she dates. A female 6 who aimed for
male 8s and 9s during her party years, may start aiming for male 6s and 7s in her epiphany phase.
Due to both her recognition of her own faltering value relative to the new models, but also in that the
lower value males are likely to have less stringent demands for the women they enter relationships
with.
This is sold men as less of a performance burden for them to fill, in a sense of “just be yourself and
drink your pitchers of beer“, in the same manner that “choreplay” is sold to men as “if you do more
chores, she will do the chore of banging you more often“. The carrot and the stick, in a new fashion
and adapted to the perceived desires of the feminine imperative.
For instance, when a woman says “Just be yourself“, this is connected to their view that men “Should
just get it”, which again is connected to hypergamy and solipsism. In this case, “Just be yourself” can
be translated as “Just show you get it“, if the man does not show that he gets it, it makes it easy for
her to differentiate him from others. An extension of this is the “Dad Bod” phenomena, which means
externalizing “Just be yourself“, rather than having to invest time speaking to a man to determine if
he gets it, his adoption of the “dad bod” demonstrates that he does not.

The Positive, Negative and Neutral
One of the concepts that I frequently use when creating premises or attempting to break things down
is the positive, the neutral and the negative. In the case of AWALT, this would break down into 3
mutually exclusive statements.
A) All women are like that
B) Some women are like that
C) No women are like that
Obviously, these statements cannot all be true. In fact, If A is true, then B and C are false, if B is true,
then A and C are false, if C is true, then A and B are false. These statements make it very clear which
position one can adopt, and thus makes it easily to evaluate and form conclusions regarding which
position is sensible. For instance, if one adopts the position of the blue pill, that all women are
unique, special snowflakes thus, there is a soul-mate, then all women are psychologically and
behaviorally speaking not part of a shared set “Women“. If one adopts the purple pill view in B, then
it follows that one has two sub-sets of “Women“, “Women who are like that” and “Women who are
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not like that”. In this position, parent set has all the characteristics of the two sub-sets. If one adopts
the red pill perspective in A, then it follows that there are no sub-sets, only the main set “women”.
With the statement “I’m not like other girls” it takes this form:
A) I am like other girls
B) I am like some other girls
C) I am like no other girls
This is no challenge to deal with in and of itself, however what is interesting is what is contained
implicitly her statement. In position A, she is stating that women are all part of the same set with
shared characteristics. In position B, she is stating that the set “Women” has multiple subsets with
varying characteristics shared by the parent set “women“. In Position C, she is creating her own set
distinct from the parent set “women“.
Thus, when a woman says “I’m not like other girls” then she is differentiating herself, however she
also states that all other girls are a certain way. In essence, she is saying “all women are like that, but
I am like this“. This is clearly a case of differentiation where she seeks to increase her value, and
interfering with the male’s ability to value her correctly by playing up her rarity. It is a human
tendency to view that which is rare as highly valuable and that which is available as less valuable.
This clearly proves that women do understand the value of leveraging AWALT in order to
differentiate themselves from other women in a positive regard. However, more than that, she relies
on AWALT in order to differentiate herself.
Furthermore, the beta male who has found his oneitis, would in order for the “soul mate myth” to be
true, have to adopt a version of C in order for his conclusion to be true. After all, if his “soul mate” is
like all the other girls, then it follows that he has over 3 billion other potential soul-mates out there. If
she is like “some” other girls, then it follows that there are other “soul-mates” out there for him, and
thus she is not truly scarce. Therefore, in order to have a soul-mate, the Beta male also adopts “All
women are like that”.

The Feminine Definitions
“The Manosphere” as the collection of blogs, forums and various other sites are defined uses
“AWALT” as a central concept in order to explain and define a collection of behaviors commonly
observed in the human female. AWALT outlines the various actions that stem from among others
hypergamy and solipsism, such as female cheating, female initiated divorces and lack of
accountability. Thus, it can be argued as a collection of negative traits that a man must be aware of
and build his strategies around. For instance, much of the manosphere and especially the PUA
community is focused around triggering the female’s “Alpha male detection system“, while avoiding
her “Beta male detection system“, which is based in hypergamy.
A core concept of Rollo Tomassi is the feminine imperative, which is his construct that represents the
female-centric perception of the world. Above, one has the male-centric view of the world, concisely
exemplified as “problem – analysis – solution“. The problem is the female action, the analysis of the
problem results in the AWALT construct, the solution is the strategy that solves the problem.
From the feminine frame however, the definition of AWALT from the male-centric perspective is
unacceptable as it serves to undermine not only undermine the perception of each woman that she is
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special, but also to undermine the general view of the soul-mate. The soul-mate being a central theme
used by the feminine in order to further their sexual differentiation strategy, and thus realizing their
sexual strategy.
The feminine definition of “AWALT” thus, takes the form that is the title of this article “I’m not like
other girls“. This is a general trait of women, in that they will always spin negative traits, qualities or
behaviors as positive much in the same manner real-estate agents and used car salesmen cite obvious
flaws in their products as good qualities. “Sure, the car doesn’t have an engine, but that’s great for
the environment“, “Sure, the entire house needs to be bulldozed and rebuilt, but that’s a great
opportunity to make it your own” and “Sure, I slept around a lot, that just means I know what I want
now“.

Summary and Conclusions
When I sat down to write this essay, the contrast between “I’m not like other girls” and “All women
are like that” was one that puzzled me somewhat. After all, as I outlined before, both require the same
core premise in order to be true. In order for “I’m not like other girls” to be true, then “other girls”
have to all have something in common. In order for AWALT to be true, then “all women” have to
have shared characteristics. Thus, both AWALT and “I’m not like other girls” require the set
“women” to all have shared traits. The soul-mate myth (the beta male definition of AWALT), “I’m
not like other girls” (the female definition of AWALT) and AWALT (the manosphere definition) all
share this simple requirement.
When I started this blog, I often broke down arguments in terms of their premises and the conclusion
that follows from those premises. In the case of AWALT the common argument goes as follows:
Major Premise: All women are like that
Minor Premise: X is a woman
Conclusion: Therefore, X is like that
Both the Beta male and female versions of AWALT utilize this exact same argument, however they
argue a case of special pleading. Special pleading being a fallacious argument in which someone
attempts to cite something as an exception to a generally accepted rule or principle without justifying
the exception. In the case of the Beta Male he cites his “soul-mate” is an exception, in the case of the
woman, she cites herself as the exception.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] Red pill Reddit – Emilia Clarke
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[2] A Billion Wicked Thoughts by Oni Ogas
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Gendernomics: Options and Obiters
March 30, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Options within the financial industry are in essence
securities that give you certain rights related to other securities. The most common being Call options
that give you the right to buy a set amount of an underlying security at a set price known as the strike
price, and Put options that give you the right to sell a set amount of an underlying security at a set
price. These financial instruments can be used in a variety of ways the most common being hedging
risk exposure and taking leveraged positions in the underlying security. The former is quite common
among hedge funds, the latter among traders. The underlying basis for options is that the underwriter
and the buyer have differing views on how the asset will develop going forward. In the case of a Call
option, the option writer thinks the stock will fall and the buyer thinks the stock will rise, in the case
of a Put option, the underwriter thinks the stock will rise, and the buyer thinks the stock will fall.
I’ve previously written on risk in the sexual market place and while men often neglect risks
completely when it comes to sexual relationships, women are consummate risk managers who seek to
guard in for most eventualities within the market place. It is not uncommon to see wealthy men go
“all in” on a marriage working on, not just once but twice and thrice before realizing that they are
really buying expensive hookers paid after the fact.
The inherent ability of women to risk manage within the sexual market place is a function of
hypergamy and solipsism, in that hypergamy represents the drive to maximize the gain from her
SMV over a relatively short lifetime, much in the same manner that a professional athlete needs to
maximize the value of his ability over a short period of time, while solipsism permits her to do
whatever is necessary in order to achieve this goal. Via solipsism a woman can justify any action she
perceives as required in order to maximize her outcomes.
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Orbiters and Risk Hedging
The first meeting most men have with female risk hedging in the sexual market place is the
prevalence of orbiters, orbiters being the men who circle a woman waiting for her present
relationship to end, or alternatively waiting for her to realize their value. The female portfolio of
Orbiters can have many different instruments the most common being the ex-boyfriends who she
keeps around to play dread games with her new boyfriend, the hapless betas who are waiting for her
to realize that she needs a nice guy and the hard-friendzoned men who she keeps around for resource
gains.
The distinction between the latter two being that a woman once she reaches her epiphany phase may
settle down with one of the Betas, whereas those men who are hard-friendzoned will never be able to
escape the category.
Each man type of man within her orbit represent different forms of risk hedging. The ex-boyfriends
are there to be tools for dread game against her present boyfriend, or as tools in jealously plots with a
man she is seeking to lock down. They also represent both a call option for a future
relationship/sexual encounter and a put option on her present relationship, in that she can always call
up an ex, when she offloads her present relationship. I’ve seen this called “The Slingback Effect“,
wherein a woman will seek to return to a previous mate as a result of either waning fortunes on her
end, or great fortune on his end.
The hapless betas are her defense against ending up alone, perhaps the most obvious examples are the
“if neither of us are married by 40, let’s get hitched” wherein a woman secures provision through
what is in essence a call option. The hapless betas along with the HFZ (hard-friendzone) men also
serve as a form of Bond, in that they provide the woman with a stream of validation and “boyfriend
internships” where they attempt to demonstrate what great boyfriends they would be based on equity
and expectancy theory. In a sense, these men are “boyfriend-interns” in that they are performing the
duties of boyfriend when she requires, without compensation.
In essence, by structuring her circle in this manner, consisting of a mixture of the 3 categories, this
gives her a put option on her present romantic interest(s), and call options on the remaining men in
the stable. It mitigates her risk if she were to discard her present, as she has men who will step up and
fill his role, however it also assists in driving up her own value, as she appears very much in demand.

Orbiters and Options
One of the characteristics of various options is that they are either “in the money” or “out of the
money”, what this means is that if the value of a security is above the strike price, a Call option is “In
the money” and a Put option is “Out of the money”. When one buys an option, the value is derived
from the follow primary characteristics, the current stock price, intrinsic value, time to expiration and
volatility. The intrinsic value of an option is the value it would have if it was cashed in today and
represents the portion of the price of the option that is not lost due to the passage of time.
The time value is the amount that the price of the option exceeds the intrinsic value, which is directly
related to how far away the expiry date of the option is, this stems from the fact that the longer until
the option expires the more chance it may end up in the money. As a general rule, an option will lose
one third of its value in the first half of it’s life, and two-thirds of its value in the second half of its
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life.
The reasoning behind covering these concepts is that from the perspective of the orbiter the effort he
dedicates towards the woman is in his mind a purchase of call options, once the option becomes “in
the money”, he can cash in his call option for a relationship with the woman. The amount of time he
is willing to dedicate to the woman, and his patience dictates the “time to expiration” however like
regular options, many simply do not end up in the money, and as he has neglected his risk hedging he
finds himself in a situation where he has to take the loss.

Men and Options
The male variant referred to as “Plate spinning” is very much the same concept as women operate
with when it comes to orbiters. Perhaps the only meaningful difference is that while women do not
engage in sex with their orbiters, but treat them as “platonic-beta providers”, men do engage in sex
with their plates, while avoiding getting into relationships. This is embodied in the statement “Women
use sex to negotiate a relationship, men use a relationship to negotiate sex“. Where the woman
utilizes her options as a way to avoid ending up without a stable of resources, the men use their
options to have regular access to sex, where if one plate elects to do something else, the man has
other options.
However, another difference is the level of investment, while women in many ways buy options,
meaning they make a small initial investment with an option to invest further at their convenience,
men make larger initial investments, thus the pattern tends to mimic buying the actual security,
instead of the option. While additional investment on other plates for a man represents a form of
portfolio theory, wherein the effect of each woman on his total investment is much smaller.
A topic that I’ve covered extensively are opportunity costs, also known as “The best alternative
foregone“, for the woman a stable of orbiters that are acting like a group of interns has a very low
level of opportunity costs, as she has to do very little to keep them around. This follows from among
other the low replacement costs she faces for men who she values as low-value at present, and how
easily most women can gather a new stable of orbiters. Check out the Facebook or Instagram feeds of
even mediocre women and you will find a stable of men building up her self-esteem and working
hard to be the one who gets to cash in his call option. For the woman, a stable of orbiters is a cheap
insurance against finding herself without options, whereas for men being orbiters is an expensive
risky investment, with a high probability of sunk costs.

Summary and Conclusions
The major issue that results for many men as a result of women’s investment in options, is that they
spend excessive amounts of time and resources towards a single woman, with no guarantee of a
return. In a sense, their investment may never be in the money, and thus their investment results in a
net loss. For the woman, as the men are in fact making larger investments in her, than she is in them,
she has built in risk-mitigation for her investments.
As she invests relatively little in each orbiter, and each orbiter invests heavily in her, she is always
collecting a dividend from her investment, which means she has a best-of-both worlds scenario of the
freedom of an option with the predictability of a bond. While men who spin plates in many ways
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follow the path of a bond investment where they purchase an instrument that yields a predictable
return, the woman gets this predictable return without the initial investment.
In summary, she gets the return before making the investment.
For the orbiters on the other hand, they treat the situation as if they are buying a bond on lay-away.
They are slowly investing more and more into the bond until they reach a threshold where it starts
paying returns. However, the reality for them is that they are the guy refusing to admit that his startup
has failed, and who keeps plowing money into a business with an unsustainable business model with
little chance of making a return, instead of just closing down and moving on to other ventures.
This is perhaps the downside of the male drive to succeed, which comes with a side-effect of not
wanting to give up. The single-minded focus that many men exhibit is both a blessing and a curse,
blessing that it permits men to accomplish incredible things, curse in that it may prohibit them from
admitting that something isn’t working.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Dangerous Habits
April 3, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The past week I had a conversation with a gentleman regarding
trouble he’s having sticking with his recently adopted low-carb diet. He explained to me that when he
gets stressed his habit is to calm this stress through consuming a few different foods that are “Diet
Kryptonite“, meaning that they consist of high levels of both fat and highly processed carbohydrate.
As the conversation continued, I dug into his mind using the Socratic method, to ascertain where this
habit came from.
This is one of those things that any man focused on improving himself should do every once in a
while, sit down, outline habits you perceive as contrary to your goals, or unproductive and determine
where they came from. As Scott Adams says, we are biological computers, and we often internalize
small fragments of code that end up having massive consequences on how our operating system
functions.
When I made my first attempts at self-improvement I failed quite spectacularly, often due to habitual
behavior. Thus, I found myself in the position of engaging in “Self-psycho-analysis” to try and
determine the source of some of these habits that I’d ingrained over the years. Furthermore,
determining where these habits came from so that I could avoid ingraining new ones that conflicted
with my goals.
Seemingly innocuous messages that you received in childhood can stay with you for a long time, and
continue to influence your behavior in a negative or positive fashion for decades. Some learn
ineffective use of defense mechanisms, others self-sabotage, accept mediocrity, and never challenge
themselves to go beyond their comfort zone.

Where do Habits Come From?
From the time we are born, we are socialized by our families, our peer groups, and many other
influences. The classic “Kid raised by the TV” for instance is a person who is largely socialized by a
fictional environment created in order to convey a coherent narrative. Humans learn by mimicking
other humans, by internalizing values and mindsets from other humans, and through the reactions
they experience from other humans.
Something that happened to four year old you, may still remain in your subconscious and influence
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your behavior 20, 30 or 40 years later, sometimes even more. When Freud spoke of the super-ego,
these types of internalized childhood events and messages, may be deeply ingrained in your inner
rule-keeper, and thus override progress that you need to make in order to gain a balanced ego and ID.
To draw some examples of each, a person to whom it is communicated that he is worthless, often
reacts in one of two fairly predictable ways, he either develops a superiority complex or an inferiority
complex. Thus, he either tends to grow into a narcissist or into a codependent. In the case of the
former he is ruled by his ego, in the latter he is ruled by his super-ego.
A person to adopts the habit of food as a coping mechanism, most likely learned this from a relative
or member of their peer group who had this exact habit. One can argue that “well my entire family is
fat it’s genetic” however this is often only halfway true, as it may also point to a family that all have
internalized food as a coping mechanism. This is an example of the ID overriding both the ego, and
the super-ego.

The Effect on Game
When it comes to game and seduction, we are also dealing with ingrained habits and narratives. A
man who adopts a blue pill framework will develop a habit that can be categorized as “blue pill
game”, where his habits when it comes to attraction mechanics is based around the narrative his
super-ego has internalized from childhood.
This includes such truths as the “just be yourself” and “soul-mate myth”. The flawed logic of “if it
your approach did not work this time, she wasn’t the right girl”, the egalitarian myth that both sexes
think and function in the same manner, and many others. These myths and fallacies that he has
internalized serve as the foundation of his behavior, and repeated behavior become habits.
Thus, when the blue pill man arrives in the manosphere, whether he arrives on this blog, another
blog, the red pill reddit or various other places, he has to unlearn the various “truths” that he has
internalized, often without being aware of it throughout his life. This is in many ways a very
traumatic event, and the man often goes through the five stages of grief when he begins his journey.
He also must internalize new habits in order for his behavior to appear natural.
This is one reason for why the early PUA advice used to be “learn 2 – 3 openers and do 100
approaches”, over time this will become the man’s natural response, furthermore, it will help him get
over issues such as approach anxiety. In essence, it is a form of cognitive behavioral therapy for blue
pill men. However, in order to get to this point, the man must identify the habits and ingrained beliefs
that are holding him back.

The Socratic Method of Habits
For those unfamiliar with the Socratic method, it is an epistemological method consisting a
cooperative dialogue which aims to stimulate critical thinking, to draw out underlying presumptions
and ideas through asking questions. In the classical method, one questions hypotheses in order to
bring forth inherent definitions and contradictions in order to weaken the hypotheses that are being
questioned.
In the book “Rich Dad, Poor Dad” author Robert Kiyosaki demonstrates the power of perspectives
when it comes to money, when he contrasts the different perceptions Rich Dad and Poor Dad have
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when it comes to money and wealth. If one believes that any person who gains wealth is a bad
person, or have acted in an immoral manner in order to attain this wealth, it follows that if one attains
wealth, one must judge oneself as morally wrong. This can often lead to self-sabotaging behaviors
when it comes to money, and thus prevent one from reaching goals in this specific area of life.
In the same manner, the internalized beliefs one has regarding sexual relationships can lead to selfsabotage in this area. The classic example of the orbiter who never makes a move demonstrates a
belief that by concealing his intention and slowly letting the female discover what a fantastic nice guy
he is, she will take on the burden of rejection and deductively conclude that he should be her mate.
If one believes that “Chad” who has great success with women achieves success as a result of morally
reprehensible behavior, then it follows that in order to be a morally “good” person, one must reject all
behaviors that “Chad” utilizes in order to attain sexual success. If it turns out that “Chad” when it
comes to women is like “Rich Dad” when it comes to money, it follows that one must eliminate the
very qualities, mindsets and behaviors that lead to success in order to be morally good. In essence, in
becoming the “anti-Chad” the man internalizes and behaves in a manner which is fundamentally antiseductive.
This internalized belief often begins with a boy’s mother, sisters or other female relatives, who in
absence of an alpha male role model, will aim to shape the man into a suitable “Beta Bucks” for a
future daughter-in-law. They will aim to shape the man into the man women say they want and think
they should want deductively, not the man they want as demonstrated through their behavior.
If one were to use the Socratic method to attack this habit, one would start off by asking a question
akin to “What do I believe about sexual relationships?“, a process that would culminate in a list of
beliefs that this man has about women, men and the relationships between the two. Thereafter, the
man must review all of these beliefs and the behaviors in which they manifest, in order to create a
second list of beliefs, traits and behaviors that must be removed.

Summary and Conclusions
Over a life, every person will end up adopting habits and beliefs that limit their ability to reach their
goals. Most of this is done subconsciously through certain flaws in our mental software.
Your life is the net value of your good habits minus your bad habits. I remember reading an article
years back where a guy who was training to be on an Olympic weight lifting team, also found himself
quite overweight, despite having a habit of training hard and often, he also had a habit of rewarding
himself with cheeseburgers, fries and soft drinks post workout. You can out-diet poor training
practices, however you cannot out-train a shitty diet.
The “Blue Pill Narrative” is built on such ingrained beliefs that the man must work through and reject
as part of a red pill journey. For instance, a man who holds the belief that “Women do not care about
looks at all”, can easily rationalize being grossly overweight, neglecting his hygiene, style of dress,
and various other aspects of physical appearance, and still believe that the HB10 who is his soul-mate
will still find him. Another man who adopts the belief “All women care about is looks”, can likewise
neglect his personality and intellectual development in favor of a strong focus on appearance.
Self-Improvement is often a life-long journey, and progress on such a journey is often much slower
than the person putting the effort in would like it to be. In order to stick it out, it is important to
identify the beliefs that will hinder progress, and adopt beliefs that support the sacrifices that must be
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made as part of this process.
I engage in almost constant self-improvement in various areas of my life, and one of the most
commonly faced challenges is what is themed “concern trolling” on the Red Pill Reddit. Wherein a
person with whom you are close will question your methods and motivation, under the guise of being
“concerned about you” in some regard. Former pushovers who start enforcing their boundaries, learn
the word no, learn that they do not have to justify, argue, defend or explain their actions to everyone
in their life, are often attacked by people they have relationships with who notice that the person “is
not acting like themselves”, which negatively impacts the people who are used to exploiting the
pushover. Former fat dudes are often cornered by “concerned” parties who question whether they are
being healthy, if they are hurting themselves or try to convince them that “you have lost enough
weight now” despite the person still being over 20% body fat. In an ironic twist, these people were
never “concerned” when the person subsided on diet of fast food and gallons of high-fructose corn
syrup.
Rational Male is fond of advising that men must become their own mental point of origin, however
this is a difficult task when they have internalized beliefs, behaviors and habits that are based in
having an external locus of control. To move from an external to an internal locus of control, one
must increase the power of one’s ego and ID while reducing the power of the super-ego.
Perhaps the most insidious part of the blue pill narrative, is that behavior according to socially
supported and outlined behavior in a deterministic fashion affects outcomes. In essence, your rewards
are a function of how good of a cog in the machine you are. A blue pill man internalizes that having a
strong sexual frame in a conversation with a woman is bad, standing firm on his own values and
beliefs contrary to social pressure is bad, conversely that hiding his sexual interest and changing his
values and beliefs to match those of society are good.
In this case, a simple cause and effect relationship is part of the narrative, wherein “Do as society
wants and you will be rewarded”, however if one starts to analyze this simple social contract, one
starts to realize that while historically it has been somewhat accurate for the great majority, in later
years it has began to break down. Where the gentlemen who grew up in the 1940s and 1950s, often
could follow the social blueprint, learn a trade/get an education, get a job, work hard, get married and
live the American dream, this is largely a dead effect, yet the cause is still championed as the “right
way to live”.
The means of manipulation are often fear, obligation, shame or guilt based, and thus developing your
own approach to morality is paramount. if you are still mired within a system of morality that is
holding you back, and one that makes you easy to manipulate, the bad pieces of software have an
easy access point into your system. By developing your own code of ethics, and morality, you are in
essence building your own set of anti-virus software, that drives out malicious code as it attempts to
infect the system. Furthermore, this code of morality serves as an anchor for your frame, that acts as a
firewall, preventing attacks against your system.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
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and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Analogies: Part 1
April 6, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Some of these first originated in my Twitter feed
(@blacklabellogic) where I tend to drop them fairly regularly, and some I haven’t shared before on
that platform for various reasons.
1. Sleeping with women you work with is like putting a TV in your gym, it distracts from why you
are there, and impedes your progress.
2. Relationships are like a weed habit, you become complacent and get nothing done.
3. Crazy women are like cocaine habits, expensive as fuck, and it always ends badly.
4. Dating is like BBQ, if it heats up too fast, it always ends with something being on fire.
5. Crazy women are like the CIA, you think everything is cool until you realize she went through all
your stuff, and cut the brakes on your car.
6. Having a blue pilled dating coach/relationship adviser is like having a naïve and trusting lawyer.
7. In the present legal climate letting a woman be responsible for birth control is like letting the state
do your taxes.
8. A woman attempting to get you to have unprotected sex after the break-up is like trying to get you
to burn the prenup prior to filing.
9. Having unprotected sex with a woman after the break-up is like putting all your cash in the bank
prior to filing for divorce.
10. Self-deprecation to get people to like you is like doubling down on communism because you want
to get rich.
11. Moral arguments are like Geometry class, you try angles, end up going in circles, but inevitably
get stuck in a square.
12. Excuses are like shots of scotch, everyone has a few, some have too many, but truth is if you have
too many, you won’t get shit done.
13. A woman treats her sexual history as an intelligence operative does his resume, it’s classified, if
they told you they have to kill you.
14. A woman is a lot like a corporation, regardless of how shady, they always spin it as if doing a
public virtuous service.
15. Game can be duct tape or a solid strategy. It either holds a bad product together, or drives a solid
product to new levels of success.
16. Talking about game with a woman on a date, is like telling a guy how much you’re fucking him
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over in a contract before he signs it.
17. Being red pilled is like weight lifting, if you stop you inevitably backslide into a weaker version
of yourself.
18. Equality defined by politicians is like “fair and equitable settlement” as defined by a pissed off
ex-wife.
19. Having a long-distance relationship is like having a business where you think about getting
money.
20. A man looks at a woman and sees her perfection in-spite of her flaws, a woman looks at a man
and sees his flaws despite his perfection.
21. Marriage for men in 2017, is like an unpaid internship where if the employer is unhappy with the
work performed, they can sue for damages.
22. A pre-wall woman’s actions in the sexual market place is like a cat chasing a laser-pointer.
23. Make-up, spanx and instagram filters are to women as fake ATM receipts, rented cars, and
escorts as to men.
25. A man in the sexual market place is like a stable growth company, his value will increase from
nothing during his lifetime.
26. A woman in the sexual market place is like a stock during the tech bubble, starting off massively
overvalued, then rapidly diminishing in value when investors realize there is nothing more to it than a
flashy powerpoint presentation.
27. A man with no male friends is like a general without an army.
28. A woman with no female friends is like an investment advisor without an office.
29. Social media adoration is to the female psyche as accounting fraud is to securities valuations.
30. A man’s view of the world is like a navigators view of the ocean, the more flaws there are, the
more off course he gets.
31. A blue pill man in the sexual market place, is like an unarmed bear hunter wrapped in bacon.
32. For a man contacting an ex after a breakup, is like going back to the car salesman you told to fuck
off and trying to get a better deal on the car.
33. For a woman contacting an ex after a breakup is like asking the guy you robbed to hold your
wallet.
34. For a man dating multiple women is insurance that he won’t fall in love with the wrong woman.
35. For a woman dating multiple men is insurance that when she finds herself pregnant and pulls an
“it’s yours” at least one of them is dumb enough to take her at her word.
36. A 20 year old woman in the sexual market place is like a brand new iPhone, a 40 year old woman
in the sexual market place is like a 40 year old Nokia.
37. Dating a borderline woman is like buying a Samsung Note 7, inevitably it’ll end up blowing up in
your face.
38. Dating crazy women is a lot like cheat meals, you can handle one, once in a while, but if it’s a
daily occurrence you get no progress at all.
39. Women’s dating preference is like their preference in pets, cats are aloof, impossible to train and
will eat your face to survive.
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40. Men’s dating preferences is like their preference in pets, dogs are loyal, can be trained with a
stern hand, and will guard your grave after you die.
41. Crazy women are like Kinder surprise, a soft, sweet outer shell, followed by a hard inner shell
that can lead to death, and there is no telling what kind of crazy broken down toy is within the inner
shell.
42. Going to marriage counseling is like attempting to work out a broken engine by talking to your
car.
43. Women are like convicts in that the more religious they become the worse was their action prior
to converting.
44. Dating a single mother is like inheriting a broken mansion with a lien on it.
45. Red pillers are Neo, Purple Pillers are Cypher and Blue pillers are Agent Smith.
46. Being on a bad date is like being in the Matrix, in that you are just waiting for that one phone so
you can get out.
47. Marrying a former party girl is like buying a car off Gary Busey, you know it’s been driven hard,
and has some damage on it.
48. Your mother-in-law is what your wife will become, your father-in-law what you will become.
49. Approaching relationships like a blue-pill man is like approaching the tax collector as someone
who just wants to help you.
50. Being honest in a relationship is like being honest during a police interrogation.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: The Cover and the Content
April 10, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

“Don’t judge a book by its cover” is an old
metaphor that seeks to remind us that we should not judge the quality of something based on
outwards appearance alone. This is a very classic “System 1” error [1], wherein one makes a rapid
judging based on information that is easily available. A good analogy I heard was that Sherlock
Holmes is an example of pure system 2, slow, deliberate and logical, whereas Watson is system 1,
quick, emotional and superficial.
I’ve somewhat avoided venturing into the discussion “Looks Vs. Game” that has been ongoing in the
sphere since I first became familiar with it in the early 2000s. Back then, “game” was sold as the
magic pill that would make a man into master seducer regardless of any other aspect of his life. This
is very much understandable from a business perspective, as those men who relied on selling various
game techniques had and still have every incentive to hard-sell game as the ultimate solution to the
problem “I want to get laid more”. Of course, one could argue that this sales pitch was brutally and
empirically proven wrong when VH1 aired two seasons of “The Pick-up artist“, where it became
very clear that game cannot overcome a general lack of social skills, anti-seductive behavior patterns
or various problems with a man’s appearance. Even the “Game Guru” Erik Von Markovik, the
inventor of the Mystery Method demonstrated in this program that game is not a magic pill.
This is not to say that game does not work, however it is to state in a reductio ad absurdum fashion
that an 800 lb man who lives in his mother’s basement, hasn’t had a shower since the Clinton
administration, and spends his days playing videogames could be the most proficient practitioner of
game in the history of the world, yet would fail miserably in the sexual market place. Conversely that
a great looking guy with zero game while he may be unsuccessful in some respects, would gain a
higher level of success than the former.

The Perception of Quality
For those who are used to high quality, and equally expensive products, one of the things one notices
about them is that every little detail often reflect a quality focus. Apple has recently capitalized on
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this in the design of the boxes that their products arrive in, the various displays that show off the
products in the store, and in other factors of the context of the product. A parallel is that a lawyer in a
bespoke suit, radiates confidence and ability, whereas a lawyer in an off-the-rack Wal-mart suit is
demonstrating quite the opposite. Which is not advocating that one can judge a product by it’s
packaging or it’s context, however that such factors may greatly influence our perception.
The understanding that Apple has come to, is that a high quality phone in a low quality wrapping
influences a person’s belief about a product, and that dissonance between perceptions relating to an
object is inherently negative. If I’m pitching a product to you based on its quality, yet when you see
the product it appears low-quality to the naked eye, the sales pitch and the perception are at odds.
There is a reason why con-men and the likes find it very important to look the part in addition to
acting the part, namely because from first glance one starts to subconsciously make judgements about
the cover. As we start to look beyond the veneer, our judgments are colored by our early
subconscious impressions and judgements. Perhaps the most red pill example of this is the halo effect
[2], wherein one tends to view a good looking person as more generous, intelligent and various other
things.
Kahneman and Tversky outline the two modes of the human mind in their research on behavioral
economics quite a bit, as described earlier, system 1 is fast, emotional and instinctive, system 2 is
slow, deliberate and more logical. Our brains inherently appear to favor system 1 as this is the most
relevant system for our evolution, after all if one stops to logically think through the steps of running
away from a bear, odds are that one would rapidly become lunch for a hungry bear. However, if one
seeks to plan to eliminate bears from the vicinity of the village, system 2 is more likely to deduce the
correct solution.
Thinking clearly is difficult and time-consuming, it requires effort and humans are designed to
expend minimum effort for maximum result by nature. After all, in much the same way a capitalist
system channels wealth to those who are the best at managing money, natural selection channels
resources to those who get the most bang for their buck out of their resources. A person who sees a
man in an expensive suit, with an expensive watch, who is acting if money does not matter, will tend
to naturally assume that this man is wealthy, to this the person is likely to attribute qualities that one
would anticipate one would require in order to become wealth, such as discipline, patience, and a
stellar work ethic. This is an example of the Halo effect in practice. When coupled with human bias
and defense mechanics it lays the groundwork for “act now based on system 1, and rationalize
afterwards using system 2“.

Rapid Mating Calls
Our brains are in a sense built to make many rapid decisions based on superficial qualities in the
moment, if we look at how humans develop their ability to reason as they age. Our ancestors grew up
chased by predators, moving across the land in nomadic groups following their prey. In such a
situation, the ability to rapidly make life or death decisions with minimal data is superior to the
ability to reason and make bulletproof decisions based on a myriad of data. Our mating preferences
follow similar patterns, which is something I touched on in Gendernomics, men have an innate
preference for the female hourglass figure [3] and other physical traits that convey health and
fertility. This makes quite a lot of sense for our ancestors living in a constantly shifting situation, they
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didn’t have time to go through extended vetting processes only to have their intended target die from
the environment or other factors, they needed to make a judgement on the attractiveness of a potential
mate with some expediency.
Then we arrive at women, if one evaluates the recorded history of mating, a shared characteristic is
that female sexuality has largely been controlled by the culture. One can look at marriage and the
various roles it has played in different cultures, polygamous marriage, the monopolization of the
reproductive capabilities of multiple women by a single man has been common in many culture, and
is still quite common in some parts of the world. However, it would appear rather strange if women
differed greatly in their ability to make rapid mating decisions. After all, this ability in men makes no
reproductive sense without it’s equivalent in women.
If one takes the classic assertion that women are the gatekeepers of sex, it makes no sense that men
have evolved a mechanism to rapidly decide if they want to move through the gate, if the gatekeeper
is still going to hold off on opening the gate.

AF/BB
This problem has its suggested solution in the dualistic sexual strategy that manifests as Alpha fucks
and Beta Bucks, within this model human females are assumed to have two sets of decision criteria
that determine whether a man is able to attain rapid mating or not. These two strategies can be viewed
through the lens of risk/reward, in that in the case of AF, the perceived reward of mating with this
male is high enough to warrant taking on the risks of short-term mating, whereas the reward in the
case of BB, is not high enough to warrant taking on this risk.
If one compares this to the system 1 vs system 2, modes of thinking outlined earlier [1], an argument
can be made that AF relies on system 1, and BB is system 2. If one reviews much of PUA literature,
many of the “tips & tricks” rely on appeals made to various components that are involved with
system 1, as it encourages fast, emotional decisions based on superficial data. If one considers the
traditional mating process referenced in the previous section, this encourages much slower, deliberate
decision-making based on better data.

Summary and Conclusions
This post began with the age old dichotomy of “Looks vs Game”, which is a false dichotomy. The
more important factor is ability to and type of information conveyed by the man in the scenario. If
one looks at the information men get from female appearance, there is a lot of information gained in a
very rapid manner with scarcely a word being said. If one looks at how women communicate, their
communication is conducted covertly by nature, and only made explicit when they feel powerless.
A beta male, is attempting to communicate in a logical and deductive manner, as if he is reading a
user manual he wrote about himself, and from this onslaught of information the woman’s system 2 is
engaged.
If one looks at the central points of “Beta Game“, it is very much a system 2 oriented approach. A
beta volunteers plenty of data to the woman and dates often take the form of job-interviews where the
Beta is attempting to logically convince the woman of his worthiness as a mate. It is as if he is
reading a user manual for her about him.
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“Alpha Game” on the other hand, is very much a system 1 approach, focusing on arousing emotions,
impulsivity and rapid decisions. Alpha game is in a sense the cheat meal a person has because they
found themselves in a situation where they could not resist, whereas beta game is the tupperware box
of carefully prepared chicken breasts and broccoli.
Thus, one can argue that Beta game is a case of attempting to logically and empirically convincing
someone to make an impulsive decision, and therefore a case where goals and methodology do not
align. This is the equivalent of a salesman who seeks to get his customer to make an impulsive
purchase presenting that customer with a doctoral thesis worth of information to process prior to
making the purchase.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] Thinking fast and Slow by Daniel Kahneman
[2] The Art of Thinking Clearly by Rolf Dobelli
[3]
https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/homo-consumericus/201002/men-s-preference-the-female-h
ourglass-figure
[4] Betzig, Laura (1993). “Sex, succession, and stratification in the first six civilizations: How
powerful men reproduced, passed power on to their sons, and used power to defend their wealth,
women, and children”
[5] Pinch Geraldine, Private Life in Ancient Egypt in: Civilizations of the Ancient Near East.
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Red Pill Logic: Willpower and Consistency
April 17, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As with many other men in the manosphere I engage in
near constant self-improvement in one or more areas of my life, and one that that I’ve discovered is
how important consistency is in order to gain progress. Perhaps the best example is the influx of
people who start using a gym right after new years chasing their resolutions only to drop out a few
weeks to a few months later.
They may get a little bit of progress, but they never end up losing as much fat or gaining as much
muscle as they desired. This is our innate wiring screwing us over in a way, because historically
speaking the people who survived were those who had programming that ensured the biggest energy
surplus over a longer period of time.
The other day I saw a tweet by Ed Latimore regarding how underrated consistency is as a value.
Consistency is an incredibly underrated value. You can go very far if you practice a little bit
everyday.
— Ed Latimore (@EdLatimore) April 15, 2017
This tweet, in addition to inspiring this post, got me thinking about some of the great books I’ve read
so far this year that deal with diet, nutrition, training and general self-improvement, and what tends to
get in our way when attempting to reach our self-improvement goals. Furthermore, what principles
have I adopted over the years in order to remain consistent on various paths of self-improvement.

The Role of Willpower
The way I see self-improvement is that it consists of picking the path that has the most positive
benefits for you long-term, or at the very least is perceived as having these benefits, while requiring a
sacrifice of your first instinct. For instance, going to the gym and lifting despite being tired as all hell,
or holding off from savaging the cake table and sticking with a ketogenic diet. This requires enough
strength of will to resist the temptation and instead selecting the reasonable option.
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I tend to think of willpower as being limited to a certain amount over time, a bit like a health-bar in a
video-game, in that you only get a certain amount, and you expend a little bit at a time when you
have to resist temptation not to follow the easy path. Walking past the cake table may take 5%
willpower, forcing yourself out of the chair and to the gym may require 15% willpower, and not
going out to party may require 25% willpower.
These costs are naturally modified by each other, and external factors, for instance not getting
sufficient sleep affects your total willpower, not getting sufficient nutrients for a long period of time
increases the odds of cheating on a diet, getting the flu affects the amount it takes to get out of bed
and into the gym. Time has an effect, for some, the longer they stick with a routine, the easier it
becomes to follow, to some the longer they stick with it, the harder it becomes to follow.
In my experience, you can power through for quite a while if you are determined enough, however
relying purely on willpower, as opposed to building a system that takes willpower out of the equation
most of the time, tends to be very high risk.
This comes from the fact that if you have to “will” yourself to train, follow your diet, do your work or
many other things, you will eventually run out, and end up losing progress. I spent quite a bit of time
working out factors that make the willpower costs lower and the systems easier to establish and
maintain in order to secure progress. In my opinion it comes down to the following principles.

Simplification
This principle is something I found quite late, but which has worked wonders especially when it
comes to diet. For those who follow my twitter feed, you’ll know that I tend to follow lowcarb/ketogenic/paleo diets most of the year, and to begin with I would seek a lot of variety in my
meals. However, this variety had a very high price on multiple fronts.
First of all, it would make keeping track of macro and micronutrients more time consuming, owing to
the total number of different ingredients and components of my eating plan. Secondly, it required
more focus and planning when it came to grocery purchasing. Thirdly, it required a lot of time spent
on food preparation.
Once I switched to eating 3 – 4 different meals, requiring simple ingredients, and having a minimum
of preparation time, it became much easier to stick with the program, as it was simple. It also meant
that if I wanted something outside of the simple ingredients required to prepare ketogenic meals, I
had to run out to buy them. People tend to underestimate how having something available in the
house acts to enable inconsistent behavior.
In stealing a concept from Total Quality Management (TQM), you must make it easier to adhere to
your program, than it is to not adhere to your program.

Measuring
Tracking whatever you are doing is another important factor, not only to keep motivation up by
making progress easy to see, but also to ensure that you are managing your program correctly.
Business guru Peter Drucker is known for the quote “What gets measured gets managed“. If you are
not tracking whatever self-improvement journey you are on, how do you know if you are still on the
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journey, making progress or if you have stagnated completely?
If you set a goal to approach and meet more women in the new year, how are you going to track your
progression and thus, the effect of the applied methodology? The classic tool for this in the
manosphere is the field report, where men write logs of their attempts, successes and failures, so that
they both keep themselves on track, and ensure accountability.
I view measuring as assisting in navigating from point A to point B in the most direct line possible.
Once you lay out and begin on a path, you need to make sure that you stay on that path. Once you
find your mission, the process must be designed and performance indicators created, to ensure that
you do not stray from the determined path.

Accountability
This factor is a double-edged sword, some prefer to run out and tell all their friends what they are
doing, hoping that their friends will be the enforcers of the program. A friend of mine recently gave
up cigarettes, and enlisted his entire circle of friends and family to keep him accountable. Others
prefer to not tell anyone and trust their own ability to keep themselves in line.
I tend to prefer the latter for the simple reason that friends and family tend to be very poor at keeping
you accountable, unless they are the type of person who feels comfortable meddling in the lives of
other people. On the other hand, those who are highly comfortable meddling in your life, will be
overly invested as they finally have permission to bitch at you, and this often results in an “overinvasion” in your life. Rather than only keeping you accountable in the specific area you requested,
they tend to hear “Please shape me into your vision of a better me“, which is a surefire way to ruin a
relationship.
There is also the added factor of “concern trolling” when it comes to self-improvement, wherein
people pretending to have your best interests in mind, try to convince you to abandon the path you are
on prior to you reaching the goal you have set for yourself.

Program Fit
Program fit refers to how well suited a given path is for your situation, psychology and abilities.
Adapting a program for your situation, refers to the fact that if you adopt a program that does not fit
your context it promotes putting yourself in unwinnable situations much of the time. If the college
classes you want to take require 50 hours a week of dedicated time, but you only have 20 hours
available or your workout program requires a 2 hour drive to find a gym that has the required
equipment, the program is not tailored around your life.
Finding a program suited for your psychology is similar to the above, in that you want to avoid
programs that rely on your psychological weak-points to be strong-points or vice versa. As an
example, if you cannot just have 1 drink, it’s better to give up drinking all together at least for a
period of time, instead of ending up on binges twice a week.
Finally, a program that fits your abilities is crucial in order to ensure that it has a path of progression
that encourages adherence. Entering a class that requires advanced math abilities you do not have, a
weight lifting program best suited for advanced lifters or running out to do your 100 approaches
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before learning basic social abilities is almost guaranteed to be a discouraging experience.
I cannot remember who told the story, but a guy who trained people tended to put his first-timers
through absolute hell the first session, ensuring that they could barely move the next day, the result of
this being that few, if any ever showed up for a second session.

Summary and Conclusions
I referenced total quality management earlier in this essay. Now TQM began as a management
approach in manufacturing companies in order to improve the quality of the end product. In order to
ensure this, the company would build the production process in a way that made it very easy to do the
right thing, and very difficult to do the wrong thing. Think of it as seeking to eliminate Murphy’s law
through process engineering.
This does not mean that every aspect of your life has to be structured completely, it means that you
must be aware of the things that tend to take you off course and create systems to minimize their
impact.
Personalities tend to manifest as either process oriented or goal oriented. A process oriented
personality tend to view the world as “If the process is correct, the goal will be achieved” whereas a
goal oriented personality views it as “If the goal was achieved, the process was correct“. The former
tends to sacrifice the goal in order to maintain a flawed process, whereas the latter tends to sacrifice
the process to reach a flawed goal.
Knowing your preferred approach tends to dictate where you need to focus your attention to ensure
consistency, as the process oriented person tends to frequently adjust their goals in order to be better
in line with the process, which often leads to failing to attain the original goal. Whereas the goaloriented person often adjusts their process, which hinders progress towards the original goal as an
unforeseen consequence.
The former is the guy who has been doing the same weight-lifting program for 5 years with little
improvement to show for it, but who never considers changing his program. The latter is the guy who
changes his weight-lifting program every week because he read an article about “keeping his body
guessing”.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: Models of Attraction
April 20, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Within marketing purchasing models serve as tools to
determine how consumers make decisions regarding purchases. If one can deduce which model
consumers rely on when they make their decision, the product and presentation can be tailored so that
it fits well into this model, and stands apart from the competition. The models can be broken down
further into models for quality, pricing, positioning and various others, in second-order consumer
analysis. An example would be that if customers value perceived quality as the most important
characteristic of a product, which component factors make up “quality”.
I touched on such models in “Gendernomics”, where I argue that female attraction is based on a
weighted compensatory model, rather than a straight-up non-compensatory model. This differs from
the male model, that at least for short-term mating appears to be very close to a ranked model of
sorts. This has some overlap with the manner in which humans make purchase decisions within a
marketplace under various forms of limitations. Buying decisions differ based on the nature of the
purchase, we cannot make a full system 2 decision every time we decide on what drink to get with a
meal, and we cannot make a system 1 decision when it comes to making investments or purchases
with long-term consequences.
As I wrote this, my view of the female models somewhat changed as one cannot explain both sets of
female sexual strategy with a single model. As a result of this I found myself refining the concepts I
used in the book, in order to create a better construct for the female sexual strategies.

Non-Compensatory Models
This is the most simple model of those I speak of in this article, for this model one simply lists the
various product preferences in a sheet, assigns a score to each characteristic, and the product that
scores the highest “wins“. This is quite similar to short-term mating choices for men, that tend to lean
heavily towards beauty as a proxy for fertility as the chief characteristic of decision-making. Such
models are often created in order to simplify decision-making, and frequently fail to take into account
trade-offs between options, fail to collect all the relevant information and relies heavily upon one or
two main characteristics. Within Non-compensatory models there are 4 primary categories,
conjunctive, disjunctive, lexicographic and elimination by aspects.
In conjunctive models the person uses minimum cutoff values on desired attributes. An example
would be a consumer that looks at a car, and requires a score of at least 6 on gas mileage in order to
consider a car. In disjunctive models the consumer is willing to trade-off certain features for other
features, a low-carb dieter for instance may be willing to accept a lower protein content if the fat
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content improves. In the lexicographic model, the person will buy whatever product scores the
highest on the most important attribute, for instance the comparison may start with gas mileage, if
more than one alternative remains, he may then consider driving comfort, and so on. Finally, the
elimination by aspects approach is a mixture of the lexicographic model and the disjunctive model, as
the consumer ranks the characteristics by importance but also adds in minimum values.

Models of Attraction
When one studies human male attraction, the visual nature of it is quite central. This does make
evolutionary sense, as things like hair, teeth, figure and various other visual queues are also fertility
cues. Over time, men who were better at seeing these visual cues, would have had a higher number of
offspring who shared the preference for the very visual cues that are linked with higher numbers of
offspring. This can be likened to a lexicographic model, where the male first considers fertility cues,
then he may go on to consider other characteristics if there are more options remaining.
The female model on the other hand is more difficult to nail down, but based on the book “A Billion
Wicked Thoughts” that based on search engine data describes it as a detective agency, appears to be
an elimination by aspects model, where characteristics are ranked by importance, but also have
certain minimum values. In essence a woman’s mind works off the statement “You must be this tall
for me to ride you“. This correlates very well with the concept of “hypergamy”, the tendency of
women to always prefer a mate of higher value than themselves, which arguably serves as a form of
risk-mitigation. After all, if a mate is 2 – 3 points above your own value, then it follows that if your
value increases or theirs decreases, you there is a some leeway, in addition to a margin of error in
judgment.
This can be likened to the concept of a “hurdle-rate” in investments, where a prospective investment
must promise a return over a certain rate, often the cost of capital, but it may also be another hurdle in
order to be considered. However, this is also simplified, as if we break it down, short-term mating vs.
long-term mating are different decisions. While one may argue that for a woman, a short-term mating
decision will have had potentially long-term consequences back before birth control as out of
wedlock children would have been a major risk, this risk appears to be acceptable for women
provided the long-term rewards are great enough. Thus, the existence of dual-models for women
based on whether the decision undertaken is a high or low investment decision follows.
For the long-term decision the elimination by aspects model, with weighted criteria appears to be the
valid one, as this reflects a high-investment and high risk prospect. After all, she is exclusively
promising her fertility/sexuality to a single male, thus, she must ensure that this is the one who
promises the best deal according to hypergamy. This is the model that is the source of the hundreds of
traits women claim they want in a man that fill page after page of magazines. This outlines every trait
she thinks/should want in a partner according to social programming. This also correlates nicely with
the system 1 vs system 2 style decisions that I wrote about in an earlier article.
However, for short-term mating as I outlined in the article referenced in the last sentence, the
circumstance of mating would dictate that there is not sufficient time or data for the woman to
conduct an analysis of the man. Thus, there must exist a secondary model that women utilize to make
decisions regarding short-term mating. In this case, it would make sense if this reflects a similar
model to the one utilized in general by men, as short-term mating would have to reflect a focus on
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capitalizing upon a rare opportunity to secure high-value genetic material. When it comes to shortterm decisions, social proof such as a man being seen with other women she deems her equal or
superior, serves as a guarantee that other women have evaluated the man and their evaluation serves
to support her own. In the same regard, a woman who observes a man being treated poorly by such
women, will conclude that he has been evaluated by them and found wanting.

Triggering Models
As I wrote in the earlier article on system 1 vs system 2 type decisions:
If one looks at the central points of “Beta Game“, it is very much a system 2 oriented
approach. A beta volunteers plenty of data to the woman and dates often take the form of
job-interviews where the Beta is attempting to logically convince the woman of his
worthiness as a mate. It is as if he is reading a user manual for her about him.
“Alpha Game” on the other hand, is very much a system 1 approach, focusing on arousing
emotions, impulsivity and rapid decisions. Alpha game is in a sense the cheat meal a person
has because they found themselves in a situation where they could not resist, whereas beta
game is the tupperware box of carefully prepared chicken breasts and broccoli.
The same behaviors that cause a woman to leverage her system 2 or 1, are the same that cause her to
engage the short-term vs long-term mating model. This is a reflection of the man’s behavior towards
her. An observation that can be made about “Beta Game” is that it reflects the old statement “Women
use sex to negotiate a relationship, men use a relationship to negotiate sex“. This reflects a deeply
held belief among many men that women only have sex in relationships, and require the courting step
as a precursor to intimacy, when it can be observed that women are more likely to mate with an alpha
and then try to negotiate a relationship from that.
If one looks at the concept of a “shotgun wedding”, something that has occurred and still occurs to
this day, it is quite clear that this was not as uncommon as the public narrative would want to suggest.
The term for “shotgun wedding” in Japanese translates roughly to “oops-we-did-it marriage”. While
the motivations for coercive marriage has been many throughout the world, it has historically been
related to restoring the honor of the woman, or ensuring that the child has a father, which makes me
wonder how many Alphas found themselves getting a ring on their finger with a shotgun aimed at
their back, with the bride-to-be exhilarated that her gambit worked.

Summary and Conclusions
The discussion regarding female short-term vs long-term mating behaviors are not new to
manosphere in any regard. They have been around since the first couple of men saw that women
seemingly engaged two different behavior sets depending on their perception of a man. Game
evolved as a methodology to leveraged the observed behavior and was then field-tested for accuracy.
Last week’s post and this post, are tentative evaluations of what characterizes the underlying models
that govern these two models and what triggers the preferred use of one over the other.
If one assumes that the two are linked in a causal relationship where system 1 engagement leads to
the woman employing a simple lexicographic model, whereas system 2 engagement leads to the use
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of the elimination by aspects model. This would be supported by manosphere staple principles such
as not waiting for sex (it signals that the woman is engaging her system 2 and elimination by aspects
model), not spending money on a woman prior to sex (triggers system 2) or appealing to her
emotions (jump-starts system 1). Then it follows that one could analyze various game theories, and
tactics through the lens of which system of decision-making they appeal to, overtly qualifying
yourself means she has to actively evaluate the information you are presenting to her, and thus would
lead her to engage her system 2. Leading her off on a journey filled with emotional excitement would
appeal to her system 1.
The error often made in Beta game, apart from appealing to her ability to be logical and utilize
deductive logic, is that they sub-consciously sense her various hurdles and attempt to live up to them,
in effect altering themselves to fit her model, rather than framing the interaction in a manner which
triggers the opposite reaction. A woman senses if a man adapts to her, or if she must adapt to him, in
the case of the former that serves as a warning signal to engage system 2 and the elimination by
aspects model, in the case of the latter it triggers system 2 and the simple lexicographic model.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] A Billion Wicked Thoughts by Oni Ogas
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Gendernomics: The Margin of Safety
April 24, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The margin of safety is a concept that has been
popularized by various value investors, among them Warren Buffet and Seth Klarman, which is
centered upon reviewing investments from a risk averse perspective. While many investors tend to
review their investments from the perspective of growth potential, future market potential or various
macro-centered models, these investors seek to find characteristics in the investment that acts as
protection should their valuation be flawed, or future expectations not materialize. The earlier
examples tended to be centered on assets that the company held that could be liquidated in order to
ensure that the loss they had to take was minimal.
As time went on, investors such as Buffet changed their focus to alternative margins of safety, such
as company reputations, market positions, barriers to entry and various other less tangible elements.
For instance, the major margin of safety in the Coca Cola Company is the market position and brand
recognition that the company has spent decades building since its inception. This concept of the
margin of safety is very applicable in the sexual market place, and one of the major arguments in this
post deals with how women are naturally wired to seek margins of safety in their market transactions.

The Female Margin of Safety
It’s quite a common observation in the manosphere that women are inherently hypergamous, a
function of this is attempting to maximize the value of their sexuality over time, illustrated by among
others branch-swinging and maintaining a stable of orbiters. This offers them a margin of safety as
well, the orbiters being potential future mates, or pawns in her machinations and branch swinging
being a methodology for maximizing value. A woman dating a man who eclipses her sexual market
value by 1 – 3 points, widely cited as being the “sweet spot” [2], the optimal ratio cited by Rational
Male from Heartiste being 2:1. This represents a margin of safety for the woman, a ratio of 1:1 offers
no margin of safety, and does not represent a woman maximizing her sexual value, as both the
woman and the man has the same SMV.
The man being higher SMV, in addition to the SMV curve assists a woman in building a solid margin
of safety when she seeks a long term relationship. A prolonged dating period prior to locking down
the relationship, where the woman requires that the man demonstrates his value in terms of financial
prospects for instance, is a resource-centric “shit-test“, where her demands slowly increase to
establish his true financial worth. A normal shit-test seeks to evaluate the man’s frame, and serves to
elevate, reduce or maintain his value, this is the same purpose that financial, comfort or loyalty tests
seek to do in their areas.
I talked about how women are naturally prone towards engaging in various forms of risk management
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within the sexual market place in a previous essay, and the ability of a woman to risk manage results
in the totality of her margin of safety. If she secures a man who has a sexual market value 1 – 3 points
above hers, her valuation can be off by up to 2 points and still represent a satisfactory trade for
hypergamy.

The Male Margin of Safety
The central aspect of the blue pill framework is idealism. They view women and the world in a light
where they depart from rational and logical evaluation of options, to veneration in the form of oneitis.
This is perhaps a symptom of the present social narratives that have tended to cast women in a very
favorable light, where the many less desirable, yet more reality-oriented female qualities are swept
under the rug or re-framed. We are living in a time where merely suggesting that a woman has a less
than moral intent is a source of various shaming tactics to force men to conform to the narratives.
The concept of romantic love being “unconditional”, above reason, and apart from the very rules that
govern every other aspect of our lives is another contributing factor, making it a distinct entity on par
with other human-constructs held as being beyond empiricism and pragmatism. Thus, few men seek a
margin of safety when evaluating a woman for a potential mate, which is a source of many lives lived
in quiet desperation. Value investors frequently look to previous company performance, in some
cases going back decades as advised originally by Benjamin Graham, holding the view that past
performance, while not something which can be extrapolated forward linearly, does give indicators of
future performance.
This stems from the position that companies, much like people rarely change drastically, and the
reactions in past situations is a great indicator of reactions in future situations. This also has the added
effect of removing the influence of recent events, which may affect the performance in one direction
or another. If a company has paid a dividend for the past 80 quarters, odds are they will also do so in
the future. While a man may drastically change himself in an incremental fashion, and as part of this
change his future performance may deviate greatly from his past performance, female change takes a
different form, where she appears to radically change in a short-term fashion, yet little to no longterm change manifests.
For this reason, women are often quick to frame their “new self” as their “true self” and their past self
merely a consequence of circumstance outside of her control. “It just happened“, “I’m different now“,
“I used to be a bit of a party girl, but I changed” and various other platitudes are utilized to dissuade
the man from judging her based on her historical performance, and instead embracing her present
manifestation. This is the equivalent of valuing a company with a 100 year history based on the last
quarterly report.
Men are complicit in women being able to execute such maneuvers because they want them to be
true.

Establishing a Margin of Safety
For a man to establish a margin of safety he must reject his conception of love, and be cognizant of
the female conception of love. Rollo Tomassi outlines the difference when he writes:
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The confusion Blue Pill men have is presuming that men’s idealistic concept is the mutually
accepted one. This then wars with women’s natural opportunistic concept; and by extension
her intrinsic need to optimize Hypergamy. [2]
For the woman, love is a means to an end, for a blue pill man, love is an end in itself. Thus, she seeks
to establish a margin of safety in order to ensure that her true end will be enabled, whereas he seeks
no margin of safety, because to him the relationship is the finish-line not a starting point. The
intelligent investor seeks to establish a margin of safety through a solid analysis of the past and
present based on factors that are as empirical as possible, furthermore, he seeks to clear his mind of
undue influence so that his reasoning will be as clear as possible. However, most men do not view
their liaisons with women through the lens of an investor.
Most value investors focus on four major areas when attempting to establish their margin of safety,
historical performance, protective barriers, complexity and macro-factors.

Historical Performance
The historical performance of a company or a person is an important factor, as both companies and
people establish patterns over time, that are difficult to change. A company that has paid a dividend
for the past 50 years is likely to continue doing so, just as a woman who has cheated in all of her past
relationships is likely to do so in her future ones as well. A woman who has a string of short-term
relationships, is demonstrating that there is something inherent to her that ensures that relationships
do not last very long. This is one of the red flags I outlined in an earlier essay on Cluster-B women in
relationships. Studies have also demonstrated that women with a higher number of sexual partners
before marriage are more likely to get divorced [3], thus this is a risk for which a man must account.
Humans can change over time, however inborn patterns require a massive effort to change and doing
so often takes as long as establishing them did. Many people also end up managing their old patterns
rather than eliminating them, thus they are always present beneath the surface, due for a flare up at
any given time.

Protective Barriers
This is a general area, that covers various barriers that protects future performance. A company with
a strong brand-name, will be protected in a downwards business cycle because of their brand value.
Much in the same manner, a woman who is surrounded by a wholesome social community is less
likely to engage in poor behaviors. A married woman who is the only married girl in her group of
“fun, single girls”, is more likely to engage in, and be encouraged to engage in behavior that harms
her relationship by her peer group.

Complexity
The complexity aspect comes from the simple facts that the more moving parts are involved in a
situation, the more complex and thus prone to error the situation becomes. In a Gendernomics context
this includes the protective barriers above, however the more dangerous moving parts include the
woman’s penchant for drama, her ability to maintain stable relationships not only with her man, but
with other people in her life, her psychological stability and general personality profile.
One must consider that a woman’s family plays a very important part in her life, regardless of if she
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is in contact with them or not as they have shaped many of the mechanisms to which she will default.
In addition, any mental issues that exist in her family, especially if they are of the Cluster-B variety
must be considered due to their heritability.
Other important factors include such things as travel by herself, or having to be in situations that are
not conducive to the long-term relationships, for instance if she works conventions or night clubs
where she has ample opportunities to engage in behavior unbecoming of a long-term partner.

Macro Factors
I’ve covered macro factors extensively in earlier essays, and they boil down to the factors that
influence the context of the relationship. Within investments, a bullish cycle will tend to better the
valuation of most companies, whereas a bearish turn will tend to reduce the valuation of most
companies due to a general sentiment that has little to do with direct company performance. The
environment in the Western World, at present is not conducive to stable, long-term relationships due
to prevailing social veneration of instant gratification, self-over-community, a constant chase for selfactualization and various other factors.
The existence of no-fault divorce, and the “I’m not happy” factor, exacerbated by things such as
divorce parties. The redistribution of wealth taking place every day in a family court system that
seeks to enrich women at the cost of men, and the fact that no social stigma is attached to being
divorced multiple times for no other reason than “he didn’t make me happy”, is not conducive to
maintaining relationships.

Summary and Conclusions
If the concept of the margin of safety is to be summed up briefly, it comes down to a scenario
analysis of the absolute worst case scenario and the consequences thereof, the margin of safety
represents the buffer that the investor seeks to protect his assets against such a scenario.
In the Gendernomics book, I outlined the tendency of men to live in perpetual under-demand
throughout most of their teens and twenties within the sexual market place. The consequence of this
is that once women reach their epiphany phase and start seeking a beta provider, these men are all too
eager to step up to the plate and take a swing at an old party girl. When the guy who has gotten little
to no attention for his first 15 years in the sexual market place, suddenly find himself getting attention
from women that he perceives as way out of his league, and who would not give him the time of day
a few years earlier, he things he is being rewarded for being a “good boy” all his life.
Normally, when such a drastic change takes place, one would react with natural, healthy suspicion,
and wonder what the underlying motive is, however in the sexual market place, men tend to not look
a gift-whore in the mouth. They make a rapid system 1 conclusion that due to her becoming more
mature, she finally realizes that the “alpha jerk-boys” she spent her time under for her first 15 years in
the sexual market place, are not the type of man she is deserving of, and she is now mature enough to
appreciate a “good guy”. A conclusion the woman is all too happy to support and agree with.
These men are often the men who have “done everything right“, dutiful, thrifty, coldly rational,
hardworking and ambitious, rule-followers who have lived in the blue pill illusion that they will be
rewarded for their virtuous actions. They are as Rollo Tomassi beautifully put it, “The Betas in
Waiting”. Which is not to say that “Red pilled” men cannot fall for the same gambit, many men who
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proclaim to be red pilled harbor a little bit of hope that they may still have the blue pill fantasy as
they envisioned it, history is quite full of men who embody the interesting cognitive dissonance of
understanding game, yet never having internalized red pill truth.
In both cases, a margin of safety should be sought, to ensure that one does not take on
insurmountable unexpected risk. One must always be mindful of the fact that divorce court and
family court serve to transfer resources from men to women, and that a short-term marriage can have
long-term consequences.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2013/06/20/smv-ratios-attachment/
[2] https://therationalmale.com/2017/04/17/blue-pill-conditioning-and-equalism/
[3]
https://ifstudies.org/blog/counterintuitive-trends-in-the-link-between-premarital-sex-and-marital-stabi
lity/
[4] https://therationalmale.com/2015/03/24/betas-in-waiting/
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Red Pill Logic: The Good Boys
April 27, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Some men go through life in a very predictable pattern,
always seeking validation for their pro-social behavior. Whether it be as children when they follow
the directions of parents, teachers, other adults, or when they grow up and adopt the familiar
narratives that so many men fall victim to in their journey through life. In my time in academia I saw
many of these men, often seeking predictable safe degrees in engineering, business, accounting, that
they had been planning to do for most of their life. Their time prior to college had often been spent
getting the best grades possible, maximizing their extracurricular activities, keeping up their perfect
attendance scores and otherwise maximizing their chances of getting into a “good” college.
A majority of them had a life-plan laid out that went something along the lines of get into a good
college, get a solid degree with good grades, intern with one of the top companies available, graduate,
get a job with this company, work their way up the corporate ladder, be rewarded with a beautiful
sexpot wife, 2.4 kids and a beautiful home. This goal was their motivation and they put their nose to
the grindstone every single day to make it a reality. However, as is often the case with plans, in their
meeting with reality few if any hold up.
As Mike Tyson once said “Everyone has a plan ’till they get punched in the mouth.”
The trouble that such men often face, is that rather than designing their own path in life, they
accepted the various narratives that they had been presented with while growing up and then
permitted their super-ego to govern their life, for years if not decades. The “Good Boys” are
convinced that there is an inner morality to the world, and that the social narratives present the good
way to live, thus if one lives according to the narratives, one will be rewarded for one’s good
behavior. This world-view is embodied in the concept of karma, where good things come to good
people and bad things happen to bad people.

Pro-Social Behavior
Perhaps the most obvious narrative is related to behavior that is a benefit to the social group that the
man lives within, for instance being a hard worker and tax-payer is pro-social. This is because the
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man is not only producing the product of his labor for society, his salary also helps finance public
goods regardless of his need for these or not. These public goods are intended to increase the overall
happiness within the social group, in an ideal world, perhaps this man could utilize the money he
pays in taxes to obtain goods that would cause an overall increase in happiness for him.
One could take two men, one is the worker outlined above, the other earns money to live through a
life of crime. The former will help contribute to maintaining the rule of law through both law-abiding
behavior and assistance in financing law-enforcement. The latter will negative affect the rule of law
through breaking it at his leisure, and as one does not pay taxes on ill-gotten goods, he is not
financing law enforcement.
Thus, social narratives are largely based around pro-social behaviors, children are encouraged to say
their prayers, eat their vegetables, listen to authority figures and follow the rules. The “Good Boys”
do this and frequently go above and beyond in the way they conduct their lives. The social narratives
are in their most reduced form, a set of guidelines for how to live a morally correct life, with the
promise of rewards following those who are “good boys”. A society that explicitly encourages antisocial behavior is one that will not last very long, as the basic social contract is based on advantages
gained through organizing in a social group.

Intersexual Dynamics
The “Good Boys” are very often classic Beta males who buy into the various intersexual narratives
that society seeks to ingrain in them from birth. These narratives historically served the same purpose
as the pro-social narratives, as there is such a thing as a pro-social intersexual dynamic. Our ancestors
recognized that the family unity, and on a slightly larger scale, the tribal unit was the foundation of
any group. In a way any nation can be broken down into component groups ending with the family as
the smallest unit. Pro-social intersexual behavior is the foundation of the family unit and thus it was
encouraged and rewarded throughout history.
Such pro-social intersexual behavior includes the principles that are central to most religion, such as
fidelity, loyalty, honor and duty, by ensuring that a great majority of men could have a wife, one
ensured that they would have children, by ensuring that men had children one secured their future
investment in the social group. After all, it was widely recognized and enforced that a man had a duty
to support his wife and his children. Likewise it was enforced that in exchange for the man’s labor,
the wife and the children would follow his lead. When a man was seeking to marry a woman, he
would ask her father for permission prior to proposing, and if permission was granted, the wife would
move from the house of her father to the house of her husband.
This helped ensure that future families be stable, and in the best interest of the involved parties as the
wisdom of both extended families carried much weight in the process. However, as we depart our
history, the changes that in many ways began with the first wave of feminism, and have been part of
an ever increasing feedback system, started to take on dramatic effects. First, divorce became much
more commonplace than it had once been, where a woman or man in an unsuccessful marriage could
seek a divorce if certain conditions were filled. This was then replaced by no-fault divorce, where no
conditions must be met except “I want a divorce“. Sexual freedom went from the ability of a woman
to not be damaged goods if she had a long-term relationship or two, to what the manosphere today
refers to as “riding the carousel” and an epidemic of single-mothers.
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However, one thing that didn’t change much were the narratives presented to the “Good Boys”, the
soul-mate myth is still sold in our culture through what has been called “The Disney Narrative”, that
encompasses “Happily ever after”, that consists of both building the foundation for oneitis, that
elevates a woman onto the pedestal, but also the idea that marrying the “right woman” is the key to a
fulfilled life.
The “Become a man” narrative, that has changed from the old order where once a man married he
was expected to also take care of the best interests of his wife and children, to a narrative in which the
man must put his own best interests last in a hierarchy that he enables through his labor and duty. A
man would in history be expected to be responsible for his wife and his children, to do the work
required in order to fulfill this duty, and in exchange he would be the family patriarch. This is the
narrative that is still presented to the “Good Boys” yet the reality differs, as the husband has become
the source of comedy in our popular culture, and little more than the enabler of his wife’s delusions.

Nature, Nurture and Rewards
In the present debate about “Biology Vs. Social Constructs”, it is often ignored that society itself is a
social construct of sorts. Human drives towards reproduction, resource hoarding, loyalty to blood,
nutrition and security can exist independent of a society, however a society cannot exist
independently of these drives. As with most drives, they can be exploited towards positive gain or
they can lead to the downfall of civilization. Thus, there is a need to curtail, control and channel these
drives towards pro-social ends, which is how various narratives are born.
Morality is a social construct that through defining behaviors, thoughts and actions as good or bad,
form the foundation of the narratives. Nature is vicious, the strongest organism or genes survives,
through being better adapted to their environment. An organism that requires something that no
longer exists in it’s environment will have to either adapt or die out. An organism that has an
incremental advantage over other organisms will slowly defeat them in the game of evolution until
the other organisms are either dead or adapted.
Nature cares little for “fairness” as it’s core value is “competitiveness”, a non-competitive organism
or set of genes is what evolution deems evil, and a competitive collection of genes or an organism is
what evolution deems good. Evolution constantly experiments with various mutations and changes,
thus it is never finished.
In comparison, human systems of morality are often based around “fairness” and by extension that
which is just. However, justice or fairness are human conceptions, not natural conceptions. Even
though one can often observe human children as having a strong sense of fairness early in their
development, and that this most likely is part of our construction as social animals, it is often
concentrated on fairness in terms of outputs not inputs.
If one views human systems of morality, the major systems are duty, consequence and virtue, where
the narratives to the “Good Boys” are very much centered on the first. This system asserts that good
behavior leads to rewards, perhaps the most obvious one being that Christianity rewards good
behavior with a seat in Paradise. This is typical incentive theory at play, where a person behaves in a
certain manner with an expectation that this behavior will be rewarded in a fashion that he desires.
This is the very dynamic that is the foundation for many married men who more or less ask their
wives “What do I have to do to get laid more?”
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However, this view of morality is at odds with the manner in which nature works, nature doesn’t care
about intent, it cares about consequences. Did or did not a given set of genetics have positive
consequences or negative consequences?

Summary and Conclusions
The narratives the “Good Boys” adopted as their guiding light in the world are not necessarily wrong,
it merely means that along the way there was a schism between the behavior society requires of
humans in order to function well, and the institutions that it utilizes to reward or punish those
behaviors. Society is quite Skinnerian, in that it seeks utilize narratives in order to encourage prosocial behavior and a set of rewards and punishments in order to further encourage “Good” behavior.
The fundamental problem many recovering blue pill men and blue pill men in general tends to face is
“I did everything right, why didn’t I get the rewards I was promised“. Many find themselves
awakening when they realize that despite behaving accordance with “best practice” as told to them
through the blue pill narrative, Chad Jerkboy is getting laid more. Despite being conscientious,
dutiful and loyal workers, Patrick the Psychopath who started years after them is in the corner-office
and despite being the perfect husbands and fathers, their wife hit them with a surprise divorce.
The most basic level this can be reduced to is a cause-effect hypothesis. The “Good Boys” are
following the hypothesis that if they act in accordance with the narratives that society raised them to
believe in, this will cause them to be rewarded with good jobs, good marriages and good lives.
However, as the social mechanisms that governed this cause and effect relationship have reverted to
an earlier form, which is arguably a form closer to nature, this hypothesis is now an erroneous one.
Our societies in the West has changed from one based in deontological ethics to one based in
consequentialist ethics.
What this means is that no longer are rewards and punishments doled out on the basis of following
rules, but rather the consequences of actions. We have gone from a society where status, esteem and
other rewards are not based on “What is good” but on “What works”. After all, what good is
following a rule if the results of following it are not to your liking?

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: The Backsliding Blues
May 1, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In the corporate world it’s not uncommon to see
companies hire expensive consulting assistance, pay exorbitant sums for common sense, and
searching for answers to simple questions. A common feature of such companies is that regardless of
the quality of advice they get, they attempt to implement it, often with fanfare, only to find
themselves compromising and backsliding within a few months. This is not only detrimental to the
employees, management and shareholders but also a gigantic waste of corporate funds. In my latest
appearance on the Mark Baxter Podcast, this was a topic that came up for discussion between Mark,
Rollo of therationalmale.com and myself.
One can observe that former PUA gurus such as Style and Mystery, along with men such as Tucker
Max (Natural Jerkboy) over time have found themselves forgetting the very lessons they sought to
instill in men a decade ago, only to embrace the blue pill, and moving into “relationship advice“. As
Style aptly points out in “The Game” his journey as a pick-up artist did teach him how to pick up and
bed women, but he found himself unlearning much of it to make the relationship with his oneitis
work. He also tells the story of Mystery being deep in depression over his inability to make things
last with his oneitis of choice.
In a tweet a while back I made the analogy that the red pill is like diet and exercise, the second you
stop doing it, you start the backslide to your old self, and this is a phenomena that can be observed in
many men who adopt PUA scripts or red pill ideas only to discard them over time when convenient.
To some extent this forms the foundation of the purple pill, where the core premise is that if you are
only aware enough of red pill principles you can attain the paradise presented by the blue pill illusion.

The Scripts of Life
Scott Adams has referred to humans as “moist robots” and this means that we are merely running
scripts for behavior that we have internalized at some point. When I refer to scripts throughout this
post, it’s analogous to a computer script, namely a piece of code that tells a computer to react in a
certain way based on a given input.
Everyone is born with some scripts ready to run, breathing, the heart pumping blood, and various
other underlying processes that are not subject to our conscious control. For obvious reasons, it would
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be exhausting for a person to have to consciously decide to breathe, or realizing “Crap, I forgot to
pump blood for a minute there”.
Then there are the learned scripts that are part of our socialization process. For those of you who have
traveled a bit, the fact that you need to learn new scripts in each country/culture is a part of being one
of the Romans. As a person grows up, they learn which reactions are the socially expected ones based
on a given input and context. For instance, a baby learns very early that if it cries, the parents come
running and attempt to attend to its needs.
A bit later in our childhood we learn about sharing, object constancy, our “pleases” and “thank yous”
and various other scripts that help us function as a society. We are told that hitting people as a result
of a disagreement is unacceptable, and the totality of these scripts make up the majority of our
behaviors.
The average blue pill man learns that hiding his sexual intent is appropriate, he learns that he needs to
buy drinks and pay on dates, he learns that he must build a life that he can invite a woman into and
many other things. These various scripts make up a “good boy”.
Furthermore, there are scripts that are not explicitly stated to the man that he internalized. For
instance, young boys with a cluster B mother, and a meek father, will tend to internalize the scripts
that their father used towards the mother. This is no different from how a woman who grows up with
poor female role-models will tend to reenact these scripts in her own life.
The red pill is hard work because it requires rewriting the various scripts that over time have become
highly internalized and deeply ingrained in your personal software. The red pill in this regard can be
viewed as a software update to a man’s existing software package, one could refer to this as “Man:
Service Pack 2” that seeks to fix some of the unfortunate bugs that came with the first version of the
software.

Red Pill VS. Just Be Yourself
Most men have been told “Just be yourself” at one point or another when asking for sexual market
advice, this boils down to “continue to utilize the scripts that are not working for you, you just
haven’t met the right girl yet”. Just being yourself is simple as it requires no work to update and clean
up the various scrips you have collected over time. This advice is like telling a failing business “Just
keep doing what you’re doing!”.
As a man finds the red pill, he begins moving through the classic 5 stages, there is no guarantee that
he will ever progress to acceptance. The red pill is difficult not only because it contradicts many of
the premises that serve as a foundation for his internalized scripts, but also because it firmly places a
burden of work upon him. Where his previous script promised desired rewards in exchange for “just
be yourself”, the red pill makes it clear that those rewards are reserved for his best self.
Thus, the red pill not only requires that he rewrite large parts of his belief system, it also means that
he must expend energy in order to obtain his desired rewards. He will be the man who goes to the
gym instead of watch the game, who sips at a glass of ice-water instead of beer, who goes to the gym
instead of sitting in front of the TV. In short, he must sacrifice for his rewards.
Rollo Tomassi refers to this process as “Killing the Beta“, which is a process a man goes through
where he must
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The Old PUA and Backsliding
For those who are not familiar with the body of work left behind by many of the PUA who have now
comfortably slid back into “Just be yourself”, early PUA work is highly centered around developing
behavioral scripts. Perhaps the most extreme example I remember from back in the day was a
decision tree that mapped out routines, gambits and games from the opener to the post-coital bliss.
This can be liked to an actor playing a part of pick-up artist, much in the same manner that Superman
plays Clark Kent. In the suit and glasses he’s a meek reporter, in the Superman outfit he is the man of
steel, much in the same manner the pick up artist in sweatpants was himself, the pickup artist in a top
hat was his alter-ego.
Such behavior is merely a case of changing one social mask for another, which is something most
humans do constantly as a part of every day life. A person acts a bit differently at work, than he does
with his parents, and a bit different when he is with he friends. It does not require re-writing or
updating the underlying script, it merely requires a new set of scripts that are contextually executed as
a result of a given input.
This is perhaps why both Style and Mystery struggled with long-term relationships, as told by Style
in “The Game”, because their newly developed “Interaction with women 2.0” script was not a crosscontextual script, it was a highly specialized script that only worked in a given context.
Upon realizing that their “Interaction with women 2.0” script did not yield the desired results, they
fell back to their default “Interaction with women” script which is the one that they had internalized
early in life.

Summary and Conclusions
When I started reading red pill theory, the self-improvement aspect had very much come to the
forefront of the movement. Rather than memorizing gambits, games and lines, the body of knowledge
was based around improving yourself as a man. Lifting weights and maintaining a healthy body, is
advocated as one of the core elements of being a red pill man, and this is for good reason.
Just being yourself meaning that you indulge in the worst aspects of being human, short-sighted,
instant gratification, energy saving, and comfort. In order to maintain a strong and healthy body, you
must instead adopt a long-term perspective, be willing to work with little reward for a long time,
expend energy and make yourself uncomfortable.
Diet and Nutrition is a great example in this case, because it touches on every element. For instance if
one attends a family function or goes out with friends, the short-term and instant gratification of
substantial amounts of alcohol and bad food, as opposed to the long-term goal and long-term
satisfaction with the result of sticking with a diet. Going to the gym 4 days a week, and being so sore
you can barely move 3 days a week as opposed to just relaxing in front of the TV watching “Breaking
Bad” for the 4th time.
This not only helps with one area of a person’s life, as the scripts required such as self-discipline,
persistence, long-term thinking and determination are cross-contextual, they carry over into other
areas of a person’s life. Perhaps the best example is self-confidence, as it is built off success, and
success in one area of life, will often lead to an increase in overall self-confidence.
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If one does not overwrite the “Just be yourself” scripts with new and improved scrips, the result is
that at the first opportune moment, the old script with reassert itself and take over. The overwriting
process takes a long time, as one must remember that the old “Just be yourself” script was
internalized, refined and present in the brain for decades in most cases, one cannot destroy that which
took years to build in hours.
One of the very clear examples of this are the men who enter the manosphere looking for a way to
secure their blue pill illusion with their oneitis, are successful in securing the relationship, only to
then revert back to their old self.
To be the best man you can be, you must constantly work, to “just be yourself” requires nothing.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Stuck in the Middle
May 4, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Stuck in the middle comes from an observation by
Harvard strategy professor Michael Porter regarding companies that attempt to compete on two fronts
that are mutually exclusive. This results in the company not being able to focus their energy towards
a single objective, and thus not performing in an optimal way. In a general principle this comes back
to the fact that a Jack of all trades is a master of none. When men find the manosphere, they find the
biggest self-improvement community on the internet, that deals with self-improvement in many areas
of life. What started with the simple scripts of presenting yourself as a high value male, has morphed
into a community focused on constructing high value men.
Many of the men who enter this sphere find themselves wanting in multiple regards. If they are lucky
there is merely one glaring issue staring them in the face, but often there are a mix of psychological,
physiological and social issues that they find themselves having to resolve. In an effort to rectify
these issues rapidly, they find themselves frantically attempting to improve on every front at once,
only for their willpower to run out and the inevitable backsliding takes place. Much of the time I see
this written off as weakness on the part of the individual man, rather than poor planning in the initial
stages.
The sheer volume of red pill literature these days is so immense, and a man who is recently awoken
from the blue pill illusion is rapidly made painfully aware of the many bricks that built the walls
illusion and that he must now disassemble. This wall that served him throughout his life consists of
mindset, physiology, psychology, habits, principles, learned scripts, innate scripts and many other
pieces that in their totality serve as the causality of his life. His view that karma sorts out everything,
that he doesn’t need to exercise and eat real food, innate issues with self-esteem, the habit of putting
other people before self, or principles about how to behave all work together in synergy to create a
weak, sick, submissive, supplicating man.
This wall that in some regards was constructed as a means to sequester himself within his own world,
where he is safe and comfortable, as the 48 laws of Power says about fortresses
The world is dangerous and enemies are everywhere— everyone has to protect themselves.
A fortress seems the safest. But isolation exposes you to more dangers than it protects you
from—it cuts you off from valuable information, it makes you conspicuous and an easy
target. Better to circulate among people, find allies and mingle. You are shielded from your
enemies by the crowd.
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When faced with reality that this wall obscures his view of the world, and forms a construct that leads
to him undertaking actions and making choices that were at best ill-informed in an effort to remain in
control of imagined risk, he often undertakes to deconstruct in a day that which was built over a
lifetime.

Fast Fixes
The inherent problem with attempting to correct many things at once, often with drastic measures is
that nature has an inherent way of requiring a certain amount of time to be sacrificed. Anyone who
has every gone on a diet is familiar with the fact that weight loss is not linear, and that one cannot
undo decades of neglecting one’s energy balance in a few weeks. To do so requires tremendous
sacrifice. In “Outliers” Malcolm Gladwell outlines the 10.000 hours of deliberate practice one must
allocate to a field of specialization in order to be an expert, and the fact is that after potentially
decades of poor habits, you are an expert in these bad habits. In order for your new habits to become
your default system, they must be brought up to a level where they rival your previous version of
system software, otherwise it’s easy to slip back into old bad habits.
Thus, expecting to rectify the mistakes made here will take deliberate practice to an extent where it at
the very least represents a significant proportion of your time spent with the old habit. However, it
also appears to be an innate human tendency to want to rectify perceived grave errors rapidly,
especially when one sees an upside and very little downside to doing so. In a way this is what often
happens when an old corporation that has a large amount of accumulated bad habits gets a new CEO,
as the new CEO has little personal investment and no sunk cost in “How we have always done
things”, he is free to change this and experiences few hangups about doing so, however he also often
finds that changing old habits is like removing a tattoo, that which took a couple of hours to put on,
takes weeks worth of expensive treatment to remove.
The CEO himself may have few sunk costs and little personal investment in the old ways, but the rest
of the organization may be heavily invested in, and reliant on the old methods and processes. This
mirrors how a person who decides to go on a low-carb diet experiences side-effects for a while until
the body recalibrates to burning body fat instead of dietary carbohydrate as its fuel. Alternatively how
a person who goes from not working out at all, to 5 sessions of heavy weightlifting per week will
struggle to move after the first day due to delayed onset muscle soreness.

Multi-Failing
This is the classic “New Years Resolution” problem, wherein a person decides to make drastic
changes in a very short term. Lifting weights, eating real food, cutting back on alcohol, getting
quality sleep, and maintaining a social circle are all important aspects of a quality life, however
attempting to implement all these changes at once increases the risk of failing at every one of them.
This error is very closely linked to the time error covered in the preceding section, and consists of
attempting to make many significant changes at the same time. A man may find the manosphere, see
the error of his ways and attempt to change everything about himself at once. This means going from
not working out at all to working out 5 – 6 times a week, from not eating right to eating right for
100% of his meals, changing his mindset, working on his posture, and body language, and many
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other things.
In a way this “shocks” the system, but it also creates a large workload that must be managed. A
person who adopts this route must learn training, nutrition, body language, and various other things in
a short period of time, and implement these successfully as part of his life. This multi-tasking process
often leads to a predictable “multi-failure”, as the person finds themselves unable to ingest,
internalize and implement the new way of life at the same time. At first, results are bound to be very
much worthwhile, and motivation soars, yet at the first setback that comes as a result of “too much,
too soon” motivation crashes and the progress is often lost.
This mirrors the way startup companies often fail, in that as they grow rapidly they stay to feel the
growing pains and the increased workload, which has a negative effect on motivation and progress. If
they are unable to secure the necessary resources to handle the ongoing business processes, they
crumble under the weight of their success.

Summary and Conclusions
The classic example of stuck in the middle is the company that attempts to compete based on both
price and differentiation. Winning the price war means that you must cut various frills attached to
your product, whereas winning the differentiation war requires a focus on frills to drive up perceived
quality and value. The title of this post is based on the fact that trying to do too many things at the
same time often leads to mediocre performance at best. Perhaps the classic example is the new trainee
attempting fat loss and muscle gain at the same time. While this is arguably possible, it often leads to
erratic behavior in a new trainee, where one day they are focused on losing fat, the next on gaining
muscle, their diet and training program reflects the goal confusion.
A CEO I once worked with shared a view with me that the most efficient route to success is to have
two ideas in your head at once. First there is the long-term strategic view dictated by your mission,
second comes various forms of low-hanging fruit that can be secured without much risk or loss to
your progress towards fulfilling the strategy. The idea of the low hanging fruit in terms of improving
sexual market value are things such as getting better haircuts, grooming properly, making small
wardrobe improvements, in general things that on their own do not grant a great increase in value, but
also consume very limited amounts of effort and time.
A trainee may get a whole new wardrobe to improve their style, then rapidly find it outdated as a
result of either size gain or loss. They may be on a strict diet, yet find themselves constantly exposed
to dietary and alcoholic temptations as a result of spending most of their leisure time in bars and
clubs to hone their game. Such constant vacillation between goals ensures that the probably of
reaching them is reduced. This is one of the reasons why many recommend cutting old friends and
family members that engage in concern trolling, reward poor behavior and various other things out of
your life.
Other activities are those that your long-term strategy are based upon, but that require long-term and
large investments in terms of time and effort. Losing weight, gaining muscle, changing your diet,
implementing new habits into your life, bettering social skills, learning game and various others.
These are the foundation of the new person you are changing into, and as such they must be solid,
well-thought out and implemented in a manner that secures longevity.
An observation often made of many who seek out the manosphere is the desire to learn game, and
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 710 of 1188

adopt the red pill so that they can secure their oneitis and then move back to “just be yourself“. This
is reflected in every gym across the nation in January where there is a sudden influx of people
seeking to fulfill their New Years resolutions, only to watch their numbers slowly trickle down until
few are left. The change from the blue pill illusion to the red pill theoretical framework, for these
men represent in their mind low-hanging fruit to secure the object of their affection, so that they can
realize the fantasy they have been sold.
However, this is a mindset variant on yo-yo dieting where the work put in is undone at a rapid rate,
because there was no permanent change made. The people are stuck in the middle between their
deadly sins. They find themselves permanently moving through Dante’s Inferno, never truly
progressing as they are stuck between virtue and vice. Their gluttony fighting temperance and sloth
struggling with diligence, instead of making incremental improvements towards a better life.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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The Mark Baxter Podcast
May 5, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
I recently made my second appearance on the Mark Baxter Podcast, Mark is a great host, who has an
ability to bring out the best in his guest and inspires new ideas. He also has an uncanny ability to
converse with virtually anyone, and since starting his podcast he’s lined up a veritable who’s who of
high profile manosphere figures.
This episode was very interesting to me, as it was a joint episode with Rollo Tomassi, the man who is
probably cited more than any other on this blog, the author of therationalmale.com and the books by
the same name. The Godfather of the red pill, and the man who’s sexual market value curve was the
foundation for the first ever post I wrote for Gendernomics. Rollo has written many great posts, but
my favorite posts are “Betas in Waiting” and “Saving the Best“, two posts that I consider crucial for
the destruction of what remains of the blue pill illusion.
The podcast has a feeling very similar to that of just hanging out, discussing ideas and thoughts with
friends over drinks, despite the heavy topics that are regularly covered.
For those of you who didn’t catch my first discussion with Mark on his Podcast, you can find it here
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Red Pill Logic: Pulling the Triggers
May 8, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

All people have weak points that if pressed causes them
to react in predictable and often destructive manners. In alcoholics anonymous for instance, a
recommendation is to stay away from situations and people who have a high probably of causing a
recovering alcoholic to drink.
The Red Pill is largely centered around sexual strategy and a major aspect of this strategy is centered
on becoming the best man it is possible for you to become. However, in pursuit of this goal there are
many ways that the world attempts to trip you up, in what I view as the Universe’s rite of passage. If
attaining a high status as a man through building yourself brick by brick, was a simple task with no
stumbling blocks, every man would be a high value man.
This ranges from appeals to congruence, wherein people expect you to remain congruent with their
internal image of you. Shaming tactics that utilize psychological discomfort in a social setting to
enforce a given set of behaviors. Fear tactics that seek to exploit fear of loss as a means to control
your present and future behavior. Furthermore, exploit the triggers in your personality that they are
aware of, in order to alter your behavior so that it is more to their liking.
In many ways the red pill is a conscious reprogramming of your own internal operating system,
wherein one seeks to eliminate behaviors, habits and ways of thinking to better support the long-term
goals one wants. As our internal operating system is something that is largely constructed by the
unconscious learning from our surroundings during the socialization process, many of the default
reactions support the blue pill illusion, not the new red pill aware vision.

Triggers
The terms “trigger” and “triggering” have somewhat lost their meaning since Social Justice Warriors
have abused them more than strategy consultants abuse the term “synergy”, however the underlying
concepts are in both cases quite sound. Within psychology, a trigger is something that causes a
person to relive a memory or memories of a traumatic event, often associated with post-traumatic
stress disorder. In this post, I will be using a slightly different definition, where a trigger is something
that causes a person to revert to previous behavioral or mental patterns that have a destructive effect
on their work to better themselves.
Physical triggers are those that exist as one moves around the physical world. To utilize the AA
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example, it would be bars, clubs, and other places where the consumption of alcohol is a significant
part of experience. These can take many forms and are often highly personalized, but can be
summarized as putting yourself in situations where your negative behaviors are likely to manifest.
While it’s often a good idea to challenge these behaviors and attempt to gain a larger degree of
control over them, attempting to do so, much too early in the process of self-improvement, is likely to
have larger consequences.
Mental triggers are somewhat more difficult to control than the physical ones. As the physical
triggers often make their presence known in certain locations or situations, the mental ones may
appear seemingly out of nowhere. Often they are the first cause in leading to a person seeking out a
location that permits them to act out their physical triggers. The physical triggers can therefore be
avoided as one becomes aware of them, not so for the mental triggers.
A gentleman I spoke to a little while ago for instance, had a history of serial monogamy, as does
many other men. From the time he was 14 until his late 20s, he had not been without a long-term
monogamous relationship for longer than 6 – 8 weeks. Furthermore, he had rarely played the field in
this period, thus he had a bad case of “catch feelingsitis” where he would fall in love with any woman
he slept with, and attempt to make it into a long-term relationship. This created a very interesting
pattern of behavior, where shortly after his previous relationship ended, he would follow the standard
advice of sleeping with a new person. So far, so good. However, he would then instantly develop
oneitis for what was intended as a one night stand.
This had the consequence of landing him in bad relationship after bad relationship, because he would
do no vetting and no resume check, prior to entering the relationship. These relationships would last
from a few months to a few years every time, and be characterized by the cluster-B pattern. Once he
became aware of this pattern in his life he could make an effort to change it, by altering the
underlying psychological mechanisms that resulted in the behaviors.

The Cascade Effect and Engineering Failure
What I theme the “cascade effect” is that once a person makes a small deviation from a planned
course of action, this has a tendency to lead to more and larger deviations over time. A typical
example would be someone who has a cheat meal, that then becomes a cheat day, then a cheat week
and finally ends with discarding the diet completely. New behaviors will at this point be conscious
choices and consists of acts contrary to your internalized patterns, and thus may result in reverting to
the old mode of behavior. Someone who recently took up weight lifting may instead prefer to relax,
and thus may make a string of excuses for why they should put off the gym until tomorrow, only to
repeat the same internal dialogue the next day.
Backsliding into past behavior patterns is simple and this is the reason why the physical triggers
should be avoided at first and focus should be on securing that the new, more productive habits are
repeated until they are firmly established. Scott Adams mentions building “systems” and what that
breaks down to, is that one should engineer life around maintaining the good habits that lead to
achievement of the end-goals.
The idea behind Total Quality Management (TQM) is that a process should be created in such a way
that it’s very easy to do it right, and to do it wrong requires effort. For instance, if one is assembling
computers, there is only one way that parts will fit, as opposed to it being possible to put them in
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multiple configurations. The reasoning behind such a process is that most humans seek to do their job
right, and most humans seek the easiest path, thus if they must expend more energy to do something
wrong, they are less likely to do so.
Nobody begins a self-improvement process seeking to fail, but there are ways that they can engineer
their own demise. I spoke of this in “Stuck in the middle“, where the focus was on trying to make
many monumental changes in parallel, in a very short period of time. This means that they have set
themselves up to fail as a result of having built too steep of an incline for themselves. Building the
potential for cascade effects is another way of failing, so is maintaining their old haunts and habits.
Testing willpower against temptation is an important step in the process, but doing so constantly is
likely to increase risk of failure.

Stuck in the Middle
In last week’s post the topic was a man stuck in the middle between too many concurrent selfimprovement efforts, resulting in not getting results in any of them. However, one can also become
stuck in the middle between the new self, the old self and the best self. The Purple Pill is a prime
example of being stuck in the middle between the red pill and the blue pill. One accepts red pill
truths, but attempt to work around and with them in order to realize the blue pill fantasy. This is a
conflict between the socially mandated and reinforced world view and the newly adopted world view.
Anyone who has ever undertaken a major self-improvement project in their life is familiar with the
reaction “You are not being the real you” or some variation thereof, this is often spun as coming from
a place of concern, however what is taking place is that the construct of you a person has in their
head, does not match what they observe. Thus, they decide to encourage, threaten or guilt you into
reverting to patterns that reflect their internal image of you. This reaction often comes from the
relative loss of power they feel as a man goes from being the presently dictated socially approved
version of a man, which is often based in the view of men as flawed women.
Such interventions will often seek to take advantage of your previous programming, in many cases by
exposing you to those situations or psychological positions that had previously worked as a means to
control you. This mirrors the extinction burst often observed near the end of Cluster-B relationships,
when the cluster B person will utilize every single tool that had previously worked as a means of
controlling you in rapid succession to regain control.

Summary and Conclusions
When a man first finds the red pill they are often able to identify and explain many of their previous
failings. Men’s deductive problem-solving approach is highly useful in that once we are made aware
of an error, the path towards correcting it often becomes clear and it comes down to execution. The
challenge comes in the fact that most of the previous failings have been established over a long
period of time, and thus are the default behavior. When attempting to correct these failings, the man
faces not only challenges within himself, and internalized patterns, he also faces social reinforcement
of those old and destructive patterns.
One of the keys to lasting change is the engineering of life and mind in a way that reinforces and
maintains the new patterns with a minimum of effort. A man beginning a self-improvement process
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does so full of energy and determination, and thus can maintain sub-optimal processes for a time,
however as the process extends in time, his probability of failure increases. This may be those who
get within 5 – 10 lbs of their goal weight, and then decides that they can relax a bit, only to yo-yo
back up to their previous weight. Men who decide that they need to play the field after a break-up
only to find themselves in a new monogamous relationship with their one-night stand. Men who have
gone from a 4 to a 6, and are now getting attention from female 4s and 5s, deciding to cash in their
chips instead of playing another round.
These men may be moderately satisfied with their results so far, and thus see less value in getting that
last 20% of results, not realizing that the last 20% are also those that bring the most value. Thus, they
expose themselves to their triggers again, find their old programming slowly seizing control of their
behaviors and in half the time those results took them to get or less they are back to “just be yourself”
and the blue pill illusion.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Gaslighting Narratives
May 11, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I once made the statement that men are not red pilled through the existence
of the red pill, they are red pilled through their own experiences, and are educated in what actually
took place by the red pill. The impetus to seek out the literature, videos, and communities that make
up the sphere is always a reaction to an observation that contradicts what he has been told. As a social
species, our history is full of stories that are used to educate and socialize children, and it’s a common
technique to convey information, precisely because of the persuasive and memorable narratives that
are tied in with the information.
One of the first things a recent red pill man discovers is that many of the narratives that have shaped
his relationships with the opposite sex are at best false and at worst deliberately misleading. Most
men are raised with a string of narratives, most fairy tales end with the prince getting his princess and
living happily ever after, the supplicating Beta male finally nails his prom-queen, the rule-following,
law abiding, dutiful man wins and the alpha, rule-breaking, egocentric man gets his comeuppance.
The prevalence of such narratives make perfect sense from a social perspective, after all a society
where there is no rule of law, no morality and no code of behavior is bound to rapidly de-evolve into
a free for all. However, the danger of widespread narratives is that when they are proven to be false,
the ones who espouse them are viewed as less credible.
A child who is informed that his parents have been lying about Santa Claus for years and years is
bound to question what else he has been told by his parents that is false information. This is a natural
human reflex, when a person proves themselves as untrustworthy, everything they have ever said or
done is questioned as a result. If the parents continue to attempt to maintain the lie, and instead
question the perceptive abilities of their child, this is what is known as “Gaslighting“.

Narratives
Narratives are not inherently negative, they are used to socialize children, to transmit knowledge
from generation to generation, to make philosophy more accessible and appear to be a preferred way
for our species to learn. One could argue that narratives are a set of instructions shared by members
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of a group, either within the group or across groups, that offers knowledge regarding values,
characteristics, behaviors, and various other things as a means towards creating what the society
needs. A narrative forms a story in which observations or thoughts are put into a cohesive framework
that assists in the communication of instructions or ideas.
You can tell much about a society from their stories, from the tales of Valor from the Spartans, tales
of heroism from Vikings, and tales of transcending the material world from Buddhists. These all
exemplify the type of goals and citizens are desired within a social group. Fairy tales for instance
have served as a socialization device for centuries, those of the German variety demonstrating that
those who engage in certain types of behaviors meet very much gruesome ends. “The Little Red
Riding Hood” is a way to communicate through a memorable narrative how children should not talk
to strangers.
The various socializing narratives have a goal of creating the type of citizens that a community needs,
this is why some narratives remain similar across groups while others are distinctly different. The
Narrative related to intersexual dynamics was very well explained by Rollo Tomassi in an article
entitled “The Script” [1], where he outlines the female fantasy of taming the avowed Alpha bachelor,
this narrative is the basis for the movie “Don Jon” among many others. Another example, and the
script that is the basis for much of this article is the narrative of “Beta Bucks Wins“, exemplified by
movies such as “100 Girls”. The narrative is very similar in both styles of movie where a person of
low sexual market value pines after a person of high sexual market value. Throughout the narrative,
the low SMV person attempts to demonstrate how they are actually the one of high sexual market
value, not the people for whom the high SMV person pines.
This is the “Just be yourself” narrative played out how the many blue pill men expect it to, if they
only find the “right woman” she will eventually realize how high the Beta male’s SMV actually is,
and they will live happily ever after. This narrative is characterized by the two classic red pill
examples of Beta Bucks and Chad Jerkboy, wherein the two different characters play very different
roles. Chad Jerkboy will be embodying the characteristics of Alpha, is often a rule breaker,
unconventional and self-centered. Beta Bucks embodies the characteristics of Beta, predictable, rulefollowing, and other-centric.
The trouble arises when the narrative comes into conflict with the experience of a person, and it turns
out that the narrative is actually a faulty set of instructions. At this point, there is a clear conflict of
interest between the group that created the instructions and the person who follows the instructions.
In a sense, the latter group is the means to the first group’s end. When the latter group stumbles upon
information that makes them able to discern this fact, the first group has no other option than to
attempt to dissuade or distract them from the information. The most commonly used method for this
is gas lighting.

Gaslighting
I briefly covered gaslighting in earlier posts on female madness, as it’s an often used technique by
narcissists, psychopaths and borderlines, in order to confuse and render a target helpless. The term
comes from a movie starring Ingrid Bergman, wherein her character marries a man who then
proceeds to attempt to drive her insane through changing many minute details in their environment,
but claiming that they have not changed, thus causing her to begin questioning her sanity.
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In practice, it consists of a methodology usually consisting of denial, misdirection, contradiction and
outright lies that aim to make the victim of such methods doubt their sanity, their perception, their
ability to make judgements and increase their dependence on the person executing the strategy. If
utilized over a long enough period of time with the victim in isolation, this can result in the victim
becoming completely dependent on the executor for their sense of reality, in essence the victim will
give the executor the ability to define reality. It’s not uncommon to observe this is cults where the
leader will interpret events and define reality for the adherents of the ideology.
An example of denial in practice would be a person breaking a rule, then denying that the rule was
ever broken with such convincing persistence that the person who observed the rule being broken
starts to doubt if they saw what they actually saw.
The examples of such gas lighting in regards to intersexual dynamics are plentiful.
“You’re just angry and bitter” – This is a frequent response when men voice the fact that their
observations of female behavior in the wild does not appear to conform to the narratives they
have been told, often from early adolescence. This is a denial form of gas lighting where the
goal is to deny the truth of the observation based in the internal state of the observant. If the
person making the observation is viewing this behavior through a lens of anger and bitterness,
this does not affect the observation itself, merely the interpretation of the dynamics at play.

“When you find the RIGHT girl” – This form of gas lighting is in the misdirect form, where a
person seeks to distract from the observation that was made by not responding to the
observation or the truth inherent in it, but instead by writing off the observation as something
that took place as an exception. The misdirect here is that since this observation was made of
women who are obviously “not the right girl” it follows that there is no general properties to the
observation, just a specific instance of an event.

“Not all women are like that” – NAWALT, is perhaps the best known counter-argument to the
various observations that have been made of female behavior. This is another misdirect form
wherein the person making the statement attempts to misdirect the person who made the
observation away from the general application of the observation to the whole sample (all
women).

“I’m not like other girls” – The sister of NAWALT wherein a woman argues that “all women
are like that except me“.
These are all mechanisms by which one seeks to make a man doubt the observations and experiences
that has created doubt within him of whether he has been told the truth about intersexual dynamics.
After all, the doubt regarding such a fundamental narrative is bound to carry over to other significant
narratives that he has been told and which instruct his life.
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Summary and Conclusions
Humans enjoy stories and throughout our history this has been capitalized on to provide easy to
understand instructions within a group or between groups. “Aesop’s Fables” was one of my favorites
when I was a child, “The Boy Who Cried Wolf” demonstrates that once one has the reputation of a
liar, one will not believed even if one tells the truth, “The Farmer and the Viper” tells the story that
one should not expect pity from scoundrels or alternatively that one should not expect people to act
contrary to their nature. Shared interpretations of such narratives are of high importance as they often
form the foundation on which a group is constructed.
As long as the shared interpretations survive the group is cohesive and act in agreement, as these are
the shared instructions they all agree upon. I touched on this previously in “The Good Boys“, who
are men that follow all the narratives that they have been told, only to find that there is no pot of gold
at the end of the rainbow. This dissonance between instructions and results creates dissonance within
the person, especially with repeated exposure. I suspect that this is a major source of the anger-phase
when a man finds the red pill, as not only has he been lied to, he also questions all the other narratives
that he has been following.
Adding insult to injury, when he voices some of his concerns, or thoughts regarding the observation
he has made of the narrative being contradicted, the response is a mixture of narrative-defense and
gas lighting in order to get him to continue executing flawed instructions. In essence, once the person
realizes that he is in the Matrix, a myriad of Agent Smith’s appear to ensure that the person do not
escape the programming.
One must keep in mind that such programming serves a social purpose. When the population of
single-mothers exploded, yet there were social narratives that resulted in few men wanting to date or
marry a single mother, the narrative had to be adapted in order to get men to start dating and
marrying single-mothers. Society needs the maximum number of productive, tax payers in order to
finance the operations of government, if half the population are stay-at-home moms, they are nontaxable, as one cannot tax labor in the home. Furthermore, if one doubles the working population, the
puts downward pressure on wages by increasing the labor supply. This creates a great benefit for both
the government and corporations, perhaps not so much for individual families, thus the narrative must
change.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] Rational Male – The Script
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Gendernomics: Means, Ends and Hypergamy
May 18, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The concept of hypergamy is what one finds at the
bottom of the rabbit hole, the reason why female behavior is how it is observed. Myself and many
others have taken swings at explaining hypergamy, what is it, what does “peak hypergamy entail”
and many other views have been explored.
Yet there appears to be many misunderstandings out there regarding the various manifestations of
hypergamy, furthermore, to how it manifests in each female. It would be no catastrophic admission
that it varies from woman to woman, with some manifesting stronger variants others less severe
variants. That what is optimal hypergamy for one woman is perhaps not optimal hypergamy for
another, based on a range of variables. If hypergamy manifested in an identical degree and manner in
every woman regardless of other factors, then one would expect to observe identical mating behavior
by every female.
The implication of hypergamy operating in such a manner is that to females, males would have an
objective value, a male 10 would be a male 10 to every woman, and a male 1 would be a male 1 to
every woman. This would also mean that one could easily break down the variables that constituted
male sexual market value, and create male 10s en masse, without much effort. However, this
completely disregards the subjective aspects of female mate choice, that are influenced by various
individual and contextual factors. It is the influence of these factors that create the variable aspect of
female mating judgments.
This should come to no surprise to those that have read the section regarding value theory and the
rational actor in “Gendernomics” where I write:
The former category, subjective value theory is much more applicable to the Sexual Market
Place. This is because rather than being based on the intrinsic value of an object, good or
service, the value is determined based on the value placed on the object by a rational actor
for the achievement of his own ends
A man who is thirsting is will value a glass of water much higher than the man who has an unlimited
source of clean water. If everyone agreed that objects held the same value, based on underlying
factors such as the cost of production or rarity, then it leaves very little room for individual
preference. Even in the largest markets in the world, such as various stock markets, the price of an
asset reflects not only underlying value, but the judgments of many buyers and sellers regarding the
underlying value. Generally these values are within a range, and it’s rare to see large spreads on the
value of an asset, unless an exceptional case is presenting itself.
As the sexual market place appears to be governed through many of the same factors any other
market, it follows that individual choice, and the value placed on a man or woman by a rational actor
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for their own ends, is a significant influencing factor.

Means, Ends and Hypergamy
Some time ago, I wrote a post entitled “Of means and Ends“, this post was inspired by reading
Immanuel Kant’s view of morality, where one of the statements is to never treat other humans as a
means to an end. This distinction between something as the enabler of a desired result, as opposed to
the result itself is an important one when discussion hypergamy. As an illustration, two men can
purchase a car, for one man this car is merely a means to transport him between his home and place
of employment, for the other man, ownership of the car may be an end in itself for nostalgic or
sentimental reasons. Thus both men are interesting in purchasing the car, however for different
reasons, for the first man it is a means to an end, to the latter and end in itself, therefore their buying
behavior is also likely to differ.
Hypergamy can be argued as a means, with that end being optimizing the value of a female’s
expensive eggs, as traded for other forms of currency. A frequent observation being that a woman
seeks to utilize her sexuality as the majority of her investment in a joint venture.
Optimizing hypergamy can also be argued as an end, where the means is the various behaviors,
actions, psychological factors and judgments made by a female in order to attain the end of
maximized hypergamy. Examples of this would be the alpha fucks/beta bucks, solipsism and the war
bride dynamic.
These all represent means toward the end of a woman maximizing her payout from the sexual market
place. Thus, one observes 3 rough categories of women, that mimic those of investors in a stock
market:
A) The one who cashes out early. This woman settles down quite early for our time, and closer to
what has been the mean in earlier times. The downside of this investment strategy is that she has a
higher probability of missing out on a potentially better mate, which I think is reflected in the string
of divorces that start to take place when such women reach 30 – 35.
B) The one who fails to cash out in time. This woman is never satisfied with her profits, and holds on
to the trade for too long, and it starts turning against her, becoming a poor trade much faster than she
anticipated. This is reflected in the women who are still single at 35 or older, lamenting about how
there are no good men left.
C) The one who cashes out at the right time and maximizes the genetic harvesting and the long-term
profitability. This is a woman who has her fun early enough that she starts to seek settling down in
her mid-twenties, thus before her sexual market value drastically drops post-30.
These three categories represent the trade off between risk of being left on the market and risk of not
optimizing hypergamy. Category A is more aware and fears the risk of being left on the market more
than the risk of not optimizing hypergamy, B fears not optimizing hypergamy more than the risk of
being left on the market, whereas C takes a balanced approach.

What is “Optimal Hypergamy”
I wrote the preceding section to compliment subjective value theory, as risk tolerance and risk
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awareness are also to some degree subjective. If one looks no further than the string of bubbles that
have hit our financial system in the past 100 years, it becomes readily apparent that our awareness
and tolerance of risks are both subjective, and environmental.
Very few analysts actually realize that there is a bubble, and many investors tend to underestimate
risk when times are good. In the same manner, a woman who is regularly pursued by potential suitors
en masse, is living in her bubble time, and thus underestimates risk. Thus, one can have an individual
world of judgments regarding the market context, that departs from the reality of a market and it’s
context.
If one takes the quite classical cycle of a woman having her party years with alpha fucks from 16 to
25, getting married to beta bucks at 25 and divorcing at 35, thereafter getting back into the alpha
fucks game. It’s perfectly possible that this is in fact contributing to optimizing hypergamy from the
woman’s perspective.
In her years from 16 – 25, she is collecting as much high value genetic material as she possibly is
able to, as this is her major driving force. Considering the existence of modern contraception this may
not result in pregnancy, however if one reflects on how our species “grew up”, it still fulfills the
requirements of an outdated pattern of mating.
As she nears 25, her priorities shift from short-term/maximum genetic payout to the long-term
security of herself and her offspring. Thus, she slowly transitions into a situation wherein she values
beta bucks more than alpha fucks. This does not mean that she will not secure high quality genetics
when the opportunity presents itself, but the carte blanche elimination of provider type males is no
longer taking place.
As she has been married for 10 years and have most likely given birth to 1 – 3 children at this point,
her priorities yet again changes as she has secured offspring that has beta dad’s genetics, however as
a result of having 1 – 3 children from the same father, she could optimize the odds for her offspring
by having another child or two by a different father. From a genetic diversity perspective, different
fathers bring different genetic material, so to avoid putting all the eggs in one basket, it would pay off
as a risk mitigation strategy to diversify her offspring between men.

Summary and Conclusion
Some of the confusion I’ve observed regarding hypergamy are seemingly contradictory decisions
made by women, that on the surface appears to negate the theory. This can be a woman who marries
young, without having her party years, and remains faithful to her husband, it can be a woman who
divorces her billionaire beta, and takes a drop in her lifestyle to date an alpha. The former seemingly
contradicts hypergamy on the basis that the woman does not appear to capitalize on her peak sexual
market value. The latter appears to contradict the theory based on the classic view of hypergamy,
which is simply “marrying up”.
The simple answer is that in analyzing the woman’s behavior we are applying our own subjective
value, or alternatively an objective value, that is different from her valuation. This is no different than
me not understanding what would posses someone to buy a $200 bottle of shampoo. We are letting
our own perception cloud our view of her choice. For instance, a woman looking for her Beta Bucks,
cannot understand why a woman who has locked down a Beta Bucks Billionaire would leave him,
and a woman in her Alpha fucks phase cannot understand why a woman would leave her Alpha
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husband, owing to solipsism.
The more complex answer is that optimizing hypergamy requires constant trade-offs between the
various variables that make up a man’s total status, furthermore that such optimization is taking place
in a constantly moving market place, and finally that it’s taking place on a subjective level for each
woman. A woman may trade down in financial lifestyle, in order to secure higher value genetics, a
woman may trade up in financial lifestyle but accept lower value genetics. The examples range from
women risking death after being unfaithful, to Queens sneaking off to bang Chad the Stableboy.
The analysis is quite simple if one views it from the perspective of time. A man may satisfy a
woman’s hypergamy at a given point, and not do so later, a man may not satisfy a woman’s
hypergamy now, but may do so later. This is easy to observe, in the “story” of most comedies with a
romantic undercurrent aimed at man, where the hapless Beta longs for the Prom Queen, filling the
role of shoulder to cry on as she traverses a mountain range of Alpha Chads, only to discover near the
end that the hapless Beta was her perfect mate all along. In these stories, the Beta does not satisfy the
woman’s hypergamy until she has conquered the range of Chad.
It would be much simpler if hypergamy was simply “marrying up”, then hypergamy would stop
being a factor once the woman got married. Once she has married a man above her station, she would
be satisfied that she has done her job. This would not remove all the complexity from the equation, as
one would still have to account for the values that she reviews in order to determine if she is marrying
up or not. Social status, finances, signs of high quality genetics, or various other factors. However if
we boil it down simply to a catch-all category “Status” to further simplify, then a female 6 who
married a male 8, would never even think of divorce. However, it’s clear that this is not the case, if it
was then Hollywood that is the home of the highest status men in the world, would not also be the
divorce capital of the world.
This scenario is explained in the quote from Gendernomics above, “the value is determined based on
the value placed on the object by a rational actor for the achievement of his own ends“, if a woman’s
“ends” change, then it follows that the value placed on the object also changes, if the value placed on
the object changes, then it follows that an object that did optimize hypergamy may do so no longer or
vice versa.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Seeking Nirvana
May 25, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The idea of perfection comes up more frequently than
we think about, as it is often referred to in a manner where the perfection of the thing is implicit
rather than explicit. For instance, regarding the red pill and intersexual dynamics, we will use other
words, such as, “soul-mate” or “The one“. According to the blue pill illusion this is supposedly a
human being that exists in a permanent state where they represent the perfect yin for your yang. This
being a partner that is so good that no partner could possibly be better, in other words a perfect
partner.
Perfection is an interesting concept in and of itself, Aristotle outlined 3 different concepts of
perfection in the book “Metaphysics” that were later clarified by Thomas of Aquinas.
A) Which is complete
B) Which is so good that nothing of the kind could be better
C) Which has attained its purpose.
When someone undertakes self-improvement this must take the form of attempting to improve a real
or perceived deficiency in their being, the self-improvement seeks to add to, or improve upon a given
part of that person. In terms of A) one could argue that the state prior to self-improvement is
incomplete, and the self-improvement effort seeks to make it complete, B) is a part of A), as it
follows that for something to be so good that nothing of the kind could be better, it must be complete.
For C, one would infer that something which has attained its reason for being would be perfect, as
there is no more for it to do, thus, it fulfills the condition under A and B.
In Buddhism, Nirvana represents the goal of the path followed by the adherent and represents
freedom from suffering, and thus represents the state of ultimate liberation from worldly concerns. A
person arrives at this state when he has quenched 3 fires within himself, passion, aversion and
ignorance. One could therefore argue that it symbolizes attaining a state of perfection. It follows from
the preceding paragraph, that a person who has silenced these fires is both complete and has attained
his purpose.
The Nirvana Fallacy takes its name from the goal of Buddhism, and takes place when a person
compares reality with an unrealistic, idealized alternative. A person engaging in this fallacy will
create a false dichotomy where they present an option which is obviously preferred, while also being
completely unrealistic.
The fallacy is closely related to the perfect solution fallacy, where one assumes that a perfect solution
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exists, or a proposed solution should be rejected because some of the problem would still exist after
the imperfect solution is implemented.

The Nirvana Fallacy and Self-Improvement
This fallacy often plays a major part in the blue pill illusion. In fact one could argue that the
foundation of the blue pill illusion is a Nirvana fallacy, as it represents an unrealistic idealized
alternative to the world. This is a reality where each man has a soul-mate that is his perfect partner,
this partner will see through the veneers and love for them who they are, regardless of performance,
action or sexual market value. In essence, it is a world in which the male performance burden has
been removed, and unconditional love exists.
In self-improvement the Nirvana fallacy is the source of much procrastination, but also of much
motivation. One the negative side, many will reject or refuse to engage in behaviors that despite not
being perfect would result in an improvement of their life. For instance, a man may spend months not
lifting, while finding in his view the perfect workout program or may spend months eating junk while
looking for the perfect diet.
On the other hand, if one aims for perfection, the goal one has set while being insurmountable, is
likely to lead to high achievement. A high bar to leap across often leads to higher effort and thus
better results. One may not reach the goal, but if one can merely get 50% there, it will be a massive
improvement.

The Perfect Solution Fallacy and Self-Improvement
This fallacy is frequently seen in politics and economics, where a program or solution that would lead
to better results overall is rejected as it does not solve every aspect of a problem. I’ve often received
feedback in the form of this fallacy when attempting to “unplug” men, as the red pill is not a solution
to their problem in and of itself, it merely defines the problem they are having and why this problem
exists. The red pill does not magically solve all their problems, even though much of the red pill
literature and focus is very prescriptive in terms of “8 ways to do X”.
One of the fundamental aspects of the red pill is that each man is responsible for his own results and
sexual market value, the red pill can act as a guide, and a map, but each man must walk the path by
himself. This serves the purpose of building the very traits that create a high value man, stoicism,
determination, discipline, self-confidence, self-reliance and focus.
For a man who awakens from the blue pill illusions, one could argue that he suffers from “The Blue
Pill” Syndrome, and thus has much work ahead of him to fix many years of neglect. Much like a
person who bought a fixer-upper, there is a laundry list of fixes that must be implemented before his
house is in a state in which it can serve its purpose. Not only must the exterior be fixed, the interior
and underlying aspects must also be dealt with. This is often an overwhelming situation to find
oneself in, as there is so much that must be done. These men often seek the perfect solution, the one
that would fix all their problems, and dismiss other solutions that cannot deliver according to these
expectations.
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The Problem Construct
There are two rough categories of problems, simple problems and complex problems. The simple
problems is when one variable must be corrected and this fixes the problem a person is experiencing.
For instance a man who is deficient in just one aspect of his life, but this aspect has a big depressive
effect on his sexual market value. A great example from stock markets are “boring” companies, that
despite having great finances, a sound strategy and great long-term performance, are undervalued in
equities markets because they are boring or in a very non-glamorous industry. A man may be in great
shape, have his financial life in order, and an all-around great life, but a lack of social skills, or the
sense of style of a 12th century court jester, and once this is fixed, he does much better.
A complex problem is when a man’s life is a train-wreck in most regards, and all of them interact to
create destructive synergy. This is where the man is not really performing well in any aspect of his
life, and his failure in various parts of life serve for the shortcomings to be more than the sum of their
parts. Men in this situation are the ones that this post covers by large, as they are facing much more
of an up-hill battle than those who have a simple problem.
I named this post as I did due to an observation that this type of self-improvement seekers are
attempting to find a perfect solution to an over-arching problem, in essence they want a simple
solution to a complex problem. In a sense, this mirrors the man’s approach to life, seeking to get all
of the results for a minimum of the effort. This can lead to a state in which they either obsessively
seek solutions that purport to solve all their problems, and refusing to attempt any solution that does
not do so. Alternatively, it can lead to a state in which they bounce from solution to solution, never
achieving maximum progress due to minimal time investment in all solutions.
An example of the former, would be the snake oil salesmen of the old west selling tonics and
tinctures that claim to fix any condition or problem, thus representing a perfect solution, abate one
that will not deliver results. An example of the latter are men who change their training program or
diet once a week because they think they found a better one. The belief that there is one thing, which
will fix every problem is the “magic pill” thinking wherein one believes in a perfect solution that
fixes a complex, long-term problem with a simple, short-term solution. For instance people who have
spent 3 decades over-eating and desire to lose all that weight in 3 weeks of diet and exercise.

Summary and Conclusions
The paradox of life is that one can easily create “problems” in life, it takes no effort, it just requires
complacency. If you just eat whatever you want all the time, something which humans are wired to
do by our biology that has developed through hundreds of thousands if not millions of years of scarce
food, you will put on weight. If you just follow your desire and your impulses, something which
requires no discipline or willpower, you will probably end up not living up to your potential, abilities
or desires. If you adopt “Just be yourself“, then odds are that you will probably find yourself in a
place where you do not enjoy residing.
This is perhaps the irony of life, that the desirable and comfortable process leads to the undesirable
and uncomfortable destination. Whereas the undesirable and uncomfortable process leads to the
desirable and comfortable destination. When a person wakes up and realizes that their complacency
has lead to a life that greatly differs from the one they envisioned for themselves, the gut-instinct of
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man appears to be that it takes very little to fix such neglect. However, much like the analogy of the
house, years of neglect will require years of active behavior, at a cost proportional to that of
consistent effort.
This creates a situation in which a person is comfortable with the path that leads to the undesired
place, yet hesitant about changing the known for the unknown for a variety of reasons. In an ideal
world, they would prefer to keep their inputs at the same level, yet change the output. For instance,
keep eating whatever they want, at the quantities they desire, whenever they want, but lose weight.
This disconnection between process and outputs are at the core of every problem a person
experiences when it comes to self-improvement.
There are people who are unaware of the process, there are people who do not regard the outputs as
worth the effort, there are those who expect the process to be a magic pill, and many other variations
on what is at its core a simple problem to fix. However, the Universe cannot be cheated, years of
neglect requires years of attention.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Deranged Women and Their Targets
June 1, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Recently I happened to see a conversation between a
few gentlemen in my Twitter feed, around the issue of how the women described in my article series
on Cluster B women pick their targets. I had not thought about this much, as the majority of the series
has been focused on how to identify the woman who has one or more of these disorders, not on the
men she targets. This is an interesting subject, but one that is inherently double-edged, as by
identifying what makes a person a target helps them fix those issues, however it may also contribute
to hubris in the person. This is similar to how some men who are new to the red pill, and not yet
calibrated imagine themselves changed men just from having read a few articles.
One must always keep in mind that women with these disorders are highly camouflaged predators,
often with years of experience manipulating and otherwise influencing other people, often adopting
such behaviors in childhood. If one takes a step back from the particular to the general, and conducts
an analysis of what these women actually do, their predatory nature becomes quite obvious as their
central preoccupation in life. A predator that is poor at selecting its prey, will for obvious reasons be
a rather poor one, for instance the lion who targets the most healthy gazelle over the injured one.
Likewise, if one observes the hunting techniques utilized by various predators, they are adapted to
leverage the abilities of the predator to the maximum possible degree, while at the same time limiting
those abilities of the prey that would protect them. For instance, the cheetah, the fastest land animal,
can be outrun by a gazelle over long distances, and thus attempts to get as close as possible to the
target while remaining concealed, to utilize their higher acceleration and top speed. Crocodiles lay in
hiding right beneath the surface, and attack their prey from a concealed position.

The Prey
A study showed that people who scored higher on psychopathy, were also more capable of
recognizing individuals with a history of victimization [1]. This was done in an experiment where the
experimental targets (the psychopaths) viewed video of people walking from behind, thus their
judgment was made purely based on body language. This includes such factors as length of their
stride, shifting of weight, and various other factors that allowed the psychopathic men to figure out
how confident their victims were [2].
To draw a parallel to the past section, predators have an ability to identify the weaker specimens in a
herd, in order to improve their chances of a successful attack. Their hunting methodology is focused
on leveraging their own abilities maximally, while creating a situation that prevents the prey from
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leveraging its abilities to escape. However, in humans and especially when talking about the type of
woman I write about in this series of essays, their primary methodology of attack is a psychological
one. Thus, it follows that the prey must carry some signals of having psychological buttons to push
that the predator is capable of pressing.
Every human has such buttons, however the question becomes to what degree is such weakness
signaled in some form that the predator is capable of identifying. One could liken this to a radio
signal that can only be heard if tuned to the correct frequency, that is broadcasted in a code that one
must be capable of understanding. This is little different from how many men must learn covert
communication, and other communication strategies used by women when they develop an interest in
seduction.

The Predator
One of the major aspects of these predators that I’ve highlighted before is their ability to be
chameleons, they tailor their personality, appearance and other factors around that of their victim. In
effect, attempting to become their “perfect partner“. This is a dance where two people must fill their
role for it to function, it matters little if the predator presents themselves as a perfect partner if the
prey is not compliant with the situation. Thus, a major factor is the ability to not only create the
perfect partner archetype for themselves, they must also attune to the contextual aspect of the prey’s
fantasy.
One can liken this to a salesman attempting to make a sale, not only must the ethos, pathos and logos
of the salesman be attuned to the customer’s context and perceptions, a situation must also be created
where the customer is comfortable making the purchase. Furthermore, any trepidation that the
customer experiences must be handled dynamically by the salesman in order to prevent the customer
slinking away. The final step being anchoring the purchase not only rationally but emotionally in the
customer in order to prevent the customer changing his mind after the purchase.
There are many tools to do so, but perhaps the most effective one is creating a feeling in the buyer
that they will never get another deal of this quality ever again, namely utilizing scarcity and the need
to rapidly move forward in order to take advantage of loss aversion.

Types of Predator
The women often come in two types, roughly classified as the high functioning and the low
functioning. This is a spectrum rather than a strict dichotomy, but in many ways it can be boiled
down to their control over themselves, and the complexity of their gambits. A low functioning
predator is much more likely to engage in the simple manipulative behaviors such as withholding sex,
throwing tantrums, starting arguments and brute force isolation of their target. Whereas the high
functioning predator, while retaining the same tools in their arsenal deploy them in much more
controlled and complex manner. For instance, while the low functioning predator withholds sex
randomly, the high functioning predator uses it in an intuitive version of a Skinnerian behavioral
modification program.
The high functioning predator is often capable of maintaining a solid, and well-liked front, perfectly
adapted to context where red flags are virtually non-existent, whereas low-functioning predators often
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display more red flags than a Soviet Parade. The low functioning predator often struggles with
keeping up a solid front, and is often surrounded by petty drama.
One could argue that in the case of a low-functioning predator, they seek out a target that is highly
skilled in self-deception, in order to rely on the target’s own tendency to ignore red flags.

Locking On
In my research, I’ve found that the type of deranged woman also defines her preferred target,
however the targets fall into two distinct types. Type one is the typical hapless beta provider type,
who is often characterized by traits such as conscientiousness, orderliness, agreeableness and
stability. This type often has a stable economy, a dependable job, is of the type that is very
comfortable with sacrificing for others. However, they are often very unsuccessful in intersexual
relationships, and thus the appearance of a woman who appears as a perfect partner has great appeal
to them. In many ways these are the “easy” targets for this type of woman, as they are quite simple
targets and controlling them can be done easily through use of sex. As these men are often conflict
avoidant and highly agreeable, this adds a second level of control mechanisms, as she can play up the
drama and threats of leaving in order to cause the man to back down.
Target type two, is a man who differs greatly in many respects from the first, and who embodies
many of the traits of an alpha male. They are assertive, often successful in their endeavors and
frequently extroverted. While they are not excessively self-centered, they have strong boundaries that
they regularly enforce, and are quite capable of looking after their own interests. They often have a
history of sexual success in some form, depending on their predilections. This is a hard target that
tends to be more attractive to the highly capable and successful damaged woman, as they are no
longer challenged or find any amusement in target type one. One must keep in mind that from
interviews with psychopaths, they describe a life filled with constant boredom and a constant chase to
alleviate such boredom. These men are much more difficult to control, as everything must be done
covertly, and the type of tantrums or simple sexual manipulation used with type one are likely not to
work.

Escape Trajectories
When seeking to escape the route chosen is frequently dependent on which type of predator one has
become entangled with, as this lays down some ground-rules. An entanglement with a high
functioning predator is naturally more complex, than one with a low-functioning predator.
When it comes to the high-functioning predator, the escape is complicated by the fact that they will
often be perceived in a positive light by both family, friends and the community surrounding the
couple, thus the male attempting escape is likely to end up with his reputation in tatters. They are also
frequently quite adept at using the legal system or other social structures against their target.
The low-functioning predator on the other hand, has a tendency to play on pity or guilt from their
target, the damsel in distress act they put on is tailored to play on the man’s emotions maximally,
creating a situation in which the man has the feeling that him leaving her is the final step in the
destruction of her. This is not to say that the low-functioning predators are unable or unwilling to
utilize the legal system or social groups against their target, as they frequently do this, though less
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effectively than their high functioning counterparts.
The man escaping from a high functioning predator is a case of him having to primarily fight the
world, whereas the man escaping from a low functioning predator is primarily fighting himself.

Summary and Conclusions
Analyzing why a predator selected a specific target is often a challenging prospect, as the analysis
must be based on anecdotal, often second-hand evidence. However, one can always rely on there
being a trait or a cluster of traits that attracted the predator in the first place. For instance, a high
functioning predator may view a man who is younger, less experienced, yet with good future
prospects as a target that will be easier to control and influence. A low-functioning predator, may
target a man high in conscientiousness and agreeableness, seeking to leverage these qualities to make
him her caretaker.
The reason why I write on this subject, is that a recently red pilled man who while somewhat
successful in adopting the philosophy, may often present a tempting target for predatory women. This
is because the recently red pilled man will have a sexual market value that is increasing, yet he will
often not have adjusted his analysis of the world to this new, higher SMV. He is also likely to lack
the experience that makes him a discerning buyer in the sexual market place, and finally he is likely
to still be quite self-critical of himself as his internal pendulum has swung from complacency to
competency.
Thus, when he finds himself facing the love-bombing stage, he attributes this to his newly formed
and executed red pill mindset without paying attention to the fact that the woman has an agenda of
her own. This is not that uncommon, people habitually in-source the credit for their success and outsource the blame for their failures. In his view, he is the predator, armed with his new red pill
knowledge, in reality he is the prey walking into a trap.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1]
https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/take-all-prisoners/201001/vulnerability-and-other-prey-psyc
hopaths
[2]
https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/extreme-fear/201010/how-psychopaths-choose-their-victims
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Red Pill Logic: Anima, Animus and Jung
June 8, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

A while back I wrote a post on how our society is
engaged in the mass-production of Beta males and female narcissists, in essence creating men weak
of will and women with dogged determination. This translates into men that act more female than
male, often being submissive, lacking decisiveness and rejecting the very notion that there is such a
thing as “male behavior”. Likewise, the women reject the notion that there is such a thing as
“unfeminine” behavior, which often manifests in behaviors such as being argumentative, decisive and
insistent. This has often been pointed out in the manosphere as a case of attempting to make a
sexually dimorphic species into an androgynous one, with which I agree.
In the present social climate I would argue that a misinterpretation of Jung is at fault for the concept
of “Get in touch with your feminine side”, where the underlying meaning of the statement is “If you
get in touch with your feminine side, you will adopt my perception“. However, this is not the
meaning, nor is it the role of the anima and the animus in Jungian psychology. What characterizes
and somewhat sets Jung apart is a writing style based on imagery and his use of dichotomies. For
those familiar with psychological types, the dichotomous pairs of “Thinking and “Feeling” and
“Sensing” and “Intuition” will be familiar, and this is something that characterizes most of his
psychological work in “The Archetypes and the Collective Unconscious” as well. (If you are
interested in learning more about Jung’s psychological types, The Artful Man has a blog dedicated to
it that is linked in my sidebar.)
The man is the bearer of logos, represented by rationality, logic and a preference for empiricism,
whereas the female represents the concept of eros, the emotional, instinctive and relationship
oriented. Thus, this dichotomy in some regard mirrors Jung’s thinking and feeling functions, the
former which is more prevalent in men, the latter which is more prevalent in women statistically
speaking [7]. However, as explained by many MBTI writers, attempting to turn a thinker into a feeler
or vice versa is not a very good idea. Likewise, attempting to turn women into men and men into
women, does not create a race of androgynous superhumans, finally free from oppressive social
norms and expectations, it creates one group of left-handed people attempting to write with their right
hand, and another group of right-handed people attempting to write with their left hand.
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Anima and the Red Pill
I view Jung’s psychology as very complimentary to the Red Pill in quite a few regards. The Anima
represents the Eros in men, those emotions, instincts and relationship oriented aspects of a man that is
frequently secondary to his logos. The role of the Eros in men is to function as weight to balance a
man’s logos, so that his reason does not completely dominate his life, and he is able to communicate
and form relationships. This is also a central aspect in a red pill transformation, in that many men
must learn to understand the female methods of communication.
Men, driven by logos have a strong preference for content over context, for deductive, problemsolving and clear speech, with little attention being paid to things like body language and tone of
voice, normally within red pill circles this is referred to as men having a preference for overt
communication. Overt communication being those things that are communicated clearly via
language, as opposed to those things that are communicated covertly, through body language, voice
tone, word choice, and other means that are not directly and openly stated.
This does not mean that a man must adopt the female means of communication, however that he
needs to understand them in order to be successful in his relationships with women. The anima in
men results from a female imprint on a man, starting with a man’s relationship with his mother, as
she is the first representative of eros that he encounters. A significant milestone in a man’s life is the
divorce from his mother’s eros imprint of which Jung writes:
He seeks, as it were, the protecting, nourishing, charmed circle of the mother, the condition
of the infant released from every care, in which the outside world bends over him and even
forces happiness upon him. No wonder the real world vanishes from sight! [3]
Jung rightly points out that if a situation arises where the mother works to hinder the son from
becoming a man, in effect constructing a relationship with him that is both that of mother and son,
and of husband and wife (not literally speaking). An example of such a relationship can be seen on
“The Big Bang Theory” between Howard Walowitz and his mother. Another example would be those
sons of single mothers who fill both the role of child and adult for their mothers, and often react with
either hyper-masculinity or becoming complete mama’s boys.

The Animus and the Red Pill
As the Anima represents the eros in men, the animus represents the logos in women. This logos is a
paternal one and stems from the woman’s father who is the first man that she has a relationship with
in childhood. If a woman has a poor animus image, this is frequently referred to as “daddy issues” in
common parlance. As the woman’s psyche is more characterized by what Jung describes as “The
connective quality of the Eros”, her animus will tend to embody the qualities normally associated
with male behavior, such as reason, ambition and decisiveness. Of the female animus Jung writes:
In women, on the other hand, Eros is an expression of their true nature, while their Logos is
often only a regrettable accident. It gives rise to misunderstandings and annoying
interpretations in the family circle and among friends. This is because it consists of opinions
instead of reflections, and by opinions I mean a priori assumptions that lay claim to
absolute truth. Such assumptions, as everyone knows, can be extremely irritating. [3]
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Thus, the many qualities that the Red Pill accurately points out as being nurtured in modern women,
are those of a woman’s animus, and many of the red pill techniques are methodologies that disarm
the female animus and thus returns her from a state where she is motivated by gaining power, a result
of her animus to one where she is motivated by her natural eros. However, the misinterpretation of
Jung’s writing is what has lead us down an unfortunate path, his writing is in fact a blueprint for
avoiding the very situation that Rollo accurately points out in his post:
Whether or not there’s merit to Jung’s ideas, there’s little doubt of the impact they had on
fem-centrism. Early feminists saw Jung’s theory as the perfect springboard to further a
pretense of ‘gender equality’; thus making individual gender balance (i.e. androgyny) a
new idealized goal state. Men simply needed to be perfected by exploring their ‘feared’
feminine natures, and women needed to be allowed the opportunity and freedom to
masculinize themselves in order to perfect that androgynous balance. [2]
A central point to much of Jung’s philosophy is that if you neglect aspects of yourself, you become
ruled by them. Naomi Quenk wrote a book on psychological types related to inferior function
outburst related to Jung’s psychological types where this is a central point. Jung’s own writing
reflects this, especially those on the concept of the shadow, and the need to integrate the shadow
personality into the self in order to avoid being possessed by it.

Anima and Animus Possession
The concept of being possessed comes from Jung’s view of a person being a mosaic of sorts of
different dichotomous traits, the ego and the shadow, the anima or animus, and various others. This is
more expanded than the structure proposed by Freud consisting of the ego, super-ego and ID. I have
referred to the idea of a person developing a tendency to either be controlled by his ID or Super-ego,
when the ego is not sufficiently developed, and in the same manner, a person who does not
familiarize himself with the shadow side of his personality is apt to be possessed by it. This can be
observed in people who are otherwise nice, but have a streak of cruelty, in women who are normally
submissive and accommodating turning into argumentative battle-axes, or in men who have sudden
emotional outbursts. Of this Jung writes:
“Possession caused by the anima or animus presents a different picture. . . . In the state of
possession both figures lose their charm and their values; they retain them only when they
are turned away from the world, in the introverted state, when they serve as bridges to the
unconscious. Turned towards the world, the anima is fickle, capricious, moody,
uncontrolled and emotional, sometimes gifted with daemonic intuitions, ruthless, malicious,
untruthful, bitchy, double-faced, and mystical. The animus is obstinate, harping on
principles, laying down the law, dogmatic, world-reforming, theoretic, word-mongering,
argumentative, and domineering. Both alike have bad taste: the anima surrounds herself
with inferior people, and the animus lets himself be taken in by second-rate thinking.”[3]
What is this not, if not an apt description of the very situation that we find ourselves in, masculine
women and feminized men? What the past 50 years failed to understand, was that if one venerates the
anima in men and the animus in women, one is encouraging both to become possessed by their
opposite. In imagery if men are black and women white, one can encourage black to become white
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and white to become black, but the end result will always be grey.
What we have created is a situation in which we encourage woman to become controlled by their
animus, thus losing the connection to their eros, and instead becoming argumentative, know-it-alls,
obsessed with the material world [4]. Whereas we encourage men to become controlled by their
anima, becoming weak, submissive, and unable to take action in the world [5].

Summary and Conclusions
Jung’s central theme in his writings is a balancing act between the various elements that make up
consciousness. In “The Archetypes and Collective Unconscious” he encourages us to connect these
various archetypes in order that they may not posses us, and thus create unfortunate effects in our
lives. An example of a situation where a man needs to have a nurturing quality to him is in
fatherhood. This nurturing quality in a man is not the same as the nurturing quality of a woman, but
one that enables him to be an effective mentor and leader. Dr. Jekyll and Mr Hyde are examples by
author Robert Louis Stevenson of a man being possessed by his shadow, those elements of his
personality that he refuses to accept are part of him.
Furthermore, autism researcher Simon Baron-Cohen, the creator of the “Extreme male brain” theory
of autism [6], has created two distinct categories for behavior, that he has themed “Systemizing” and
“empathizing”. That he defines as follows:
“‘Empathising’is the drive to identify another person’s emotions and thoughts, and to
respond to these with an appropriate emotion. Empathising allows you to predict a person’s
behaviour, and to care about how others feel.” [6]

“‘Systemising’is the drive to analyse the variables in a system, to derive the underlying
rules that govern the behaviour of a system. Systemising also refers to the drive to construct
systems. Systemising allows you to predict the behaviour of a system, and to control it.” [6]
While I’m well aware that there is a litany of studies that proponents on both sides of the debate on
whether there are biological brain differences in men and women can cite to support their opinion,
these definitions appear to support the Jungian concepts of the female Eros and male Logos quite
well. The two extreme positions being that there are strict dichotomous categories to which every
member fits, and the other extreme position that there are no categories appear to be manifestations of
this very systemising or empathising dichotomy, where the Eros favors no categories and the logos
favor creating overly encompassing and strict categories.
A society that drives its men towards empathising and its woman towards systemising, is inherently
driving its men to become possessed by their anima and its women to become possessed by their
animus. This creates men who overly identify with the feminine condition, and women who overly
identify with the masculine condition, to their own detriment. In essence, one is driving the right
handed to write with their left, and the left handed to write with their right. As with much human
knowledge, the flaw is not in the knowledge, but in flawed interpretations and implementations.
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2017/05/17/state-control/
[2] https://therationalmale.com/2012/01/11/the-curse-of-jung/
[3] Archetypes and the Collective Unconcious
[4] https://appliedjung.com/animus-possession/
[5] https://appliedjung.com/anima-possession/
[6] http://cogsci.bme.hu/~ivady/bscs/read/bc.pdf
[7] http://www.statisticbrain.com/myers-briggs-statistics/
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Red Pill Logic: Hypo- and Hyper Masculinity
June 15, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Many men find the red pill or red pill adjacent
communities as a result of life kicking them in the teeth. This kick is often related to intersexual
dynamics, a wife leaving them, discovering that their wife is deeply disordered, or a myriad of other
stories, however these men tend to manifest a case of being “hypomasculine”. This is not surprising
given that the past 2 – 3 generations of western men have grown up in a community that not only
does not overtly value masculinity, but in many cases demonizes it.
Be it the boys who are medicated for manifesting behaviors that 2 – 3 decades ago would be
classified as “boys will be boys“, those who are raised by a single mother without any masculine idol
to form themselves after, or those who are raised in a context where they view their mother henpeck
their father for most of their formative years, it is understandable that they will struggle when it
comes to developing a healthy masculine identity.
A pet theory of mine for some time, is that a boy put into such a situation, tends to go in one of two
directions. He will either identify with his mother’s plight, and take on a co-dependent role where he
will attempt to alleviate his mother’s neurosis in the hope that this will return her to a state in which
she can be the caretaker he desires, or he will grow to reject his mother’s histrionics and instead
develop a hyper-masucline identity. In the case of the former, he grows to embody the traits and
behaviors normally associated with positive femininity that his mother lacks. In the case of the latter,
he grows to reject all female traits within himself completely.
This is part of the reason why books such as “No More Mr. Nice Guy” are doing well, many boys
find that the masculine has been beaten out of them after 10+ years in public school systems,
surrounded by media narratives that does little except make fun of- and demonize traditional
masculinity. This book is a “gateway book” towards developing a masculine identity that is not
necessarily the “house cat of maleness” embodied by beer, man-caves and ESPN. While I do think
that much of mainstream “male-centered” writing of this nature trends strongly towards blue-pill or at
best purple pill narratives, it serves as a less harsh introduction to red pill themes.

Hypomasculinity
“Hypo” is merely a Greek word that means “under”, and the men who fall in this category are
“undermasculine”. I suspect that this stems from either being raised by a single mother, where he was
put in the role of “her little man”, or where he was raised by a domineering mother and a doormat
father, where the household revolved around attempting to control the mother’s moods. In both
situations, the child is “parentified” early in life, and actually has to act like the parent of his own
parent. This dynamic is a fundamentally unhealthy one, wherein the young boy is trained to predict,
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disarm or alleviate his mother’s reactions, in an attempt to restore the relationship dynamic he
inherently needs in order to develop a health relationship with women later in his life.
Those who have had an erratic boss or been in a cluster B relationship, will be familiar with this
dynamic, where life is entirely focused on avoiding the various things that may trigger an outburst
from the other person. If an outburst is triggered (which it always is), the focus shifts to disarming the
person in order to restore a semblance of balance, when in reality any calm period is merely the calm
before the storm. This trains a person to be hyper-vigilant of the states and moods of others, and to be
willing to sacrifice their own inner states in order to destructively empathize with the inner states of
others.
When men who have been socialized in this manner enter the real world, and they find themselves
repeating these same behaviors in their personal and professional relationships. They will avoid
conflict, because from experience that merely exacerbates the problem, they will engage in behaviors
designed to pacify the other person, and generally do anything in their power to maintain a calm,
stable environment.

Hypermasculinity
Hypermasculinity is a state in which a person is overly masculine, and this has become quite common
in women who largely adopt male behaviors such as aggressiveness, decisiveness, and ambition in
order to become successful professionally. Hypermasculine men often come from similar
environments as hypomasculine men, however their reaction is quite different, instead of identifying
with their mother’s perceived plight, they grow to resent it. If there is a father present, they will also
grow to view him as an archetype of what not to become. Rather than attempt to control, pacify and
maintain stability, these men tend to dial it to 11, and to some extent relish the conflict that comes
from it.
Hypermasculinity has many manifestations, the most familiar to people is likely to be the personae of
hip hop artists, or many that work in professions where a high conflict tolerance is required, such as
bouncers. I suspect that to some extent the cause of such behavior stems from the tendency of a
hypermasculine man to find inspiration for his masculine self in the antithesis of his father. In effect,
becoming the shadow of his own father, in that the young boy rejects all the behaviors his father
manifests and embraces all the behaviors his father represses. If no father is present, the son responds
by becoming the antithesis of the feminine archetype represented by his mother.
Once the men who has been socialized in this manner enter the real world, they also find themselves
repeating the behaviors in their professional and personal relationships. They would rather ensure a
conflict happens than to let things simmer under the surface, would rather provoke a person over
pacifying them, and in general have a preference towards acting in the world, rather than reacting to
it.

The Hegelian Dialectic
What has become known as the Hegelian dialectic (despite him never using it), is the combination of
thesis, antithesis and synthesis. In this dialectic, a thesis gives rise to it’s own antithesis (opposite),
and the two are reconciled through synthesis. Both the hypomasculine and hypermasculine man are
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formed by their relationship with their parents. The role of parents to a child is very central to their
healthy development, and from my observation, children become either the thesis or the antithesis of
their upbringing, meaning that they either recreate an environment similar to their upbringing, or one
that is diametrically opposed to it.
In the hypomasculine man, the mother forms the thesis, and he strives to become the antithesis of his
own mother. The child becomes a source of stability, the mother represents a source of instability, the
mother is volatile, the child becomes calm. This list of behaviors and traits could be quite extensive,
but a simple way of creating such a list is to think in terms of dichotomies. This construct, is not a
productive one, as a person is defined based on circumstance and necessity.
The hypermasculine man is in many ways more complex, the hypo-masculine is merely his mother’s
opposite, embodying positive female traits, whereas the hypermasculine man is the opposite to his
mother (and potentially father’s feminine traits). Major difference between the hypermasculine and
hypomasculine man, is that the latter is shaped as the antithesis of his mother’s negative female
behavior and traits, whereas the former is shaped in a crucible of resentment for those very traits. The
mother (and father if present) both represent feminine archetypes, in the case of the mother, one
could refer to her as a witch, and the father as a caretaker, thus the hypermasculine man is shaped into
the antithesis of feminine archetypes.

Summary and Conclusions
The inventors of psychoanalysis, Sigmund Freud and Carl Gustav Jung, both subscribed to the theory
that a woman’s relationships with men is shaped by her relationship to her father, and likewise that a
man’s relationship with women is shaped by his mother. While this has become somewhat of a
running joke as the “Blank Slate” was adopted as a principle throughout the western world, and Carl
Jung’s theory of the Anima and Animus was interpreted literally as “men should become more
feminine” and “women should become more masculine”, instead of being read figuratively in terms
of archetypes, one cannot deny that humans are pattern based biological machines.
Humans are shaped by our experiences, and a large aspect of psychological self-improvement is selfanalysis, to determine your innermost beliefs, unhealthy patterns and negative beliefs. This is often an
uncomfortable process, but a very beneficial one, as the adult you should control you, not a child that
had very little power in the world. However, this may become a dangerous path where one designs a
victim narrative for oneself, and instead of accepting responsibility one slips into self-pity. A major
difference between the hypomasculine and hypermasculine man, is that the former responded to his
situation by letting the outer world dictate his inner states, behavior and beliefs, while the hypermasculine man takes responsibility for his own behavior and inner states.
The latter has shades of stoicism, where one accepts that one cannot control what happens in the
world, but one can control one’s own reaction to what happens. Where the former is an attempt to
control the outer world in order to protect one’s inner states, in essence one does what one imagines
the other person would want in order to control the other person’s behavior, so as to protect one’s
inner state.
In most of my essays, I tend to advocate balanced approach, for the same reason why figuring out
your BMR, and then adding or subtracting a few hundred calories is a good way to dial in your diet.
Find a reasonable and attainable starting point, develop the habits and mindset to maintain it, then
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experiment to move forward in the direction you desire. In terms of body recomposition, this creates
a situation in which the damage is limited if you are not dialed in. However, when it comes to this
topic, I’m going to adopt the position that it’s better to go over the top masculine than to attempt a
balance and end up too low.
The primary reasoning being that while some adaptation to the outside world is necessary, being
overly sensitive to external forces robs you of control of your own life. This is very similar to the
ideas of internal and external locus of control, which represent to which degree a person feels they
have control over events that happen in their lives or if such events are outside of their control.
To take the example of the hypomasculine man, he attempts to control his circumstances, inner states
and context through managing the inner states of others. In childhood he would have become hypersensitive to the signals that a storm was coming, and then engaged in behavior to avoid that storm. In
contrast the hypermasculine man attempts to control his context and circumstances by controlling his
reaction to them, in other words state control.
The former sees that another is about to hit the button, and does everything in his power to dissuade
them from doing so in order to maintain order in the outer world so that it does not upset his inner
world. The latter sees someone about to hit the button and provokes them to hit that button, as his
preference is to deal with chaos in the outer world, as opposed to chaos in his internal world.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Internal Messaging
June 22, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In recent weeks I’ve written posts on hypo- and
hypermasculinity and the role of the anima and animus, what these have in common is that they both
deal with reactions to environmental stimuli, often in early childhood that continue to influence
behavior well into adulthood.
We know that human beings are not born as blank slates, we are born with a number of genetic
predispositions that affect our personality, our performance and various other parts of our lives on a
day to day basis. Our genetics influence many aspects of our behavior and perhaps one of the more
well-known are “The Warrior Genes” [1], known to influence antisocial behavior and predispositions
towards violence.
From the day we are born, we are also socialized by our parents, our peer groups, relatives, family
friends and various other sources of patterns that we internalize. Before we can think in abstract,
before we can reason, before we can even speak, we are internalizing and implementing patterns of
behavior and thought. The manifestations of such behaviors can subtract or add to our genetics, a
famous example is researcher James Fallon who despite possessing both the neurological and genetic
correlates of psychopathy, does not engage in many of the negative behaviors associated with the
genetic or neurological makeup [2]. He largely credits this to his positive upbringing, and the positive
patterns that he learned as part of his socialization. Such patters are among the oldest we have in our
life, they are the deepest ingrained in our mind and burnt into our brain, having been repeated
throughout most of our lives.

A Tale of Two Boys
For a second imagine that we found ourselves in a ceteris paribus situation, where we have 2 boys,
with identical genetics, but raised by two sets of parents who are identical in every way except their
personality. They receive identical socialization until they start school, and on the first day, both boys
get their ass kicked by an older boy. The parental reaction is quite different.
The father and mother of one boy sit him down, tell him that bullies never win, that they will talk to
the teacher about it, and that the best reaction is to show no reaction when provoked.
The father of the second boy, tells him that getting your ass kicked is part of life, but that a man must
be able to stand up for himself and takes him out into the garage where he has an old punching bag,
and starts to teach his son how to box.
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What has been communicated to each boy in such a case? In the first case, the boy has been told that:
A) Aggression and force means you end up losing in the end.
B) Standing up for yourself is bad, you should take your beating with stoic calm.
C) They will solve the boy’s problems for him.
In the second case, what has been communicated to the boy?
A) Life is hard, and it will hit you hard at times.
B) You have to roll with the punches and stand up for yourself.
C) I will teach you what I can to help you handle your problems, but you have to handle them
yourself.
In such a situation, the first boy has had a set of information communicated to him, that says that
using aggression/power/force is wrong, that standing up for yourself is wrong, and that other people
should fix your problems for you. Can one imagine if that pattern of behavior is projected forward
throughout a man’s life, always stand down, never fight and let other people solve your problems.
Don’t be surprised if such a man is weak, conflict avoidant and unable to get what he wants.
Now project the second set of information forwards, a man who knows life is hard, but stands up for
himself, goes after what he wants, relies on other people for information, but never action. This is a
man who is likely to get what he wants, who will not be taken advantage of and who is capable of
facing down the world.
Throughout our childhoods various messages like the ones above are communicated to us, either
covertly or overtly, explicitly or implicitly, often by people perceived as authority figures, at an age
where few if any humans have much of a defense against indoctrination. Once one reaches adulthood
and is capable of reasoning, abstraction, critical thinking and so on, these patterns are so long
ingrained and buried within the mind that they happen outside of our consciousness. The boy who
was told that aggression was bad and that avoiding conflict is good, doesn’t have to do this
consciously anymore, he demonstrates that he does with hunched shoulders and an averted gaze. The
boy who was told to stand up for himself, and that conflict is a necessary part of life, likewise
manifests it through confident body language and strong eye contact.
At this point, neither of them know why they behave differently than the other boy, and have become
two very different men, but knowing the whole story it becomes obvious, the messages they
internalized from their authority figures when growing up, and the perspectives of their authority
figures have had effects long after they were received. Now, this is no excuse for carrying those
messages, as every man beyond a certain age is removed from the source of influence, and owes it to
himself to overcome a poor starting position.

Fixing Negative Internal Messages
A common theme among men in the sphere is a tendency towards too much introspection, but it is a
form of introspection that begins at the wrong starting point, namely to find errors in themselves that
permit them to erect barriers against improvement. This creates a circular chain of events, wherein
the man perceiving a fault inside himself, makes an attempt to fix it, self-sabotages and then takes the
failure to correct the perceived fault as confirmation of the fault.
In “Of Means and Ends” I talk about confusing the means to an end as an end and vice versa, and
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this has causal implications. The men often identify the consequences of an internal message as the
message, in essence viewing the effect as the cause. Robert Kiyosaki talks about such internal
messages in “Rich Dad Poor Dad”, where he grew up with a message that summarizes as “People
who have money have money because they are unscrupulous bastards” that he had internalized and
which lead to self-sabotage whenever he attempted to improve his financial situation. He was unable
to do so until he had identified and in effect re-programmed himself with a different message.
Once the message has been identified through introspection and self-analysis, it is time to reprogram
yourself. The following is a model used for deprogramming members of cults during an extraction
that I’ve found some use applying, the model has 5 stages:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Discredit the figure of authority
Present contradictions
The Breaking Point
Self-Expression
Identification and transference

Step 1:
The goal of this step is to remove the person from whom you received the message from a position as
an authority in your life. For instance, when we are children we tend to view our parents and to some
extent other adults as “all-knowing” sources of information, in effect they are idealized as sources of
perfect information in our minds. As we grow up, this position transfers from parents to peer group,
and ideally then to ourselves as an individual. However, there are remnants of the message remaining
within us, from the time when they had a lot of power over us.

Step 2:
This part of the process serves to remove the power of the message itself from having influence in
your life. An example of such a message I dealt with some years ago, was my mother’s message of
“Looks do not matter”, which she would repeat while spending an excessive amount of time on her
appearance. This represents the “message vs reality” paradox, or the “Do as I say, not as I day”
perspective.

Step 3:
The breaking point is reached when the old authority and message are no longer holding excessive
influence over your life and behavior. While the message remains a part of your programming, you
are consciously aware of the fact that the authority was no authority and the message itself was a poor
one. At this point the new message you send yourself slowly starts to take priority over the old
message, and you will start to self-sabotage less.

Step 4:
The self-expression step is when you start to feel negative thoughts about the old message and
authority and this is a natural point in the “5 Stages” where you move from focusing on a single
message, to focusing on every message you can bring forth consciously that came from that source.
At this stage, you will start to feel, express and think negative thoughts about the authority and the
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messages you have received from it.

Step 5:
The identification and transference stage is perhaps the most important step, as it represents the
movement from other-programmed to self-programmed. It is very common during this stage to define
your message in strict dichotomous terms opposing that of the authority and the old message. This
will become less severe with time, however it is necessary to prevent any backsliding stemming from
old habits and routines.
The goal of rewriting your own internal messages is to get rid of those things that are holding you
back from embodying the “doer” aspect that is a requirement for masculinity. If you find yourself
engaging in the much utilized “fake it until you make it” methodology, yet find that you have certain
sticking points that are holding you back, odds are there is an internal message in there causing selfsabotage.

Summary and Conclusions
Some my take this essay as me condoning weakness, but the reality is that once a boy becomes a
man, he also becomes responsible for everything in his life. Thus, while one of the boys in the story
above was raised to be a conflict avoiding punching bag, he owes it to himself to fix that problem
once he is able to do so. Not doing the work required is a failure on his part, however in order to be
able to do the work, he must be aware of the situation.
One of the exercises I’ve been doing recently, to the exclusion of much else, is to sit and meditate
while attempting to remember various scenes from various stages of my life. While there is a thing to
be said that the memory of events that happened a decade or more ago is likely to be spotty at best, if
you can remember something that happened many years ago very vividly, there is most likely
something about that event that still affects you.
Being able to get the bottom of what affected you about that event, and dealing with it as an adult is a
major step forward in rewiring your brain. Part of what makes the red pill such a bitter medicine is
the fact that in order to swallow it you must let go of your illusions. There is no soul mate, there is no
just universe that rewards you with a soul-mate for being a good boy, women aren’t sugar and spice
and everything nice. The world is merely filled with various shades of human being, none of whom
you owe anything, and none of whom owes you anything.
The only person one truly has to be accountable to at the end of the day, is you. Your parents may
have given you “fat genes”, and have given you messages that being fat is OK, and that it’s perfectly
alright to use food as a psychological coping mechanism, but once you are an adult, they are no
longer responsible for you being fat, you are.
The outsourcing of blame for things that you actually control is one of the major plagues of our
modern society. Be defined by where you ended up, not where you began.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
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I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1]
https://geneticliteracyproject.org/2016/07/29/does-the-human-warrior-gene-make-violent-criminals-a
nd-what-should-society-do/
[2]
http://www.smithsonianmag.com/science-nature/the-neuroscientist-who-discovered-he-was-a-psycho
path-180947814/
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Red Pill Logic: The Walls of Jericho
June 29, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

A barrier in Porter’s model represents either hindrance
from engaging in willful and informed action towards an objective or a defense from encroachment
on your objective once the wheels are in motion. A barrier to entry for instance represents both a
defense for existing market participants, but also a hindrance for potential new market entrants.
During my last appearance on the Mark Baxter Podcast, along with Rollo Tomassi [1], Mark
referenced an article of Rollo’s entitled “Buffers”[2] that deals with the many buffers that men utilize
in order to reduce the risk of rejection. Thus they are inherently rationalizations of behavior used to
avoid taking risks.
Barriers serve a similar function within the male psyche, and most sentences involving them tend to
be related to “enough yet“. When I first started reading the manosphere back in the early 2000s, it
was quite obvious that there was a deeper set of behaviors below the surface. The scripts themselves
were fine, but as game went on, the idea that “it’s not what you say, it’s how you say it” started to
take hold. This coincided with the idea of “natural game”, which sought to take game from following
scripts in a flow-chart to being the default state of behavior.
I’ve covered various aspects of the blue pill and red pill perspectives, various alpha behaviors and so
on previously, however I’ve scarcely addressed the barriers to the underlying state required in order
to manifest such behaviors. This is a simple case of cause and effect, when one engages in “fake it
until you make it” one is acting out the effect without the prerequisite cause.
To exemplify the concept, if one never feels fear, one can never be brave, because bravery means
acting in spite of fear. Thus, a prerequisite state to bravery is fear. The “Enough Yet” problem comes
when a man procrastinates or fails to do something because of his own inner game hangups. This is
not purely a red pill/game related problem, it could be the guy who wants to start his own business
but doesn’t think he’s competent “enough yet”, the guy who wants to gain some muscle but doesn’t
think he’s ready “enough yet” to get into the gym.
These emotions forms the barrier to entry for his venture, and there are only two possible solutions to
this problem:
A) Do it now, do your best and accept the consequences, the chips will fall as they may.
B) Do not do it and spend more time in preparation until he feels ready.
The people who select option A generally tend to come out better than those who select option B,
because those who only want that little extra piece of preparation never quite get that final piece. I’ve
helped many a person with their thesis, their research proposals, business cases and such over the
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years, and those who fall into category B, never get truly good results. The depressing aspect of that
is that they are often the most competent people. This could be viewed as the Dunning-Kruger effect
in practice, as people who are highly competent will often be the most competent at finding flaws in
their own work and as they become more competent as they prepare, they find new perspectives and
information, which causes them to postpone action. However, when you combine this with a
tendency towards perfectionism, wanting to be in control of every eventuality and every variable, it
creates an unwinnable scenario.
There are only two possible outcomes, number one is that they fail and use this as evidence to prove
that they should have spent more time preparing, number two is that they succeed and obsess over
what they could have done better.

Immovable Barriers and The Walls of Jericho
The barriers a man faces usually comes in one out of two types, those that cannot be destroyed and
those that can. The former type are things that a man simply has to learn how to deal with, such as
which set of genetics he was born with, height, ethnicity, attachment points for biceps, there is
nothing that can be done to change them, they can only be framed in better ways. Ronald Regan had a
masterful reframe during a debate with Walter Mondale, where Reagan’s advanced age at the time
had become a major topic, which Reagan reframed in a second with the following statement:
“I want you to know that also I will not make age an issue of this campaign. I am not going
to exploit, for political purposes, my opponent’s youth and inexperience.“
While such barriers can be utilized as excuses for coming up short, they cannot be changed, so
focusing on them as the cardinal reason for why you are not attaining the success at a given endeavor
is really a way to avoid committing yourself to overcoming the limitations that you face. Men enter
the sexual market place from a variety of starting positions, some start with major head start, some
with major handicaps and one must merely accept this.
The latter type of barrier exists on a scale from those that require little work and effort to fix, to the
exact opposite. Some of them are erected by the world around the man, some by himself. I recently
mentioned the outcome of being raised in a household that leads down the road of hypo-masculinity
and such externally created psychological barriers can a lot of time to overcome. An example of the
second type can be as simple as just spending a few hours in the gym every week, getting a new
haircut or shopping for new clothes, it may also be as complex as finding and fixing deeply rooted
beliefs within yourself.
The trouble often begins when men confuse the two types, and view a movable barrier as an
immovable object. By doing so they are in embryo outsourcing their responsibility to tear them down,
and the result of subsequent actions they take, as they never viewed themselves as having the power
to change them. Thus, they remain in their inert state, boxed in by imaginary walls preventing them
to take control of their life. There are a multitude of defense mechanisms a man can utilize to
accomplish this, however I find that in most men it takes a form very similar to nihilism, the rejection
of meaning. This consists of:
A) The effort will not be worth the result.
B) There is a risk that the results will not manifest
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C) Present life is comfortable.
D) The requirement for long-term investment.
The form of A often comes from the fact that the effort is a large deviation away from present effort.
In my own case, I was already putting out the effort, and once I began to focus on self-improvement
it was a case of redirecting effort from some activities to other activities. However this re-direction of
effort meant taking time away from activities within my comfort zone to activities outside of my
comfort zone, as it will do for many men.
The form of B represents the undermining of motivation, there are always risks related to every
endeavor, that the outcome may not manifest, that the outcome is different from what is desired or
that the outcome is less than what is expected. For instance, a lot of men who are new to the red pill
start to control their diet and exercise more in order to become more attractive to women, and a man
may rationalize that if he is not guaranteed this effect, there is no point in making the effort.
Eating a solid diet and working out has positive effects outside of trying to get laid. You live longer,
your years spent on this Earth will be more comfortable as you will be in better shape, there are more
experiences you can have because you are in the physical condition to enjoy them, and many others.
The form of C is merely the fact that most of us tend to create for ourselves comfortable patterns. We
do those things that come easy for us, we avoid those that are hard. This is the pleasure-pain principle
on an individual level. The further away from the comfortable patterns a new pattern is, the more pain
we will suffer as we work to change ourselves. When I switched from entry level reading materials to
academic texts, it was uncomfortable to a degree, because I had to expand my vocabulary, learn new
sentence structures, and ways of constructing a written work. However, as I was very much
comfortable with reading the pain was fairly minimal. When I cut sugar from my diet for the first
time about a decade ago, the first 3 months were quite painful, not only because I was addicted to
sugar, but also because cutting sugar makes things less convenient, thus the result was reduced shortterm comfort.
Finally D, is represented by the fact that many men have years or even decades invested in their
patterns. I know several red pill mentors who prefer working with young men for this exact reason,
they are less invested in their present frame. An 18 year old will at best have a 4 – 5 year investment
in the blue pill framework, whereas someone who is over 30 may have an investment of 15 – 20
years, and a man over 40 will often have invested in his patterns for 20 – 30 years. There is a
requirement here to accept the sunk cost of past investment and move on, on top of re-training the old
patterns and internal messages.
The combination of these four aspects, kills motivation, robs the process of it’s meaning, focuses
exclusively on short-term goals and neglects the positive side-effects of changing the ingrained
patterns. Thus, they turn easily destroyed barriers into immovable ones.

Summary and Conclusions
My reasoning behind the title of this post is that most of the barriers men erect for themselves are like
the walls of Jericho, they have stood the test of time, have dissuaded many an attacker, but if enough
effort, consistent effort and directed effort is applied to them, a man can watch them crumble and
enjoy the view out into a world which he did not think existed. Men build prisons of convenience,
habit and comfort, and then grow to resent their jailer, yet are lost without him. The high level of
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investment in the present situation combined with the preference for pleasure over pain serves as a
strong barrier between men and life-changing behaviors, this is in part why adopting the red pill often
requires traumatic behavior as a trigger for the change in men, and why many of them find change to
be too great of a challenge for them. We are all guilty of doing more of those things we enjoy and
less of those we do not, hence why so many trainers have started advocating that if you really hate a
lift, then that is the lift you should be doing.
It has long been stated that you should seek to minimize contact with those who are poor influences
in your life, and who have the habit of dragging you down to their level. These people often also
serve as enablers of the barriers you have erected for yourself in your mind. Be it the friends who
insist that you come to parties when you have given up alcohol, the people who dissuade your new
active lifestyle or various other types. Think of these people as the guardsmen manning the wall,
attempting to chase away any attack by an onslaught of arrows and flaming oil.
These variables represent the devil on your shoulder encouraging you to return to a painless,
comforting existence, and only your own determination to move in the positive direction is capable of
silencing him. Ultimately, any endeavor that requires facing risk, fears and other barriers will begin
with a simple question, are the benefits going to be large enough to justify the pain you must go
through to attain it?

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] http://realmarkbaxter.com/2017/05/04/020-rollo-tomassi-and-black-label-logic/
[2] https://therationalmale.com/2011/08/26/buffers/
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Gendernomics: The Elevator Pitch
July 6, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Recently I had a quick twitter exchange that had to do with how to
be interesting, to which I replied:
Trouble is, a lot of men have no idea which things that happened to them were interesting,
and which are not. @Blacklabellogic
This is one of those things that are quite obvious on the surface, so obvious in fact that I never really
thought about it until I saw the tweet that prompted the response. It is no surprise really as women are
the sex that has an inherent grasp of marketing, framing and rhetoric, where most male conversations
tend to go down one of two paths.
The first path of male conversation is simply an information exchange following the problem –
analysis – solution model, and I suspect this is the default male form of communication. This draws
on deductive problem solving, requires clear, minimalist language in order to ensure maximum
mutual understanding, and an honest presentation of the situation at hand.
The second path of male conversation takes the form of banter, of which locker room talk is a subcategory. This path tends to follow a tit-for-tat model where one-upping one another with better
roasts, jokes, or stories is central, and functions somewhat to determine the status of each male, but
also to hone an ability to be witty, humorous, and think on one’s feet. It also serves to keep a man
grounded, and to bond the group together, through having fun at each other’s expense. An ability to
be productive, honorable, funny, and so on contributes to either a rise or a fall within the male
dominance hierarchy.
A man that seeks to improve his position in the sexual market place must do some initial analysis.
Having an idea of how he needs to position himself in the market, the competitive pressures within
the market and other market factors will be central in determining how to apply his efforts during
product engineering. Luckily, much of this information is available in the manosphere on a general
level.
Once he has this information, combined with his experience within the market, he is likely to have an
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understanding of the major factors that impact his value, the next step is then to establish where he
deviates from those factors and with this understanding he can engage in targeted product
engineering to adapt the product he is offering to the market to which he wants to appeal. Once these
factors are engineered into the product (himself), he can start to consider the marketing aspect of the
product.
The marketing aspect deals with the correct communication in regards to the product offering. In
short, how does he present the value he represents in the best possible light. This is where game plays
a major role. For instance, the opener represents a way to open an avenue of communication with a
potential customer, and could be likened to everything from cold calling to banner ads. Once the
customer has been “opened”, the next step is to get the customer invested in the communication.
Once the customer is invested in the communication, one can move on to techniques that serve to
best highlight the product, engage in influence techniques and various other means that seek to
position the product in the mind of the customer. Finally the close represents the time when the
customer has to make the first choice with tangible consequences.
There are two key areas in such a scenario, what information to present and how to present that
information.

What to Communicate
Many men struggle when it comes to what they should and should not communicate verbally. What
things about them are interesting and which are not interesting will depend largely on the audience.
While a group of accountants may be very interested in a way to avoid getting hit with tax oversight
of their chosen method of depreciation, odds are that telling the same thing to a woman on a date will
put her into a coma.
As I said in a follow up tweet:
For many of them “I get great mileage out of my car” is equal to “I spent 8 months
backpacking through Asia and almost got kidnapped” @Blacklabellogic
The former statement in this tweet is a typical piece of male communication, facts about things. In
many ways male communication is built around communicating facts about things, how they relate
and how they can be good/bad/manipulated. The second on the other hand is more adapted to
conversation with a woman. One must remember that above all else women are focused on emotional
experiences, exploration of herself, and self-actualization. “Facts about things” rarely result in an
emotional experience, it does not contribute to a woman’s “exploration of herself” or her quest for
adventure, finally knowing gas mileage does not in any way contribute to a woman’s selfactualization.
This failure to understand what is an interesting accomplishment/thing about yourself, and what is
not, is central to the failure of men to “hook” women into conversation. Part of this comes from a
degree of solipsism that all humans have, where one thinks that what is interesting to us, is interesting
to everyone else. This is similar to those who attend a job interview and show up under- or
overdressed, because they didn’t check the corporate website to see how people within that company
tends to dress.
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Many men relish the idea of having their life “in order“, meaning that there are few surprises,
everything is running as if it was on rails, and they have a routine established for most things.
However, this is the anathema to the female requirement for emotional excitement and exploration of
self. A man will be very interested in how you structured your 401K in order to realize some nice
gains, how adopting a low-carb diet affected your gym results or how moral systems are inherently
subjective, depending on the man’s own interest to an extent. Conversations between men are very
easy due to the two simple models, either contribute value through information exchange or through
humor.
Think about this in terms of sales, in a sales situation one party is attempting to convince another
party that they should purchase a product or service. Each customer is different in their attention to
different things. For instance, I used to be a very “technically oriented” clothes shopper, I would care
mainly about materials, how long the clothes would last, how comfortable they were and how much
they cost. When I started to put more effort into the way I dress, I had to unlearn this behavior and
learn to pay attention to fit, color combinations, patterns, and various other things. In order to get the
sale, the information has to be calibrated towards the type of customer.

Presenting the Information
There is no denying that many men live very dull and boring lives and while this may be a barrier
towards coming up with the “chick crack” that is necessary to hit the best emotional states in an
interaction, yet it does not entirely prevent it. It does however, require the understanding of, and
application of marketing techniques to create the correct frame. Framing the information in a way
that piques curiosity, hits emotional, self-exploration and self-actualization buttons is optimal, as it
creates a state in the woman where she will try to learn how she can attain a better knowledge of self,
have new emotional experiences and thus have it contribute to her self-actualization as a woman.
Furthermore, highly technical and accurate descriptions should be avoided because they are often
boring, only have much meaning within the sphere of employment, are “Epiphany phase bait”, and
leave little room for the other person to participate unless they have technical knowledge within that
field. This is exemplified in Beta presentations where the question “So what do you do” is often
answered according to the model “I’m a [Insert job title] at [Insert company name], doing [short
description of tasks]” to which most people can only really ask a question about how that is, out of
politeness.
When communicating information about yourself to a woman, it should be the exact opposite of a
resume. A resume should be clear, without gaps, without ambiguity, utilizing the correct terminology,
with little (if any emotion) and ensure the most efficient transfer of information possible from sender
to receiver.
“I spent 2 weeks in China, 1 week in Beijing the other in Hong Kong, then 3 weeks in Tokyo, another
week in Manila, and ended up in Saigon for a month” is the resume style presentation of information
and is worse than “When I traveled around Asia for 3 months [insert observation]”. The former
communicates everything the person needs to know, the latter creates interest and leaves much room
for asking follow up questions. Furthermore, if it is presented in a nonchalant fashion, it gives the
impression that what would be a once in a lifetime experience for others is fairly common for you.
This goes back to part one of this essay, try to identify which type of customer you’re dealing with,
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tailor the information to fit your cold-read, and present it in a way that is attractive to the potential
customer. Some customers like facts listed out on a product sheet, some prefer television
commercials, and some want to be taken on an emotional journey. Most women are the last one, and
most Betas communicate as the first one. A Beta man gives a woman his resume, his bank statement
and tax returns, yet this is not the information she prefers or that excites her.

Summary and Conclusions
The male mode of communication is focused on sharing knowledge, techniques and fixing problems.
It is very much centered on the “facts about things” mode of communication, where two or more men
attempt to solve a problem through mutual sharing of information with as little emotional baggage as
possible. For illustrative purposes, a research paper in a STEM field is this male mode of
communication in the most pure form. Almost purely factual, no emotion involved, every fact is
supported by citations, and any form of ambiguity is removed.
The female mode of communication is focused on emotional experiences, self-exploration and selfactualization. It is very much centered on the “Emotional reaction to events or things“, where two or
more women attempt to share and communicate not only the fact or event, but the context and
emotional reaction to those events or things. Roosh refers to this as “rambling”, which comes from
the observation that two women can talk about something for an hour without any meaningful
information (judged from the male perspective) being conveyed.
I used to work in tech support during college, and an observation among the staff was that a woman
with a tech problem could take 10 – 20 minutes to explain a simple problem, without even
mentioning what the problem was. She would explain how her day had been and what her emotional
state was before, during and after the problem, the context of the problem, and why the problem was
upsetting to her. On the other hand the male tech support report usually consisted of “The damn thing
doesn’t work“.
At this point, you should see how the male form of communication is the antithesis to the female
mode of communication. Females crave emotional triggers, they relish exploring themselves and are
always looking to actualize themselves as “better women”, defined as more emotionally realized
women. However more importantly, when attempting to sell yourself in the sexual market place, the
information about the product being shared must be the type of information that the customer views
as salient, and presented in a manner that appeals to the customer.
Another way of putting this, the male mode of communication is centered on logos, to the exclusion
of ethos and pathos, whereas women are scarcely interested in, or capable of appreciating logos, but
are suckers for ethos and pathos.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 754 of 1188

As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Embracing the Dark Side
July 13, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In Jung’s writing the dichotomy of ego and shadow is
perhaps the most interesting one, as this is the split between those behaviors that a man uses as part of
his identity and those behaviors he rejects. I briefly covered Jung’s preference for figurative
dichotomies in an earlier essay, and perhaps more important than the feminine/masculine is the Dark
side and the Light side. Take one of the “Good Boys” for instance, he has adopted those behaviors
which society has overly communicated as desirable in a “good man”, and rejected those that he has
perceived society and deeming unfit in a civilized world.
However, as I outlined those behaviors, while carrying some benefits also have detrimental aspects to
them, as they are a trade-off, where the good boy gets social validation, because his behavior benefits
society more than it does himself. Thus, these behaviors are venerated by society in theory, but in
practice those that engage in them sacrifice their own best interest for the best interests of the
community in which they live. This has been popularized in the meme “You vs. The Guy She Tells
You Not To Worry About“, and is very symptomatic of the super-ego completely dominating his
psyche.
Perhaps the most famous example in literature is “Strange Case of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde” by
Robert Louis Stevenson, however a more interesting exemplification comes in the Star Wars series.
In this series “turning to the dark side” meant giving in to those emotions that are deemed negative
by the Jedi, such as fear, anger, passion and strength, but more importantly determining your own
path, rather than the one determined for you by the force. This is an interesting allegory to the ego
and the shadow, where the ego are those conscious behaviors that make up much of our identity, such
as being dutiful, polite, nice, rule-abiding and various pro-social behaviors that a man has adopted
due to social conditioning, and the shadow represents those behaviors that a man has rejected from
his personality.
Adopting the Red Pill requires to some extent the negotiation between the shadow and the ego, for
the former’s inclusion into conscious identity. A man is incomplete without those shadow behaviors
in his arsenal. Yet “The Good Boys” have had those aspects of their personality hidden by defense
mechanisms all their life.

Beta Game and the Shadow
Game is a behavioral schema that is a subset of social skills, and as such “Beta Game” is a variant
where a man is convinced that the path into a woman’s pants come in the form of sublimating himself
to her frame, perspectives and adopting the pro-social behaviors required of a “good boy”. I’ve
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previously outlined such behaviors in an essay utilizing the five factor model, using content analysis
of 3 major manosphere writers, Rollo, Roissy and Roosh, which gave the result in the table below:

If one
were to sum up this table, it becomes clear that the Alpha columns are focused on man before group,
and the beta columns are focused on group before man. This is perhaps most clearly exemplified in
the row that begins with “Do whatever you want“, as this row deals with “self” vs. “other”.
As the core principle of ego vs shadow boils down to a scale with pro-social on one end, anti-social
on the other and various shades in between. Furthermore, that I’ve previously described the ego as
the part of a man that is the total sum of all his adopted pro-social behavioral traits and the shadow
being all his rejected anti-social behavioral traits. It follows that Beta game consists of proving how
pro-social a man is by exposition and demonstrations in the interactions he has with a female whom
he desires.
However, the old reward system that dictated that pro-social men were to be rewarded for their good
behavior and anti-social men punished for theirs has largely been made obsolete in the age of open
hypergamy.
If one takes the example of Sparta, within that community a man gained his citizenship and right to
marry by being part of the military, which formed the walls of Sparta and by holding the spears that
formed it’s borders. Within that social group, the virtues that were pro-social were rewarded, whereas
those traits deemed non-virtuous were punished. Various rites of passage ensured that a man had
been sufficiently educated by his tribe and had reached a stage of development as judged by his tribe
to be capable of starting a family. A man who had not undertaken this rite of passage, that required
learning the wisdom of older men, was not considered a man, but a boy.
The “Good Boys” somewhat exist in a limbo between adulthood and boyhood, in that while they
have reached an embodiment of virtues required in order to be a productive member of their social
group, however they have not learned how to temper that with masculine qualities. To quote Teddy
Roosevelt on this dichotomy, “Speak softly and carry a big stick“, which is symbolic of civilized
discourse backed up by masculine virtues.
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The Role of Shadow
Based on the former analogy of the big stick, one of the major memories from my childhood was
being chided about use of violence and aggression, both verbal and non-verbal as a problem-solving
tool. According to my socialization at that point, discourse was the only acceptable manner in which
one could solve disagreements. The internal message here was that my natural reaction of anger was
unacceptable and thus, that I should strive to control it. I did so in a rather unproductive manner in
that I never permitted myself to become angry, or ever feel anger. One of the things that I noticed as I
started my path down self-improvement years ago, was that anger can serve as a powerful motivator.
If one desires to move away from a path, and on to another, anger at one’s present situation is often
not only warranted but required. This is also the case with the anger phase of taking the red pill, that
in order to eradicate old patterns of behavior and internal messages, one does require anger.
This is not much different from the old message of “Ignore the bullies”, something which sends an
internal message to a young person that they should suppress their natural reaction, which is to
defend their boundaries. While I’m a major advocate of stoicism, which is centered upon mastering
your reactions to the external environment, the message sent by “ignore the bullies” is not one of
controlling reactions, it is one of passivity.
Another major message was about sharing and not being selfish, which sent an internal message of
“being selfish and self-interested is bad”. While to some extent I agree with this message, the extreme
form means neglecting your needs in favor of the needs of others. Reading Ayn Rand while in High
School was the beginning down the path of accepting that one must strike a balance between the
needs of self and the needs of others. Most people will put their own needs first, and do not require
you to do so as well.
The path I had to walk during my first periods of self-improvement and that I must remain vigilant
about remaining on, is the one where I embrace and accept those dark sides of me that I know I have.
In my writings on Cluster-B relationships I’ve referred to walking on eggshells, which is a state in
which a person develops hyper-vigilance about the states of other human beings. For instance, it’s not
uncommon for the children of violent alcoholics to be highly focused on spotting the behaviors of the
alcoholic that tends to lead to a beating later. This is a form of predictive analysis that seeks to
identify the cause so that the person can then neutralize the cause and remain safe.
Those who are hyper vigilant of their shadow turns this perception inwards and constantly monitor
their own inner states in order to neutralize the causes of shadow behaviors in themselves. However,
the end result is frequently then outbursts as one is attempting to control something that refuses to be
controlled. These behaviors will find an outlet, for instance eating, smoking, drinking, or various
others that then create a self-reinforcing loop of negative outcomes. The downside being that the
more they attempt to control the more they fall victim to, and the more they deny certain parts of
them that are required in life.
It was not uncommon for rites of passage to contain pain, humiliation, suffering, and misery, for the
reason that one seeks to shield a child from the worst of the world, yet a man must not only be aware
of it, but be ready to square off with it. In order to have the capacity to fight the world at its worst, the
man must know that he has the capacity to not only take the heaviest hits against him, but to give it
back two-fold.
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Summary and Conclusions
A part of normal socialization in the West is the widespread demonization of our baser natures. This
disconnection of man from nature creates a chasm between what we want to do and what we actually
do, an analogy would be the ID, that knows 3 things, eat it, fuck it or kill it. These are the base
instincts of humanity, and what we have constructed elaborate narratives to conceal. A man who is
largely ruled by his super-ego (social conditioning) is made naturally uncomfortable with his deepest
impulses, and becomes hypervigilant in his effort to conceal and control them.
The analogy of the Dark side and Light side is an interesting one, because out of all the problems a
Beta man suffers, his major one a distinct lack of passion. This is reflected in the 8th commandment
of Poon that reads:
XIII. Err on the side of too much boldness, rather than too little[1]
Boldness, is reflected in willingness to step beyond “Good behavior” (that behavior which is good for
the group) towards “Bad Behavior” (that which is good for you), this signals that a man puts himself
before the group, and a willingness to do so, shows among others, confidence. A man who deviates
from “Good Boy” behavior, is showing that he is willing to accept consequences from the group in
order to take from it what he desires, or alternatively that he holds so much power within the group
that risk of consequences is non-existent for him. The Dark side represents those who are willing to
let go of control in order to obtain that which they desire by any means, whereas the light side those
who require control at all times.
A simple example would be the two reactions most commonly seen when a man is caught checking
out a woman:
A) He quickly looks away and pretends he wasn’t checking her out. In doing so he denies the very
passion that drove him to do so, in part he sequesters away that part of himself in a prison of
impropriety.
B) He is open about checking her out, and his desires. In doing so he accepts those parts of him that
permit him to appreciate aesthetics and passions.
Within our modern society, where no real threats have existed for the past 2 – 3 generations, and
where a steady stream of veneers slowly have overgrown nature, is it any wonder that our grounding
to our natures is all but gone? A man checking out an attractive woman is natural, I actually find it
more concerning that natural behavior is now viewed as unnatural, and that men are actually ashamed
of what would have been a source of virtue in the past.
Instead of entering the physical world, these men find outlets for aggression through watching sports,
they find outlets for their lust in porn, for competition in fantasy football leagues and video-games,
their admiration in social media.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
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and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] Jordan Peterson – Don’t be harmless
[2] Sixteen Commandments of Poon
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Gendernomics: Game as a Value Multiplier
July 20, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

A multiplier is a very simple concept, it’s an added
variable that either serves to increase or decrease a given value. When you benchmark between
industries it’s not uncommon to establish revenue multipliers for mergers and acquisitions, for
instance the purchase value in one industry may be x4 of revenue, and in another x12 of revenue.
This is normally done by analyzing previous deals in the same industry, establishing a “normal”
multiplier and then applying that to the present deal, with or without modifications. If there is a large
discrepancy in market capitalization for the two, or growth estimates are vastly different, then
adjustments may be made, if the companies are very similar, they may not.
Perhaps the multiplier that most will be familiar with is marketing. Now marketing in and of itself
does not create tangible product value, for instance an Iphone does not get objectively better because
it comes in a nice box. However, the nice box helps it appear higher value and quality due to playing
with our perception. The bottle- and logo design of Coca Cola does not make the drink more
refreshing, more healthy, or a host of other concrete product variables, however it does make it stand
out on the shelf.
In a recent tweet, I wrote:
Game is a value multiplier, not a value creator, treat accordingly.
The reasoning behind this is quite simple, and comes from my analysis of the early seduction
community argument that “only game matters”, summarized as, “one need not concern oneself with
becoming interesting, dressing better, developing the right mindset, going to the gym or a myriad of
other avenues of self-improvement, just buy whatever product I’m selling and you will become
successful with women”. Perhaps the most obvious example of the flaws in this methodology was the
program “The Pick-Up Artist” that aired on VH-1 some years ago, where it rapidly became clear that
even personal coaching and training from Mystery in his methods, failed to improve those men who
had the lowest value, much if at all. Those who did indeed become successful, were those men who
were the male “She’s all that” versions, guys who were average or above average value, but who
failed to display that value in some regard.

Positive and Negative Multipliers
I suspect that everyone reading this are aware of the various interesting dichotomies in intersexual
interactions. Some men are deemed “creepy” when doing things that would be considered sexy if a
higher value man did them. The line between sexual harassment and enjoyable flirting in the
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workplace for instance, is dependent on whether the receiver of the attention enjoys the attention or
not. Likewise, certain staples of game have differing effects depending on the receiver and sender of
these messages. The most obvious example being using “negs” against low-value women.
Perhaps one of the most famous ratios within finance is the price-earnings ratio, that has been utilized
in valuations for decades. A company selling at a high multiple of earnings is expected to grow it’s
earnings quite substantially, this is often seen in technology companies where rapid and extensive
growth is expected to take place. A company selling at a low multiple of earnings is expected to grow
at a slower rate or even in some cases decline.
A positive multiplier serves to increase the value of the object, for instance a company with $1m in
revenue at an x4 multiplier means a take-over price of $4m. The fact that an Aston Martin was used
in a James Bond movie increases the price of the car not due to the car itself but due to its history.
The highlighted uniqueness of the car itself acts as a differentiating factor, which permits the owner
to access alternative markets with his product.
A negative multiplier does the opposite of a positive one in that it serves to reduce the value of an
object, sometimes quite drastically. A company facing insolvency, legal problems or rapidly
increasing competition for instance, may face a negative multiplier, and thus may sell at less than
revenue or book value. The fact that a horrendous triple-murder took place in a house reduces the
price of that house as a result of the history, not the state of the house itself. In this case, what makes
the house unique, acts as a factor of differentiation, but a negative one, which results in the owner not
being able to obtain the maximal market value for the property.

Game as a Value Multiplier
If one for a moment assumed that an objective sexual market value could be obtained for every man
and woman in a market where arbitrage opportunities were eliminated, in a world where no “game”
existed. One would expect that market to behave as the current one, just a bit more overtly. If one
assumes that no multipliers exist, the only manner in which a man could improve his value was to
engage in self-improvement, or as I prefer to look at it product engineering.
Product engineering is the process by which the characteristics of a product is altered through an
iterative process often consisting of the rough phases design, prototyping, testing, analysis and
redesign. The design process is a bit different with each company, but in general a niche in the
market is identified, desirable product characteristics are identified and one then designs the
blueprints for a prototype. This prototype is then tested, after which the results of the tests are
analyzed, and included in the redesign phase, which is then followed by more testing and analysis
until one is satisfied with the product.
However, to view the world with these artificially created caveats, does not give the whole picture. If
one has the best product in the world, it matters little if no customers are aware that the product exists
or are not made aware of the salient characteristics of said product. For this one requires marketing.
Once a product has been created, the role of marketing becomes central. Market information was
always a part of the product engineering process to some extent, for instance by identifying gaps in
the market, establishing the rough price-points of the end product, analyzing the market factors and
many others. However, once the finished product is ready, marketing begins to figure out how to
position the new product, how to communicate the benefits of the product, how to communicate why
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the customer should buy this product over others and many other central communication tasks. This
is the role of game in this model.
If one takes a very simplified model for a cold-open for instance, the opener is there to create an
opportunity to present the product to the customer. Once an opener is successful a certain level of
investment must be created in the customer prior to engaging fully in the product pitch, and once the
customer is invested one can attempt to close the sale. A highly attractive product requires less
investment and work by the salesman, a bad product requires a much higher level of investment for
each sale. However, the latter also requires a more competent salesman than the former.
I’ve known men of high value that despite their high value constantly failed to maximize their sexual
market value transactions, and men of lower value who in-spite of it maximized their sexual market
transactions. The major differentiating factor between the two came in the form of marketing, or
“game”. Game permitted the latter group of men to present their value to more customers, get more
customers invested and close more sales, where for the former group their lack of game meant fewer
opportunities to present their value, an inability to generate interest and thus fewer closes.
Therefore game acting a multiplier of value, if one assumes sexual market value follows a normal
distribution pattern, and the multiplier is static. A man with an SMV of 2 with a 1,5 multiplier for
game will gain an additional SMV point from game, a man with an SMV of 5 will gain an additional
2,5 points, a man with an SMV of 10, will gain a full 5 points. However, this appears to be flawed, as
nobody can be above 10, thus it is likely that the higher a man’s “product value” the less marketing
is required and the less useful marketing becomes. Thus one could argue that diminishing returns
apply to game, in that it offers a larger multiplier the closer you are to the mean of the sexual market
value graph, and smaller benefits if your sexual market place is one of the tails.

Summary and Conclusion
This post is not intended as a denigration of game. Game is a fundamental skill that any man should
be competent at, and that offers benefits not only in the sexual market place but in life in general. The
ability to sell yourself in a job interview, the ability to sell product or services, and to present yourself
in the best possible light will always ensure that you maximize the value of whatever product you are
offering. However, the best sales and marketing techniques will do little if you are attempting to sell
cold drinks in Antarctica or feminist research methodology to a group of competent scientists.
Likewise the claims made that a single thing can rectify a complex problem is one often associated
with those who seek to exploit their customer.
The idea of game acting not as a value creation or a product characteristic itself, but as a combined
multiplier of existing product value is an interesting one to me, because one of the major differences
between the sexes, is that men are the engineers of humanity, women are the marketers. As children
men are encouraged to develop the abilities that make us into the appliances of humanity, problemsolving, deductive reasoning, “facts about things” style of communication, and our ability to “do”.
Women on the other hand, are trained in impression management, communication, self-presentation
and covert communication.
Thus, one could argue that men in the sexual market place experience problems in one out of two
major areas, one being the ability to highlight and present their value in a manner which is conducive
to their goals, which is what game can rectify, the other being their value in and of itself. A man who
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is very skilled at the former can make a mountain out of a mole-hill, in the sense that a male 4 with
game, will have a higher value multiplier and thus may be able to hit above his weight, and have
more success in the sexual market place. A man who has a higher value, yet is completely oblivious
to game will experience that any success is largely due to factors outside of his control.
Now obviously, there are outliers, a man with an SMV of 9 – 10 is going to experience quite a bit of
success even without any game, and a man with an SMV of 1 could have fantastic game and yet
experience very little success. This is merely due to a marketing observation, that if you make a
fantastic product it tends to require little marketing to perform quite well. If you make a crappy
product, it will require a lot of marketing to perform in a mediocre manner, finally if you make a
mediocre product it will require a lot of marketing to perform well.
If one imagines game in isolation as a set of behavioral and social methods that one can apply to the
sales of products, it becomes obvious that without the product, one does not need game. However,
once one has the product, game becomes needed, because game as a product is a means to an end.
Game is the means by which you present your value proposition in order to realize the maximum
volume and price for your product, without it, you may obtain sales, but you will not reach the
maximum volume of sales at the maximum price. With game and a bad product you may realize a
higher volume or a higher price for your product, despite the issues with underlying product quality.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: The NAxALT Error
July 27, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I briefly covered the NxALT error in an earlier essay on
“AWALT” (all women are like that), but as it seems to be catching on in various domains relevant to,
or sphere adjacent, it is time for a dedicated essay. Whenever I view characteristics of a population, I
tend to make the initial assumption that it follows a normal distribution similar to the bell curve
depicted in this essay.
Such a distribution is characterized by the fact that the values cluster around the mean, and the further
away one gets from the mean, the smaller the population will be. For instance, in regards to IQ, 68%
of the population are within 1 standard deviation either above or below the mean, meaning that they
have an IQ in the range 85 – 115. 95% of the population are within 2 standard deviations either above
or below the mean, meaning an IQ in the range 70 – 130. When one enters the outliers, meaning an
IQ either below below 70 or above 130, this totals a mere 4.2% of the population. The extreme
outliers, those people with an IQ either above 145 or below 55, are a mere 2% of the total population.
The normal distribution is present in many observations of human traits, height, weight and IQ being
among them. In Gendernomics I argue that sexual market value should be viewed as a normal
distribution, as this would be the distribution that ensured the maximal chance of “pairing off” when
one takes hypergamy and the female pareto attraction into account. If all men are 10s, then it
becomes impossible for hypergamy to select the highest value males, likewise if all women are 10s,
then it becomes impossible for women to ensure that they have optimized hypergamy.
To summarize, in a normal distribution the majority of observations are within 1 – 2 standard
deviations of the mean value, and the further one gets away from the mean the lower the amount of
observations one makes. Thus it follows, that the probability of making an observation that is within
1 – 2 standard deviations of the mean is much higher than to observe an outlier.

Samples and Representation
One of the keys to make a normal distribution work is the sample sizes one is working with, once the
number of observations is sufficiently large the central limit theorem under certain conditions state
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that the samples of random variables independently drawn from independent distributions follow the
normal distribution. Thus, the total number of samples is very important to drawn inferences from the
data. Census data is the gold standard for such inferences, because the sample size is the entire
population. For instance, if one knows the height of every single member of a group, one can with
certainty state the average height of said group.
However, in many cases where NxALT raises its ugly head, we are rarely dealing with gold standard
research, where one has sampled an entire population, or multiple populations. In order to generalize
from a sample of a population to that entire population, one must ensure that the sample is
sufficiently large and representative of the population. Many election forecasters during the 2016
Presidential Election made the mistake of electing non-representative samples, for instance oversampling people who lived in cities and under-sampling people in rural communities.
For instance, when it comes to the number of sexual partners an article in The Daily Mail [1] states
that the average number of sexual partners for women were 5.81, the total number of female
participants was 104, in the age range 18 – 35, with an average age of 21. Obviously, these women
did not each sleep with exactly 5.81 men, some had notch counts above the mean, some below the
mean. However, as the sample size was fairly small, the generalizability of the data to the general
population is limited. Thus, the study in itself proves very little about anyone except those who
responded to the survey, and one can never fully trust self-report surveys.
When one talks about many of the things one does in the manosphere, such as AWALT, Hypergamy
and other behavioral observations that have been made about females, Beta males or other groups,
one makes the observation of the behavior from a sample, and assumes that such behavior exists in
the entire group, and follows a normal distribution. Thus, every member of the population has the
capacity for a given behavioral trait, but the manifestation thereof varies. For instance, one could
argue that one outlier is the woman who has never cheated on her partner, and one outlier is the
woman who has cheated on 100% of previous partners. One outlier is the woman who stays
committed to her husband for the duration of marriage, and one has had 7 husbands in 10 years,
always trading up.
The argument, therefore is not “All members of this group have the exact same propensity to engage
in behavior A”, but rather “Behavior A has been observed in a sufficient number of group members,
that it is probable that it exists in all group members to some extent” and from this one can conclude
that in interactions with members of this group, behavior A is likely to be observed again with some
frequency.

NxALT in Practice
What constitutes a “NxALT fallacy” is the presentation of outliers as actually being representative of
the mean, or alternatively outliers as examples of there being no mean. For instance, if one challenges
a person with the statistic that 40 – 50% of couples divorce [2], one may face the argument “My
grandparents were married for 70 years!” which doesn’t affect the probability of the statistic at all. It
is merely the reporting of an outlier.
It is for all intents and purposes, the equivalent of responding to “The average American male is 5 ft,
9.5 inches tall and weighs 195.5 lbs [3] with the statement “My buddy Kevin is 6.5 and 260”. That’s
great for Kevin and he is obviously an outlier as far as height and weight is concerned, but it doesn’t
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affect the means. Such an average is calculated the total value of a population is divided by that
population, in order to find out the characteristics of the population. Thus, in a sample of two, Kevin
at 6.5 and Dave at 5.4, their height is added up, then divided by two, resulting in the average height of
5.95.
If one is making a decision, for instance if I was running a company producing clothes for men, my
best bet for maximizing revenue over cost would be to produce clothes within 1 – 2 standard
deviations on either side of the mean, as this would allow me to sell to 95% of the population. When
someone makes the argument that “There are people who use smaller and bigger sizes that you are
missing out on selling to”, that is something I would be fully aware of, yet the cost of stocking those
sizes, would have a negative effect on my overall profit.
Likewise, if a man is trying to decide whether to get married or not, he should base his decision on
the 40 – 50% probability that the marriage will end in divorce, rather than the fact that his
grandparents were happily married for 70 years. The former is a much larger sample. The tendency to
ignore the mean, and instead prefer anecdotal examples as the guideline is linked to female solipsism,
wherein a woman will usually neglect empirical data in favor of her own lived experience.

Heuristics
The practice of observing patterns, codifying patterns, then testing them through experimentation, is a
foundation of grounded theory. This approach has been utilized within the manosphere for decades,
and is an accepted academic method of research. Like it or not, people made decisions based on the
patterns they observed well before they could dredge up citations [4] from academics from
google.scholar to support their argument.
When Grog the caveman was wondering if he should head east or west to hunt, he likely observed the
weather, used his knowledge of migration paths, previous hunting history to the east and the west,
perhaps other factors, then he made his decision. For instance, he may have had a heuristic of “if the
sun is shining, the animals are more thirsty so they will gather by the stream to the west, but if it is
windy, they seek cover by the mountains to the east”.
This is somewhat where we reach the Mexican standoff between AxALT and NAxALT, in many
cases no “Gold Standard” research exists that can give us perfect information about the distribution
itself. In the article I used as my first source, the average number of sexual partners that the women
had were 5.81, however a general heuristic is that women tend to leave out that drunken hookup, the
guy she banged on vacation, the TA she banged to get a better grade, and perhaps reply with the
number of boyfriends she’s had rather than the number of sexual partners.
This type of deviation tends to occur when people are ego invested in how they themselves or other
people would perceive them if they gave an honest answer. Perhaps the best example of this (shoutout to my old research methodology professor) are the studies on penile length and the variation
between self-reports and measurements taken by a medical professional [5]. There is also the old
observation that when asked only a minority think they are below average intelligence [6].
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Summary and Conclusions
The challenge that is presented by AxALT and NAxALT, is that such statements are rarely
statements of fact, but rather they are heuristics used in decision-making processes. Regardless of
what internet debaters think, a great majority of decisions are made without consulting the latest
academic research into the topic, and without engaging the mighty internet in a game of “let me find
sources that support what I have decided to do/believe”. People are generally much better at
rationalizing a decision after it has been made than they are at arriving at a conclusion through
research.
This means that both “AxALT” and “NAxALT” become a Pascal’s wager of sorts. For those who are
not familiar with this argument, Blaise Pascal made the argument that if you were an unbeliever, you
had every incentive to act and think as a believer, as one had everything to gain, and nothing to lose
by doing so. The reasoning being that if you act and think as a believer you will be welcomed into
Paradise upon your death, if you do not you will go straight to hell.
Thus, the questions become:
A) If I adopt AxALT as my position what is the upside and the downside?
B) If I adopt “NAxALT” as my position, what is the upside and the downside?
A is clearly the most efficient route, as it permits decisions to be made with little investigation and
investment. Furthermore, it shields one from idealism and naivete, as one requires a person or group
to demonstrate through their actions that they are in fact outliers from your initial observation, or that
your perception of the mean is an erroneous one. The vulnerability of A is that one may err in
judgment in those cases where one assumes that a situation will reflect the mean, which is correct
from a probability perspective, and the situation is in fact an outlier.
B, would be the more laborious option as it requires every decision to consist of data collection, data
evaluation/analysis and then a decision to be made on a case by case basis. It also creates a situation
in which your past observations cannot be adopted as a guideline for your present or future actions, as
you must experience each case on its own. The major vulnerability of B however, is that the
probability of error becomes much higher than in A. In A, one would have a 5 – 32% chance of being
wrong, whereas in B one would have a 95% to 68% chance of being wrong.
For instance, a man man who adopts position A, who considers getting married for the second or
third time, will evaluate the proposition as informed by his past experiences with divorce, and the
consequences thereof. Whereas a man in the same situation who adopts position B, would not adopt
his past observations as a guideline for his present decision-making, as “not all women are like my
ex-wife“, and thus his previous experience is in no way relevant information for his future decisions.
The unstated premise of “NAxALT” is simply that it is preferable to deal with the consequences of
treating someone as a maximally positive outlier, as opposed to the consequences of treating them as
being average. The Soul-mate myth is a prime example of this, in that if one treats all women as
queens, nobody is offended, if one treats all women as common wenches, everyone is offended.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
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I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1]
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/femail/article-4060846/The-ideal-number-sexual-partners-men-women-r
evealed.html
[2] http://www.apa.org/topics/divorce/
[3] http://www.livestrong.com/article/289265-what-is-the-average-adult-male-height/
[4] Illimitableman Citation needed fallacy
[5] http://imgur.com/gallery/uYSgs
[6] https://yougov.co.uk/news/2014/05/05/only-2-say-they-are-below-average-intelligence/
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Red Pill Logic: Justice, Merit and Karma
August 3, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In writing this series that I have been working on
dealing with inner game, beliefs and psychological structures, I’ve had to revisit both new and old
events and experiences in my life. A few weeks back, some events took place that for some reason
broke through my layers of detached cynical stoicism, and bothered me to the core. A characteristic
of my personality is that I can rarely let something go without figuring it out, and my reaction to the
events was no exception.
As I outlined in internal messages, it’s important to identify the core premises of your internal
software, in order to rewrite those parts of the program that keep you from achieving the goals you
desire. One I experienced for a long time was a tendency to self-sabotage and neglect key areas of
life, because of an old internal message, one that stated “The only thing that matters is being a good
worker at your job“, thus if this was the only thing worth excelling at, why bother trying to excel or
even handle other areas of life?
While digging through the old discarded thoughts, patterns and principles, I came upon the one that
broke the cynical barrier, namely the concept called “karma”. I used to find the concept of Karma to
be a very attractive one, namely that the Universe will conspire to ensure that those who are virtuous,
just and display the merits will be rewarded, while those who are the opposite inevitably will be
punished. Even though I had long ago accepted that the Universe is at best uncaring, I still had a
tendency to act from a place of what I perceived as virtue.
Such behavior on my part was a manifestation of habit, rather than one of conscious action, I didn’t
elect to offer assistance so much as I did so because I had been brought up and encouraged behave in
this manner my whole life. The idea I suppose being the “Golden Rule”, and doing unto others as you
would want them to do onto you. However, I realized that this usually creates a negative balance in
the same manner that communism does, in that some frequently need help but are rarely able to offer
it, where others are frequently able to offer it, but rarely need it.
Such behavior is thus, both idealistic and naive, and cognitively I believe that this is the principle that
serves as the basis for all blue pill thought. One can be blue pill without without many of the
symptoms, but the ultimate cause of the disorder is a belief in the just nature of the Universe. The
core idea behind the blue pill is that virtue is rewarded, yet no one can quantify the reward.
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Blue Pill Justice
When we discuss the blue pill, it is often portrayed as a very idealistic perception of the world.
Women are virtuous by nature, made of sugar and spice, a woman can never do wrong, and in cases
where a woman commits a heinous act, the responsibility and blame never lies with her, but with
someone else. However, this view of women, is not the totality of the blue pill. The belief in the just
nature of the various structures we have built around us such as family courts, divorce court, law
enforcement, and others that serve a role in intersexual dynamics also factor in heavily.
For instance the blue pill man likely holds the view that his wife is a virtuous woman, without
vacillating vices, various virulent vexations, and without will for warfare. He also is likely is a stern
believer in the virtues of modern law, and those mechanisms that govern the relationship with his
wife. His view dictates that if he is a good man the woman who is his “soul mate” will be a good
woman, as it would be unjust should a good man find himself with a woman who is his antithesis. If
he sacrifices for her, then she will sacrifice for him, if he makes concessions to her, she will do
likewise to him, thus there is order. After all, without order there cannot be justice, and without
justice there cannot be balance.
In the world of the blue pill man, if he is just and fair, his wife will be just and fair, should a divorce
becomes necessary, he believes that the woman, the courts and the agents of the state will reciprocate
his behavior. He feels that this is earned through the merits he can display, his behavior towards his
wife, as a pillar of the community, as an example for young men, and in many other ways through
which his benevolence has been demonstrated.

The Blue Pill Meritocracy
In the world of the blue pill man, the value of his life is a consequence of the merits he earns through
virtuous behavior. This behavior follows the “Good Boys” pattern, which consists of engaging in acts
and displays based on what is deemed virtuous or “right” behavior by the social group within which
he lives. For instance, the blue pill man will expect to earn points through being a hard worker,
gaining his college degree, getting married, being the father of 2.5 kids, raised in the house
surrounded by the white picket fence.
To him these checks he makes on his list of “Socially desirable acts by a man”, in his mind increases
his equity and creates a debt which the Universe must make good to him. This follows the basics of
equity theory, in that the man through being the embodiment of “A Good Man” as defined by his
social group, expects the group to repay him in proportional reciprocity to the good he does for the
group.
Likewise, he does his acts based not on a desire to do them out of his own heart, but out of an
expectation that doing them will garner him the rewards he so much desires. The most obvious red
pill example of these principles is the one that I outlined in the essay on equity and expectancy
theory. However, a simple example is that a man who works unpaid overtime and as a result produces
additional profits for his firm, does so out of an expectation that he will be compensated in a ratio that
is fair compared to the additional profits he has created.
Thus, the blue pill man lives in a world of order, wherein merit decides rewards, and merits are based
on those things that are deemed virtues.
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Karma and The Blue Pill
One of the core principles of the red pill is merit, that in order to be a man, one must do and
accomplish. Men grow stronger through adversity, as they are placed in increasingly challenging
crucibles that test their mettle. The problem with the modern blue pill man is that instead of testing
himself against resistance, he floats down the river and expects the river to provide for him the
reward for floating along.
He has not rocked the boat, and thus he expects to be handsomely rewarded, which is like expecting
to become rich merely because you are able to breathe. However, when his rewards do not manifest,
and instead he observes men who not only rock the boat, but drill holes in it and set it on fire, receive
a king’s ransom, this destroys the illusion upon which he has built his life. His view of merit, justice
and through this karma is upset, because his life is built on “If A, then B”. As if an accountant was
sitting with a ledger behind the scenes and slowly balancing the books of life to be just and fair as
defined by the blue pill man.
He realizes that investing his resources how he was told to invest them, was like sowing grapes in
salted earth. That being the rock upon which the social framework rests, is like building a house of
cards during an earthquake. That being the blind man in a world in which all other men can see,
where he has trusted the others to lead him, and when he opens his eyes he sees that they have all
brought him to take his place in the wicker man.
This is where the anger phase of the red pill comes from, the realization that he is a player in a
gigantic game where those who prosper are those who do for self, not for others. Those who make
their own rules instead of following those designed by others. Those who have realized that
“Fairness”, “Justice”, “Karma”, “Morality” and various others guidelines for behavior are like fiat
currency, they only have the value that we believe they have. They serve as tools for the one-eyed to
lead the blind to the altar to be sacrificed.

Summary and Conclusions
This brings me to the foundation of the crack in my cynical detachment referenced earlier in the
essay, while I long ago realized that justice is merely a convenient concept that people reference
when it suits them, and discard when no longer expedient or convenient, I still had an attachment to
the idea of karma. This meaning that those who do harm will eventually have harm come to them,
and those who do good will eventually have good come to them. However, in reviewing moral
philosophy, the challenge will always be arriving at the objective morality, that morality which
governs all.
There is an old example from game theory called “Tit for Tat” that dealt with a game where you had
2 actors, “Takers” and “Givers”, over time the population of “Givers” would diminish until one was
left only with the takers, at which point the group would be less reproductively fit, because nobody
was creating value, but everyone was taking value. However, when one introduced a new actor to the
game, one that would remember and reciprocate the last action of another actor, the takers were
slowly driven out of the population. The “Tit for Tat” actor, would give when the other actor had
elected to give, and take when the other actor had elected to take.
The blue pill man is in a position where he is frequently in the role of “Giver”, yet he is surrounded
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 772 of 1188

by a population that has rejected the old social contract and largely consists of takers. However, he is
himself a man who desires to be a taker, yet fails to be one. Thus, one could argue that the blue pill
man is in a position of being taken advantage of for the benefit of the group to which he belongs,
while secretly resenting them for not letting him take advantage of them. He is expected to build his
life so that a woman who has done nothing to build hers can enter it, and share in his value,
alternatively if she decides that sharing does not make her happy she can through the power of law
transfer it to her.
This made me think of the stages a man goes through when he finds the red pill. First he is in denial,
then if he continues he becomes angry, after anger he bargains, then enters a depression and finally he
reaches the stage of acceptance. However, what comes after accepting the red pill truth?
When a man accepts a new idea, that does not mean that the ones that idea replaced are automatically
scrubbed from his mind in their entirety, and he awakes from the ashes of his former self. It merely
means that the conscious software that guides him has received an update that affects him going
forward. As he consciously through will and discipline acts in accordance with the new software, the
new software slowly grows more powerful than the old software, and over time he may even
completely overwrite the old software.
However, in many cases within his mind pieces and fragments of the old software lingers, waiting for
the right moment to reassert itself and take control, unless he actively works to identify and delete it.
This is what comes after acceptance, the need to act and think in a way that powers up your new
software and roots out the old software. In many cases one finds pieces of old software years after
one reached the acceptance stage. This is perhaps why one can often observe that some men are like
Cypher in the Matrix, after seeing the red pill truth, they end up desiring going back to their old blue
pill existence.
Alternatively, they may continue to manifest some blue pill traits, tendencies, thoughts and behaviors
long after they have reached the stage of acceptance. This is merely a sign that the new software has
not fully taken hold, and requires more work in order to function optimally. Furthermore, that no man
in existence is “pure red pill” or “pure blue pill” in that they are in a state of constant flux between
their new and their old software.
Thus, acceptance is merely the first step, once one reaches acceptance the real work begins with
making sure that the old habits do not escape their quarantine.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Ego Death
August 10, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In my work I’ve dealt with startups and I’ve dealt with
companies that have existed for decades or longer. The latter have often developed many processes,
procedures and habitual ways of doing things that have previously contributed to success, but have
now become a liability to the long-term future of the company. In competition with the new, rising
start-up companies, they have to adapt or perish. This is often a painful experience, due to ego
investments, personal pride, old habit, and predictability, yet it is required in order to secure the
future.
This is not much different than a man, having faced a crucible finding the red pill. Whether he be a
45 year old who just came home and found divorce papers. It could be a 21 year old “good boy” who
cannot understand why the bad boys are getting all the women, who gets told “Don’t worry you’ll get
her in the end when she realizes she wants a “nice guy”, who reacts as Mark Baxter put it in his last
podcast with Rollo (I’m paraphrasing), “Do I really want her after she’s been pumped and dumped
for 15 years?” [2].
At this point in his life, he’s been manufactured as a beta, created as a product to satisfy the need
society has for “good boys” to be the safety net of women once the women realize that they cannot
compete with the new generation of women for alphas, and thus that they need to settle down. There
is a reason why no 22 year old woman has ever uttered the statement “where have all the good men
gone?”, while it is a mainstay among women in the 28 – 35 age bracket looking to settle down. His
ego is constructed around the fact that he has no dark side, he is the embodiment of pro-social
behavior, and he follows the age-old social contract. Depending on his stage in life, he may have
amassed an impressive career, built a nice, comfortable life for himself and is only missing that one
checkmark on his list, the wife and kids.
At this point he may hunt down a prospect, get married, have a couple of children, and for a moment
in time he experiences the realization of his blue pill illusion. However, as with all illusions, once the
curtain is pulled away, the smoke vanishes and the mirrors break, there is very little left.
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The Ego Death
The ego represents the conscious part of our “selves”, the self-image that largely governs how we
conduct our lives. In Freudian psychology it is the moderator between social programming (superego) and our natural instincts and urges (ID). In Jungian psychology, the ego is the conscious part of
the “self”. Our actions become patterned by this self-image, as we start to view ourselves as “I do this
because it is who I am”.
For instance, a man may put off divorcing his cheating wife because he views doing so as not being
congruent with his ego, or super-ego values. Another man may refuse to utilize game in the sexual
market place, because he views doing so as being manipulative, and according to his brand of
morality, manipulation is wrong.
Joseph Campbell outlines this in his book “The Hero with a Thousand Faces” that the hero faces a
death (real or symbolic), which results in a change that enables him to go beyond the limitations of
his previous life. The protagonist controlled by the internal messages that influence and shape his
psyche, is prevented from breaking down the walls that limit his imagination and cannot transform
into the hero until what makes him non-heroic is removed.
Thus, the ego he has constructed must die in order for a new self to arise from the ashes of the old
one. A new ego, better than the old ego, and more capable of asserting the desire of the man under the
constant onslaught from his community and his baser nature. Our egos are formed through our
interactions with the world while we are at our most vulnerable, when we are young children relying
on others to defend, provide for and take care of us. Thus, they still carry the scars and old wounds
that never healed from that period, which are no longer threats. They still carry the internal messages
sent to our super-ego, and the consequences of letting our ID reign free over our lives.
The problem is that most of these messages came to be as a result of us pushing the limits and facing
negative consequences. Taking a fall while attempting to climb a tree, having to go the hospital to get
your leg put in a cast, seeing your parent’s terrified faces, the concerned looks from the doctor, and
having to watch your friends playing outside all summer while you languished in your room. Such an
experience may influence a person never to push a physical limit again, because the perceived
consequences of that appeared to them to be life-destroying at the time. Likewise, taking a social risk
such as performing in front of an audience, failing and then facing social ridicule for months may
cause a similar reaction when it comes to taking social risk.
These risks are never as severe to us as adults, but appear life crippling to us when we are young, thus
this emotional- and psychological state is the crumbling foundation upon which our present ego is
constructed.
Let us take the example of the man who takes on the task of improving his sexual market value. He
improves his physical appearance through nutrition, exercise, fashion, body language and grooming.
He gets out there and practices game every day, and implements it throughout his life. He changes his
lifestyle to be more suitable to him. Yet, after much work he has not change the way he perceives
himself, because what he did was to put an new paint job on an old car. He rebuilt the outside, but
never paid much heed to the inside. Once you open the hood, there are loose hoses, rusted parts and
things are held together with duct tape. This was actually the state of many of the men who learned
early game, they appeared like a shiny, new car on the surface, but once you popped the hood, it was
broken.
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Ego Rebirth
The rebirth of the ego is very much about renewing your self-perception. If one does a google search
there are plenty of stories of people who have made impressive self-improvements, yet their present
state is not reflected in the way they perceive themselves. People who despite demonstrating
intellectual acuity regard themselves as stupid, people who have lost weight yet view themselves as
fat, men who have put on much muscle but who still regard themselves as skinny, and countless
others. This stems from a disconnect between the external reality that can be observed and the
internal interpretation of reality. For instance, those who suffer from anorexia will see themselves as
obese, despite the fact that they are at excessively low levels of weight.
We form our ego under immense pressure at the time in our life when we are most vulnerable, the
foundations of our ego are the internal messages we are imbued with during our childhood, when we
allow ourselves to be destroyed out of our own choosing, we as Emperor Palpatine said, become
stronger than you’ve ever imagined. Those things that we were previously invested in become sunk
costs, yet we are free to ignore them. Those people who we made into our gods become mere mortals
again. Those ideas we held sacred can be permitted to die so that new and better ideas can replace
them.
In that regard, the state requires our ties to our old ego investments to die, so that new, and better ego
investments can be formed. So that we may renew our view of ourselves, the world, and how they
affect us. More importantly, so that we are able to view ourselves, both as part of the world, yet apart
from it.

Summary and Conclusions
I rarely share anything of my own journey on this blog, this is for a multitude of reasons, the primary
one being that I seek to divorce the ideas from the man. However, in this case I think it relevant to
share some of those aspects of my journey that lead to the death of ego in general terms.
Those internal messages that lead to the destruction of my ego was, in no particular order:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

If you do what is right, you will be rewarded
Always do what society would want you to do
Always leave them better than you found them
All that matters is the love in your heart and the strength of your character
Your value is derived from being a great worker

Some of these messages in and of themselves have been dealt with in various essays scattered on my
blog over the past 2 years, some are essays to come. When I realized that these “rules” were all false
paths towards Nirvana, and did not contribute to me reaching my goals so much as me accomplishing
the goals set for me by society, the foundation of my ego crumbled as it was built on sand.
As I found myself at a point of both mental and physical exhaustion, driven down by events that
appeared to the me at that time as outside of my control and beyond my grasp, a wave washed over
me and it made me realize that those things that had concerned me were false, those things I worried
about were illusions and that my time is finite.
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This is somewhat more towards metaphysics and the esoteric in that they reflect those deep, difficult
to grasp and define states within a person, yet they can be made very concrete in their actual
manifestations in life. If you are concerned about the social consequences of being rejected in some
regard, those who would seek to levy them against you, are those who never dared to face that
rejection. If you are concerned about the financial consequences of failure, the ones who would lord
that failure over you, are those who never dared to make the attempt.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[2] Mark Baxter Podcast with Rollo Tomassi
[3] The Hero with a Thousand Faces by Joseph Campbell
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Red Pill Logic: Philosophies and Toolboxes
August 18, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I had a different post intended for this week, however given
some recent events I thought that this essay was a more salient one. The word philosophy comes from
Greek and simply means “Love of Wisdom”, historically philosophy encompassed all bodies of
knowledge including science, which was known as “natural philosophy”. According to Google it has
two primary definitions:
1. the study of the fundamental nature of knowledge, reality, and existence, especially when
considered as an academic discipline.
2. a theory or attitude that acts as a guiding principle for behavior.
The red pill philosophy is primarily focused on the second definition, however in the study of gender
dynamics and mating behavior it steps into the domain of the first definition. In this role the
philosophy is focused on the fundamental nature of reality when it comes to gender dynamics and
mating behaviors. However, it acts as a toolbox, and a framework, not as an all-encompassing
philosophy of life.
To draw the distinction between these two types of philosophy according to definition number 2, one
could take the example of capitalism and marxism. Capitalism is a philosophy of economic
management. It has certain principles such as the rational actor, individual choice, for profit
operation, wage labor and various others that deal purely with commerce. Capitalism can be applied
as a system within free market capitalism, state capitalism or other systems of political and social
management. While one could argue that capitalism as a system of resource management has synergy
effects with certain political and social governance systems, these are not a prerequisite for it. The
goal of capitalism is the most efficient management of resources. Thus, capitalism is an end in itself.
Marxism on the other hand is a philosophy of economic management, but it is also a political, social
and moral philosophy that encompasses most areas of life in some way. For instance, within Marxism
the means of production are jointly owned by the population, there is no wage labor and no for profit
operation. Where capitalism focuses purely on the management of resources, Marxism also
prescribes solutions for the social and political system. In the case of Marxism the social and political
governance systems are a prerequisite for the economic system. The goal of marxism is the
management of resources for the betterment of the conditions for a majority of the population. Thus,
Marxism is a means to an end.
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Interpretative Frameworks and Toolboxes
An interpretative framework is a collection of models that enable interpretation of a given set of data,
in addition it may offer the ability to predict cause and effect scenarios within the domain with a
degree of certainty. For instance, if one knows Newton’s first law, one can predict that an object at
rest will remain at rest unless acted upon by an external force. The blue pill theoretical framework
has a series of such cause and effect hypotheses, along with prescribed behaviors, that permits
interpretation of of data sets. For instance, when a relationship ends, the blue pill framework offers a
manner in which to interpret the chain of events:
“He/She was not the one”
“You were obviously not right for each other”
“She was a bitch man”
“He has commitment issues”
It also offers some options for moving forward from the initial state:
“The best way to get over someone is to get under someone else”
“Put yourself back out there”
“Just be yourself for a while”
All of these form cause and effect hypotheses that seek to explain the situation based on the present,
past and future states of the relationship. The red pill framework would offer different interpretations
and prescriptions for solutions to fix the problem.
“There is no one”
“You didn’t hold frame”
“She hit the wall so she attempted to consolidate on a man who was out of her SMV range”
It would also offer some solutions, in order to avoid the same problem happening again:
“Take the red pill”
“Hold frame at all costs”
“Always be aware of hypergamy”
Some of these principles will have application outside of gender dynamics, frame is a general tool
that can be utilized across various domains. A strong frame is a tool that protects you from
manipulation, maintains your internal integrity, and assists in making determinations on if something
should be done or not. A strong frame is predicated upon a strong internal self, and a major part of
this is being aware of your own preferences, boundaries and desires.
All information that is part of such frameworks come in one of two types, domain specific and nondomain specific. When learning languages, it becomes easier with each one you learn and the degree
of domain specific information varies between them. Learning a Latin language makes it easier to
learn other Latin languages, due to shared words, structures and rules, however it also assists in
learning non-Latin languages due to generalized patterns in language. Some languages have more
similarities than others, but all languages have some similarities.
Most frameworks will have a mixture of domain specifics and non-specifics, that allow some overlap
to other areas. The major difference is in the scope of the framework. Some frameworks such as
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Marxism was designed to have a high degree of domain non-specific frameworks, along with a very
broad scope that has permitted the core principles to be applied across a wide range of different
domains. Capitalism on the other hand has a more narrow scope, but also shares some non-specific
aspects with classic liberalism, such as individual choice.
Gendernomics as a blog category is an example of applying frameworks from one area (economics)
to a different area (gender dynamics), based on recognizing that a marketplace, and interactions
within share many commonalities.

The Magic Pill
The concept of a magic pill solution, is one that purports to fix all problems in a person’s life with
little requirement for effort by the person. The term is most frequently used about the fitness industry,
in which outrageous claims about the efficacy of a new product are often made. Often people seek an
ideology, a framework or a theory to serve as the omnipresent framework that will not only permit
them to interpret the totality of their life, but to serve as a guide for every aspect of it. For the lack of
a better phrase, they seek the perspective that will permit them to obtain perfect information, make
perfect choices with predictable and predestined outcomes. To summarize, they seek a framework
that alters the world from probabilistic to deterministic.
The Blue Pill illusion is such an example both within the scope of gender dynamics and outside the
scope of gender dynamics. Within the scope, the blue pill framework offers tools to interpret events
that are more frequently tautologies such as “She was not the one”, “You haven’t met the right girl”
and “You must find your soul-mate”. It offers prescriptions for behavior “Just be yourself”, it offers a
deterministic world whereby following the prescriptions you will get your fantasy “There is someone
for everyone”.
An interesting thing is that the prescriptions that the blue pill framework offers is one where the
prescription for one problem appears to solve another. After all, what are the steps men are told to
take in order to make themselves into “good partners”? Get an education, get a steady job, build a
secure financial foundation, be honorable and moral, be a gentleman and many others. Getting an
education is not something to scoff at, but it means taking on debt you would otherwise not have.
Getting a steady job, income and solid financial foundation is a good thing, however it also means
foregoing many of your own desires. Being honorable and moral is also a good thing in theory as is
being a gentleman.
Obviously, getting an education is a means to get a steady job, which is a means to a secure income
and stable financial foundation, which is a means for securing a woman, that is a means to selfactualization and having children. A wife is a means to the end of having children, having children is
a means to secure your legacy and self-actualization. What is the end? Every action that the blue pill
prescribe is a means towards something else. One may argue that children represent an end, as this
cements a man’s legacy, fulfills his role from an evolutionary perspective, some some extent this is
quite accurate. If the end is to cement one’s legacy in order to reach self-actualization, and a
secondary end is to fulfill an evolutionary role as an intermediary in a long line of genetic swapping,
what role does happiness, contentment or joy play within such a framework? Even children in this
framework, while they offer a degree of self-actualization, become the means to transmit a genetic
line forward. The man himself is merely the means of his father and mother to transmit their genetics
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forward in an unbroken line.
Thus, the blue pill offers a magic pill solution where if he adopts the perspective that all he does is a
means to an end, yet finds meaning in it, he can have some moments in joy in his life of quiet
desperation. This is not to say that having children or getting married can be boiled down to
something as simple as “means to an end“, the case where it is so is where no thought is given to the
decision.
The red pill offers very little in terms of such consolation as a framework, but it does offer a choice.
It permits him to interpret the same actions that the blue pill framework, but offers very little in terms
of certainty. In fact, the red pill offers the very opposite of a deterministic universe. Even if you learn
and practice game for decades, you will still strike out and suffer rejection. Even if you maintain your
SMV, practice married game and vet your wife carefully, hypergamy may rear its ugly head. You can
learn and explore the depths of red pill theory, but still be caught by surprise.

Summary and Conclusions
This essay was prompted by an impression of mine that many are seeking for a fundamental
philosophical framework on which to construct their life. In effect, they seek a key in the door
philosophy that they can follow without putting in thought and effort, instead of constructing their
own personalized value system, frameworks and philosophies that are suited to their temperament.
The Red pill framework is built around domain-specific knowledge of gender dynamics, even though
some aspects of it may be applicable and have ramifications outside of this domain. Building your
sexual market value will without doubt build your value and stature as a human being in general. A
strong and healthy body, a sound mind, control over your emotions and a knowledge of your own
weaknesses and strengths are central to your development as a man.
One can elect to utilize the red pill toolset and lens in the manner one desires, each man must
determine his own path through this life in a way that is congruent with his own sens of self. Where
the blue pill sells determinism, you will find your soulmate if you follow the path laid out for you that
treats you as a means to an end. The red pill does not take this particular path out of your map, it
merely high-lights other paths that may be taken, so that a choice is presented.
If one only has a hammer, then every problem looks like a nail, and the old books philosophy offers
no true choice to a man, but the promise of rewards for virtuous behaviors, with the caveat that such
rewards may not be forthcoming in some cases. The Red pill philosophy is a toolbox consisting of a
way to interpret information and a way to act on that information.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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The Rational Male: Positive Masculinity
August 19, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Rollo Tomassi recently released the newest book in his Rational Male
series. I’ve been a reader of these books for some time, and have shared them with many people over
the years, so naturally I was curious to read the newest one. Unfortunately some life events got in the
way of it, and I didn’t have time to read it until recently. Luckily I ended up spending a substantial
amount of time in airports and planes and as a result I was able to read it.
The section of red pill parenting is not something that I have the experience to evaluate, however I
find it to be a positive development that red pill theory is expanding outside of its traditional borders.
The “General red pill theory” sections are very enjoyable and have very useful insights, but the
section where I found Rollo making his most salient series of points was in the epilogue from which
I’ve quoted below:
We have a blatant attempts to reinterpret what the “red pill” is really all about by
conflating the Red Pill brand with being the opposite side of a White Knight® coin. And
again, it’s packaged in TL;DR easily digestible feints at humor. Anyone versed in The Red
Pill praxeology understands just how Blue Pill their assertions are, but this is the same
Purple Pill sugar coating of Red Pill truths I’ve been warning against for years now. And it
becomes potentially dangerous to men because it encourages them to follow the Children
with Dynamite path with regards to Game. Learning Game becomes a quest of acquiring
only enough understanding of the nature of women and intersexual dynamics (the ones that
are palatable to the profit model) to achieve a Blue Pill idealistic goalstate monogamy that
brought these men to look for their own answers in the first place. They believe they are
selling the key to a Blue Pill dream.
This points to a statement I’m prone to using in my day to day life, “The person you have to worry
about is not the person with a high level of competence, you can reason with them. It’s not the person
with no competence, they will accept your advice. It’s the person with a little competence that think
they have a lot of competence who is dangerous”.
I’ve talked about how recently reformed blue pill men are primed to be victims of cluster B women,
for the primary reason that much of them is in a state of flux. They have made major improvements
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to their life, so when a woman suddenly treats them as they are the alpha of alphas, instead of
becoming suspicious they attribute the attention to their recent work, rather than her inherent
motivation.
Many very rich men have a 6th sense for gold-diggers. They have so much money that they by
default have a suspicion when a woman shows a high level of interest very early. They are simply
used to very attractive women showering them with attention and adulation and thus they have
learned to be weary of it. The men who are the most prone to being taken advantage of by golddiggers are men who are not “super-rich”, but well off, they may own their own business, make very
good money, and may be multi-millionaires, but they are not in the “I have my own jet” class. These
men are targeted more rarely by gold-diggers and as a result their radar is not as finely honed.
In the same way, the man who has had a high sexual market value over a longer period of time has
learned from experience the manifestation of dangerous women. He has also developed discernment
due to his exposure to a wide selection of women, in the same manner that a wine connoisseur has
developed a refined taste in wine due to frequent and varied exposure. The man who is nuveau riche
in sexual market value has yet to develop the toolbox to make an educated choice.
I have no animosity with men who desire marriage and children, nor do I have it towards those men
who prefer other paths in life. However, make sure you are making that choice from the position of a
highly competent person, rather than a person with a little bit of knowledge who think they are an
expert.
You can find The Rational Male Positive Masculinity on Amazon.com

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: Reproductive Marxism
August 24, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The L.A Playboy did a twitter poll a few days ago where
he offered the choice of various relationship options to choose from, among the choices were
traditional monogamous marriage, an open relationship and marriage but cheating on the down-low.
I’ve spoken about marriage on this blog before, in terms of a business contract, and I also devoted a
chapter to the topic of relationships in Gendernomics that analyzed it from the perspective of a joint
venture. However, several conversations and developments in the sphere as of late, made me realize
that it is time for a second analysis. This time from the perspective of a market place.
I’ve used the term “reproductive Marxism” to illustrate how social rules, law, and various other
human constructs serve to normalize reproductive outcomes between those who by nature are very
successful in the sexual market place, namely high value men and high value women. Those who do
“OK”, but nothing special, namely the ones clustering around the mean. Finally those who are bottom
of the barrel.
The reasoning behind using this term, is that the core principle of Marxism is that while effort is input
to the system to varying degrees, the outcomes are uniformly distributed. This is different from
capitalism in that for capitalism there is a relationship between input and outcome. Marxism is in a
sense an extreme case of utilitarianism, where one seeks to maximize aggregate happiness, at the cost
of individual happiness. Those who would be better off are worse off, those who would be mediocre
are equally off, and those who would be the worst off are better off, thus instead of accepting that
rewards follow a normal distribution, one seeks to average out rewards across the entire population so
that nobody experiences a worse outcome than another.

Reproductive Marxism
The construct of hypergamy is in essence the observation that women seek to maximize the deals
they made in the sexual market place, attempting to gain access to the maximum quality genetics and
the highest possible level of provision. However, in most cases they are not able to secure both with
the same man. This is referenced by the shorthand “Alpha Fucks/Beta Bucks”.
In nature, it appears that the natural order mating opportunities flow to men much in the same way
that capital does in capitalism. It flows from those who are unsuccessful to those who are successful,
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and the more capital a person has, the more capital will flow to them. A man who is unsuccessful in
the mating market will be left with very little, if anything at all. A man who is successful in the
mating market will receive even more mating opportunities.
However, this creates instability in the system in the same way that the above average collection of
wealth among a small number of highly successful businessmen creates instability in a capitalist
system. The fundamental order of capitalism is competition, as constant competition ensures that
resources are efficiently allocated. However, the goal of any capitalist businessman is to gain a
monopoly position where the maximum amount of revenue can be generated and where above
average profits will be attained. Once an oligopoly or a monopoly comes to exist, resources will no
longer be efficiently allocated.
The instability created by such monopolies or oligopolies in the reproductive market is that some men
have a high number of mating opportunities within the system, and thus want to maintain the system
that is giving them a great boon. However, the remaining men to whom mating opportunities are
scarce, will have no reason to invest in the system or contribute to maintaining it. In this case, the
system will be a social grouping of some sort, where the excluded men will have great incentives to
revolt, murder their competition and establish a new system as I write in Gendernomics:
In a human mating market, humans respond to above average resources being held by
others by waging war (12). Over time a group of males with no reproductive opportunities
would have sought them out by the means they had available, namely force. Perhaps they
would have taken the path of the Vikings and stolen women from other tribes and groups.
Alternatively, they would have staged revolts against their own leaders and exchanged one
king for another
The answer to fixing this was monogamous marriage. By establishing a set of social rules, such as no
premarital sex, no divorce, and various other rules, one limited female sexual nature, in that few
women would be willing to risk their lives for a quick romp that may be discovered and render her
unmarketable. This secured a wife for a great majority of men, a husband for a great majority of
women, and children for the future of the social group. A man was more or less guaranteed a wife if
his performance was up to the minimum standard of the group.
However, it also negated much of the natural incentive for both inter-gender and intra-gender
competition. This is no different than how the core statement of Marxism “From each according to
his ability, to each according to his need” dismantles any incentives to be an above average
performer.

Incentives and Competition
Incentive theory is one of my pet interests in that it quite accurately predicts how people will behave
in given situations. If one knows what a person wants, they will do what is required to get it within a
value paradigm. If the person expects a desired reward if they do something, they will do it.
Humans are quite remarkable in that we are built to conserve energy, this makes sense given that we
evolved in an environment where food was scarce and one of the differentiating factors would be
those able to survive a famine or two. Thus, we tend to not expend energy unless there is an incentive
for us to do so.
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This was the downfall of the communist states, as humanity tends to produce value on a bell curve. A
great majority of people are average performers, and do contribute to their social group, not to the
point where each of them is greatly profitable as an investment, but they are more or less breaking
even. A small minority of people are above average performers and contribute substantially to their
social group, being highly profitable as investments. The final group are below average performers
and costs their social group resources.
In a capitalist system, the above average performers are incentivized to perform to the best of their
ability as they are rewarded individually. The average performers are incentivized to perform to the
best of their ability based on the desire to reap the rewards reserved for the above average performer
something they can achieve by increasing their performance. The below average performers are
incentivized to become average performers to reap the rewards reserved for average performers.
In a communist system there exist no such incentives to be a high or even average performer, thus
people attempted to expend as little energy as possible, and thus production falls. If the reward for
poor performance is the same as the one for amazing performance, why expend additional energy?
In reproductive capitalism there is an incentive for men to maximize their sexual market value in
order to secure the maximum amount of mating opportunities in line with the male sexual strategy.
Likewise, women are incentivized to maximize their sexual market value, in order to compete for the
top males in the group. This creates a situation in which the evolutionary imperative of selecting the
genetics with the most reproductive fitness is naturally fulfilled. Furthermore, it adds great benefits to
the social group who gains not only a healthy, strong and motivated population, but also one that
produces goods in excess.
In reproductive communism there is no such incentive for men to maximize their sexual market
value, as an average value will secure the majority of rewards. There is also a strong incentive for
women to attempt to game the system to fulfill their strategy of alpha fucks/beta bucks, as they will
be guaranteed a Beta Bucks unless the appropriate safeguards are in place.

Summary and Conclusions
The preference between reproductive communism or reproductive capitalism largely comes down to
ability to compete. A man who has the ability to compete will better fulfill his sexual strategy within
the capitalist system as this system gives him the opportunity to secure above average rewards. A
man who has very little ability or desire to compete will better fulfill his sexual strategy within the
communist system, as this guarantees him reproductive opportunities that he will not have within the
capitalist system.
From a stability perspective, one could argue that the communist system is better able to control the
anti-group consequences of unlimited reproductive competition, currently being exemplified in the
west. One could argue that the old controls on female reproductive strategy served the purpose of
creating an incentive for the men to become average or above average performers for the social group
as this would have afforded them better quality mating opportunities.
The fact that divorce was rare, premarital sex was strongly discouraged, bearing a child out of
wedlock made a woman damaged goods, the cost of an unmarried daughter would be born by the
males of her family and similar structures, ensured a form of stability through regulating the mating
market.
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This meant that men had less of an incentive to be top performers, they just had to perform enough to
not be below average performers. Women were not able to maximize their hypergamic deals between
high value Alpha for genetics and a high value beta for provision, but they were guaranteed a
minimum level of provision and genetics.
The market regulation simply worked to average out the outcomes between different men and
different women. The people who “lost” by this deal are the high value men and high value women,
who would have had better outcomes than those they were granted under reproductive communism as
they could then fulfill their sexual strategy to the greatest possible extent. Those who gained was the
rest of society, especially the great majority of men clustered around the mean, who were able to
obtain more equitable deals in the sexual market place.
There is however one aspect of competition that is rarely mentioned in Red Pill discussions on
competition this is competition between species. Our species is quite unique in nature in that we have
the ability to construct a system of reproductive communism to regulate mating in a manner that
produces the maximum outcomes in other areas. Male Gorillas are not able to sit down and say
“Listen guys, John is monopolizing all the females, if we kill him, we can share them among us and
everyone gets laid”.
One must wonder, if in nature a large amount of men would be deemed not worthy of reproducing
with by the females, is this not nature’s way of ensuring that the men and women of our species are
those with the qualities that make our species stronger as a group? This is not to say that the way of
nature is always the optimal solution, given that there are considerations that humans must take into
account, such as the stability of civilizations, but even from a utilitarian perspective, does it create
maximal happiness to add regulations to reproduction?

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: Creative Destruction
August 31, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The concept of creative destruction was popularized by
the Austrian-American economist Joseph Schumpeter in the early 20th century. The concept was
defined by Schumpeter as “process of industrial mutation that incessantly revolutionizes the
economic structure from within, incessantly destroying the old one, incessantly creating a new one“.
The idea behind the concept is that capitalism will inevitably lead to innovation and progression
within industries, constantly finding new and better ways to cater to the needs and wants of the
market, stakeholders and owners, which would destroy the existing investment to create new
investment. A good example would be how digital photography annihilated the large market for film
and disposable cameras dominated by Kodak.
To summarize creative destruction, historically one sated a need through a solution, at present one
may sate that need through another solution which usurped the throne from the previous solution, and
in the future we may sate that need through a new solution that took over the kingdom from the
previous one. A side-effect naturally, is that the present way of life, thinking and infrastructure is
constructed around the present solution, which means that for a time-being this must also be
reconstructed.
For instance, prior to the advent of the light-bulb, many cities lit their streets using torches or gas, this
resulted in a high demand for gas, the companies that produced the streetlamps, and a large industry
of men who’s job was to walk around when it got dark and light all the lamps. Once Edison came
around with the light-bulb, much of the investments made into gas-based street lights and related
industries was rendered obsolete (thus destroyed), by the new creative solution, however new
industries blossomed to fill the needs of the new solution.

Needs, Game and Creative Destruction
Most men who arrive in this area of the internet, do so because their old solution to an old need has
not yielded the desired results. The need is that of reproduction, whether that be in the form of
desiring more variety, higher quality or higher quantity to name a few. Regardless of the desired end,
be it realizing a relationship with a woman they have oneitis for, or if it is being able to have more
dating success, the need of reproduction is the fundamental one and their means to attain have been
found wanting.
Game is a means to an end, it is based on a hypothesis about cause and effect, “If I do A, then B
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follows”. This is no different than how politicians create hypotheses about the how, what and why the
voters care about, furthermore, create second sets of hypotheses about how to communicate that they
are the right person to help the voters attain their end. Blue pill game as some refer to it, is based on
actions such as “Just be yourself”, “Be nice to her”, “Buy her stuff” and many other smaller tactics, in
the grand strategy of reproduction. These are all solutions to the need, that have been designed, at
some point and which may have been adequate solutions at one point or another, but that are not
working all that well.
Red Pill Game is also based on various hypotheses regarding cause and effect. These form a second
set of prescribed actions that form a strategy for how to attain goals in the sexual market place.
“Maintain frame”, “Display Higher Value”, “Negs” and many others are tools to use within a given
context in order to attain a desired outcome that satisfies the driving need.
In one sense, blue pill game may have worked under the old social contract, as there was a tacit and
covert agreement that pro-social behavior would be rewarded and anti-social behavior punished. In
essence, this limits the extent to people are able to gain benefits by engaging in behavior that has a
negative impact of the system. As we grow up, we are told hypotheses about game, that are those
society wants to be true, because it would benefit the social group maximally if they were. The major
distinction between the two, come in the form of their underlying theoretical frameworks.

The Red Pill Journey and Creative Destruction
One of the key elements and the reason why the phenomenon is referred to as “Creative destruction”
is that in order for the new to emerge, the old is destroyed. The new way of offering a solution to the
need makes the old one obsolete, and thus any capital invested in the old solution is destroyed. In the
same manner, accepting the red pill means that the old investments one has made in the blue pill
framework are destroyed, and thus rendered without value. For instance, many men have spent years,
if not decades attempting to check every box on the “What do women want” lists featured in
magazines, in academic studies and from other sources, this is now an investment that has much less
value than they anticipated it to have.
If one thinks of the blue pill and the investments men make in this approach to the sexual market
place as an investment into an industry that seeks to satisfy a need. It follows that if there is a better
way to satisfy the need, or if the analysis of the solution was flawed, such investment will be
rendered without value. Thus the man who spent his life being a good boy, as this was the approach
he was told or that he decided was the one that would satisfy the need, must accept the sunk cost of
his investment and decide to alter his path to his goal. The man who has been raised to believe in that
he will find his one, with whom he can have a relationship based on unconditional love and adulation,
and this has been the major motivation for his development of self, must now realize that not only
may much of his effort be considered wasted, but also that his goal was an illusion.
This is perhaps the reason why so many men struggle with fully accepting the red pill and instead
seek to find a way to have ones cake and eat it too. The purple pill is one such approach wherein red
pill knowledge and methodology is applied in order to realize a blue pill goal. In order to fully
embrace the red pill, one must accept that those investments one has made in the previous world
view, methodology and theory, are forever lost to history, including the hopes one had for the
outcome of such investments. The investments are thus to regard as sunk costs.
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For many men, this means giving up a dream that has been central to them for most of their life,
which they have invested themselves in for a very long time, and to which they have dedicated many
of their resources. This is perhaps why many blue pill men require a traumatic and brutal awakening,
as this gives them strength not only to leave the past behind, but also to destroy and rebuild
themselves. The entirety of this situation is that not only must they accept that a great amount of
previous investment is now worthless, but they must also invest more than they imagined into the
new worldview.
The “Game is Everything” years was a promise to these men as it didn’t require much of them, they
had to learn and apply a simple methodology over and over again, and it would magically fix their
problems. The Red Pill framework on the other hand, requires massive investment, reformation of old
habits, may involve cutting off old relationships, drastically changing one’s circumstances and
various other sacrifices. Where a man could view “Come to my bootcamp and spend 24 hours in
workshops to fix all your problems with women” as a surmountable, “change your mindset,
psychology, physical appearance and approach to life, it will take you 2 – 5 years, but you may reap
great rewards” is a much more daunting task.
When you make the conscious choice to leave your illusions behind, to embrace a new life, and to
accept responsibility for your own choices going forward, it means leaving comfort for discomfort, it
means risk, it means the goal is more important to you than the rut in which you have found yourself.
There are countless men who take the half-way approach and to some this brings a satisfactory
compromise, but in the end a man cannot serve two masters, over time one will always become
dominant in his psyche. Unfortunately, more often than not, this is the one that is easiest and the red
pill is many things but rarely easy.

Summary and Conclusions
The core idea of creative destruction is that old means to a satisfactory end are replaced through new
and better solutions, which renders the old means obsolete. For me this serves as an apt metaphor for
the red pill journey many men take, where they reinvent themselves based on their new world view.
Few, if any men find the red pill because they are satisfied with their life, as with all men they have
“game” and they have a “theory” for how to live a good life, get laid, and so on, however for most
their current theory and methodology are not yielding satisfactory results. Thus, they find themselves
one day googling something that leads them down the rabbit hole.
They may land on a blog, a forum or a twitter page, but they find something that promises different
results. This is perhaps one of the things that confounds me, the years I spent doing the same thing
and expecting a different result. This is in embryo what frustrates these men, they have some success
with their methodology, but not enough to validate the approach. As they wander down the rabbit
hole they will find many articles, blogs, and sites that promise them fast results for little pain, this is
the perfect way of structuring something to maximize sales. There is a reason why nobody ever
marketed the “Count every calorie, weigh everything you eat, count your macros, get to the gym 5
days a week, do 3 extra days of cardio and stick to this every day for the rest of your life” diet, but
instead market “Lose 100 lbs in 30 days by drinking a teaspoon of apple cider vinegar”.
The red pill is not an easy path, not only does it force you out of your comfort zone and increase the
workload placed upon you. It also forces you to challenge some of your most deeply held beliefs and
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foundations that have been ingrained in you from early childhood. The Disney Movies that children
watch where the Prince gets his Princess and they live happily ever-after, and the promise of “The
one”. Recognizing that there is no one, there are many, but none of them will be the person with
whom everything is easy, the person that perfectly fulfills your dreams.
The fundamental premise is something for nothing, it’s attractive to people, the idea that they can
“just do you” and the Universe will magically provide for them a partner. There is no need to
introspect, to improve and to change, just remain static and your dreams will eventually be realized.
The Red Pill offers no magic pill, it gives you a methodology and a world view, and puts the onus on
you to destroy those aspects of your condition that requires illusions, only by destroying yourself and
rebuilding a new and better self can you move beyond your initial condition to one that requires no
such comforting and seductive illusions as offered by the blue pill.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Beginning the Journey
September 7, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The red pill logic series is where I tend to outline those
thoughts I have about intersexual dynamics and various related topics that do not fit into the more
strict Gendernomics definition. Where Gendernomics is often largely descriptive, in that it describes
and explains various sexual market mechanics, red pill logic occasionally moves towards the
prescriptive route of offering concrete advice on how to approach a given problem. One of the more
common questions I see from newly red pilled men is where to begin. There is a mountain of theory
out there that could bury a man for months if not years in reading, listening to podcasts and watching
youtube, when in reality the key is to gain a balance of experience and theoretical knowledge.
One of the most challenging factors that I run into in my day to day life is the split between people
who are brilliant when it comes to theory, but have virtually no experience, and people who are
highly experienced but have no knowledge of theory. The latter are often the most challenging to
work with, because they may have had quite a bit of success but lack the ability to explain why a
given approach worked, while at the same time fearing that if they alter their approach, it will lead to
lower success rate. The former can be very easy to work with provided that they are humble and
realize that not all theory is applicable.
This train of though lead me to wondering about what path a newly red pilled man should take in
order to maximize the efficiency of his red pill journey. When I first became familiar with game, the
recommendation was to go out and do 100 cold approaches, which can be great advice as it will
eliminate much approach anxiety, get you used to approaching, talking to girls and most importantly
get you immediate feedback on your level of game and sexual market value. However, it can also be
like having a person who has never worked out in their life do a 100 squat challenge that leaves them
sore to the point where they can’t walk for a month, and determined to never again enter a gym.
On the other hand, a man who has some success already, getting fairly regular relationships and
occasional one night stands, or getting regular one night stands but struggling with making them into
something more, may have progressed beyond the 100 cold approaches already. For him, this
becomes like taking someone who has trained with weights for a decade and putting them on a lowvolume, low intensity recovery program. This means they are not progressing at the optimal rate, they
may experience getting weaker and most importantly it wastes their time.
I wondered for a bit whether I should break this down by the socio-sexual hierarchy, alpha, beta,
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delta, omega, gamma and sigma, however Alphas and Sigmas are unlikely to be looking for basic
advice on how to apply the red pill, except for in situations where a blue pill alpha recently got hit
with “I’m not happy” or something similar. Breaking it down by sexual market value seemed to be a
more appropriate form, as sexual market value to some extent is de-coupled from a man’s position in
the dominance hierarchy.

SMV 0 – 3
An SMV 0 – 3 man would be ranked as a gamma or omega in the socio-sexual hierarchy, these are
the men who generally cannot get into relationships except in very rare cases, they cannot get onenight stands and they often have very long dry-spells. The term “Incel” describes this type of man
quite well. These men struggle on multiple fronts, their mindset and psychology has major problems,
and they do not stack up very well physically.
Their mindset is often one of defeatism, nihilism, and woe-is-me thinking, where they blame
everything in the Universe except themselves. In an interesting turn of events, they often have the
most inflated perception of their own sexual market value, and general value in that they view
themselves as high value, and blame the external world for not affirming their conclusion. There
simply has to be something wrong with the world to cause it not to recognize their inherent greatness.
From a psychological perspective, it is not uncommon for this grouping of men to have some form of
formal diagnoses and if they do not have one, a minute or two with a qualified mental health
professional would surely grant them one. The diagnoses in this case will rarely be those that
contribute to an above-average sexual market success such as anti-social personality disorder, or
narcissism, even though narcissistic traits (especially grandiosity) will often be present. More often
than not, the diagnoses will be depression or anxiety related.
From a physical perspective, this type of man is often a train-wreck of poor dietary choices, very little
exercise and very much a sedentary lifestyle of escapism. Often dramatically overweight or
underweight, in poor health and aged before their time, they have a long way to go. Basic grooming
is often not basic to them, their fashion choices based on convenience or what fits, rather than what
looks good.
These men are the “bulldoze it down and rebuild” of the male dominance hierarchy, where a
complete rebuild is necessary. These men should not really concern themselves with game, they
should concern themselves with getting a handle on their psychology, mindset and physical states
before moving on to studying game. Perhaps the most important step in their journey will be to
accept accountability for their own situation.

SMV 4 – 6
As my view of the sexual market place is a normal distribution (bell curve), these are the men that
make up the great bulk of the population. Average, slightly above or slightly below. These men have
had some relationships in their life, they have been dumped and maybe even occasionally dumped a
woman, but they are not as successful as they would like. Generally, their relationships will be with
women of a fairly low attractiveness rank (2 – 5), they have some success with one-night stands, but
not with any great regularity. Unlike the previous range, these men often do not have stand-out, major
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issues that must be fixed before they move onto learning game and red pill theory, in some cases,
especially with the 5s and 6s they can move to a higher rank fairly quickly by learning game, and
adopting a red pill mindset.
The mindset of these men is often very much the blue pill one, where they are waiting to find the one,
or seeking out the red pill because they think they have found her and are looking for the method to
make her realize that they are her prince charming. Prone to orbiting, supplication and
From a physical perspective, this is where the “dad bod” lives, meaning that these men may not be
significantly out of shape, and unlike the previous category can fix many of the issues in a 6 – 12
month period with weight training and a decent diet. Actually putting some effort into getting a
decent haircut, some better clothing and some body language work.
Psychologically speaking, the majority of men in this group are suffering from the blue pill illusion,
and often have “Good boy” syndrome, if left to their own devices they will probably end up married
to a “reformed” carousel rider, having realized the error of her ways. They tend to be free of severe
mental problems, perhaps the odd case of depression and anxiety, but within the acceptable norms.
These men are the “fixer-upper” of the manosphere, they have some issues that need fixing, and it
may take some time, but nowhere near what the first category has to go through in order to drastically
increase their value. 12 months of Monk Mode could take many of these men into the 7 – 10 range
quite easily. Unlike the first category, these men should start doing some approaches, and practicing
the skill-set required from game.

SMV 7 – 10
This last category is perhaps the most interesting in a sense, in that the men in it present with varied
issues that are getting in their way but they are fewer in number than the previous category. The
“Blue Pill Alpha” that Rollo wrote about in an essay can be an example of this type a man. Quite
successful in the sexual market place, can reliably get laid, have one night stands, long term
relationships and often spin plates. The most frequent entry into the red pill sphere of this category is
a man who got married and allowed his sexual market value and mindset to slip, and thus find
himself in a dead bedroom situation, alternatively, a man who got married and has now found himself
on the business end of an “I’m not happy” divorce.
Examples of problems that they experience other than the above, could be having no problem
spinning plates and getting one night stands, but struggling to get relationships with the quality of
woman they want, alternatively, having little problem finding themselves in relationships but
struggling with one night stands, open relationships and the likes.
It’s very difficult to give concrete advice to this type of man because they generally have their life
together in most areas, or alternatively have it so together in one or two areas that the spill-over into
other areas result in very high SMV. Examples could be a celebrity or very wealthy man who is out
of shape, yet is high SMV due to social proof and/or wealth. A man who is in amazing shape, with
the right mindset, but lack in financial resources.
The danger here is that some success often cements beliefs and makes a man trepidacious about
attempting changes. In the same way that the owner of a business that is at 70 – 90% of it’s potential
will view the potential downside of attempting to reach it’s maximum potential as a bigger threat than
continuing down the to them predictable road. High value men with remaining blue pill mindsets and
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small issues are often quite resistant to change.

Summary and Conclusions
Men enter the red pill at a variety of starting points, the most common being young guys who want to
have more success with women, men who have recently experienced a relationship breakdown and
are seeking answers, finally men who want to fix their existing relationship. Point A and point B
determines the correct course of action for the man based on sound analysis of point A, the starting
point, and point B, the desired outcome, along with a gap analysis. The days of “All you need is
game” are long over, and the reality of the sexual market place is that salesmanship is not enough,
one must also have a desirable product.
One of the questions I can imagine arising from this essay is “How do I decide what my sexual
market value is?” and the answer to that is quite simply, you don’t women do. It’s very easy to use
various defense mechanisms to protect your psyche from reality, but doing so only hurts yourself.
Whether it be the former high school quarterback who is now 20 years older, 20 lbs overweight and
working a dead-end job, who still views his SMV as that of his 18 year old self, or the middle-of-theroad guy who may have one glaring issue that is depressing his SMV by 2 points, it is very difficult
to be objective about one’s own SMV. I’ve previously referenced the show in some essays, but
Mystery’s VH1 show “The Pick-up Artist” gives you a very good overview of men that are on
varying SMV levels, and what can be done with game. The show has men within all 3 brackets, those
who require a lot of work over a long time, those who require some work over a medium time, and
those who require little work, and can fix themselves rather quickly.
The man who has mediocre social skills, and no sense of style, but is otherwise in pretty good shape
(financially, physically, psychologically) will obviously have a much different journey than the man
who starts in his parent’s house, 300 lbs overweight, who has been a recluse for a decade or two, and
has more mental issues than the APA newsletter. However, both can improve their sexual market
value in an efficient manner if they can accurately identify the fixable issues that grant the most
benefits.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Blue Pill Axioms
September 14, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I recently had a conversation with Rollo of The Rational Male.
Rollo is somewhat unique in that he is one of the few manosphere authors who have actually touched
on the topic of unstated axioms and their consequences when applied to the interpretation of the
sexual market place. Most frequently he will refer to this as the error of egalitarian equalism, which is
a contraction of two elements.
A) Egalitarianism meaning that both men and women are considered equal in their worth as human
beings.
B) That there are no biological differences between the sexes and that any difference results from
social influence.
The former would be the Enlightenment interpretation of egalitarianism, that form the foundation of
the statement, “We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are
endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the
Pursuit of Happiness.” from the Declaration of Independence, where one must interpret the meaning
of the statement, in context of commoners that had lived in societies where rights and duties were
dependent upon your social rank at birth, as “Nobody is born with more or less rights, duties or worth
as a human being than anyone else”.
The Second would be the belief based in the Tabula Rasa that there are no meaningful psychological
or behavioral differences based in biological evolution among the sexes or other characteristics, and
that all differences that do manifest are a result of social influence. From this it follows that men and
women think, reason, and value the same information, that they make decisions the same way, and
that any representation within a field of endeavor other than the demographic one is the result of
discrimination in some form.
In this case, “egalitarian equalism” is an axiom that has formed, and still forms part of the foundation
upon which analysis of intersexual and intra-sexual dynamics is based.
In classic philosophy an axiom is a statement that that is so evident and well established that it is
accepted without controversy or question. These come in two varieties, stated and unstated. For
instance in mathematics the results of elementary arithmetic are considered unstated axioms, meaning
that one does not need to state these explicitly when making an argument. Stated axioms on the other
hand are those that are made explicitly clear, when making an argument. For instance, if I begin an
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argument with “For the purpose of this argument I will consider [insert statement/fact/statistic as
being representative, accurate and true] I’m stating a premise that will be utilized within the logical
framework of the argument.
The former often takes place where a field or a discussion has statements, facts or otherwise that are
so fundamental that only extremely pedantic people may challenge them. The latter is often necessary
when making an argument on principle or where there are statements that may be challenged. In
order to avoid these protests and make an “If it is so, then it follows” style argument, one states that
“for the purpose of this argument, this axiom is considered to be true“.
The Red and Blue Pill are both interpretations of observed reality. In the case of both framework,
persons have observed an event or multiple events, and have formed arguments and conclusions
around those events. For instance, a man may make an observation that the 437 point checklist a
woman lists on her eharmony profile, is only applicable to a certain category of men based on the
woman’s history of dating, mating, and associating with men who do not fulfill the criteria on the list.
Furthermore, he may add inductively, that if she has such a checklist and it applies only to a subset of
men, she must also have a list of sorts for the remaining subsets of men. After all, if every man is
considered a potential intimate partner for a woman, and the 437 bullet point checklist is only applied
to 80% of men, then there are really only two options:
A) The remaining 20% of men are not considered intimate partner prospects
B) The remaining 20% of men are evaluated using a second list
If he adds to this the observation that the 20% group appear to jump through less hoops, can escalate
the relationship faster and generally appear to get better treatment, then attempting to decipher the
items on this second list, and utilizing his knowledge would gain him benefits in the sexual market
place. The Blue Pill Analysis of the same situation would yield a much different result, as the 437
point checklist is viewed as being true, while the remaining 20% of men to which it does not apply
are considered mistakes the woman must make in order for her to learn that she should stick with her
list.

The Effect of Unstated Axioms
Identifying unstated axioms is of great importance, because they affect the potential outcomes of any
analysis. For instance, a physicist will tend to make the unstated assumption that the laws of nature
hold. The Blue Pill man will make his sexual market analysis based on such axioms as “egalitarian
equialism”, The Blue Pill illusion, and that what he has been told about female nature since birth is
true.
If one begins a sexual market analysis from the starting point that there are no psychological or
behavioral traits that differ between the sexes, this not only limits the scope of the inquiry, it also
limits the depth quite substantially. If one is wondering why 70% of divorces are initiated by women,
using the axiom of egalitarian equalism would automatically assume that this behavior is not related
to a trait unique to female biology or psychology, but rather a consequence of social factors.
Furthermore, it would make the assumption that men manifest the same tendencies, but only social
factors lead to males not initiating divorce more frequently. Thus, the analysis would begin from the
point of “What social factors lead women to initiate a majority of divorces?”, rather than “Why do
women initiate a majority of divorces?”
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More severely, the position of egalitarian equalism will have to view any distribution that does not
identically reflect the demographics of a given population as being caused by social factors. This
follows from the simple fact that if all are created equal, not just in terms of worth, but also in ability,
proclivities, interests and every other variable that could influence outcomes, yet outcomes differ,
then there must be social influences that lead to uneven outcomes. If there are social influences that
lead to unequal outcomes, then obviously this must be rectified as not offering equal opportunity
means there is discrimination. This follows quite simply when applying the law of large numbers to
populations, with the unstated premise that all sub-populations are equal in every factor except their
distinguishing features such as sex, ethnic background, and various others. If every population group
is identical in ability, then it follows than any deviation from a normal distribution of the population
as a whole, results from social discriminatory factors.
The trouble with such unstated axioms is that often we are not even conscious of them, they are to us
as the basic rules of mathematics are to a man doing calculus, he just does addition, subtraction,
division and multiplication without have to explicitly think about the rules that govern them. If your
mind automatically assumes in system 1 fashion that we are born as blank slates, then one does not
consider inborn differences, only social ones. If system 1 assumes that men and women share the
same concept of love, evaluate partners in the same way, make decisions about reproduction in the
same fashion, or decide when to commit using the same form and chains of reasoning, then one has
halved the potential explanations.
When the “Good Boys” enter the mating market after having checked 437 boxes, and their outcome
does not reflect that outcome that they were promised, the blue pill offers them a convenient
interpretation as for why, they merely have not met that one woman whom the Universe has designed
with the capacity to appreciate their sacrifices. Most men initially approach the sexual market place
with the outdated social contract as their unstated axioms, experience a lot of failures, some
successes, and after some time start to wonder why their results do not match their efforts. Such
thinking tends to lead to various “manosphere friendly” google searches such as “Why doesn’t my
wife want sex”, “Why did my girlfriend let herself go”, “How to get laid more” and various others.
The man then lands on a blog, forum, or something else where red pill thoughts are discussed in some
form, he may find some game techniques and start gaming his wife or girlfriend. However, he never
really questions or even thinks about his axioms. Thus, while he may experience some success after
adopting the red pill methodology and he may notice that utilizing some red pill truths in his life
leads to desirable results, he never questions the more fundamental axioms to his worldview.

Summary and Conclusions
The idea for this essay landed in my mind after a discussion with Rollo on how men like Jordan
Peterson, Steven Pinker and Warren Farrell have conducted very good analyses and have solid insight
on male-female interactions, differences between the sexes, dominance hierarchies and various other
differences that appear to be biological in origin, yet seem to not take that step away from
“Egalitarian Equalism” to a position that appears more congruent with the very data they present in
their writing and lectures. The trouble isn’t so much the “Egalitarian” part, but the “equalism” that
was added to it during the 20th century.
There is a very clear distinction in my mind between egalitarianism defined as “the doctrine that all
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people are equal and deserve equal rights and opportunities.” and the belief that all people should
have equal outcomes. For some strange reason, the idea of biological differences leading to a
difference in outcomes appear to be much more accepted in athletic endeavors, where we have little
problem accepting that some people have innate biological gifts that permit them to attain a high
level of performance than others. Whether this be a higher proportion of a given type of muscle
fibers, higher testosterone levels, or any other inborn trait, within athletic competition is accepted
with little quarrel. However, when it comes to the domain of psychology, such as IQ, behavior,
interests and five factor traits, the idea of biological differences are much less accepted.
Perhaps this has changed since physical prowess and advantages are less salient characteristics in a
modern knowledge economy, or perhaps it is due to the Marxist influences during the 20th century, it
could also be due to the historical dominance of a belief in inborn characteristics leading to less
opportunity. After all, as a species we do have a long history of noble birthrights, aristocratic lines
dominating and a social history of denying people rights based on their status at birth. My estimate is
that the idea of giving people equal opportunities is a case of a house of cards, after all if one seeks to
be efficient one would need to ensure that one does not offer opportunities to the people who are
incapable of making the most of them. For instance, talent shows such as American Idol would save a
lot of time if they didn’t have to audition people who cannot sing.
However, such an approach would go against the idea of everyone being granted an opportunity, even
though the discrimination is based on merit. One must keep in mind that despite the word
“discrimination” being very negatively loaded, it has different definitions:
1. The unjust or prejudicial treatment of different categories of people, especially on the grounds
of race, age, or sex.
2. Recognition and understanding of the difference between one thing and another.
3. The ability to judge what is of high quality; good judgement or taste.
4. The ability to distinguish between different stimuli.
These fall within 2 broad categories, “Unjust and prejudicial treatment of categories” and
“Recognition of differences”, it is very easy to merely utilize the first one, as appears to be the habit
of many. One must also keep in mind that we all discriminate in the form of the second definition
every single day of our lives. In the case of the former, it is very easy to fall into the trap of confusing
legitimate statistical and observed differences with prejudicial treatment of categories of people.
Recognizing that statistically speaking men are heavier and taller than women, does not mean that
every man is taller or heavier than every woman, as covered in the NAXLT Fallacy essay.
In many ways it becomes a slippery slope argument to protest, argue and work against research
focused on differences between people, and groups on the basis that the observation and
documentation of such differences with scientific accuracy would legitimize discrimination based on
prejudice or in the face of justice. The position that everyone can become exactly what they want to
be is also a comforting thought, and perhaps an opiate of the people of sorts.
However, at which point is it salient to conduct a cost-benefit analysis of the axioms on which our
society is constructed? Does it lead to more pleasure than pain to tell children that they can become
anything they want to be? Perhaps it leads to more pleasure in the short-term but a higher level of
pain when they realize that it is untrue. In the same manner, what damage does the Blue pill axioms
of our culture lead to the temporary pleasure for men, yet as the source of their ultimate undoing
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 799 of 1188

when they realize that they are not true? After all, as they grow up, men are indoctrinated with the
idea that there is a woman out there who will complete them, who has the unique ability to value the
sacrifices they make in their life, and without whom their life will be for nought, that their duty is to
find this woman, who holds the key to their self-actualization. Yet, the red pill reality is that there is
no such woman out there.
How much pain is caused by sending men into a harsh world, with the belief that the universe is just?
To borrow two of Jordan Peterson’s favorite terms, the blue pill approach is to tell men that they live
in a world of order, that if they behave in a given manner, then good will come to them. The red pill
approach is to tell men that they live in a world of chaos, and a life in chaos requires behavior suited
for chaos.
By demonstrating the opposites, the veneer of order covering the chasm of chaos, a man is able to
make an informed choice about how to behave, rather than merely adopting a convenient one.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: The 8Ps of Sexual Market Value
September 21, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Most start-ups have a core mission that relates to how
that company makes or is going to make money. For instance a software start-up often consists of a
team of coders and very little else, much like the TV-show “Silicon Valley”. In this company
everyone is focused on the product-side of things, building the product, fixing the product, improving
the product and so on. There is a group of people and they are all focused on the same thing, which is
the company’s “raison d’etre” or reason to exist. This is often due to necessity, with limited resources
available a company has to strictly prioritize how they spend what little they have in order to obtain
the maximum effect. This often leads to the founder(s) of the company filling a range of roles from
administration, accounting/financing, sales, marketing, product strategy, development, operations and
delivery. This is rarely a good plan in the long-run because as I once heard someone say “Multitasking: The art of doing twice as much as you should, half as well as you could“.
When the company starts to get more resources, it will trend towards a higher degree of specialization
within the core functions. As a result of this, a need will emerge for support functions. In order for
those who make the product to maximize the amount they can make, they must specialize in
manufacturing, in order for salespeople to sell as much as possible they must focus on their area, and
so on. This means that tasks that must be done in order for the company to run smoothly, such as
invoicing and ensuring that suppliers are paid have to be handled by someone else. Thus, one starts to
hire people to fill the support functions.
In the sexual market place, this same effect can be seen among many men at varying stages of their
journey. When one first finds the manosphere there is an arsenal of content one can consume and
utilize in order to improve one’s sexual market value. There are game tips, style tips, weightlifting
tips, diet tips, grooming tips, and many others. Within each of these there are differing perspectives
and both for strategy, tactics and methodology.

The 8Ps of Sexual Market Value
The debate about “what women want” is seemingly never-ending, however the core thesis of sexual
market value is hypergamy, which can be shortly summarized as women always seeking a better deal.
If one views sexual market value as being a relative metric on a bell-curve, as I’ve previously argued,
then it follows that in order for a man to maximize the market to which he has access, he must be 1 –
2 standard deviations above the mean. The core functions are those focus areas that contribute greatly
to his sexual market value when his performance within them is average or higher.
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If a man has the biology, capacity, ability and tenacity to become an extreme outlier in one area of the
important sexual market metrics, he can then largely compensate for being 1 standard deviation or
two below the mean in others. An ugly man on the Forbes 500 list, a broke man who has perfect 10
appearance, a fat man who is the most popular musician and similar trade-offs. However, one should
not build a model based on extreme outliers, as the underlying assumption is that one is an extreme
outlier, something for which the probability is very low. Furthermore, in order to become an extreme
outlier due to the finite amount of time and resources one has, necessitates neglect of other important
areas of life.
To utilize the delineation of functions that I outlined as core in the introduction to this essay, the core
sexual market functions are manufacturing, marketing and sales. The manufacturing process consists
of the work a man undertakes in order to build himself as a product capable of competing within the
sexual market place. The resource utilization across product characteristics will differ somewhat
based on starting point, market valuation of characteristics and other requirements external to the
man. An example of the first, if one has a physique that is already in the top 1% of men, then perhaps
one could stand to reduce the attention to physique in favor of other areas. An example of the second,
if you are in a market that does not value wealth, focusing on attaining wealth should not be your first
choice. An example of the third, if alcohol is banned where you live, selecting club-game as your
foundation is probably unwise.
The distinction between marketing and sales is in many ways a fluid one, however for the purpose of
this essay marketing is defined as the four Ps in the marketing mix, Place, Product, Price and
Promotion. The promotion aspects are the marketing communication strategies and techniques that
you will utilize in order to build a brand in the market. The Price aspect is focused on accurately
identifying the sexual market value of women that find your product enticing at your current value.
I’ve spoken of the price aspect in prior writings, but concretely it deals with how enticing the offer of
sex or a relationship with you will be to a woman’s sense of hypergamy. If you are a male 8 or 9,
then 5s and 6s should be highly interested in your offer, while female 9s or 10s would be luke-warm
at best.
The product aspect is focused on understanding your product, the combination of tangible and
intangible qualities, the product life-cycle, the positioning of your product in the market and similar
forms of reasoning. Tangible parts of an offer are those things that are visually apparent, such as
style, physique and height, while intangible qualities would be among others mindset and red pill
knowledge. The place in the marketing mix is how the product will be provided to the customer, the
key being distribution, and figuring out which channel is most suitable for the product. This also has
implications for the product design itself, the promotion and the price. For instance, if one decides on
online dating, having great pictures and verbal ability (promotion), being high enough value to stand
out (price) and being high value (product) will affect the ability to succeed in the channel.
For the function of sales, there have been several proposed “4P” mixes, however my preferred one
consists of Personalization, Perceived Value, Performance Value and Proof. Proof in this case
refers to actual demonstrations of value, this can be from surveys, research or testimonials. For
instance, the classic example of the man who shows up with an HB-10 on each arm, is a case of proof
as the HB-10s are walking testimonials. Performance value refers to what the product actually does
for the buyer, in other words, how it performs. It’s well and good to be able to talk a good game, and
excite the buyer, but they need to be convinced through demonstrations of performance.
Perceived Value works to build anticipation and raises the expectations of a prospective buyer. This
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may be done through offering product samples, by giving the buyer a tour of your facilities,
providing nice-looking, well-designed written proposals or various other means. The example from
sexual market value would be grooming, being in shape, and generally looking well-put-together.
Personalization is perhaps one of the most important of these four, and consists of tailoring your
message to fit your buyer. The buyer has needs that must be satisfied, but the buyer also has a
personal style and preferences for how to satisfy this need. In the Robert Greene sense, the reversal of
this is that you must know whether a buyer will be receptive to your proposition.

Summary and Conclusions
One of the first pieces of advice I ever got for game was that you should identify the type of woman
you are attracted to, then become the type of man to whom she would be attracted. This means
tailoring your product and presentation to the market you want to operate in. This seems very obvious
when someone points it out to you, but I’ve worked with many people who have poured a lot of
resources into products without once asking the question “What is our market and who is the
customer?”
In the Manosphere, there is a cyclical feedback system consisting of self-improvement (product
improvement), marketing (product distribution) and sales (game). At varying times there has been a
strong focus on one with the others being neglected, the prime example being the “Just learn game”
phase. From my perspective, the first step is to always build a strong product, when the tide rises and
lifts all boats, those that have holes in the hull sink. One can make the best product in the world and
still face financial dire straits, as Steve Jobs demonstrated in his first tenure as CEO of Apple, when
he got overly focused on making the perfect product and lost sight of sales. One can also put out the
best marketing campaign ever designed, sell a ton of product, yet face bankruptcy a short time later if
there are no repeat purchases or massive returns as a result of poor product quality.
The Synergy between what you’ve been told you’re buying (marketing), what you actually buy
(sales) and what you actually get (product) is the salient factor in creating solid results. If one of the
areas are lacking, then great performance in the other’s will not fully make up for the shortfall.
Likewise, in the sexual market place regardless of your goals, if you have a great product but are bad
at sales or vice versa you will not maximize your success.
The danger of a start-up, especially those founded by men with “engineering minds”, is that they
become so utterly focused on making the product “perfect” that they never check to see if there is a
market for it, or try to sell it. Then a few months or years later they are left with a half-finished
product, and no funding. Likewise, men get stuck in cycles of self-improvement without ever making
an approach (not getting market feedback), making tons of approaches with no success yet never
asking if their product is bad, or if they know they have a great product, never questioning their sales
technique. There are countless reasons for why products fail, the important thing is figuring out why
a product is failing so that actions can be taken in order to rectify the problem.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
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chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Superficial Glances
September 28, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

A couple of days ago on twitter I dropped the tweet
“Imagine the writings of a 150 IQ mind, interpreted by a 125 IQ mind, and written for 100 IQ minds,
retold by a 100 IQ mind to another.” This tweet was inspired by an internal debate I’ve been having
as a result of observing the reactions to some of the recent additions to sphere knowledge and
philosophy. When one writes a text one does so in part based on ones own subjective knowledge
base, understanding and perspectives, which means that even when writing based on empiricism or
by constructing a theoretical framework based on the work of others, one inevitably fuses the mindindependent facets of the work with the subjective aspects of the work.
For instance, when I write an article based on the concepts of supply and demand, part of the article
will be based on the accepted academic concepts of supply and demand, however the article will also,
in part reflect my understanding of the concepts, interpretation of the concepts and the strictness with
which I apply them. Gendernomics draws on accepted concepts and theoretical frameworks from
economics, yet in order to apply them I do need to abstract these concepts to a level or two above
their application in economics in order to then re-apply them to intersexual dynamics. In doing so the
degree of objectivity declines, and subjectivity increases, however I always make it a goal when
writing such essays to minimize the level of subjective liberty I grant myself. This is done in order to
ensure that a reader who elects to read economic theory after reading Gendernomics will not have
been overly influenced by my subjective mind, and thus find that the concepts he then learns are alien
to him.
A second motivation is that many people never get around to reading the primary sources, they rely
on secondary and tertiary sources, at which point the original idea has been infused with additional
data through multiple interpretations, perspectives, biases and levels of understanding. For instance,
when I read Nietzsche, I do so in English, however it was originally written in German, thus the
interpretation of meaning by the translator will have affected the text. To see this effect, look no
further than the many different versions of the Bible that exist on the market, all share the same
outline for the most part, but individual sentences and verses differ.
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Your Theoretical Framework
As we are educated and educate ourselves, we all construct lattices of knowledge within our mind.
This lattice is unique to each human and represents the totality of all their internalized knowledge,
conscious and sub-conscious, devoid of meaning and infused with meaning. Whenever we obtain
new data regardless of the source, this affects the total structure of the lattice, yet at the same time
this lattice is what enables us to interpret, understand and then internalize or reject the new data. Such
a framework is exemplified in construction whenever someone does academic research, and conducts
a literature study. The framework they construct however, is much more tidy than the one within our
minds. After all, the academic researcher in the field of particle physics will not have his
meticulously constructed framework include memories from childhood, or events where he observed
the concepts in practice (unless part of an experiment).
Exemplified, whenever I read a text dealing with economics, my framework is influenced by the fact
that the first book I ever read on economics was Adam Smith’s “Wealth of Nations”, as this is the
foundation for my framework on economics. If I had read Marx initially my framework would be
different as I would have used knowledge I gained from Marx to interpret Smith, not the other way
around. This exact effect is why I’ve made an effort over the past 15 years to seek out the “first
source” within those fields of knowledge on which I endeavor to educate myself. For instance, when
I decided to learn philosophy, I began with the Greeks, for most of modern philosophy rests on Greek
foundations.
“Bernard of Chartres used to say that we [the Moderns] are like dwarves perched on the
shoulders of giants [the Ancients], and thus we are able to see more and farther than the
latter. And this is not at all because of the acuteness of our sight or the stature of our body,
but because we are carried aloft and elevated by the magnitude of the giants.” Isaac
Newton
I always enjoyed that Newton quote, however it’s important to know on which giant’s shoulders you
stand, the mind that made the discovery or a different man, for you can get a sense of a man’s blindspots, preferred frameworks, concepts, ideas and rational mind, however you are dependent on
identifying the man and develop a familiarity with him. Systems of knowledge are constantly
adjusting feedback mechanisms, where what we think tends to change but how we think has a more
static quality to it. Many of the opinions, views and conclusions I’ve reached in the past 5 years are
different from the ones I held and made in the 5 years preceding them, as it should be, however how
my mind works has not changed notably.
This stems from the fact that one is constantly taking in information that is added to the framework,
whether this is from reading, videos, or merely making your own observations, the framework
expands, changes, adjusts and adapts. However, while the mind that analyzes the framework is also
malleable, I would argue that it is less so unless conscious effort is made in order to alter it. If one is
prone to impulsive decisions, one can train to become less impulsive, if one is prone to overanalyzing, one can train to become more fluid.
In my theoretical framework, the concept of “foundation systems” are those collections of concepts
that a person will use as their default for interpreting other frameworks and the world. This system of
thought usually represents the strongest part of our framework, that which we have the most egowww.TheRedArchive.com
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investment in and that which is most central to our world-view. For a mathematician this is likely to
be math, for a philosopher his epistemology of choice, for the religious man, it’s normally his
religion. This is the system that if challenged they will immediately defend and where you will see
the workings of their mind change. This is how one sees men who bring the full force of their coldblooded reasoning and logical ability to every other topic, but somehow when one questions their
views on this topic they succumb to a style of reasoning unfamiliar to them. Newton, for all his great
work in science was enamored by alchemy, and history is full of great men of science and truth with
blind-spots when it came to their foundation systems.
To people, their foundation systems take a form similar to “Psychohistory” in the foundation series
by Isaac Asimov, a system that to them can explain and predict everything. In some cases, if applied
with restraint and a cool head, this is not a great problem. The trouble comes when a person shoehorns reality to fit their system, in effect their system of choice becomes an end in itself, rather than a
means to an end. The present use of the tabula rasa and associated theories in an attempt to explain all
differences that exist within humankind is just as misguided as those in the late 19th and early 20th
century who attempted to explain the same differences as stemming purely from biological factors.
As I outlined initially, the trouble with secondary and tertiary sources is that one translates the idea
through multiple layers of interpretation and miscommunication resulting in a great level of
distortion. When the idea arrives at our doorstep, it is then already mangled, and if we are suffering
from the foundation system problem, or seeking a foundation system we continue the abuse of the
initial idea. Thus, from shaky data we construct a model that we view as representing reality and give
us a frame through which to interpret the events we observe.
For instance, the blue pill man constructs a view of how romantic relationships are supposed to work,
based on information he is given by the world around him. When he is young, this information comes
from Disney movies, fairy tales and various other sources that paint a picture where a man and a
woman are destined to end up together against all odds, usually a variant on the Romeo & Juliet
model. The two prospective lovers catch each other’s eyes across a crowded room and the man falls
for her instantly. The remainder of the story represents the man earning her affection by supplication,
and through completing a difficult task. Whether this be attaining treasure, slaying the dragon, or
something else is inconsequential.
As the boy grows up, he is then given the play by play by men who are the previous generation of
blue pill, buy her drinks, compliment her, give her what she wants, be nice, be polite, be Prince
Charming, get a steady job, get a college degree and build a house. From this he builds a cause and
effect model, “If I do what I’ve been told then I can attain what I want”. However, as with most times
practice disagrees with theory, or rather the applied version of the model does not create the result
that the man would expect, in other words it’s not an accurate predictive model. In lieu of a better
model he may continue to do the same thing, expecting a different result, not out of ill intent but out
of lack of information and a flawed model.

Summary and Conclusions
The difference between primary sources and other sources is that the primary source is a steak, while
sources afterwards have been processed to an increasingly unrecognizable degree until they are hot
dogs. Not only has the quality decreased, but you are unable to tell the difference between meat, and
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the various other parts that have been added or subtracted throughout the process. The problem is that
if models are based only off our own ingestion of poorly processed products, this inevitably leads to
trouble down the line. Our internal framework of ideas becomes one based off hear-say, and instead
of searching for ways to improve them, we find ourselves mindlessly defending flawed models,
because our mind cannot comprehend being without them.
This is perhaps why so many men cling to old models and fall head-over-heels in love with those
who would offer them what appears to be cogent arguments and lovely narratives for why their
model is the correct one. Were they to read the original authors of the ideas on which their model is
based, they may find that the original idea differs much from the interpretations of the idea on which
they built their model.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: On Value Part 1
October 5, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

One of the major projects I’ve undertaken since I started
writing this blog was an attempt to break down sexual market value in a more objective manner that
it had previously been. The end goal of this endeavor was to give men less of a shifting and
intangible target for their self-improvement journey. On one hand one could easily argue that the
manosphere has already provided men with a guide regarding how to increase their own value, yet on
the other hand the composition and influence of different variables on the overall result of the
equation means that the certainty that many men seek is still elusive.
This is perhaps one of the more worrisome aspects of writing for our little corner on the internet, that
for every man that grasps that the red pill and associated literature is in fact intangible and abstract,
there are 100 who cry out for iron-clad science. This is hardly surprising given that there appears to
be a proliferation of “engineering minded” men within the manosphere, and one of the cardinal traits
of engineers is finding solutions with a high degree of robustness. Perhaps this is the source of the
attraction to the traditional PUA literature, where one was offered a model with the promise that if
you executed it correctly it would lead to the desired result every time. Naturally, this had some
challenges, primarily the fact that by positioning the model as being 100% accurate, it places the
entire source of failure on a man’s execution of the model. This has an unfortunate similarity to
academic economics, where one blames reality when it does not conform to the mathematical
models.
Much of The Red pill and associated literature is scientifically based, but a great majority of the
literature is extrapolated from a literature base that is very rarely identified or cited by the author, in
this regard they are more theoretical frameworks than they are scientific conclusions. One could
argue the red pill as a decentralized research project, the literature base consists of various scientific
studies and literature, ranging from evolutionary biology and psychology, economics, sociology and
various others, the theoretical frameworks are constructed by various authors from this base, and the
theories are tested through experiments in the field and finally they are reported through field reports.
After enough field testing has been done, the theory can be amended to include the new data.
However, the downside of this model is that the context of the experiments are not strictly controlled.
The field experiments are done by a range of different men, in different locations, in various cultures,
and situations. While this can have a positive side in that the experiments will demonstrate different
contexts, there is no control of many of the variables involved in the experiments. For instance, in
order to be entirely certain about a result, the same man should approach the same target repeatedly
while varying different variables such as appearance, status signals, wealth and other associated value
symbols. This would permit the experiment to demonstrate the effect of altering only a single
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variable. This is naturally not possible, as the first approach would change the target’s state and thus
the experiments that followed would have questionable results, a variant of the observer effect.
A single man could also approach many targets, in which case his own variables will be consistent
within a range, his appearance, social signals, status signals and such will vary a bit with his mood,
the context of the situation and other factors but it’s a way to minimize the spread. This is in essence
what men do when they practice game or other red pill theories over time, they test out a theory, and
then they calibrate themselves and the theories to achieve maximum effect. Such application is often
why applied game differs between practitioners, furthermore why some men are better at certain
styles of game, certain contexts or with certain targets.
Their variables are constant within a range, but their targets differ. However in this case one must
control for the many different targets. For instance, if one were to field test a given theory, one would
need to control for sampling, meaning that one would need women within certain demographic
qualifiers in order to control for underlying factors. Many men who run game while traveling, have
noticed that Eastern European girls in Western European cities differ from the local population.
Women on vacation in a given location will differ from the local girls, and there may even be great
variety within a community. This is why “Day game” and “Club game” developed along different
paths, the targets may be the same women, but the context the women are in changes, as does their
reactions.
All these factors are why game and red pill theories will never be enough of a science to satisfy those
men with the most extreme variants of the “engineer mindset”, as they are looking for theories that
are based off clearly established relationships between variables. One can theorize about the minds of
such men, however the simplest distinction is that between determinism and probabilistic
perspectives. They want game and the red pill to be deterministic, if you are red pill enough as
measured by an objective system of thought, know game well enough as measured by an objective
system of thought, then you will realize that of which your desired outcome consists. This is opposed
to a probabilistic system, where if you are red pill enough within a range dependent on subjective
valuation, and know game enough based on subjective valuation, you have a higher probability of
realizing a result within a range of that which you desired. To put it in other terms, if you practice
throwing darts long enough, you will never really be able to guarantee that you’ll hit triple-20 every
time but you can guarantee being close to it every time.
I’ve previously outlined the Red Pill as a form of Grounded theory research project, firmly anchored
in the explorative, and phenomenological tradition. What many men seek is a similar project
grounded in positivism. The barriers for such a research project being executed within the sphere are
quite simple, positivism can tell us the “What” but never the “why”. The strength of positivism is that
it through a high volume of data, controlled circumstances, and experiment can establish very clear
relationships between variables, something that is not possible to do with red pill theory. This is
largely due to the degree of control required over the involved variables in order to establish a clear
cause and effect relationship. For instance, one would need two men with identical levels of game
and a clear difference in appearance, both of which must be objectively measurable, practicing game
on a perfectly sampled group of women within a context controlled for things like ovulatory shift, age
and socio-cultural background. I would applaud any man who sought to undertake such a study, as it
would be without a doubt the most interesting and complex research project ever done on human
mating, however it is unrealistic.
Thus, what we are left with is a degree of certainty relating to which variables affect female mating
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decision-making, but many questions related to the degree to which they are weighted. Roosh V
mentions this in “Day Bang” where he talks about how the degree of cockiness and brashness
displayed by a man must be decreased when engaging in day game as opposed to club game, because
of the different mental state a woman is in when she is sober and in a non-party setting. Therefore,
one must keep in mind that while there are definite traits and characteristics that a man has control
over, and which affect female mating decisions, the female choice criteria and the weighting thereof
are highly context dependent.

Defining Value
In order for the remainder of this essay to make sense, a definition of value is required as there are
quite a few different definitions of value depending on in which context it is used. Merriam-Webster
dictionary has a full 7 different definitions [3], out of which 5 are both relevant and utilized
throughout this essay.
1: the monetary worth of something : market price
This is the primary definition, which I will use throughout this essay, especially when speaking about
the interactions between values within a market place. One should keep in mind that monetary worth
is not a unit of measure that can be easily applied in the sexual market place outside of
prostitution.Instead it refers to the rough mean of a person’s sexual market value.
2: a fair return or equivalent in goods, services, or money for something exchanged
This is the primary definition used under choice criteria, and when talking about trades and
interactions. In essence, in order for an exchange to take place, each party must view themselves as
getting a fair exchange otherwise they will not be willing to make a trade.
3: relative worth, utility, or importance; a good value at the price
The definition above is in many ways related to definition 2, in that they both deal with exchanges,
however 3, offers an additional variable, which is satisfaction at making what one perceives as
getting more than a fair deal.
4: something (such as a principle or quality) intrinsically valuable or desirable
Definition number four can represent those variables of which value is created, such as quality, or
other factors that are the totality of the choice criteria.
5: a numerical quantity that is assigned or is determined by calculation or measurement
This definition gets to the heart of the simple 1 – 10 sexual market valuation scale that is almost
universally utilized among men. While this is a subjective scale to an extent, the law of large numbers
should mean that as the number of observations goes up, the value trends towards the mean.

Subjective Vs. Objective Value
One of the chapters in Gendernomics is dedicated to subjective and objective value theory. The major
distinction between the two is that from the perspective of objective value theory, one can for every
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good and service establish a value, which is mind-independent. For instance, if one makes sprockets
for a living, the combination of fixed costs (rent, electricity, equipment) and variable costs (labor,
materials) is your total product cost. As your production volume goes up, the fixed cost allocation to
each sprocket goes down, something which is referred to as economies of scale. When you then bring
your product to market, you run into subjective value theory, which is often unrelated to objective
product value, the market can value your product at less than your cost of production, more than cost
of production, and equal to your cost of production.
The deterministic men want sexual market value to be an objective criteria, as this offers security and
concrete milestones for them to work towards. The 437 bullet point lists that are often presented as
“What women want in a man” are examples of such criteria that are perceived as objective by men
who are of a deterministic mindset. Likewise, they seek objective ways to value a woman, in the form
of various “How to vet a wife” articles or similar guides that offer what they perceive as mindindependent frameworks for how to judge a woman’s present and potential value.
From the perspective of objective value theory this makes sense, as according to this theory
everything has an objective value that one must seek to know in order to proceed with the trade. From
the perspective of subjective value theory, this makes much less sense, as one’s valuation of the same
thing may differ across time and context. If you are presently dying of thirst, you would value a bottle
of water much more highly than if you were sitting next to a stream of clear and crisp mountain
water.
The customer generally does not care what your margin is, or how much it costs you to produce a
good or service, they care how much you want to charge them for it, and how much they think its
worth to them.
The perspective of subjective value theory always views value as being in flux and depending upon a
range of other variables. A woman who appears to be of high value at present may be low value in a
different context, just as a man who is of high value now, may decrease or increase in value
depending on his actions across time. A man who gets married at 25, gains 100 lbs, and loses all his
money in a divorce at 35, have reduced his value in those 10 years, a man who never got married,
never put on weight and still has all his financial resources will have increased in value.
However, this does not mean that every woman will rate him in an identical manner as a romantic
prospect, this depends on her own internal valuation mechanism, as I explain in Gendernomics:
Every SMV valuation is subjective, yet tends to conform within a range, meaning that a
woman who is 10 to eight men will also be in the top percentiles of SMV for other men. A
man, who is SMV 10 to eight women, will most likely be in the top percentiles for other
women as well. This is no reason to reject beauty standards, or standards of behavior based
on a snowflake fallacy, but rather to accept that while you can never fully predict the
thoughts and actions of a human, in aggregate they form patterns that confirm a near
objective SMV valuation across the global market. Gendernomics
As I outlined in the paragraph above, every individual valuation of the sexual market value of another
will be subjective, however when one aggregates those valuations, they form market patterns of
value. This is a consequence of as the number of valuations increase, their distribution will tend
towards the mean. The mean I refer to hear is the mean of the aggregate sum of valuations, not the
mean of sexual market value. For instance, if 10 women rate a man as a 3, and 10 women rate him as
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a 5, the mean of his valuation is 4. However, the mean of every valuation of every person, will tend
to cluster around SMV 5, which is the mean of the 1 – 10 scale.
Perhaps the most interesting aspect of contrasting subjective and objective value theory is that in
order for a trade to take place only subjective value theory “works”. This is due to the fact that for a
trade to take place, one party must view what the other person has as more valuable than what they
have, and vice versa.
Part 2

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: On Value Part 2
October 12, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
This essay is part 2 of a 5 part series. You can find part 1 here

Contextual Value
In various forms of business, one will often experience conflicting valuations in some form or
another. In finance, it’s quite clear from the outline in an upcoming section of this post that there can
be many different valuations for a company. Likewise, within marketing one can have differing
valuations for a new product or a market depending on the underlying premises one utilizes when
conducting an analysis. A fairly common method to establish the potential market size for a brickand-mortar business is to determine how many people live in the area where the business will
operate, then how many of those are potential customers and how frequently they will need the
services offered by the company. In this simple mathematical problem, the definitions of “operating
area”, “potential customers” and “frequency of service”, will greatly affect the valuation of the
project.
The idea of contextual value is that things outside of an item influence the value placed upon that
item by rational actors. The most simple example is how an item for which there is high demand
tends to be viewed as more valuable than an item for which there is little if any demand. Some prefer
to look at demand as an indicator of value, meaning that high value products will also have a
correspondingly high demand, however this is a conflation of a products’ capability for satisfying a
need, with the product’s popularity. While one can easily argue that there are correlations between
product quality and product popularity, the correlation between the variables are varied.
It is entirely possible to have a low quality product, for which there is high demand, or a high quality
product for which there is low demand. Within the dating sphere this often takes the form of “social
proof”, which as a variable influences the value of the product either up or down. However, social
proof is transitory, as it is composed of variables that communicate and signal high value within a
social group. Thus, many of the factors that lead to high social proof, are in and of themselves a part
of the product, they are in fact the joint subjective perceptions of the product communicated
externally.
Fiat currency (currency not backed by tangible assets) is an example of something which derives
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almost the entirety of its value from perception, in that it has value because everyone in a group
agrees that it has value. It used to be that every note of a currency was the equivalent of a deposit slip
for a given amount of precious metal. For instance the British Pound Sterling supposedly got it’s
name coins minted from silver in the Saxon isles, and where large payments would be denoted in
“pounds of sterling“. If people were to calculate the production value of modern bank notes, the
inputs to production would be much less in value than the face value and thus currency is in many
ways an abstract idea.
The need for more stable forms of currency arose from the simple fact that barter is not only time
consuming, but also from the need to have more permanent stores of wealth. An apple farmer a few
hundred or thousands of years ago held his wealth in the form of perishable fruit, that ripened with
the season, and as a result he would be very wealthy in apples during the apple harvest. However, at
this time supply of apples would be high, thus he would obtain less in exchange for his apples than he
would a few months later. On the other hand, not being able to barter all his apples meant that he
would be unable to acquire the goods he and his family would need, as the apples would spoil. Thus
there was a need for a more permanent store of wealth, which is why currency was invented. The
downside of currency being that it gains part of its value from the fact that it is a medium of trade.
Even with silver and gold, they were only truly valuable as mediums of trade, it is quite recent that
these metals have found value in electronics.
Many people who prepare for the impeding downfall of society, for this reason elect to store wealth
in a mixture of precious metals and in various goods they assume people will require after society
collapses. This can be foodstuffs with long shelf-lives, medicines, ammunition, and various others.
Thus, some items gain their value because they are perceived as having value, rather than some
innate, non-negotiable aspect of their being.
How we view value depends on a mixture of the objective and subjective as mentioned earlier in this
essay. Certain characteristics of an object are directly of that object independent of our subjective
valuation, while other characteristics are less tangible. For instance, an iphone as a product has a
certain objective value based on the needs it satisfies and the need of a person to sate that need.
However, their preference to satisfy this need through either an Iphone or an Android based product
depends on the person’s subjective valuation. Likewise, the value difference between two phones
with the exact same objective characteristics, may differ based on subjective perceptions. For
instance, those who value “coolness” may prefer an Iphone due to the brand image of Apple. A
person may prefer coke to pepsi due to nostalgia or habit.
The box the Iphone comes in does not add significant value to the product itself, but it affects our
perceptions of the product. Such effects on value can be either positive or negative, for instance one
would tend to value a meal at a sit-down restaurant higher than one from a drive through, regardless
of product characteristics because of the context. Likewise, the context in which we view the Iphone
will affect our valuations of its objective characteristics, the low battery life compared to other
products is important for those who are unable to charge their phones for longer periods of time,
likewise the ease with which the screen can be broken or the sensitivity to humidity, may affect the
valuation of it compared to alternatives.
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Volatility and Sticky Values
Anyone who makes a habit out of following various indexes on stock markets, individual shares, or
even consumer goods, will be aware of volatility to some extent. In essence, the volatility of an asset
is a measure of how much it tends to fluctuate in price over time. A highly volatile asset, will see
higher and more frequent fluctuations than a less volatile asset. The blue chip stocks mentioned
earlier in the essay are examples of a less volatile asset when compared to smaller, growth-based
companies. I’ve previously compared female sexual market value to that of a growth company, in
that it rises and falls very quickly. Whereas male sexual market value is more similar to a blue chip in
that it takes a long time to rise, but tends to be more sustainable over time.
The concept of sticky values comes from the observation that the wages of employed workers tends
to have a slow response to decline in company performance. As unemployment increases (thus
increasing labor supply), while company performances decline (thus decreasing demand for labor),
wages do not respond as rapidly as expected to the change. This can often be observed in the sexual
market as well, a common observation being that women regard their value just as high, if not higher
as they age. Furthermore, that men who had a very high sexual market value early in life, often view
their present value as being similar, even though it has declined. In the case of a woman’s declining
sexual market value, demand is decreasing, where supply is theoretically increasing, but it takes time
for her valuation to respond to the market. In the case of the man, demand has greatly declined, while
supply of substitute products have decreased.
Such effects carry into the valuation of self- and others, as it shifts the mean. This effect can be
observed in the ever-increasing “average size” of a man or woman since the 1950s. For instance, the
average weight of an American man has increased from 166 lbs in 1962 to 191 lbs in 2002, so the
average man is presently comparing his own waistline with the waistline of other men of an everinflating girth. Thus, the image of a man who is “in shape” will have changed drastically, because of
comparative factors. Compared to men who are at 30% body fat, a man who is 20% body fat looks
slim, despite the fact that the recommended amount is between 10 and 15% body fat. Likewise
women calling themselves “average size” when they are a size 16 is accurate, but it’s leaving out that
an average was a size 6 not to long ago.
When people’s success in the sexual market place declines as a result of natural supply and demand
factors, it is not uncommon for their self-valuation, and therefore their valuation of others as well to
lag behind the market developments. Heartiste observed that a woman in her mid-to-late thirties is
often more difficult to sleep with than her 23 year old self, despite the fact that her sexual market
value has declined precipitously in a decade.

Tangible and Intangible Asset Values
The distinction between tangible and intangible assets in accounting tends to be that a tangible asset
is an asset that has a physical form, whereas intangible assets is synonymous with nonphysical assets.
Examples of the former would be land, machinery and inventory, whereas examples of the latter
would be among others brand recognition, patents and copyrights. Most companies tend to have a
mixture of both to varying degrees, where software companies often have few tangible assets and
much of their value is tied up in intangible assets, large manufacturing corporations tend to have
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many tangible assets and less tangible assets as a percentage of assets relatively speaking.
As with a company, most people are a mixture of tangible and intangible assets, a person’s physique
and health would be the primary tangible assets that a person has, while their personality and traits
are their intangible assets. A person’s ambition, drive, self-discipline and intellect, would be some
examples of these intangible assets. Perhaps the major distinction between the two is that one could
potentially design an objective measuring system for tangible assets, to some extent this already
exists in the form of medical records. This is perhaps why it’s given a relatively low amount of
attention within the sphere and the various articles on “vetting a wife“.
These articles tend to largely focus on the intangible assets of a potential partner, both in isolation,
but also in interaction with the intangible assets of others. The essays on this blog pertaining to
damaged women are examples of how to identify women who embody certain clusters of intangible
assets that will tend to cause substantial amounts of havoc. For instance, when the “vet your potential
wife” articles recommend looking at her relationship history, this is a two-part approach, where on
one hand, the fewer relationships she has had, the less baggage she will have but on the other the
nature of her relationships also allow glimpses into her actions within them.
When these articles advice conducting reconnaissance on the mother, they are advocating a mixture
of viewing the inevitable decline of her tangible assets, but also her intangible assets. The mother is a
woman’s first and major role-model when it comes to feminine and relationship behaviors, thus the
behaviors she learned from her mother are going to be those most firmly imprinted on her mind.
Part 3

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: On Value Part 3
October 19, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
This is part 3 of a multi-part post. Part 1 – Part 2

Internal and External Value
Multipliers
I’ve written about value multipliers previously, in “Game as a Value Multiplier“, where I define a
multiplier as:
“A multiplier is a very simple concept, it’s an added variable that either serves to increase or
decrease a given value. “
One of the things I think I neglected to adequately cover in that essay is the fact that a multiplier can
be both positive and negative, and how it is regarded may be context dependent.
It’s quite common to make the distinction between internal factors in a company that contribute to its
performance, and external factors that affect its performance. The idea of “core competencies” is
perhaps the clearest formulation of how a company’s unique configuration of competencies, qualities
and traits can become a source of competitive advantage. Examples would be 3M’s focus on
innovation and new products, WalMart’s focus on high volume logistics, or Apples focus on high
quality design work.
When applying the core competencies principle to a person the internal multipliers would be those
things that alter the behavior of a given variable or set of variables based on a person’s internal
characteristics. Men who write “How to vet a wife” articles often draw on such variables as a
woman’s history of self control, loyalty or self-discipline, not due to these factors in and of
themselves, but because the combination of these variables build a barrier towards external negative
multipliers.
A woman who has a combination of love for family, traditional values and self-discipline as a core
competency is according to these men a better prospect for marriage because they act as barriers for
promiscuity, divorce and impulsive behavior, all of which are encouraged externally in our present
social order.
External multipliers are those a person has little control over and which exist outside of that person.
For instance, most are familiar with the example of going out with a wing who is shorter than you, so
that you look taller by comparison. Likewise a woman may be a 10 in a small town, but a 6 in Los
Angeles or Miami where beautiful women tend to congregate.
In my day job I’ve frequently utilized examples such as industry legal issues, or multi-national legal
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issues as an example of external negative multipliers, as these have a negative effect on the revenues
of each company within an industry, yet are unrelated to the aspects of performance that a company
has control over.

Choice Criteria and Value
The baseline variables of a human valuation judgment can be referred to as “Choice Criteria” and
reflect those characteristics of a product or service that the person making the valuation deem
important. For instance, if one does not care about what color phone one uses, then a particular model
having many colors to select from adds little value, if the color of a phone is important on the other
hand, having a wide-variety of colors adds value to the consumer as they have a higher chance of
finding a phone that is the color they desire.
The clearly identified traits that women tend to value in a prospective mate as identified by the red
pill and upon which there is near universal agreement within the community include physical fitness,
confidence, high social status, social competence, success and maintaining frame control. There are
many other variables that have been discussed at length, such as style, sense of humor and wealth,
that may or may not have an effect, or where the effect is to a lesser or higher degree context
dependent. For instance, a woman seeking out “alpha fucks” will prioritize appearance higher than
wealth as a choice criteria, whereas a woman seeking “beta bucks” will prioritize wealth over
appearance.
An interesting observation within the realm of sexual market value is that each sex tends to project
their own choice criteria as the baseline decision making model of the opposite sex. Men tend to
assume women select their partners judged by the same criteria as they would themselves and vice
versa. This leads down a path where men attribute an over-average weight to their own appearance in
every context, and women attribute an over-average weight to their accomplishments in certain
contexts. The best example of this type of erroneous valuation occurs in women ages 35 and up, who
having hit the wall and seeing their sexual market value decline, elect to reason that their value is
now calculated based on the male value model rather than their own.
This is done through applying the characteristics and choice criteria that they utilize to conduct a
valuation of the man, to a man’s valuation of a woman. This is not an uncommon trait among
humans, our only reference for thinking is how our own mind works, and therefore we tend to project
the same patterns onto other humans. However, in the case of men, the blue pill narratives that they
are raised under, serve to influence their valuation in the wrong direction, away from their natural
valuation and towards one more beneficial to women.
From an economics perspective, such attempts to influence choice criteria and thereby valuation are
common in marketing, as this is part of product differentiation. If all consumers utilized identical
choice criteria and models for valuation, then every market would be a monopoly for the company
that successfully made the best product. This would be a case of objective value, as if every consumer
prefer the same choice criteria and place the same weight on them, it follows that their subjective
valuations would not differ from an objective valuation in any meaningful regard. A company that
realizes that it lacks the ability to compete on a given product feature may seek to influence the
market towards another product feature where they have an advantage.
However, as choices and thus choice-criteria appear to be context dependent at least to some degree,
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there are still clear patterns such as women as a group being drawn to only the top 20% or so of men
and men generally preferring younger women. This is reflected in the female valuation of male
attractiveness on OKcupid where a majority of men were valued as below average attractiveness.

In the graph, roughly 60% of the male population were rated between 1 and 3 on a 1 – 10
attractiveness scale, therefore, to the average woman, the average man is very unattractive. If one
compares this to the male valuations on the same site, the majority of women were rated on a normal
distribution. A flippant formulation of this would be that for men, the average woman is of average
attractiveness.
Perhaps the most important observation to be made from this is the supply and demand implications
this will have. As men view an average woman as averagely attractive, this has the effect of
increasing female supply, thus decreasing the competition for partners. Whereas as your average
woman views the average man as below average attractiveness, this has the effect of decreasing male
supply and therefore increasing the competition for partners.
A potential explanation for this would be if female choice criteria were more uniform, but
discriminating and male choice criteria less uniform but also less discriminating. The female
distribution in the image, takes a form quite similar to an exponential distribution, which is a
statistical distribution that has the key property of being memoryless. The difference between a
memoryless and a non-memoryless property is as follows. In a process with memory, the observer
gains information about them over time. For instance if X is a random variable expressed in terms of
“Operating hours until a machine breaks down, intuitively if a machine has operated continuously for
100.000 hours we will view it as closer to breaking down than a machine that has only operated for
1000 hours. In a memoryless situation, events are unrelated to success, each new event has no
memory of previous events.
If one assumes that female rating of male attractiveness is a memoryless, non-relative scenario,
meaning that she does not rate the attractiveness of men based on her previous ratings, but each man
in isolation. Furthermore that the man when rating female attractiveness views his rating of a woman
in context and with memory of the other women. This could potentially be interpreted as male ratings
of women being more objective and aligned with reality, where female ratings are likely to be heavily
influenced by the present subjective state of the woman.

Value Judgements and Judgements of Value
One of the first things an old economics professor of mine ever told me was that an economist does
not make value judgments, but judgments of value. The distinction here is quite simple, a value
judgment is one where one distinguishes between “good” and “bad”, where a judgement of value is a
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quantitative measure of economic effects. The former type of judgment is very common in the
philosophical field of ethics, and many economists make such mistakes as well, where they seek to
merge the quantitative judgment with a distinction of good versus bad. The challenge of such
conflation is that it undermines the objectivity of the person making the judgment by layering
subjectivity on top of observable fact or adding additional moral criteria to a judgment.
This is not uncommon in the corporate realm either, where a company will justify neglecting their
main purpose, which is to manage the resources of the shareholders in the most efficient and
profitable manner, in favor of corporate social responsibility initiatives. Within the red pill sphere,
one can observe the same factors at play, where men will try to rationalize away their own lack of
success, or conversely the success of others through adding a moral factor. “He cannot possibly be
alpha, he’s not living up to his responsibilities as a man” is a distillation of some who hold this
position, where the core principle is that in order to be alpha one must manifest virtues (as they elect
to define them), in other parts of life.
Such a change in the definition of “success” has profound effect on the judgments that follow, as it
adds additional criteria above and beyond “market success”. In effect, it waters down the raison
d’etre for the market engagement. Many corporations have clauses about wanting to be ethical, take
care of the environment, to “not be evil” and various others. The fundamental argument being that by
having such measures in addition to the profit motive, it creates brand value, additional value or
consumer loyalty that warrants the split of corporate motives. In the same manner, one could easily
argue that adding additional milestones or criteria to the concepts of “alpha”, “beta” and others,
creates a more holistic self-development pathway for men.
However, in doing so one also waters down the most efficient route from point A to point B, as it not
only becomes longer, but also more difficult to navigate. After all, with value judgments come
additional subjectivity on top of an already subjective valuation of sexual market value. These have
their own intrinsic resource demands, and may even be mutually exclusive. If one takes the Sexual
Market Value graph from Rollo Tomassi, male sexual market value has the highest potential to peak
in a man’s mid to late thirties. This is due to a number of factors, but primarily it comes from the fact
that the man will have had 15 – 20 years to build value, socially, physically and economically. If one
on the other hand considers that some advocate that a man should vet a wife, get married and have
children around age 25, then this means that most of the resources that would go towards building
sexual market value will be diverted to maintaining a marriage and raising children.
An analysis of such a situation is often conducted by an analysis of opportunity costs, wherein one
compares the expected outcome of one investment with the best alternative investment. In the case of
the position “Build sexual market value until you reach your mid-to-late thirties, then elect to get
married and have children” against the position “Vet a wife and get married in your mid twenties and
have children” I’ve tended to view the latter as the worse alternative due to differing risk profiles. In
the former the major risk is the lack of availability of potential partners when one reaches mid-to-late
thirties, whereas in the latter the major risk is that of divorce, and up to multiple decades of lost
investment time.
The two are mutually exclusive options. Which one is the right one depends on which criteria one
uses to judge the decisions.
Read part 4 here
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: On Value Part 4
October 26, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
This is part 4 of a 5 part essay. Part 1, Part 2, Part 3.

Valuation of Self and Others
The valuation of self is closely tied to self-awareness. One could argue that there are two extreme
cases that illustrate the spectrum on which humans exist. The neurotic on one hand has an extremely
depressed view of his own value, as a result of being very critical of self, whereas the narcissist has
an extremely optimistic view of their own value as a result of poor self-awareness. In both cases, the
person is inaccurate in their self-valuation, and suffers consequences due to this factor.
Neurotics minimize their strengths and magnify their weaknesses in their own internal perception of
self. This can lead to two broad spheres of results, on one hand one has the neurotic person who
achieves great success as a result of constantly improving self, and seeking better results. On the
other hand one has those neurotics that view their weaknesses as too great to overcome and as a result
do not work to improve themselves. In the first of these situations, the neurotic can often become a
high achiever, whereas in the latter they often fail to achieve at all. The former type of neurotic often
has a large gap between their perceived value and their objective value, while the inverse is true of
the latter.
Narcissists maximize their strengths and are to varying degrees ignorant of their weaknesses. This
can also lead to two broad spheres of results. The narcissist that is also a high achiever and as a result
of this has a smaller gap between their self-perceived value and their objective value. On the other
hand the narcissist that is a non-achiever, and has a large gap between their self-perceived value and
their objective value.
A common observation in the valuation of self is to what one is comparing. A person in isolation can
be valued differently, than a person who is valued in contrast to another. This is similar in part to how
a company has a stand-alone valuation, and a benchmark valuation, the latter being when the
company’s metrics are compared with that of other comparable companies. The latter is also
vulnerable to the contrast effect, where a person is viewed as more or as less due to the stature of
another person or another group.
When valuing others the factors that affect valuations are much the same, except that one is working
from much less information. One can compare this to “insider buys” in a stock market, where
someone in an advantageous position within a company, such as a member of the executive team, or
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the board buys shares in the open market. This is often viewed as a positive signal to the market as it
means someone with a greater degree of knowledge of the company views this time as a good time to
buy. When we value ourselves, we have access to every single piece of data, when we value others
we have much less.
The psychological system 1 and system 2 factors outlined by Daniel Kahneman, where one can often
make rapid valuations based on available visual characteristics, that have a greater margin of error
than the same valuation conducted through system 2. A ready observation of pedestalization for
instance, is that such valuations have been conducted in a system 1 fashion, with little attention being
paid to identify the underlying axioms and premises of such a valuation.
The characteristic of system 1 is that it trades speed for accuracy, much in the same manner that
shooting from the hip does for firearms. When conducting such a valuation or superficial analysis,
one must always be mindful that the probability of error increases at every level of the judgment. Not
only do we have access to limited data, we will tend to value what little data we have very highly, but
we lack enough to identify a pattern within the observations, our sample size is very small, and we
are prone to make rapid decisions. Thus, it follows that our snap-valuations of others will be heavily
biased by these factors. When the context factor is added, for instance by the person being put in a
position of power, in an environment with a high volume of social proof, or other situation our
valuations will increase, if the converse contexts take place, our judgment of their value will be less.

The Sexual Stock Market
The best analogy to the sexual market is a stock market. A company that is publicly traded will have
multiple valuations at the same time based on the perception of traders, there are those who think the
company is over-valued, those that find it under-valued and those who find it valued correctly. The
valuations that these three groups have made, are all based, to some extent on the expectations they
have about the future of the company, based on the information they have available to them, their
time horizon, and various other factors. The Efficient Market Hypothesis in the hard formulation
states that the present share value reflects all information both public and insider, whereas the softer
formulation states that it reflects public information.
This is why information is so powerful in the markets, because if you have better information than
anyone else, you can make a more accurate valuation than your competition. The Hot-Crazy scale,
the relationship between how attractive a woman must be in order to make up for a certain level of
crazy, is a great example of such information, because one’s valuation of a woman’s SMV will
always be influenced by a man’s awareness of her level of crazy. The intangible assets referred to in
an earlier part, affect the valuation of her tangible assets and vice versa.
Within every market companies fall into varying categories, “Blue chips” are large companies that
often have a long history of stability, operate in sectors that are experiencing little growth, and that
are perceived as having less risk than “Growth companies” that often have a shorter history, operates
in sectors with high growth and that are perceived as having higher levels of risk. Over time shares of
the Blue chip variety will experience less volatility (less fluctuations of share value) than “Growth
Companies”, however they may experience less peaks in popularity.
As shown in Dataclysm [1] there is more variety to men’s sexual market valuations, as the range of
partner preferences among men are more diverse than those of women. Thus, it is natural that
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valuations made by women of men are less varied, and thus that men should expect less volatility in
the market valuations of their SMV. On the same note, as male valuations are more diverse, it means
that your average woman will experience higher volatility, but less variability in men’s valuations of
her.
If one draws on company valuation, multiple valuations exist at the same time:
1. The market value of the company’s equity as listed on a stock exchange
2. The value of the company’s assets less its debt as shown by the company’s accounting.
3. The market value of the company’s assets less its debt as actually achieved as a sale of all its
assets as part of an arms length deal
There are also 2 additional modifiers, there are those that think the results of the valuation methods
above are too optimistic and those who regard them as overly pessimistic.
Which one of these is the correct valuation method to utilize and what modifier is the correct one to
apply?
In the sexual market, every single person is represented by a stock ticker, that has among others the
current offer price, current selling price and the last sold price. These are in constant flux, as trades
are made, offer values adjusted, and all the other factors constantly play off each other. There are the
macro factors such as the distribution of males to females, divorce laws, demographics, social
conventions and rules. There are also micro factors such as an individual’s sexual market value, and
general level of performance, in addition to whether the value is declining or increasing.
These are constantly playing off each other to ensure that sexual market value is never a static rate,
but an amalgamate of the different values that were outlined earlier in this essay:
The sexual market value of the person both for a short term hookup.
The sexual market value of the person based as calculated by their ex.
The sexual market value of the person based on a valuation by someone evaluating them for a
long-term relationship.
After all, one must keep in mind that a person will at the same time be evaluated in terms of sexual
market value by different people and with different ends in mind. The short-term value is largely
based on tangible assets, the long-term value as calculated by a potential suitor in an arms-length
transaction is based on a mixture of tangible and intangible assets based on public information. The
long-term value as calculated by one or more ex-partners will be based on tangible and intangible
assets but include both public and private information.
The first value would be what decides the results a person gains on Tinder or a similarly superficial
medium where the primary factors are reduced down to the base necessities to make a decision with
few if any long-term consequences. If one applies the law of large numbers one would expect such
valuations in aggregate to land at a mean which would be a fairly accurate reflection of a persons
worth within that context. As with all valuations there will be some debate regarding the accuracy of
such a valuation, and whether it’s an accurate reflection of underlying drivers of value, or whether it
is a reflection mainly on popularity. As author of the intelligent Investor Benjamin Graham puts it:
“In the short run, the market is a voting machine but in the long run, it is a weighing
machine.”
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This brings us to the last two types of valuation and those that would more accurately reflect those of
a more fundamental bent.The reason for the two types of fundamental analysis, is to reflect one
where the person conducting the valuation has insider knowledge and one where they have only
publicly available information. A person’s ex has more information about them, but will have a more
negative or positive slant depending on how the relationship ended, in a sense they have more
information than they need to make this valuation, where the person conducting the second valuation
have less than they need. While a person externally, can observe most of the tangible assets in their
current state with quite a high degree of accuracy, the intangible assets are more up for debate, only a
person with insider knowledge can accurately value them.
The distinction between tangible and intangible assets is a sensible one when utilized in sexual
market valuations, where tangible factors would be those of a physical nature and intangible those of
a psychological nature. The depreciation of tangible assets can with some degree of accuracy be
established, using the sexual market graph among other things. However, those of an intangible
nature are more challenging to approach. A person’s mind rarely appreciates or depreciates with the
same predictability as does their physical shell, thus, while one can form a judgment about the
present state, the nature of change is more difficult to accurately value. A solution to this conundrum
that has been utilized by value investors is to view the intangible assets combined with their
contribution to creating barriers to entry.
A barrier to entry is a value that a company has that acts as a barrier between the company and
outside forces. For instance, the brand recognition of Coca Cola is an intangible asset that
differentiates their product from that of their competition, and if the market for soft drinks should
shrink it will help maintain the market share held by Coca Cola. A second dimension often utilized
by value investors is to view the history of the company, for instance if a company has a 50 year
history of always paying a dividend the probability that they will stop doing so is lower than a
company with no such history beginning to pay a dividend. Past or present behavior is by no means a
guarantee but in humans habit and “how it has always been” is a strong anchor. This does in no way
guarantee that your sweet, virginal church-girl won’t run around cheating on you, or just because she
doesn’t drink now that you won’t find her hiding with wine in the laundry room in a couple of years,
but her habits serve as barriers towards poor behaviors.
This is in a sense how the social, cultural, religious and familial norms worked to secure stability
prior to the sexual revolution. They were very strong barriers to behaviors that have negative effects.
The consequences of such behaviors socially, religiously and within the family would act as a
discouragement from acting out. As these norms have been largely eroded, the only guidance
available would be a woman’s history.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: On Value Part 5
November 3, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
This is the 5th and final part of a 5 part essay. Part 1, Part 2, Part 3, Part 4
My reason behind writing this essay was to demonstrate the many factors that goes into determining
a person’s sexual market value, and why one will never be able to create an iron-clad framework to
ensure 100% success rate. While some argue that economics is perhaps not the ideal system to apply
to the mating market, due to the irrational nature of human mating decisions, I do not consider human
mating decisions to be irrational. In my view, humans act in the mating market as rational actors,
meaning that they are goal oriented, reflective and consistent as opposed to being irrational, namely
random, impulsive, conditioned or imitative [1]. For example, most people tend to have a “type” of
partner that they display a preference for, which demonstrates consistency. There is a tendency for
people to act in a goal oriented manner seeking out partners based on a range of characteristics such
as relationship type, partner type or various others. People tend to reflect as they gain experience on
which characteristics they do not want in a partner as well as which characteristics they want, which
demonstrates reflective evaluation.
If partner choice was truly a case of being random, impulsive, conditioned and based on imitation,
one would not expect to see many if any patterns, yet every piece of advice written on how to
improve ones romantic life is based on the observation of patterns. However, one must keep in mind
that rational behavior as per rational choice theory, is not the same as conscious and deliberate
behavior. When an economist uses the term “The rational actor” he is not stating that people
consciously sit down and compare the specifications of every single vacuum cleaner that is available
to them, list out their choice criteria in a bullet point list, weigh them out, evaluate each product
against the choice criteria and his budget for a new vacuum cleaner. He is stating that people evaluate
their options and elect the one that is utility maximizing often subconsciously, and demonstrate a
preference over time.
My goal was to elaborate on some of the underlying factors that affect such largely sub-conscious
evaluations that we conduct every single day and that affect our mating behaviors. As I was writing
this essay, it started to become clear that creating an iron-clad, objective system for valuation within
the sexual market place is somewhat of an impossibility. While it is entirely possible to outline the
major variables that will be involved on both sides in such an equation, and while it is also possible to
understand the aggregate level strategies of both men and women, the interaction between variables is
infinitely complex. Furthermore, the inherent limitations of rational choice theory, have been covered
by authors such as Daniel Kahneman and other researchers into decision theory, and to put this in the
terms Kahneman utilizes in his book “Thinking fast and Thinking slow”, a majority of mating
decisions are most likely made using system 1. [2]

Predictable vs. Probabilistic
Some of the factors that play into a female valuation of a man as a prospective sexual partner include
ovulatory shifts, her age, her social status, her life-stage and various others. While educated guesses
can often be very accurate, the fact of the matter is that the only way to determine if a woman is
receptive is to approach and screen her. One cannot determine whether a prospective buyer is
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interested in the product until contact is made on some level with the buyer, even if that buyer fits the
target demographic and consumer group one has defined. One can identify market groups that tend to
display interest and thus target them for more aggressive sales and marketing, and probabilistically
speaking one will have a higher degree of success with targeted as opposed to randomly marketing a
product to the population. This is probabilistic rather than deterministic, and as I spoke of in the
NaXALT error, “Not all X are like that, but all X have a higher probability of being like that”.
To structure a process that to some extent will lead to predictable outcomes, it is necessary to begin in
the aggregate, it is very difficult, if not impossible to predict the action of a single human, but with
large enough sample sizes, it is possible to predict the actions of groups. Thus, if one can identify the
choice criteria utilized in a purchasing process, then one can engage in deliberate action to satisfy a
majority of those choice criteria to a larger degree than the competition. This is in many ways how
companies go about designing a product for a new market, identify a need, identify the salient criteria
of a product that would be desired by that market, prototype/test market, and then analyze the results.
Marketers and product designers are well aware of the fact that a product will not be valued equally
across every demographic and consumer group, the goal is to either target a narrow group, or to target
the mass market. In niche product design, one seeks to learn as much as possible about one consumer
group and then to create a product that would be tailored very specifically to appeal to that group,
meaning that it would represent very high value to that group. Alternatively, if one seeks mass market
appeal one would seek to create a product that appeals to the most general and shared characteristics
of a group and avoids those characteristics that are controversial. Restaurants represent a very good
example of both approaches where there are mass market products such as major fast food chains,
which few people would hold up as their favorite, but which a diverse group can agree to utilize
because the offers have no characteristics that any group find excessively disagreeable.
There are also niche products such as expensive gourmet restaurants that appeal to a very narrow
market, but seek to create massive value for their targeted group. A Michelin restaurant is expensive,
often avant garde, often has low-volume for money, and requires an advanced palate in order to see
the value being offered. This means that many will eliminate it as an option based on price, some for
the upper-class atmosphere, some on a value perspective and some due to the food being “advanced”
or “over-engineered. This is the intent of the business.

A Deterministic Solution to a Probabilistic Problem
Many men find the manosphere after searching for solutions to a specific problem, in many cases
how to make themselves an offer their one-itis cannot refuse. This is the equivalent of asking
someone “How do I design a product that represents an offer of value that my one targeted customer
cannot refuse“. While it is possible to do so in very generic terms, for instance everyone would
accept an offer of value in exchange for nothing, this does not represent a realistic offer, there is
simply no such thing as a free lunch. Perhaps the best example is that companies such as Facebook
and Google that offer “free” infrastructure monetize the data they gather from their “users”. If a
company offers something for free, then you are the product.
This is in many ways what men offer women when they agree to a “lets just be friends” proposition
from the woman. The woman is stating “I’m not going to offer a return, but you are free to invest in
me“. The man front-loads investment in the woman, expecting a return that will never come.
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The various characteristics that I covered in this essay, from the various applicable definitions of
value, that we often use interchangeable in daily dialogue. For instance, if one were to say that a
woman is a 10, does one mean “She is in the top 10% of women worldwide based on the following
criteria” which would be an objective valuation, or is one saying “She is in the top 10% of women
worldwide for me, based on my subjective choice criteria”, which is a subjective valuation.
The major problem faced by the engineer minded man is that he is seeking an objective solution to a
subjective problem. In order to reduce the probability of rejection to zero, every woman would have
to have identical choice criteria, weighted in the exact same manner, be in the same context, think in
the exact same manner, be at the same stage of her ovulatory cycle, have the same tangible and
intangible asset preferences and so on. This is obviously an impossibility. While science has been
able to identify some preferences that women have for qualities in men, these differ based factors
among others intent (Short term vs long-term mating). Thus, a man who is a perfect fit when the
woman is in the follicular phase may not be in the lutheal phase.
The eternal downside of positivist research, one can arrive conclusively at an answer, but that answer
is merely a fact based on a large sample size. From this answer one can derive a probability, but
depending on the probability itself it may not guarantee an outcome. One can state that “90% of
women want a man with a sense of humor”, but this is no guarantee that the specific oneitis of a man
wants a man with a sense of humor. General advice can be offered, be in shape, in control of your
emotions and your psychology, climb a dominance hierarchy, and many others, but this merely
increases the probability that someone in your intended market will find your offer enticing, not that
everyone in your target market will, or that they’ll accept the offer.
This search for an objective solution to a subjective problem is in essence the attempt to eliminate
probability of failure, and thus risk. One could theorize that this is perhaps due to catastrophizing the
consequences of rejection, as Mystery once put it, hitting on a wrong woman in a stone age tribe
could get you kicked out of the tribe or killed. Alternatively, it could be due to viewing the world on
a binary scale, where there is no step between novice and master.

Summary and Conclusion
The Rational Male is fond of referring to the red pill as a Praxeology, which comes from a
combination of “Praxis” meaning “deed or action”, and “logia” meaning “study of”, thus, praxeology
means “the study of actions or deeds”. My own familiarity with this methodology of research is due
to having studied Austrian economics, where praxeology and the action axiom underlies much of the
research, and can be summarized as “Human beings over time utilize means to achieve desired ends”.
As Mises states it:
Human action is purposeful behavior. Or we may say: Action is will put into operation and
transformed into an agency, is aiming at ends and goals, is the ego’s meaningful response
to stimuli and to the conditions of its environment, is a person’s conscious adjustment to the
state of the universe that determines his life. Such paraphrases may clarify the definition
given and prevent possible misinterpretations. But the definition itself is adequate and does
not need complement of commentary. [4]
Research tends to fall into one of two broad categories, positivism and interpretivist. Writing an
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exhaustive essay outlining every difference between these two approaches is itself a monumental
task, however the main differences are summarized in the following table:

For
instance, one can establish that female mating behavior changes depending on the ovulatory cycle
[5]. It can be established in an objective sense whether a woman is ovulating or not, her behaviors
can be empirically observed in both cases within a reasonable controlled environment, and thus one
can arrive at a clear cause and effect chain.
“Around the time of ovulation, a female’s preference apparently shifts from avoiding
negligent parenting to acquiring the best genes for her offspring. At other points during the
cycle, women will prefer more feminized male faces, as they might signal a higher
willingness of the males to invest in offspring.” [6]
From this we know that if a woman is menstruating, her risk preference changes from
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“long-term security” to “high quality genetics”, the latter demonstrated through a preference
for more masculine faces. This is positivist research establishing a cause and effect chain.I
imagine that one could use hypotheses:
0 (Null hypothesis) Ovulation has no effect on what facial traits women find attractive
1 Ovulation has an effect on what facial traits women find attractive
This would be the initial hypotheses, and then once it has been established that menstruation
has an effect on which facial features women find the most attractive, one can go deeper
into the research.
However, if one wanted to do more research into the effects of menstruation, for instance
how the results of the positivist research manifests in the real world, one would have to
begin by looking into various other factors. For instance, while this may be a universal
feature in the female firmware, the actions that women take as a result of the motivation
may differ.
For instance a woman in a western society who is in a relationship may plan a “Girl’s night out”,
single women may become more active on Tinder. Each one of these will have different thresholds
for infidelity, differing preference profiles, and otherwise be influenced by a range of factors not
covered by the positivist research. In essence, the research tells us the fact “Women are more
attracted to masculine faces during ovulation” but understanding the nature of, and benefits of it is
not something positivist research can accomplish.
This is where the structure of red pill thinking comes in, positivist research establishes that women
during ovulation are more motivated to seek out high quality genetic mates. The red pill theorist then
observes the action of women in the field and formulates a theory, such as “During ovulation women
undertake [set of actions] as a means to the end of seeking out high quality genetic mates.” If this is
true, then if he demonstrates the traits that women associate with high quality genetic mates, he will
achieve a higher degree of success with women in this state. However, as there are many women who
do girl’s night out without ovulating, or perhaps not every girl in a group is ovulating, some have
social, cultural or other traits that hinder them in cheating or engaging in casual sex or various others,
just because she is ovulating and seeking out partners, does not guarantee a sale.
As this post has moved from defining forms of value, and there existing both objective and subjective
value (part 1), where the focus was to establish the terminology and analytical frameworks that had to
be considered as influences when judging types of value. These types of value being both of a
tangible and intangible nature (part 2), filtered through various levels of multipliers such as game,
and context (part 3). The essay turned towards looking at the characteristics of subjective judgments
of value, such as choice criteria that are to some extent shared but also personalized, and furthermore,
how concrete judgments based upon some form of externally defined value differs from value
judgments, meaning those that relate to “good” and “evil (part 4). The final section of part 4 named
“The Sexual Stock Market” sought to demonstrate how all the factors outlined previously interacted
in order to create a functioning market that despite the underlying simplicity manifests with a great
deal of complexity. In other words, complexity from simplicity.
This final chapter, as it nears its end, is a more philosophical view of the relationship between facts,
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inductive logic, empiricism and praxeology and how they create a probabilistic framework that a man
can utilize to improve his success in the mating market, but which offers no guarantee of making the
sale. It is the sad reality of business that one can have the perfect product, at the perfect time for a
market, and yet fail to capture that market, such is the nature of the beast. The Red pill and game
offers no certainty, but it illuminates darkness, aids in reducing uncertainty, and mitigate the effects
of risk, but it can never eliminate them.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] http://www.investopedia.com/terms/r/rational-choice-theory.asp
[2] http://bigthink.com/errors-we-live-by/kahnemans-mind-clarifying-biases
[3] https://mises.org/library/praxeology-methodology-austrian-economics
[4] https://mises.org/sites/default/files/Human%20Action_3.pdf
[5] https://therationalmale.com/2012/09/25/your-friend-menstruation/
[6] http://newsinfo.iu.edu/news/page/normal/9226.html
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Gendernomics: Curves and Complications
November 9, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

SMV Curve from Therationalmale.com

The SMV graph by Rollo Tomassi has become one of the cornerstones of Red Pill theory. The chart
demonstrates the development of the sexual market value for men and women across time. The graph
is quite information dense, and the major difference between the sexes is that as male sexual market
value is built, not given. Men need time to build their value. Women on the other hand are given
much of their value at birth, discounted due to risk until the value manifest. It is for this reason that
I’ve often described female sexual market value as being similar to a financial instrument called an
option, while male sexual market value is more similar to a corporate share value.
The graph is probabilistic in that it does not outright state that every man will reach an SMV of 10 at
around age 35, and every woman will reach an SMV of 10 in her early twenties, it states that this is
the time, ceteris paribus that each sex has the highest probability of reaching the highest SMV they
will have in their life. A man who does many of the wrong things between the ages of 15 and 35
cannot expect that his sexual market value will be higher at 35 than at 20. A woman, may not
experience her peak until her late 20s, or perhaps experience it in her late teens depending on
circumstance.
As I spoke about in my series “On Value“, it is important that we know the distinction between a
deterministic view (It will be so) and a probabilistic one (It is likely to be so). For this reason I’ve
tended to view the SMV graph in terms of being the time in life where a given sex has both the
highest possible value multiplier and the highest amount of beneficial effects applied to them. For
instance a man in his mid-thirties has the beneficial effect of being attractive to the broadest possible
demographic of women, he has had a decade or two to mature, improve and build himself up. Yet,
time has not yet done much damage to his appearance and he has hopefully regained some of his
faculties after being dominated by the little head since puberty.
In order to exemplify possible sexual market developments for men, I created 3 theoretical men from
broad categories that are often observed in the wild. There is the classical “Early Peak”, “The Norm”
and “Late bloomer”. These all have different curves as a result of a mixture of choice and natural
proclivities. For instance many of the men who develop a high sexual market value in their teens and
twenties do so in part due to good genetics, related to build, height, psychological factors and
interests in things that offer social proof such as artistic or athletic endeavors.
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The Early Peak

The Early
Peak is what most men have in mind when they reference the manosphere construct of “Chad”. This
is the high school quarterback, the lead singer in a popular local band or something similar that
garners him social proof and demonstrates his social value. Chad may also have other benefits such
as being born early in the year, hitting puberty early, having good genetics for height, facial features
and the likes. However, these are not requirements. While this man doesn’t have knowledge of red
pill theory explicitly, he is an early bloomer in the sexual market place and often starts interacting
with girls very early in life. This means that unlike the average man who enters the sexual market
place 2 – 5 years after women in his same age group does, Chad enters it at roughly the same time as
the women. Thus, he becomes a “natural” though practicing at an earlier age, with women who are
equal to him in experience rather than much senior to him.
Many of these men are what BlackDragon refers to as “Alpha Male 1.0” or what Rollo refers to as
“Blue Pill Alphas”, they hold the strange combination of intuitive red pill knowledge and blue pill
idealism. This often results in them marrying and having children earlier than average, however it
also often leads to them being divorced earlier. This is what often leads to the early decline of their
SMV, when they find themselves divorced with multiple children in their late twenties to early 30s.

The Norm

The
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Norm is the typical average man, he doesn’t know red pill theory, doesn’t pay much attention to his
sexual market value, generally does as he wants and if he builds SMV it is coincidental. This man is
dedicated to the blue pill illusion, and thus he structures his life around what he has been told women
want. He prides himself on being reliable, trustworthy, conscientious, and working hard. He is most
likely one of the “Good boys” and lives according to outdated social contracts. He is nice to his
parents, works hard in school, gets good grades and is likely to enroll in a major that is a reliable
earner such as accounting or engineering.
This is a man who might make the statement “I’m planning to be spontaneous next weekend”, he is
comfortable on the path that society has designed for him
Much like The Early Peak happens to fall into activities that inherently increase his SMV, The Norm
tends to fall into such activities later, often as a result of his hard work paying off in regards to getting
an education, working hard and being dedicated to his employer. As a result of following the
outdated social contract he does in fact build himself into a fantastic safety net for women who are
about to, or have already hit the wall and are looking for a husband to take care of them. Where the
Early Peak engages in activities that appeal to the “Alpha Fucks” element of hypergamy, The Norm
falls into activities that appeal to the “Beta Bucks” element.
Their decline tends to follow the natural cycle of marriage to a woman approaching the wall or
perhaps having already gone past the point of no return, a few children, only to find themselves either
letting themselves go into dad-bod land, finding themselves divorced after the wife decides to scratch
her hypergamy-itch or both.

The Late Bloomer

The Late
Bloomer is a bit of a special case, however they are rather common in the manosphere. These men
may have been Norms earlier in life, but after a relationship collapse or significant life event, they
decide to turn their life around. Alternatively, they may have had interests that took them out of the
sexual market place and related activities for long periods of time, such as being extremely dedicated
to their mission, thus not having had the time or inclination to invest in women or various other
things. Some of these men remain clueless well into their 20s and sometimes 30s when significant
life-events wake them up.
As a result of their choices earlier in life, these men often find themselves playing a game of “catchwww.TheRedArchive.com
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up” in order to improve the neglected parts of their life. While they are often able to make great
progress, they also face a much steeper learning curve than the other two. The Early Peak faces
perhaps the easiest learning curve in the sexual market place, simply due to the fact that he is training
with people on his own level, the norm faces a slightly steeper learning curve as a result of playing
catch-up five to ten years after the early peak (the primary competition) began the learning process.
Thus, the early peak faces much less competition initially, whereas the late bloomer faces the largest
amount of competition and the highest expectancy of skill. In essence, the late bloomer is the intern
in a business where the former “new guy” has 5 – 10 years of experience.
The benefit of this is that the late bloomer is often able to maintain their value for longer, due to
having a more solid understanding of the principles that serve as a foundation in the sexual market
place. Furthermore, if this man has been able to reach his late twenties (or ideally early 30s) without
having suffered significant damage such as a divorce or two or children, this gives him the
combination of a high disposable income and limited attachments, thus affording him a greater
degree of freedom.

Summary and Conclusions
The bump men get in sexual market value in their mid-to-late thirties is a result, not only of having
had enough time to build their value over one to two decades, but also a result of market conditions
becoming favorable to them. A man between the ages of 35 – 45 can be attractive to women in the
age range of 20 – 45, perhaps even higher. He is viewed as an older and more experienced man by
women in their twenties and husband material for women between 30 and 45 looking to settle down.
This broad market appeal is what drives the demand for these men up, and thus results in the SMV
multiplier. This is the same reason that women in their early twenties receive perhaps the most
substantial SMV multiplier out of anyone, at this age women are the most universally attractive to all
men.
The intent behind showing these three different types of men and the development of their sexual
market value over time is to highlight the fact that SMV development is not inherently a deterministic
concept. While men do generally get their highest multipliers in their mid-to-late thirties, there are
men who peak well over a decade prior to this time and men who peak after this time. In the same
way, while a woman’s theoretical peak is in her early twenties there are examples of women who
peak later than this, often as a result of having made an effort to undo damage they did earlier in their
life. While nature adds its own expiration date to female sexual market value in the form of
menopause, there is a certain performance element to female SMV as well. A woman who does a lot
of damage to her appearance in her teens and early twenties, and then undoes much of this damage in
her mid-to-late twenties can find herself with a higher SMV in her late twenties than she had in her
early twenties.
A man who makes very little effort to improve himself and build value in his twenties and early
thirties is unlikely to be able to fully capitalize on the large market multiplier he achieves once he
reaches his mid-to-late thirties. In fact, he may find himself having declined drastically in value and
sexual market options by this time if he has neglected the burden of performance. On the other hand,
a man can change from one curve to the other, in fact many men have shared their stories of shifting
from “The Norm” to “Late Bloomer” through putting in enough directed effort.
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Beyond Red and Blue Pills
November 16, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Lately it seems that there is some discussion regarding
when to move on from the red pill. As someone who found the manosphere quite early, was a part of
it for a while, left and then came back I found myself thinking about this idea. There is no doubt that
everything we encounter in life is either a permanent fixture or a transitory element, meaning that
some things stick with us for life, other things are part of our life for a while and are then left behind.
To use weight training as an example, if you build your body over time, then you can maintain it with
much less effort than it took to build. Yet if you completely neglect it, it will slowly crumble over
time. This is similar with most skills, if they are not used, then they atrophy over time until we find
ourselves not having the skills at all. Depending on the skill and the length of the atrophy period, one
may be able to re-learn the skill rather quickly, or it may take just as long as the initial learning
period.
This lead to the question, if a man internalizes red pill teachings will they remain with him in
sufficient strength to avoid the very pitfalls that lead him to the manosphere in the first place? One
must keep in mind that most men arrive at this corner of the internet because they have problems they
need to solve, the problems are many and diverse, what they have in common is intersexual
dynamics. Whether a man is attempting to figure out why his wife of 10 or more years left him for a
guy she met a few weeks ago, why he is in a 5 year dry-spell, or why he is living in a dead-bedroom
situation the manosphere can offer probable diagnosis and potential cures.
However, the solutions that the sphere offers are often the antithesis of the behavior of the man who
requires them. After all, if his behavioral-schema worked, then he would not have the problems that
was the impetus for him to seek out advice in the first place. I outlined many of the characteristics of
the thesis, antithesis and failed attempts at synthesis in a series of essays earlier this year, and these
fall into three categories. What doesn’t work, what works, and what we hope will work. The Blue Pill
does not work, The Red Pill does work, and the purple pill is the desire among men who have seen
reality to live the illusion. I’ve outlined the major differences in the table below:

The purple pill is that it sells itself as the continuation and natural evolution of the red pill, by having
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 838 of 1188

red pill knowledge and utilizing red pill methodology one can achieve blue pill ends. It is for this
reason that it advocates many of the red pill methodologies, such as maintaining frame, lifting
weights, being the leader of your family and many others that help build and maintains a woman’s
perception of having landed the highest possible value male for her. Dread game at its most basic is
simply a situation in which the woman perceives that losing her man would represent a bigger risk
than potential gains she could achieve by either leaving or going outside the relationship.

The Maslow Problem

From my analysis of the problem, it seems that the focus on
“meaning” is in many ways a Maslowian problem. Maslow’s hierarchy outlines different levels of
needs that a human will experience. First are the physiological needs, including food, sleep, shelter
and sex. Then come the safety needs that include things like personal security, financial security,
health and well-being. Then come the social needs such as friendships, intimacy and family, followed
by the esteem needs, that include being able to value oneself and being valued by others. Finally, the
elephant in the room, self-actualization.
Now the red pill as a philosophy is focused primarily on the first four levels of the pyramid, the initial
beginnings of the red pill, PUA were and still are largely focused on satisfying the sexual need. I
would wager that even to this day a majority of people who enter the manosphere do so because they
are unhappy with their sex life on some level. Be this a husband living in a dead bedroom
relationship, a teenager who has no idea how to talk to girls, a divorced man who struggles with
getting back into the market and many others.
However, the red pill also deals with safety needs, in that there is much advice on financial security
among other things. My risk analysis of marriage for instance is largely focused on the potential
financial consequences of current divorce, alimony and child support laws. Other men have focused
on the risk of false accusations and threats to one’s freedom resulting from high conflict divorces or
break-ups. Health is also a major focus of Red Pill theory, especially when it comes to a man’s duty
to maintain his physical strength through lifting and protecting himself against medical problems
through optimal nutrition, hormone levels and the likes.
On a social level, the red pill offers a community of men in similar situations, which allows the man
to feel part of a community of like-minded men, something which is a rarity in today’s modern world.
A major part of PUA in the early days was finding like-minded wingmen that would act as both
support-group and drill sergeant in driving a man towards more progress and in many ways this is a
fixture of the red pill as well. However, there is little sense in denying that the red pill does put
individual over community.
Once one arrives at esteem, the focus on self-improvement within the manosphere has a dual purpose.
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While it does increase a man’s sexual market value, thus increasing his ability to find more and better
mates. It also helps to build self-esteem and self-respect. For men, self-esteem is built through
accomplishments, working through adversity and coming out stronger on the other side. Many of the
red pill prescriptions on the earlier levels, such as facing your fear, managing your health, finances,
lifting weights and others, helps build a sense of accomplishment in each man. The trouble of many
young men in our modern world is that they have never broken through a barrier, they have been
lifted over it.
Many men push themselves through the Maslowian levels at break-neck speed, and have few if any
of the previous levels handled, but they want to be at the self-actualization level, because it is much
more abstract. Where the prior levels have SMART goals (specific, measurable, achievable, realistic
and time-bound) there is nothing of the sort for self-actualization. If we take an example or two from
each level, we are all aware of when we are not eating and sleeping enough, or when we are not
getting laid enough. The solutions are also specific, if the problem is “I’m not sleeping enough”, the
goal is “I must get at least 7 hours of sleep, every day, for the next 30 days” this is specific,
measurable, achievable, realistic and time bound. On level two, the problem may be “I’m living from
paycheck to paycheck” the SMART goal could be “I need to save 5% of my paycheck every month
for the next year”. If the problem is “I don’t have a social life” then the SMART goal is perhaps “For
the next 3 months, go out and socialize with at least 5 different people every week”. If the problem is
“I have no self-esteem”, then perhaps the SMART goal should be “Engage in [insert activity] three
times per week and set progress goals”.
Self-actualization is the problematic one, and this is also where the focus among some appear to
completely reside as of late. It is also where many aging pick-up artists find themselves after a decade
or so of hedonistic freedom, they long for more, as Maslow puts it “What a man can be, he must be“.
A man who has implemented all the advice the red pill offers on the other levels, find himself looking
across the horizon, often looking for another prescription. His physiological needs have been
covered, his security needs are taken care of, he has a large and vibrant social circle, and is most
likely borderline narcissistic and viewed as high value by many. However, is he all that he can be?
There is no real way to create such goals for self-actualization, which is perhaps also why it is not
talked about much in red pill theory explicitly. The Blue Pill Illusion naturally offers some such as
being married, being a father, being a high performing employee and various others as “all you can
be”, because “the group” has an incentive to create a structure to follow throughout the levels. If
society ensures that one must have a job in order to satisfy the first and second levels of the pyramid,
then this has certain requirements to behave in a given manner. Likewise, the smaller the Overton
window, and accepted behavior in order to function in a social group, the more control the group has,
the group also controls whether you are valued as a member or not, and can influence your selfesteem through negative feedback. If someone external to you defines the path to selfactualization/self-fulfillment, it also regulates your journey towards that destination, and therefore
controls you.
In essence, culture and the group sets the goals for each level, designs a path that can easily be
followed at each level, but does so primarily to get the needs of the group covered, rather than those
of the individual.
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Summary and Conclusions
If one looks at the table at the start of this essay, the major distinction between the red pill and the
other two, is that the red pill does not define the end-state for you, this is something left up to each
individual. In this regard it is a highly individual-focused philosophy, which is also why there are
many descriptions of paths one can take, but very few that describes the destination. Telling a man to
not make his woman his mission, doesn’t guarantee that he will be successful, and is the antithesis of
the blue pill idealism that advocates that a man make a woman the center of his life.
One of the things I covered in my essay on “The Good Boys” was the tendency for some types of
men to treat life as a check-list. Finish high school, check, finish college, check, get married, check
and so on. In essence making all their major life decision without ever introspecting and questioning
what paths they want to take in life. Some of the men who do very well with red pill theory, and
especially PUA are men of this type, that run through their approaches, burn through the material and
have a focus on being able to check off the various sub-points within the theory as fast as possible.
As long as they have a prescription, they will follow and execute it to the letter. The trouble is that
when these men are left without points on their list, instead of looking inside they look to the outside
until they find someone who can provide them with a new point or two.
This is what happened with many of the early PUA gurus. If one thinks of PUA as a video-game,
they kept leveling up and leveling up until they hit max level, then they spent years grinding the best
gear in the game, then they enjoyed playing a max leveled, fully equipped character for a while, but
this got boring. They thought pick-up was what would lead to them reaching self-actualization, but it
turned out that it was not. Thus, they started searching for more goals, more points to check off their
list, which is how most of them ended up married with children, this was the deductive next step that
they had been socially programmed to take and which society said would actualize them.
The trouble is that self-actualization is a subjective concept, what gives meaning to the life of one
man can be meaningless for another man. In fact, if a man takes the path of another, he may find
himself rapidly descending the hierarchy down the bottom. For instance, a man who follows the
prescription to vet a wife, get married and have children at age 25 that some offer, only to find that
this does not offer his life meaning, in fact he finds the entire thing to be the antithesis of meaning for
him, and then gets divorced, finds himself having made a major life choice that has consequences for
the rest of his life based on the perspective of another man, never having asked himself “Is this truly
what I desire?”
To summarize, life is not a video game, there is no “Complete strategy guide” that can be
downloaded.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: The Contrast Effect
November 23, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
This has been a strange couple of weeks, we’ve found out that many Hollywood Male Feminists are
creeps (which quite frankly wasn’t a massive surprise) as per the Brimstone Preacher Principle. Rollo
posted two very good essays [1,2] on what “creepy” means when women say it. The red pill
experienced it’s first brush between analytic and continental philosophy and Gay Lube Oil introduced
me to the “Bobs and Vegana” meme [3], so all in all this entire week was a bit creepy for a multitude
of reasons. In the discussion of the latter meme, the topic shifted into how something mediocre can
appear quite excellent as a result of the contrast effect. The contrast effect is the reason why short
men should get even shorter friends and avoid hanging out with NBA players and why unattractive
women should bring even more unattractive women with them on “Girl’s night out”. For a
demonstration of this effect, take 3 bowls of water, 1 hot, one cold and one lukewarm. Put one hand
in the hot bowl, the other in the cold bowl for about a minute and then put both in the bowl of
lukewarm water.
There is also a well-known sales technique, whereby a company advertises a cheap product to the
consumer in order to bring them in, once the customer arrives at the store, they will talk down the
advertised product, and instead suggest a much better product, but one that is also much more costly.
Once they sense the customer’s trepidation about spending much more money, they will show the
customer a product that is not quite as costly as the “high-end” offering, but which they argue is
much superior to the advertised product.
If one translates this into a dating site, according to OKcupid 2/3 of messages go to the top 1/3 of
women as rated by appearance [4], this is no different than how one expects it to be based on data
from other sources, such as the gentleman

who did a
Tinder experiment [5] (there are methodology issues such as a low sample size, convenience
sampling and self-reporting) and found that the bottom 80% of men are fighting over the bottom 22%
of women, and the top 78% of women are fighting over the top 20% of men. To put this in a product
perspective, if you are a top 20% product on Tinder then you are probably doing fairly well, however
if you are in the bottom 80% then you are probably doing quite bad. On the other hand, if you are a
great product on OkCupid you are probably doing good as well, but not as good as on Tinder. The
clearest illustration of this supply-demand issue are the charts.
Based on this, we can expect intense competition for the top 20% of men, and the bottom 22% of
women. Something which does not bode well for the top 78% of women, nor the bottom 80% of men.
However, one must wonder, how much is real competition and how much is perceived competition?
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The Comparative View
Many a company has attempted to compete by flooding the market with products at rock-bottom
prices. The general idea behind it is that if one has a real competitive advantage in production costs
one can flood the market, force the competition to follow your price cuts until they go bankrupt or
withdraw from the market for other reasons (such as not reaching their hurdle rate) and then raise
your prices. An example is private brands that grocery stores utilize in order to offer substitute
products for branded products, they are priced at often a much lower rate than branded products in
the same category. The premise being that one wishes to influence the customer to think “This
product is the equivalent of the more expensive product when it comes to satisfying the need that I’m
purchasing it to satisfy.” Naturally, a cheaper product can offer a better value for money, equal value
for money or less value of money as viewed as the trade-off between price and quality.
To some extent this may work in the sexual market, for instance by sending out 1000 messages on
any given dating site. However as women always seek to score a better deal than they themselves
represent, much like with private brands, the “value-for-money” may be off. After all, if one looks at
the two variables, traffic and conversion rates, if the conversion rate is held constant increased traffic
will result in higher sales. However, if traffic goes up and conversions goes down, then one may find
a situation where sales remain the same. To illustrate I made a chart that outlines 4 scenarios, one in
which both traffic and conversion rate goes up, one where traffic goes up but conversion rate goes
down, one where traffic remains the same and conversion rate goes up, and one where traffic declines
but conversion rates go up. I held the increase/decrease in both traffic and conversions as constant
between all four scenarios.

As you
can see from the chart, Scenario 1, is clearly the most successful one, where both traffic and
conversions goes up. This is a win-win, you are getting more people in the door, and getting more
sales. Scenario 3 is the runner opp, where traffic is constant but conversion rate is going up. Scenario
4 and Scenario 2 are equal in result, meaning that the consequences of declining conversions or
declining traffic are both will both impact negatively to the same degree if they are equal.
You can control one of these variables but not the other, namely traffic. In the case of game, one can
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 843 of 1188

increase the number of messages sent or approaches conducted, or in the case of this blog for
instance, if I put effort into sharing and distributing content, I see an increase in traffic, but I also do
when I post more frequently. Likewise, the goal of game is to improve the conversion rate as you
become more fluent, so that the conversion rate increases even if traffic decreases, thus yielding
similar results.
The interesting thing to know for this purpose, would be the conversion rate for men who open with
“Show bobs and vegana”, because it’s a quick and easy message to craft and if one mass distributed
it, even with a very low success rate, one may get a fish or two on the hook. A 0.10% success rate,
would be 1 case of the “bobs and vegana” being displayed.
In essence, this is finding the trade-off between quantity and quality, meaning at what point would a
person be better off adopting a volume-based approach where he spams the same message to many
women, as opposed to crafting individual messages to each woman.

The Effect of Low-Value Products
The metric I would be inclined to utilize in order to gauge success in an environment such as
OKCupid is response rate. As outlined earlier, one can control “traffic” or in this case messages sent,
but one cannot control conversion rate, or in this case responses received. Based on the data
available, it was possible to create a graph that represents the response rates of women and men
classified as “High attractiveness”, “Medium attractiveness” and “Low-Attractiveness” to persons
rated on a scale from 1 – 7.

The graph
shows that a high attractiveness woman messaging a high attractiveness man has a response rate of
52%, whereas a high attractiveness man messaging a high attractiveness woman gains a response
approximately 42% of the time. A low attractiveness man on the other hand messaging a high
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attractiveness woman, receives a response only 12% of the time. The lowest response rate is low
attractiveness women messaging highly attractive men. Which is logical given that these men have
78% of women fighting for them and receive 11x as many messages as the low value men.
However, the effect of low and medium attractiveness products is demonstrated through the contrast
effect, a low attractiveness man who writes a message following all the “best practices” will probably
receive more responses than a man of equal physical quality who sends “show bobs and vegana plz”.
Likewise, a highly attractive man who writes in accordance with the “best practices” will most likely
receive more responses than another man of equal physical stature that sends out “show bobs and
vegana plz”. However, the caveat being that the highly attractive man who sends out “bobs and
vegana plz” will probably receive more responses than the low value man who utilizes the same
opener due to the phenomenon known as the “Halo effect” [8]
The Halo effect simply means that if someone is, for instance, highly attractive or highly articulate,
we tend to assume that they are good at other things as well. Conversely, if someone is unattractive or
inarticulate that they are bad at other things. It’s one of the reasons why it’s important to always be
mindful of your appearance, because it is frequently the first thing people judge you on, and therefore
it may inform their subsequent judgments about you. Thus, in the land of “show bobs and vagene”
the man who writes a mediocre opener is king.

Summary and Conclusions
A basic principle of economics is that people act according to rational decision theory, this is perhaps
where the red pill makes its largest contribution to intersexual dynamics in stripping away the veneer
that humans have put on sexual behavior. The value for money proposition is a question of the sexual
market value of one person vs. the sexual market value of another person as modified by investment
requirements. For instance, an observation made is that the response rate of highly attractive men
takes a hit when they message women in the low attractiveness category. The highly attractive man
actually receives the same response rate when he messages highly attractive women as when he
messages women who are low in attractiveness. One would expect this to be converse, as the man is
offering the women high value in exchange for her low value, thus it’s the best possible deal she
could get. In other words, she views the offer as “too good to be true”.
However, as the sales technique I outlined in the beginning is concerned, these men represent the
“too expensive” for me products, whereas the gentlemen sending “show bobs and vagene” represent
the “too cheap for me” product. This creates a middle-market where competition is fierce, but where
one could enact a blue ocean strategy, by being “the best of the worst”. For instance a woman who
has opened 30 “show bobs and vagene” messages, will probably respond to the first message in her
inbox that simply says “hi” purely because it’s the best of many non-optimal choices.
I’ve said before, that getting into the top 20% of men is quite easy these days, because the bar is set
surprisingly low, if you go to an average bar or club, you’ll quickly notice that most men there are
overfat and undermuscled, have very little game, barely put any thought into what they’re wearing
and would be hard pressed to tell you the last time they took a shower. This means that if you’re in
average shape, have a little game, put 5 minutes into getting clothes that fit, and took a shower before
going out, you are well ahead of the pack. The same thing is true of online dating, if you get a few
decent profile pictures, spend 10 minutes on your profile and write an opener without grammatical or
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syntax errors, your competition will make you look awesome even if you did the bare minimum.
There is an old adage that “In the land of the blind, the one eyed man is king” which could be
interpreted as, if you are the least bad, you are the best ,and few places does this ring more true than
in the sexual market place. The perfection trap is an insidious one and a frequent one for men to find
themselves in, where they have a belief that they can attain a place of perfection where rejection is no
longer an option. The reality is that the one who wins is the one who is the better option among a
largely bad bunch.
You don’t need the perfect opener to hit on a chick, if the last guy who did was 300 lbs, hadn’t
showered in a week, and opened with “nice tits” and you don’t need a perfect OKcupid opener when
the last 40 guys used “show bobs and vagena”.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1] The Creep Part 1 – The Rational Male
[2] The Creep Part 2 – The Rational Male
[3] http://knowyourmeme.com/memes/bobs-and-vegana
[4] https://theblog.okcupid.com/your-looks-and-your-inbox-8715c0f1561e
[5]
https://medium.com/@worstonlinedater/tinder-experiments-ii-guys-unless-you-are-really-hot-you-are
-probably-better-off-not-wasting-your-2ddf370a6e9a
[6] https://theblog.okcupid.com/online-dating-advice-optimum-message-length-8a2887c3d6ca
[7] https://theblog.okcupid.com/exactly-what-to-say-in-a-first-message-2bf680806c72
[8] http://www.economist.com/node/14299211
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Red Pill Logic: Basic Premises – Biology Part 1
November 30, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I’m happy to concede that we can include many fields as areas of interest and as foundations for red
pill theory, such as sociology, anthropology and psychology, but before we had the brains to form
societies, a history and a psychology, we were animals in nature like other animals in nature. A
preference of mine is to go as far back as possible to achieve a view from as early in a process as
possible as this tends to offer a less watered-down view. In a somewhat flippant formulation one
could argue that sociology is just the study of applied psychology in groups, and that psychology is
merely the study of practical biology among individuals.
Thus the first field of study was biology. Cultures, societies and large parts of psychology can be
influenced in very short periods of time, just look at the gargantuan changes we have seen in our
societies, cultures and in our mindset since the early 1900s. In the time-span of evolution by natural
selection however, we are merely a second on a history that is millions of years long. Biologists differ
a bit on how old our specific branch on the tree of great apes is, but they estimate between 100.000
and 200.000 years. Our ancestors prior to this developed bipedal locomotion, larger brains, reduced
sexual dimorphism, they got opposing thumbs and lost most of their body hair. Thus, the premise is
that while our cultures, our societies, our families and out environment has changed substantially in
the past 5000 – 10000 years, will not have changed much in that period.
The major barrier that I’ve found in people for understanding the concepts that I’m going to cover in
this essay is time-perspective, to most humans 5 – 10 years is a long time, while for natural selection
it’s a second. This is the same reason that people have issues with understanding compound interest
and time or the same reason that they expect to put on 10 lbs of lean muscle mass after 2 workouts.

Survival of the Fittest
The term “survival of the fittest” has been misunderstood many times throughout history as “the
strong survive”, but what it tends to break down into on a macro level is that the organisms or
members of an organism that are best adapted to their environment survive and thus reproduce more
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[1]. This means they pass off their genetics to a higher volume of offspring, which over time
distributes the beneficial genetics to large parts of the population. The modern understanding of
“survival of the fittest” is not directly linked to survival per say, but to how many offspring an
organism has, if an organism lives half as long as average but has 3 times as many offspring survive
to adulthood, its genes become more common in the next generation.
For instance, one of Darwin’s observations from the Galapagos Islands was that he had collected
what he believed to be 14 different species of bird, based on their physical appearance and beaks in
particular. However when he analyzed his specimens he found that they were all 13 variations of
finch, all collected on different islands. The birds that all came from the same ancestor species had
developed into 14 distinct variants based largely on what food source they relied on. Those that ate
nectar had long, thin beaks, those that instead relied on harder foods had shorter but much more
sturdy beaks. Over a long period of time, the birds that started out the same had changed as a result of
a selective pressure that caused certain birds with different genetics to out-compete the other birds in
the same area of the same species. For instance, a male of this species may have had a mutation that
lead to him having a 1% stronger beak than all other males, as a result he was able to access more
nutrients, be more active and stronger, thus enabling him to mate with more females. As a result, in
the next generation there are 20 children of the same bird, all with the same 1% mutation, if a female
and a male of this lineage mate the mutation may become 2% and so on. [2]

Genetic Variation, Heritability, Fitness Differences and
Mutations
Genetic variation means that biological systems (both individuals and populations) are different over
space. Each gene pool contains various alleles of genes, and varies both within a population and
between populations. Such variation can be observed by among others phenotypic variation in traits
that vary continously and are coded for by many genes, or in traits that are coded for by one or few
genes and fall into discrete categories. This is related to geographic variation, which means genetic
differences in populations from different locations caused by genetic drift or natural selection (such
as the example of the finches in part 1).
Such variation comes from random mutations, which tend to be rare, and most either offer no change
in fitness, or a neutral effect on fitness. However some mutations can be favored by natural selection.
For instance the human haplogroups are groups of hapolotypes that share a common ancestor with a
single nucleotide polymorphism mutation. A prerequisite for natural selection to result in adaptive
evolution, is that novel traits and specialization are heritable so that they can be passed on to
subsequent generations, furthermore that they result in fitness differences. Variation is the result of
mutuations, genetic recombinations, and alterations that might have an effect that is highly beneficial
or highly detrimental, but large effects are rare.
When such effects result in increased fitness, they will slowly spread throughout the population and
become more common, because they give an advantage in the free competition of nature.
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Fitness, Selection Pressures and Competition
Darwinian fitness in biology is a quantitative representation of natural and sexual selection within
evolutionary biology, and can be defined either based on a phenotype or a genotype in a given
environment, but in both cases it describes individual reproductive success and is equal to the average
contribution to the gene pool of the next generation. Thus, the higher the fitness of a genotype or
phenotype the higher the contribution it will make to the gene pool of the next generation. [3]
Evolutionary pressure can be defined as any cause that reduces reproductive success in a portion of a
population. If the pressure is high enough, traits that help mitigate the effects even if they would be
negative in other circumstances can spread across most of the population. [4] For instance, if a
species of animal that is universally a carnivore found itself in a situation where there was a very
limited meat supply, the ability to metabolize other forms of food would be a positive trait, reduced
body size may be a positive trait as it would mean that the animal require less nutrients, alternatively
a larger body size may be a positive trait if it permits the animal to out-compete it’s peers. This is
perhaps why some groups of humans have evolved the ability to metabolize dairy, while others have
not.
Bacteria that are resistant to antibiotics stem from the fact that when antibiotics are used against a
species of bacteria, the ones who cannot resist it, die off and do not reproduce. Those that remain pass
on the resistance gene to the next generation, this results in increasing resistance over many
generations, until a bacteria is completely resistant to the anti-biotic. [5] Selection pressures come in
3 rough groups, stabilization selection which acts to hold a trait at an optimal level within a
population, directional selection which favors extreme values of a trait and disruptive selection which
is uncommon but acts in a transitioning period where the current mode is sub-optimal but alters a trait
in more than one direction, and can act as a precursor for specialization. [6]
Competition is an interaction between organisms where the fitness of one is lowered by the presence
of another, often because of depending on the same limited resource. Competition is both intraspecies and inter-species, direct and indirect. Those species that are less suited for such competition
should in theory either adapt or die out. Competition is modeled on r/K selection theory, where
selection pressures drive evolution in one of two stereotype direction. r/K selection theory relates to
the selection of traits that trade-off quality of offspring (r) and quantity of offspring (K). In r-selection
the volume of offspring is preferred with lower parental investment, whereas in K selection a lower
volume of offspring with higher parent investment is preferred [7]. r/K selection theory largely fell
out of favor for the “life history” analytical model [8] in the 90s and later on, which consists of 7
traits. Size at birth, growth pattern, age and size at maturity, number, size and sex-ratio of offspring,
age and size specific reproductive investments, age and size specific mortality schedules and length
of life.

Sexual Selection
This form of selection is the one that the red pill and PUA are largely focused on. Darwin noticed that
certain non-survival adaptations such as a peacock’s tail could not be accounted for by natural
selection. This is for the reason that a peacock in order to grow its impressive tail, makes itself less
able to survive due to the impractical nature of the tail in addition to the resource expenditure to grow
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it [9]. An evolutionary biologist by the name of Ronald Fischer developed an idea called “The Sexy
Son” hypothesis [10] and Fischer’s principle [11]. The latter is that if male births are rarer than
female births, then a newborn male has better mating prospects than a female, thus parents
genetically predisposed to producing males will have more grandchildren born to them, which results
in the genes for producing males become ubiquitous in the population and male births become more
common. As the ratio of male to female births approach the 1:1 ratio, the benefits of producing males
disappears. The same goes for female benefits.
The sexy son hypothesis, in summary is an hypothesis that a female’s ideal mate choice between
potential suitors is the one that will produce male offspring with the best chance of reproductive
success.
“In a society where males compete with each other to be chosen as he-men by females, one
of the best things a mother can do for her genes is to make a son who will turn out in his
turn to be an attractive he-man. If she can ensure that her son is one of the fortunate few
males who wins most of the copulations in the society when he grows up, she will have an
enormous number of grandchildren. The result of this is that one of the most desirable
qualities a male can have in the eyes of a female is, quite simply, sexual attractiveness
itself.” Richard Dawkins, The Selfish Gene [12]
If females choose physically attractive males, their sons will inherent their father’s attractiveness,
who are then chosen by females as mates, thus resulting in the initial female having many
grandchildren. The theory functions as long as the trait(s) the female uses for selection are heritable,
meaning that it differs among individuals in the population. Possessing the traits is what makes the
man attractive not the qualities of the trait in itself. Once the preference has become established,
females choosing males with the secondary sex characteristic will produce sons that carry the genes
for it, and daughters who have the preference for it. This creates a self-reinforcing feedback
mechanism that drives co-evolution of both trait and preference.
A related theory is the “Good genes” theory that proposes that females select males that are seen to
have a genetic advantage that increases the quality of offspring, increased viability of offspring then
provides a compensation for lower reproductive success that comes from being choosy about their
mates [13]. Both theories assumes the existence of indirect genetic benefits that can compensate for
any inferior direct reproduction success. The main difference between the two is that is that the sexy
son hypotheses assumes an indirect effect due to the attractiveness of the sons, where the good genes
focus on the viability of both sons and daughters. Attractiveness in this case can refer to any trait that
increases the male’s probability of becoming polygynous. For instance, research shows that human
females are more attracted to “sexy sons” and men with traits indicative of high testosterone exposure
during key developmental periods. during their high fertile period. While they are more attracted to
men with more feminine faces during the remainder of the cycle.
Sexual conflict refers to the conflicting goals of breeding males and females, and describes divergent
interests of both in optimizing their fitness. For instance, the best outcome is that one mate takes care
of the young, freeing up the other in order to mate more. In a polygynous mating system, sexual
conflict is represented by the male optimizing reproductive success at the cost of the female, through
leaving the female to invest in the offspring, while the male invests in mating with more females [14].
This offers a simple and straight-forward explanation for why men switch partners or engage in
infidelity, and the mate switching hypothesis[15] explains why women do, in order to get out of a
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relationship that does not optimize her hypergamy fully and “trade up” to one that offers better
optimization.
To be continued in Part 2

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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[3] http://www.biology-online.org/dictionary/Darwinian_fitness
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Red Pill Logic: Basic Premises – Biology Part 2
December 8, 2017 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In Part 1
of this series I outlined some of the major aspects of biology and evolutionary theory that impact our
present sexual market. The Red Pill Praxeology [1] is the study of human action and conduct, and in
order to do this, a requirement is a foundation. An approach frequently utilized by Enlightenment
philosophers was to view humans as non-constrained by human-created influences. For instance,
when one formulated natural law [2] one attempted to formulate a law determined from nature, which
is universal and exists independently of the positive law of a given state, political order, legislature or
society at large. Positive law being the human-made laws that oblige or specify an action, and
describes the establishment of specific rights for an individual or group.
In a coming essay I’m going to talk about culture and social mechanisms and their effects on an
aggregate level, however for this post the goal is to continue to describe the biological framework
that serves as a foundation for the red pill praxeology, but to tie the biological principles in the first
essay together with red pill theory. This is done through utilizing the literature established in the first
essay, expanding this into a short theoretical framework, followed by an exercise in the hypotheses
that serve as part of it’s ongoing development.

The Red Pill Praxeology and Biology
The stated goal of the Red Pill Praxeology is to lay bare the mysteries of intersexual dynamics. The
lowly origin of the theoretical framework comes from the observation that the hypotheses they had
been told about intersexual dynamics were not working. Men got rejected when asking women out,
they bought drinks only for the woman to leave them 15 seconds later at the bar, they went on date
after date but never got laid, they developed their listening skills, they developed their feminine side,
and did everything they were told to do, yet the expected results and the actual results greatly
differed. This lead many men to conclude that the hypotheses about intersexual dynamics were not
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correct, because the predicted result and the actual results did not match and when observations are
made that contradict a theory, one must amend the theory.
The original pick-up artists took a novel grounded theory approach in which they made observations,
formulated hypotheses and tested these out without judgment in the field. For instance, Mystery’s
“peacocking” is a strategy inspired by the fact that the male Peacock in fact handicaps himself in
terms of survival because he becomes easy pray by growing his magnificent tail, thus if he was able
to survive with such a handicap he must truly have amazing genetics. Mystery’s outfit likewise made
him an obvious target for shit testing from women and AMOGing from men, however his ability to
pass such shit-tests and AMOG attempts meant that he demonstrated higher value.
Much of the knowledge gained by the seduction community followed this pattern, observe naturally
successful men in the environment, create a theory based on observation, formulate hypotheses to test
the theory and document the result in field reports. In essence, they would observe the men who were
reproductively successful within the environment, identify the fitness cues they displayed through
deductive logic, create a theoretical version of the sexy son, and then mimic it. This resulted in a
theoretical framework and a methodology that permitted men to become more reproductively
successful over time. However, it was only later that men started asking the question why these
techniques worked.
Seeing as game had been applied successfully in many different countries, locations, by different
men, in different cultures, social classes, contexts and situations, there had to be a common
denominator. There is no denying that game requires some contextual adaptation, such as day game,
club game, online game, however the same underlying principles appear to work largely
independently of context. If this was not the case, there would be a game variant for every country,
and occasionally a game variant for different cities, or social classes.
Thus, when one starts to strip away these factors, that include culture, social, psychological, and
various others, one was left with biology as the underlying mechanism. Once this was identified, it
was possible to identify relevant theories and hypotheses. David Putt’s recent article [3] for instance
that demonstrates that male intragender competition was most likely conducted by threat or force, and
female competition through attracting mates, supports an earlier essay on this blog on why women
slut shame. Bateman’s research from 1948 supports the hypothesis that for men the most
reproductively impactful strategy is to be a “Sexy Son”, and that males inherently have more
reproductive variability than females [4].
The identification of biology as a fundamental driver of present sexual selection permits us to analyze
behaviors in terms of historical selection pressures. For instance, the fact that women appear to cope
better with the loss of a mate, sometimes referred to as the “War Bride” dynamic, is theorized to have
come from the fact that in more violent times, most tribes would murder the men, but permit those
women who best assimilated to their new living situation to survive and reproduce, thus this trait
gave increased fitness and spread through the population. Cuckolding on the other hand could have
emerged as a reproductive strategy that permitted women to diversify the genetics of their offspring,
resulting in risk mitigation, in that rather than putting all their eggs in one basket, two children with
different fathers gives genetic diversification.
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The Hypothesis and the Hypothesis Test
One of the things that crossed my mind as I was writing another upcoming essay was that if one starts
from the premise that the goal of evolution by natural and sexual selection is to arrive at those
organisms that are optimally adapted to their environment, furthermore that the tools at its disposal is
genetic variance and such variance is greater in men. One could hypothesize that as one man can
impregnate hundreds of women in a year, yet one woman may only be impregnated by one man each
year, the former gives access to a large number of experiments, and the latter filters away those that
are unsuccessful.
The hypothesis being that if one creates 100 different combinations genetics in man, giving rise to
100 different men with varying degrees of traits and behaviors, and then allow nature through natural
selection and women through sexual selection to remove those that do not result in beneficial traits
from the population, one is left only with those experiments that resulted in a competitive advantage.
One can imagine this as constantly running March Madness bracket of men all competing to be the
best adapted for survival and reproduction.
To exemplify (simplified) evolution may formulate the following hypotheses:
0 Testosterone levels have no effect on survival and reproduction in men
1 Testosterone levels have an effect on survival and reproduction in men
In order to test these hypotheses, it would create a group of men with very high testosterone, one
group with very low testosterone and one group with normal testosterone (the control group). It
would release these men into the free, and in the next generation one would see the genetic impact
each group of men had on the gene pool. That group that had the highest impact, would have spread
the genetics for their group to the highest number of progeny, who would then spread their genetics
to the highest number of progeny in subsequent generations. Over time, the genetics of the group that
had the highest reproductive and survival success would spread throughout the entire population.

Summary and Conclusions
As I stated initially, I elected to start this series with evolutionary biology, because in my view it’s
the foundation of red pill theory and game. We are influenced by many other things, and naturally
there is a degree of genetic variation between groups of humans however, I would dare to wager that
distinctions here are smaller than those of culture or psychology. One would struggle to argue that
our knowledge of biology is “Western Centric” however, this is an argument one could easily make
about certain parts of the field of psychology or sociology.
Evolutionary theory, explains much of the behavior one observes in the sexual market place, from
teenage girls screaming at famous men to get their attention, to the woman who switches mates after
her present union ceased to be reproductively optimal, to the Alpha male 1.0 who finds himself
divorced over and over again due to infidelity. These are adaptations that have been successful
throughout our mating history. Whether these are still successful becomes more of a value judgment
rather than a judgment of value, depending on what one utilizes as the metric for success. If one
judges purely based on reproductive success, defined as maximally impacting the gene pool of
subsequent generations then one can measure this quantitatively. However, if one were to measure by
“contribution to to betterment- or decline of a social group” it becomes much more iffy. For instance,
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one could argue that high levels of reproductive competition leads to the betterment of the group
through ensuring maximal genetic fitness, however on the other hand one could argue that increased
conflict due to such competition would have a negative effect.
In essence, it breaks down to a case of “Is” and “Ought”. This is one of the arguments I’ve seen many
times in the years I’ve read PUA and Red Pill writings, those who take the position that the
praxeology should strive towards being the description of the reality of human mating, and those who
wish it to be something more.
This is perhaps best illustrated by a quote by Friedrich Engels
“Darwin did not know what a bitter satire he wrote on mankind, and especially on his
countrymen, when he showed that free competition, the struggle for existence, which the
economists celebrate as the highest historical achievement, is the normal state of the animal
kingdom.”
It is not my argument, nor the argument of many others with similar positions that one should accept
human nature as is, and should not strive to rise beyond our lowly origin. It is however my position
that the description of the underlying mechanisms must remain free of moral and value judgments,
for this serves little purpose other than to again shroud it in mystery and human rationalization. There
must be a wall erected between the descriptions of the knowledge, and suggested applications of the
knowledge in order to ensure the integrity of both. Describing that women by large prefer men with
low body fat and high muscle mass is different from telling men to eat plenty of protein and lift
weights. The former is the “what” the latter is the “why” and the “how”. The cause and effect is quite
simple, before one can know how to act and why one should act, one must know what to act upon.
This is not to say that one should discard the aspiration of becoming more than nature. Our history as
a species and the development of our civilization is in many ways the tale of continued cycles of
failure and success in controlling our nature. However, as I will cover in an upcoming essay, this is
the specific role that social and cultural factors play, they exist to dress up our basic nature, and in
order to control our basic nature towards non-natural ends.
It is an emperor and clothes situation in which we can attempt to dress up the truth in pretty words
and lofty aspirations. We can seek to cover it up completely because to stare into it, means that it
stares back at us. One can even refer to the acceptance of it as a form of moral nihilism whereby
accepting that the mechanisms that shaped our development as a species have no inherent moral
sense, one is preventing a more fruitful and beneficial time to come into existence. As was the
argument of Mr. Engels and Mr. Marx who sought to sublimate human nature for what they
envisioned would be an ideal state in which humans would be free to prosper. As an economist once
said, “Communism would work amazingly well if it wasn’t for human nature”. To quote Albert
Camus
“Man is the only creature who refuses to be what he is”

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
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and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/praxeology
[2] https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/natural%20law
[3] http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352250X1500189X
[4] http://www.appstate.edu/~steelekm/classes/psy2664/Documents/trivers.pdf
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Gendernomics: Emergent Strategies
January 4, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I use the concept of
emergent strategy in the Gendernomics book when explaining and to some extent describing the
various ways in which a strategy can form as a sum of individual actions. “Strategy as a pattern” is
perhaps the more interesting one, and the one that forms the foundation of the book, “The Rise and
Fall of Strategic Planning“. This book is a critique of strategic management literature, often based in
Drucker, Taylor and Porter, the titans of planned strategy, where the chief argument presented by
Henry Minzberg is that in a rapidly changing world, long-term strategic planning is destined to fail.
Instead he argues that the interactions of the company with outside forces over time will form the
company strategy.
The novel approach by Minzberg was a stark contrast to the top-down strategic planning literature in
vogue at the time. In the planned strategy camp, retreats where executives buried themselves in a
mixture of analytical work and creativity to determine Visions, Missions, SMART goals, KPIs and
strategies for how to move the company to new heights were the prescription for how to build a great
company. Minzberg’s position was much more simply that in a rapidly changing world, by the time
the executives and strategy consultants emerged from their retreat, the data they based their decisions
on may already be outdated. Thus, the only way to “do strategy” in a world marked by rapid change
and innovation is to train your staff well, set goals and assume that the parts will form a coherent
whole.
I’ve on occasion referred to this as “Chaos theory strategy” in that order is expected to arise from
chaos, and the actions, choices and thoughts of potentially thousands of people must align in order for
the strategy to be coherent. A key factor of emergent strategy is that it can only be identified when
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one looks at the development of the company over time, historically speaking. This is a much more
fluid way to think about human behavior if one takes the vantage point of extreme macro. Our
cultures and societies are shaped by billions of individual decisions, chains of reasoning, emotional
reactions and actions taken.

Patterns of Behavior
One of the things that was covered in the “On Value” series, specifically in part 3, was the fact that
much of economics and thus, much of Gendernomics is based on rational decision theory. Meaning
that humans show preferences and are goal oriented in their behavior. This is not much different from
the concept of an emergent strategy in a context where there are clear goals, and humans utilize
deductive logic in order to best attempt to achieve those goals in alignment with expectancy and
equity theory.
A typical example would be how masses of men buy women drinks, due to the expectation that this
will result in female intimacy, or how women buy cosmetics and clothing for billions each year in
order to better attract the mates they desire. The latter is actually an interesting signalling system,
because while the goal is to signal to a small group of men, the lack of calibration means it signals to
all men. This demonstrates a preference in that the men and women are both attempting to signal or
influence a mate that suits their preferences, they are goal oriented in doing so, and they are doing it
based on “if A, then B”.
Such behaviors when engaged in across a group, patterns of behavior that can be analyzed and
thereafter utilized as decision making metrics. A man who is a “natural” in the game sense for
instance is a man who generally at a young age engaged in trial and error testing of various behaviors
around women, and after identifying behaviors that worked just continued utilizing them. This is why
both blue pill men and women are so horrible at game, because the first group has no idea that it
exists, the latter group have never had to use it. Modern data driven sales and marketing are based off
this exact principle, “People like you purchased the following, therefore there is a higher probability
that you are also interested in the following“.
If people behave this way with purchasing patterns, why would they not when it comes to other forms
of behavior. For instance, the “left-right” pendulum in politics follows much a similar pattern, as
demonstrated in the 2016 election, where the companies doing political analysis made the fatal
mistake of assuming that a representative sample from a city was a representative sample for the
country as a whole. After all, democratic politics is a case of attempting to market a specific product
(the politician) to the largest possible audience, while convincing them that a given choice is
preferable over all other choices.
Tinder or OKcupid dating likewise, is a case of attempting to convince the buyers that you are the
best product on the platform that they should go for, in fact the business model of companies such as
OKcupid and Match.com is that “We are the best at matching consumer and product”. If human
mating behavior was impossible to figure out based on mathematics, then one would not accept a
success rate much higher than random chance, yet we can observe the opposite.
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Emergent Praxeology
For the red pill praxeology to exist, it requires discernible and identifiable patterns of behavior that
together form a coherent framework of operations. My analysis is that such behavior is rooted in
heritable traits , thus, it is a consequence of those hereditary biological and psychological traits that
historically have given an individual a competitive advantage in the mating market. Natural selection
is the ultimate pragmatist in that it cares nothing for morality, and is ruthless in its experiments to
find the combination of genetic code that gives the greatest competitive advantage in the battle to
survive and reproduce.
The original seduction community were and still is very much focused on the dynamics that
individual women share with each other, and this forms the backbone of game. What one can argue is
that the very same behaviors that are effectively targeted in women by game and red pill theory, are
those behaviors that through sexual and natural selection have been “bred into” women over
thousands or potentially millions of years because they served as advantages in the competition to
survive and reproduce.
Men who are naturals have fallen into a methodology that works, in essence they are from nature
“sexy sons” that embody those traits that women have been bred to appreciate in men. However,
what is expedient from the perspective of evolution from the perspective of the individual organism,
is not always what is optimal for human societies. For instance, in nature a capacity for violence and
brute force is both a defensive and offensive advantage, within a society it can often be a
destabilizing force if used “inappropriately” thus, it was necessary for human groups to govern use of
force through law.
Such governing of behavior was a core element in permitting us to establish larger social groups and
gain a greater degree of cooperation. The total effect of which was to subdue or change our natural
behaviors that fall into the camps of “anti-social” and “pro-social”, into purely being pro-social. This
is the early variant of an illusion where the goal is to make people live as they ought to be, rather than
as what they are. We are flawed creatures and while we must aspire to be greater than we are from
nature, we cannot forget our lowly origin.
Furthermore, the behaviors that the blue pill illusion attempts to instill in men, form a pattern that
Rollo Tomassi refers to as the “Feminine Imperative“. In essence, the boxes entitled “Blue Pill
Thinking” and “Red Pill Thinking” represent underlying presuppositions about how the world works,
and they have underlying methodologies associated with them.

Summary and Conclusions
When I first read the term “feminine imperative” it reminded me of the same way feminists use the
patriarchy. However if one views it from the perspective of emergent strategies, it is in fact quite
logical. An emergent strategy is formed through independent individual behaviors forming a cohesive
pattern towards a goal, that one can identify when analyzing the history of a company or situation.
For instance, if one makes the initial assumption that each sex seeks to maximize their own
competitive advantages in terms of reproduction and survival through their actions, not as a
conscious, deliberate acts, but subconsciously as part of their native firmware. Then it follows that if
one sex were permitted to define the “truth” over a long period of time, that reality would slowly be
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altered to reflect the goals desired by that sex. Not necessarily as a deliberate, planned strategy, but
rather as a natural consequence of consistent actions towards that goal.
Thus, if women consistently elect to mate with men who reach the top of the male dominance
hierarchy, then it follows that those heritable traits that permits each generation of men to climb the
hierarchy will become not only more frequent in the population but also at higher levels. To
exemplify this, if women only mated with men with a testosterone level above 800, the men who
impacted the gene pool of the next generation would only be those with a testosterone level above
800, thus the frequency of high testosterone men would increase, this means that having a
testosterone level of 800 becomes the next median, and in this generation only those men with over
900 will be chosen to reproduce, in the next generation only those with above 1000.
However, if one holds the perspective that reproduction, and thus sexual selection is a cooperative
scenario, not a competitive one. In that while the sexes may compete intragender but cooperate
intergender, then it follows that women compete with women, men compete with men, but men and
women cooperate. However, this appears to be a rather challenging hypothesis, because that would
require that the optimal outcome for both sexes would have to be aligned in terms of evolution. A
man maximizes his genetic impact on the gene pool by impregnating as many women as possible, a
women maximizes her genetic impact by bearing the children of one or more very high value men
who will have “sexy sons”. Thus, from a male perspective permitted that he can find enough willing
women, he will always be better off by investing minimal time and resources in parental care and
maximal time and resources in finding new mates.
However, from the female perspective, being able to find a low number of very high value males, and
have a couple of children with each, thus ensuring the maximum chance of having sexy son
offspring, to represent the upside, and female offspring that serve as a reproductive hedge to limit the
downside. While retaining investment from both men in parenting represent the optimal female
outcome. Now some may ask, “Why not just have many children with the highest value man she can
find and raise them cooperatively?”, which is a sensible question.
There are two major arguments, first of by having all her children with one man, this reduces the
genetic diversity of her children whereas having children with two or more fathers means they will be
more genetically diverse which serves as a risk reduction. The second is that by having multiple
fathers, she can potentially gain access to more resources for her children, for instance if one man
dies she will be less negatively impacted if she has two or more men providing for her.
When both compromise their optimal evolutionary strategy for one where the man gives up quantity
for quality, and the woman gives up her risk-hedge (multiple children by multiple men) there is a
degree of symbiosis where goals are aligned through the fact that both the man and the woman have a
mutual goal of ensuring the future of their mutual children. However, this is a conscious strategic
choice by both the man and the woman.
In essence the question becomes whether one regards mating as a zero-sum or non zero sum game.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
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and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] http://www.nber.org/papers/w14969
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Gendernomics: Bachelor Nation
January 11, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I came across some interesting statistical observations
recently regarding singles [6], that show that for the first time, the number of singles are
outnumbering the people in relationships. While the decline in marriage can be explained through
concepts such as risk. Meaning that in the current climate a man can be “zeroed out” as Rollo put it,
quite easily if he makes a poor choice in mate, but largely I think it comes down to men intuitively
avoiding marriage due to having seen their families, and friends go through bitter divorces. If one
watches 9 people jump off a cliff, splat against the ground, and then is told “I’m sure you’re
different”, a sensible person would step away from the edge.
From a needs-perspective this is very interesting though, because the needs that are satisfied by
marriage, have to be sated somehow. The sexual need can be satisfied outside of marriage for both
sexes, the same is true for the need for friendship and companionship to some extent. Even
reproduction outside of marriage is possible through the use of surrogates and sperm donors. The one
need that persists though, is the same that men have always provided for women, namely provision
and protection. Likewise, it is probable that if women could be entirely provided and protected
without having to contract a Beta male to do so, they would prefer to share Alpha males.
However, the need to consolidate comes when a women realize that they are no longer commanding
the same market value as they did in their younger days, and feels that she must settle down now in
order to avoid being left on the market.
The question is, how can women ensure provision without having to make the trade with men?

The Way Forward
I recently caught The Sharpe Reality with Rollo Tomassi where they posed an interesting question,
during a discussion of the recent storm of sexual impropriety allegations being launched against
famous, well-to-do men. The lead in was that the marriage rate has been dropping for quite some time
[1], at the same time the divorce rate has also been going down, but these two are naturally linked,
after all of nobody every got married, one would have a divorce rate of 0. The same trend can be seen
in Europe, where the number of marriages are declining while the number of divorces and the
number of children born out of wedlock are increasing.
One can theorize the “why” behind these numbers, are men finally realizing that divorce court is
biased against them, and works to transfer resources from men to women. Is our increasingly liberal
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 862 of 1188

culture leading towards a rejection of traditional relationships towards co-habitation, and what are the
effects of this? As one of the functions of social groups and societies has been the transfer of
resources from men to women, I found myself wondering what the next steps would be, after all with
marriages dwindling, there will be fewer women collecting divorce settlements and alimony. As
Donovan and Rollo outlined, absent of such a payout, women may opt to accuse a man of sexual
impropriety and collect a payout from either the man or the company where the alleged impropriety
took place, or both.
However, my background indicates that if companies start to see a rise in such payouts, they will
respond to this for instance by including terms in their contracts of employment that the company is
not to be held liable for such cases, or by other means. The business world employs thousands,
perhaps millions of lawyers to avoid taxes and liabilities in all other areas of operations, I expect
them to do the same in cases such as this. My suspicion is therefore that the State will be weaponized
to a much larger degree through two different avenues.
One being to make the rights previously reserved for a spouse applicable to cohabitation, and by
making such an arrangement “opt-out” rather than as with marriage “opt-in”, thus the woman does
not have to have a man commit to her, the commitment will be default and the man will have to
formally not commit to the woman. The second avenue being the enlargement and expansion of the
welfare state to a much larger degree than at present.
The concept of “Opt-In” and “Opt-Out” will be quite familiar to anyone who has worked in
marketing. For instance, if you want to maximize the size of your newsletter list, make it “opt-out”,
few people decide to opt out, however if you make it “opt-in” expect the opposite to be true. One
could argue that humans have a bias against action, in that they will just leave whatever is put there
by default [5]. Doing this with marriage, means that the state regards a couple that co-habits or are in
a relationship as de-facto married, meaning that in order for this not to apply them, men would need
to formally “opt out”, this is in fact the case already in some areas.
In doing my research, and somewhat to my surprise merely cohabiting with a girlfriend can lead into
some fairly extensive legal consequences, especially those regarding property. One would think that
without entering into marriage, a live-in girlfriend has no real rights, however this is not the case. As
I’m familiar with “accidentally” falling into a long-term relationship, I decided to do some research:
For instance:
Eviction: The law in most states says that if someone has been living with you for a certain
number of months, he or she has a legal right to live there (even if the person isn’t on the
lease or deed). You have to go through a formal eviction to remove the person from the
premises. You will have to go to your local courthouse to file a “Complaint for Eviction” or
something similar. [2]
Likewise, if the couple has joint-accounts, one partner could become responsible for the debts
accumulated by the other partner. This also goes in cases where one party owns property, and the
other pays for renovations or does work on that property. The mingling of assets is often difficult to
avoid in long-term relationships, and anyone can make a claim that they should be compensated after
the relationship ends. For instance, if a man helps his live-in girlfriend with her car- or house
payments every month, but the deed is in her name, then it would be difficult for him to untangle that
without a legal battle post-breakup.
In parts of Europe the cases may be even worse:
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Rights and obligations
In EU countries which recognise de facto unions, you will also have rights and obligations
concerning property, inheritance and maintenance payments following a separation. [3]
Perhaps the worst example I found while researching the case comes from Australia
“There’s no timeline and there’s no minimum time period,” she told Ryk Goddard on ABC Radio
Hobart.
“As long as you and your partner consider yourselves in a considered or committed
relationship, and as long as other people recognise that, then you’re in a de facto
relationship.”
By law, you do not even have to live full time with the person you are in a relationship with
for it to count as de facto.
“There’s a relationship called de facto by distance,” Ms Scharrer said.
“Which means that even though you may not be living together exclusively and full time, as
long as you stay in each other’s house or home when you’re in each other’s local space,
then you’re definitely considered in a de facto relationship.” [4]
In essence, if any of my readers are Australian, you risk being placed in a situation where:
“If there’s no formal agreement at the end of a de facto relationship, then one of the couple
may make a claim on the finances or assets for up to two years [after the split].” [4]
This means that you have to go through a divorce without ever being married, so in Australia
marriage has gone from being “Opt-in” to “Opt-out, and this is also likely to be the case in parts of
the European Union.

Bachelor Nation
The concept of a bachelor nation is one in which men adopt varying levels of MGTOW in a sense,
some electing simply to avoid marriage and/or long term relationships, and some electing to avoid all
contact that they can with women in general. In the present climate, I would personally advocate that
to minimize risk, a man should perhaps consider the “Pence Rule” in the workplace as a way to avoid
falling victim to false accusations. In the case of the “soft MGTOW” the position would in essence be
that of a man who enjoys his liaisons with women throughout his life, but builds a wall between his
relationships with women and the other parts of his life such as financial. This would mean not
getting married, taking precautions against the legal consequences of “de facto relationships” as
outlined above, in order to eliminate or at least greatly reduce the risk of financial damage done by
his relationships.
The second aspect is reproductive, it would mean that such a man would have to take precautions to
avoid “ooops pregnancies” as prenuptial agreements and various other legal contracts can be thrown
out in court based on “the best interest of the child”, in the same way child support payments serve as
de-facto alimony. If a product such as Vasagel [7] made it to market, this would put men in complete
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control of reproduction, in essence any man who could afford the treatment would be safeguarded
against ever having claims made against him.
This is when I suspect the idea of a “bachelor tax” [8] will re-emerge in our society and culture. How
this would be implemented is hard to envision given that a law purely taxing single men and not
single women would likely violate discrimination law. However, the use of the state as a resource
transfer mechanism from men to women is likely.

Summary and Conclusions
The modern welfare state does function to provide for women many of those things for which they
used to rely on men. Support for single mothers, health-care, housing, and various other things are
provided by the Government instead of by husbands and fathers. In an earlier post I talked about the
tax gap, which is more or less the sum of how much you pay in taxes and how much you get in
services from the state. What research from New Zealand showed was that women receive more
money from the government than they pay in taxes for most of their life, only paying more than they
receive between the ages of 40 and 59 on average. Whereas men pay in more than they receive on
average between the ages of 25 and 65.
As men can find ways to secure themselves, such as never getting married, applying the “Pence rule”
at work and in work-related settings, using vasagel when it comes out, or being diligent about
contraception, these avenues are short-term solutions at best. The long-term solution would be the
weaponization of the state. All it would really require is that women (and men trying to please
women) vote to increase and add social programs, that are disproportionately funded by men and that
benefit women.
Governments have to pay for the services and goods they provide to the population, and the main
avenue unless one is a state with a small population and abundant natural resources is through
taxation. However, this also presents a catch 22, it presupposes that men will continue to contribute
on the same level for a smaller reward. After all, if men realize that the main market of women they
are after (20 – 26) are generally not concerned with provision but with alpha genetics, this influences
their energy investment. We are already seeing this in part with MGTOW and herbivore men,
working just enough to finance their alcohol, food, shelter and hobbies. In a sense, this is quite
sensible one could argue that if you earn enough to live an acceptable lifestyle working 10 – 20 hours
a week, the extra free time may be worth it.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nvss/marriage_divorce_tables.htm
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[2]
http://family.findlaw.com/living-together/cohabitation-property-rights-for-unmarried-couples.html
[3] https://europa.eu/youreurope/citizens/family/couple/de-facto-unions/index_en.htm
[4] http://www.abc.net.au/news/2017-06-22/de-facto-myths-and-tips-after-a-split/8641622
[5]
https://www.adp.com/spark/articles/the-applied-guide-how-behavioral-economics-makes-everythingbetter-vol-2-part-2-7-1054
[6] http://www.upcisam.com/about/singles-statistics/
[7]
http://www.medicaldaily.com/male-birth-control-vasalgel-closer-becoming-reality-heres-everythingwe-know-so-far-343032
[8] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bachelor_tax
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Red Pill Logic: Illusions of Grandeur
January 19, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

This post went through
multiple revisions when it came to the title. This is quite abnormal for me as I usually just title a post
when I start writing it and leave it like that. It started off as “Delusions of Responsibility”, then it
became “Illusions of Control” then it morphed into “Toxic Doses” and then it became Illusions of
Grandeur.
A major cornerstone of life that many men are raised without these days is accountability. In fact,
many problems in our modern world stems from risk being disconnect from reward, power from
accountability, and actions from consequences. We saw this in 2008 in our financial system where
those who had made millions and more, have yet to face any consequences for their role in what
almost sank our financial system.
We see it in politics where the goldfish memory of the great majority of voters means that there is
hardly ever a debate regarding “What has the incumbent accomplished?” but rather a series of sales
pitches about what both candidates are promising that they will do. This is funnily enough a cluster-b
seduction tactic as well, known as “future faking”.
It’s also quite present in intersexual dynamics, best summarized by Rollo Tomassi as “The goal of
feminism is to maximally restrict male sexuality while removing all restrictions on female sexuality“.
One of the core ideas of feminism is the “subject-object” dichotomy, wherein a subject can only act,
and an object is acted upon. While I think this is very much flawed philosophy, in that every single
human in all of history will have lived their life on varying and shifting degrees of the area in
between. It does create an interesting perspective. In that it does in essence free women from the risk
and consequences of the actions pertaining to intersexual dynamics, not in actuality but in social
perception. However, as risk can never be eliminated, only managed or transferred, it means most of
this risk has been placed on men.
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Schrodinger’s Agency
In the “Subject-Object Dichotomy” a subject is viewed as having agency, as in “instrumentality”
defined as being capable of exerting power in order to achieve an end. A manager has agency in
defining the work times of an employee who reports to them. A man has agency when he asks a
woman out, and a woman has agency when she accepts or turns him down. If the man is turned
down, he has agency to improve himself in order to better his chances for the next time he asks a
woman out, he can improve his style, lift weights, fix his diet, his grooming, make more money,
improve his game and many other things. A woman can do all these same things to improve her odds
of meeting a partner she deems suitable.
An object on the other hand is purely acted upon and has no instrumentality in its own life. This goes
beyond act – react, in the wild for instance one could argue that a predator acts, and prey reacts.
However, a predator reacts to the migratory patterns of its prey, and prey acts to seek out new food
sources. This is somewhat of an academic discussion, because it can easily be argued that the prey
does in fact react to the environment when they migrate, for instance a coming seasonal change or
dearth of food.
It’s also the reason why the “subject-object” dichotomy has very little application outside of
analyzing literature, film and other forms of art, because life is a constant flux where we are both
objects (being acted upon by external forces) and subjects (acting upon external forces). The subjectobject dichotomy makes sense when analyzing works of fiction, because all characters in a work of
fiction are ultimately objects, the only one who has agency in totality is the writer. Whether a
character has agency or not within a work of fiction is merely a function of the role that character has
been cast in by the author. In a work of fiction, every character is a means to an end, not an end in
itself. The situations the characters are placed in exist purely for the writer to communicate
something to the reader about each character or the over-arching narrative.
If one were to look at Henry VIII, perhaps the most powerful King at the time, and the Catholic
Church the most powerful organization in Europe at the time, both demonstrated agency in the face
of each other. Henry to gain control over his married sex life, and the catholic church to maintain it’s
iron grip on religion in Europe. Henry was acted upon by the Catholic Church, and the Church acted
upon by Henry, meaning that both parties were simultaneously both object and subject.

The Pendulum Principle
I’ve utilized the concept of the pendulum principle quite often on Twitter, the gist of the principle is
that humans rarely appear to work iteratively in small steps aiming to inch gradually closer to an ideal
state, but rather swing from one extreme to the other. Often this is driven by creating false
dichotomies, based on a volatile mixture of ideology, lack of knowledge and emotion that has the
effect of being a polarizing force.
The Subject-Object Dichotomy is a great example in that it classifies in a binary fashion that which is
inherently non-dichotomous. For instance, a man who hates his boss and his job, always has the
option of quitting. However, he may elect not to because his evaluation of his options, conscious or
subconscious is that despite his hatred for his boss and his job, it’s less painful to remain in the status
quo than it is to face uncertainty. A woman may elect to continue a bad date with a man she finds
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unattractive, boorish and having few redeeming qualities, because living through another two hours
of his company is less uncomfortable for her than standing up and walking out. In these cases both
the man and the woman elect to exert less power than they are capable of in the situation, due to their
evaluation of pleasure and pain.
One extreme approach to this is when one resigns oneself to fate in a sense, where one sees oneself as
being a hypo-agent. Meaning that one views oneself largely as an object that is acted upon by
external forces. This is related to the idea of external locus of control, or rather a person who gains
their self-worth from the reaction of others. This can be a Good Boy who builds his life around doing
exactly those things he expects will elicit praise and rewards from the world at large, or a woman
who feels worthless without the affirmations she gains on social media. In this case they have
relinquished to varying degrees their own agency in both their internal and external life.
The other extreme approach often advocated by other parts of the red pill community is the idea of
hyper-agency wherein they accept total responsibility for everything. This is the “If a woman does
anything less than exactly what you wanted, you were simply not alpha enough” position. Many men
who adopt this approach make the mistake of thinking the whole world is under their control to some
degree. While this is arguably better than the former, it sets a man up for failure in some regard, due
to the fact that only an omnipotent being could be capable of this type of agency. If you want total
control of your life and circumstances, you can attain such control but expect to live in solitude. The
second you welcome other people into your life, anything beyond that point is a compromise to some
degree between your agency and their agency.
An approach utilized by MGTOW, Herbivore men and other groups of men in the past 10 – 30 years
has been to minimize their interactions in those spheres where they view the risk of losing agency to
be excessive, and maximize their interactions in those spheres where they maximize their agency. For
instance, a hardline MGTOW who rejects the idea of interacting with women in general, works to
establish his financial buffer and dedicates as much of his time as possible to his interests, has made
an evaluation of agency vs non-agency.
A man who marries, has a couple of children, and then gets divorced at the behest of his wife, is then
ordered to relinquish half of his assets, may end up paying alimony and will end up paying child
support enforced by law-enforcement. In this case, he is often reduced to a beast of burden who for
all intents and purposes has very little agency in the whole ordeal given the present state of the legal
system.

Risk and Agency
The funny thing about risk is that it’s ubiquitous, yet something people would love to eliminate.
Many game salesmen have used the sales pitch “Never be rejected ever again” or “Get any girl you
want” which is a fancy way of saying eliminate your downside risk, and maximize your upside risk.
The reality is simply that you can never eliminate your downside risk, you can only minimize and
account for it. Within risk management one can use the following broad classification:
Known-Known
Risks that have been correctly identified and measured. This does not eliminate any losses from this
type of risk, it can still happen or there can be methodology flaws in the measurements.
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Known-Unknown
Risks that are expected but have not been correctly or accurately measured. Simply put, there are
things out there that we know about, but we do know how to accurately measure and thus account
for.
Unknown-Unknown
Risks that we are not aware are even there and thus have no ability to measure.
In the first category, we are aware that the divorce rate is about 50% (higher for subsequent
marriages). Thus we cannot say that a specific marriage will end in divorce, but we can say that out
of 10000 marriages, 5000 will statistically end in divorce.
In the second category, we know that women cheat, but it’s difficult, if not impossible to figure out if
a specific woman will cheat while in a relationship with a specific man.
In the third category we simply do not know what may happen.

Summary and Conclusions
I like the “clean your room” statement that Dr. Jordan Peterson made at one point, because part of the
implicit meaning is that you should fix those things you have control over before trying to fix all the
things you do not have control over. It’s possible to expand your sphere of control over time, for
instance many men who start their own companies do so in order to take more control over their own
work- and financial life. Many men who take the red pill do so following a period of hypo-agency,
and start to take control of and improve many areas in their life.
However, much as with other things going from viewing yourself as a person who is an object, to a
person who is a subject tends to lead to an over-correction. A man who has never had boundaries,
will often enforce his boundaries excessively in the beginning. Likewise, as a gentleman who goes by
the name of Socrates pointed out in a 21 convention speech a few years back, when men who lack
social skills and calibration utilize pick-up material that requires a high degree of calibration in a very
aggressive fashion this reflects negatively upon them.
The idea that you have hypoagency is just as damaging as the idea that you have hyperagency,
because the former assumes you have control over nothing, the latter that you can control everything.
Both are false.
“You have power over your mind – not outside events. Realize this, and you will find
strength.” Marcus Aurelius – Meditations
What one often forgets is that if you view yourself as having control over outside events to a very
high degree, then you are also culpable for the outcomes of those events. The person who claims “If
your frame is strong enough, you’ll control the relationship” has clearly never dated or lived with a
psychopath, borderline or malignant narcissist.
The fact of the matter is, that 1%er men experience cheating wives and girlfriends, divorces, getting
shot down, and all other forms of adversity one can possibly face in the sexual market place or other
marketplaces. One can never eliminate risk, one can simply manage it, plan for it and prepare for it.
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What concerns me the most, are when shades of grey are made black and white, and one argues that
risk can be nullified, this is not the case, it’s simply illusions of grandeur.
You are responsible for your actions and your reactions to the actions of others. They are responsible
for their actions and their own reactions to actions of others.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: Differentiation and Features
January 26, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I had another essay building
on last weeks essay on responsibility and accountability planned this week, but I saw a tweet that
caught my interest and started me down the rabbit hole of sexual market value again. More
specifically, how what constitutes a high quality product in the sexual market place.
Christian McQueen (@TheCadClub on twitter) recently tweeted out the following:
If this trend continues it’ll be very easy for pretty girls world-wide:
1. Be in shape
2. Don’t have grey hair (dye it if need be)
3. Don’t be a hateful feminist
You’ll have your pick of great men.
I’ve touched on this idea before in Gendernomics and previous essays, most particularly in Female
Sexual Strategies Part 2. The gist of my argument was that if one has a market, where a need exists
and the only options to satisfy that need are poor ones, then those poor solutions can still do
remarkably well. This is a function of the contrast effect more than anything, in that if you’re 6 ft 1,
and go out with a group of men who are 6 ft 3 and taller, you look short by comparison.
This comes down to the fact that people would rather have a need fulfilled to a minimal degree as
opposed to not having it covered at all. If you have to drive in a nail, and you can’t find a hammer at
a good price, you may use a wrench or a rock. You have a need you have to fulfill, a preferred way to
fulfill it (want) but you will compromise.
As I’ve mentioned, I travel a lot for work, and this means that I also end up talking to a lot of random
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people on various means of transport and in general. One of the most interesting groups to talk to are
women in their 70s, 80s and 90s, who have daughters and granddaughters, as they tend to lament the
lifestyle choices of their offspring. This is because back in their day, before egalitarian equalism, it
was common knowledge what men wanted in a wife, often embodied in aphorisms like
“The way to a man’s heart is through his stomach” – Know how to cook and take care a man.
“Behind every great man is a great woman” – Know how to support your man and help him succeed.
I could extrapolate much from these simple sentences, however our culture contains enough
examples of what type of wife or husband is undesirable in comics, literature and culture. Personally
my favorite examples in comics is from Andy Capp and Bringing up Father, both demonstrate the
dynamic of hapless Beta male with the domineering, harridan of a wife. Back in the 1940s and 1950s,
this was a funny caricature, these days such comics appear almost prescient in how gender relations
have developed.

The Projection Factor
Myself and others have observed that both sexes tend to project their own valuation criteria for an
opposite sex partner onto themselves, meaning that women often think that the things they look for in
a man are also attractive to a man and vice versa. For the typical Beta man this often translates into
becoming the supportive caretaker that he desires his partner to be. This is a man who argues “but I’m
such a great guy, I cook, clean, I listen and nurture my partner“. Likewise, you will find the “Strong,
Independent Women” making statements such as “I have a great career, I’m highly educated,
decisive and ambitious, why can’t I find a great man?”
In both cases, the person becomes the embodiment of what they think will make them high sexual
market value and great long-term prospects, not realizing that they have identified the wrong
variables on which to focus. The men think of what would be great traits in a female partner, and
figure “women should appreciate these traits in a man” and the Strong Independent Woman thinks “I
want a man who is successful, ambitious, educated and decisive, men should love a partner like that
as well“. This is a typical example of people applying an egalitarian equalist mindset to what creates
sexual market value. Women prefer men with more experience, men prefer women with less
experience.
This is an old problem in start-ups or among product designers and engineers, they think “I would
really love this product, therefore everyone should also love this product” without taking the time to
conduct necessary market and customer analysis. The result being that one invests resources into a
product for which there is no market, then when one fails to capture a market for the product, instead
of re-evaluating the product and value proposition they elect to blame the market.
There are many things that can be wrong, first off the product can be flawed or incapable of
competing, the wrong market can have been targeted, or many other things. For instance, the articles
that are published with some regularity, where a group of women, often in their late 30s to early 50s
lament their inability to find “equitable relationships”, are a case of over-valuing themselves
compared to what the market thinks. Over-pricing to put it bluntly. Alternatively, the women embody
the traits and qualities they are looking for in a partner, such as financial success, corporate success,
educational success or others, which is a case of building a product that is not what the market
desires.
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Relative Value
What I liked about Christian’s tweet, was that it showed how far the female side of the product
development sphere has drifted away from the male market. This is because our cultural and social
narrative for the past two to three generations has been that of “egalitarian equalism”, where men are
not permitted to have standards and women should never settle. In essence, a man should accept
whatever he can get in the market regardless of his own preferences. Women on the other hand are
entitled to the best market has to offer at a very low cost to them. This goes back to the argument that
if the only products available to satisfy a need are poor quality products, then one will often buy a
poor quality product because it’s better to satisfy a need using a poor product than having it go
unfulfilled. For instance, I hardly ever eat fast food, but if I land in a new place at 11 PM on a Sunday
and the only thing open is a Burger King, I will have a burger instead of going to be hungry.
In Gendernomics I talk about relativity in the sexual market place, and in sexual market value, which
in essence breaks down to the fact that what you consider a 9 or 10, is dependent on the supply of
women in your market. If you are in New York, LA or Miami, cities where the most physically
attractive women tend to congregate, your standards tend to be higher, if you live in a small town in
the Midwest, populated mostly by 5s, then you are likely to value those 5s as 8s or 9s, based on that
they are the 8s and 9s of that particular market.
This is little different than in a market where the average rate of return on capital is 2% annually
above the risk free rate, a company that earns 3% is an amazing company. However, in a market
where the average rate of return on capital is 12% annually above the risk free rate, the company that
earns 3% is shit.

Summary and Conclusions
When the bar is lowered, the result is that an entire market will be less satisfied. J.D Rockefeller
revolutionized the oil industry and gained a market share that resulted in Standard Oil having to be
broken up with anti-trust legislation, based on a very simple value proposition “Our oil will burn in a
predictable way and is less likely to start a fire than the oil produced by other companies“. In
essence, “Our product does not have the side-effect of starting random fires“.
This raised the bar for other companies, as they either had to offer a better price that made up for the
fire risk, or step up their product to the level of Standard Oil. In this sense, the sexual market place is
a constant arms race where men compete to build a better mouse trap, to get an edge in the market
place. Much of “the game” is based around learning how to best demonstrate the ways that you are
different. In essence, demonstrating that your value proposition is in-fact better than that of another
person. This is not necessarily done explicitly, as men often do when engaging in Beta game, where
they more or less present their resume to a woman during the first date. “Male feminist ally”-game is
a typical example of an attempted avenue of differentiation, where men seek to signal that they are
different because they reject masculinity and embrace the feminine.
When one man improves in a way the market appreciates, this raises the bar for every other man. If
every man in the world had 10% body fat, and great muscularity, then it stops to be a means by which
a man can differentiate himself. Likewise, if all women are in shape, pleasant, feminine and
nurturing, these qualities stop being factors of differentiation (things that set one woman apart from
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others) and become “expected features” (things all women are expected to be).
The effect outlined in the last paragraph is what we’ve seen most clearly in computer technology and
network infrastructure over the past 20 years. The first cellphone to have internet and email had a
massive competitive advantage in the business world, these days we expect every cell phone to have
internet access and email. 10 years ago, a cafe having wifi was pretty rare, and was a big
differentiating factor, these days people expect it.
To return to the tweet that sent me down the rabbit-hole, the bar has been lowered so extremely that
what our fathers and grandfathers could expect as features, have now become factors of
differentiation. The interesting thing, as a man who is very deeply embedded in the self-improvement
focus of The Red Pill is that men have worked very hard to improve themselves over the past 20 – 25
years, while women have done the opposite in many cases. Men have added features such as dressing
better, grooming, working out and learning how to cook, in addition to the already existing features.
Women on the other hand, have by large added some features such as being competitive in the
workplace, getting higher education, but they have also removed traditional features such as
femininity, nurturing and caring.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Office Supplies and Dominance Hierarchies
February 2, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When I started my first corporate job,
two of my mentors who had a tendency to contradict each other, gave me the same piece of advice
“Don’t dip your pen in the company ink”. This is a piece of very simple advice that helps protect a
man who is about to enter a corporate environment for the first time. Back when I finished college
prior to the Victorian Moral Panic that has swept across Universities in the last few years, you got
used to mixing business with pleasure on a near constant basis. This is actually a major difference
between school and work, as throughout your schooling there is really no clear-cut distinction
between work-life (school) and private life (outside of school).
The distinction between work-life (corporate) and home life (outside of corporate) was a very clearcut distinction for many years, that grew from the industrial revolution. Back when most people
worked in agriculture, or hunting/gathering prior to that, there was no real split between “work” and
“leisure”, because most days would be a mixture of both. With the industrial revolution came the
factories, you came in the morning, left when the bell rang and came back the next morning. This was
also the structure of more “white collar” professions, you came in at a set time in the morning, left at
a set time in the afternoon or evening.
However, with the advent of the computer age, this has gradually changed. As constant connectivity
has become ubiquitous, the line between work and not-work has been slowly worn down. Most
modern corporations expect the employees to go the extra mile, for instance coming in on weekends,
evenings and even to pull all-nighters in order to make deadlines. When you add in events such as
Christmas parties, team-building events, conferences, travel schedules, and various other things,
many employees may spend 50 – 70 hours a week in the office in some capacity, plus work from
home, spend time together outside of normal work hours and normal work environments, therefore its
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unsurprising that the personal and business bleed together over time.
It’s also no great surprise that 38% of workers who were surveyed admitted to dating someone they
worked with at some point of their career. 28% dated someone further up in the company hierarchy,
and a whopping 18% admitted to dating their boss [1]. Women were more likely to date their boss
with 35% of women who had dated someone at work (compared to 23% of men), dating up in the
hierarchy.

The Monolithic Dominance Hierarchy
When I first heard the term “dominance hierarchy” the visual in my head was a pyramid, a huge stone
monolith on which men sat on every level, numbers dwindling as one approached the top. It’s
actually a very simplistic way of viewing a dominance hierarchy, because in reality it’s far from a
simple monolith, it’s composed of many dominance hierarchies that interact to varying degrees with
each other. The high school quarterback and head cheerleader are often depicted as the respective
king and queen of the high school dominance hierarchy within a single school, however as one views
a region, there is likely to be a hierarchy among high school quarterbacks within a region, then on a
state level, and on a national level. This is true for any hierarchy, among wealthy people, there are the
richest in a city, the richest in the state, the richest in the country and the richest in the world.
Within one sphere of activity, there is a dominance hierarchy, that can be broken down into “subhierarchies”, which themselves can be broken into more sub-hierarchies. All of these are part of the
“grand dominance hierarchy” that encompasses all domains of human activity. In some cases such
hierarchies are domain-specific, meaning that your position in the hierarchy doesn’t greatly affect
your position in the general hierarchy. In other cases their are non-domain specific, meaning that your
high status in one hierarchy affects your status in other hierarchies as well. For instance, famous
actors and musicians gain high status in the general hierarchy from their status within their own
domain, as do people who wield power in the political or financial sphere.
In a corporate hierarchy, the CEO is on top, has a lot of status and wields a lot of power in a
company. Underneath him or her, comes the executives, that also hold high positions within the
corporate hierarchy, then middle managers, then the rest of the workforce. This is a classic structure
within almost all human domains of activity, be it the military, government, or old Feudal kingdoms.
There is also a sexual market hierarchy, I would be inclined to make the argument that this is not so
much a building block of the general hierarchy, but rather a separate, but an overlapping and
intersecting hierarchy. The reason for this is that there is not a 1 to 1 correlation between status in the
general hierarchy or domain specific hierarchies and sexual market status. The reason should become
clear in the next section.

Conditional Dominance
Rollo wrote a comment on Aziz Ansari [2] that I thought serves very well as an example of what
happens when attempting to utilize domain-specific hierarchical position in a generalized domain
First and foremost is the fact that Ansari is a consumate Beta. Looking at the guy he
resembles any number of Indian computer programmers frustrated by a want for the secret
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formula to make a gorgeous American blonde with big tits fall in love with him. [2]
This touches on a concept that was covered on The Rational Male [3] back in 2012, that of the
contextual Alpha. When Aziz had a room full of people hanging on his every word during his act,
when he walks up the red carpet with paparazzi shooting his picture, or when he’s being interviewed
on late night TV, he has all the trappings of the Alpha male. However, when those are removed, it is
revealed that the emperor has no clothes. This is also the case for many of the other stories that have
been the focus of various media outlets in the past months, men who are alpha within their specific
domain, however when removed from it they are beta or worse.
Old adages such as “Nice guys finish last” and “Women want bad boys” serve to illustrate the very
point that sexual market value and social market value are two different things. A man can be the
CEO of a multi-billion dollar corporation, sit on the boards of charities, be recognized as a pillar of
the community and a leader of men, but still be a beta male as far as sexual market value is
concerned. On the other hand, a man can be a drug dealer, who has done 2 stints in lockup, still lives
with his mother, has no property to speak of, be wanted for domestic violence, and have women
lining up to become the mother of his 11th child with 11 different women.
Men who are high status within their domain specific hierarchies, or even across multiple hierarchies,
have the trappings of alpha within context, but once removed from context the only thing that
remains is the man behind the curtain. The women perceive them as Alpha within their domain, but
this vision is rapidly shattered by interacting with them outside of their domain.
If one were to theorize how this would sort itself out in nature without the many dominance
hierarchies that litter our modern social climate. One would have to conclude that the many trappings
that we may view as alpha today versus what would have been viewed as alpha in the past, there is
one very important distinction, the source of alpha. This is related to formal and informal power, in
that some people have a low level of influence despite a high level of formal power, other people
have a high level of influence despite having little formal power. In the same way, a man who gains
his “alpha” status purely from external sources, such as a uniform, has gained “formal alpha” status,
but once the uniform is removed, as is the alpha status. A man who gains his alpha status from
internal sources, meaning his own mental and physical state, could be stripped of all external
trappings of alpha and retain his status.
In short, what other’s have bestowed upon you they can also take away, but that which you have
claimed for yourself by your own power can never be taken away.

Summary and Conclusions
There is an old movie called “The Tao of Steve” that has some very clever insight into the male
mind. The protagonist of the movie (Steve) has figured out how to get laid regularly and often with
many different women. Steve is a highly intelligent man, well versed in philosophy, literature and the
arts, but since he figured out how to get laid outside of “the system”, he sees no reason to finish his
degree, get a job, have decent clothes and lives out of his van. While men are motivated by other
things than sex, there is little sense in denying that sex is a major reason for men doing a lot of the
things we do.
The problems arise when there are mixed messages of what women actually want and what society
needs to function. This is the foundation of the blue pill illusion, where men are presented a road-map
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to finding their soulmate, that strangely enough follows the exact pro-social path that also greatly
benefits society. Society needs a lot of not overly extroverted men, who are highly conscientious,
agreeable and smart enough to do their job, but not so smart that they realize they are a cog in the
machine. The dominance hierarchy as outlined by the old books is a classic example, be dutiful,
virtuous, god-fearing, loyal and self-sacrificing.
However, studies that I used for an earlier essay, points to that men who are extroverted, narcissistic
and disagreeable have much higher mating success. Thus, there is a disconnect in the model. If
attraction followed the model outlined by the blue pill dominance hierarchy on a 1 to 1 basis,
meaning that as you climb the pro-social dominance hierarchy, your mating success increased, then
increasing those variables that are conducive to rising in the pro-social hierarchy should correlate
with mating success. The opposite is the case.
There is a reason why Ted Bundy, Richard Ramirez and Charles Manson got hundreds of love letters
and marriage proposals while in prison, but Bobby Beta who has a stable job, earns $80.000 a year,
and has 2 advanced degrees can’t get a date. Which is what I’ll cover next week.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://brandongaille.com/19-unbelievable-workplace-romance-statistics/
[2] https://therationalmale.com/2018/01/23/thoughts-on-aziz-ansari/
[3] https://therationalmale.com/2012/03/05/the-contextual-alpha/
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Of Lobsters and Serial Murder
February 8, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In last week’s essay, I began
an analysis of dominance hierarchies, that I will continue in this essay. I recommend reading last
week’s first.
Humans have many explanatory frameworks, we use physics to explain the natural world, at the most
base level these are explanations of what caused an observation to happen. A research framework
comes in one out of two broad categories. It can try to explain the “What” of something, or the
“Why” of something. In the case of the red pill, the old seduction community was very much focused
on what, “What makes that guy more successful with women”, “What do women want” and “What
do women actually behave like”.
In the red pill, most of the “research” as of late has been focused on the “why”, “Why do women pick
the mates they do”, “Why do women prefer these characteristics in mates”, “Why do women require
higher investment from these men before they’ll have sex, but less investment from this other group
of men.”
As the observations were made, theories invented, and experiments conducted, many men came to
the conclusion that the old framework (the blue pill) was flawed as an explanatory framework for
intersexual dynamics. If one were to look at the blue pill illusion as an explanatory framework that
seeks to explain intersexual dynamics and the human mating dance, there are simply too many
observations that it does not explain.
Why do women divorce men who are loyal, conscientious, predictable, loving, high earners and
intelligent?
Why are women “not happy” when they find themselves married to the type of man the
traditional view would define as a catch?
Why do women prefer bad boys?
Why did this guy have to take her on four dates and didn’t even get laid, when she hooked up
with that guy after knowing him for 5 minutes?
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This means that there are observations for which the explanatory framework has no real explanation.

The End Justifies The Criteria
If asked, what is the point behind intersexual dynamics, or to put in a less academic term the human
mating rituals? I’m sure that many would answer “To find a mate that one can have children with”, if
the only acceptable configuration that one can think of for such a relationship is a long-term pairbonded and state sanctioned union, then it follows that the criteria of for a “good mate” would follow
this end goal. If one were to spend the rest of one’s natural life with someone and raise children as
part of a team, one would want that person to be loyal, devoted, self-sacrificing, conscientious,
loving, and stable, among a myriad of traits.
In fact, the traits that make a good long-term partner are most likely many of the traits that make a
person a good employee or citizen as well. I mean, you want someone who is honest, follows the law,
do their best to improve their little piece of the world and is loyal, in short, someone who has “grown
the hell up” and “sorted themselves out”.
The characteristics that Dr. Peterson often mentions in his work, on how men need to “grow up”,
“stand up straight”, and become pro-social, virtuous men so that they may climb the dominance
hierarchy and thus become the type of men women choose as their husbands and to father their
children. Is the same explanatory framework I was presented with throughout most of my childhood.
Boy meets girl, boy is nice to girl, girl and boy live happily ever after. One can break this down into
signal interest through asking her out, demonstrate provider capabilities, pro-social characteristics,
and virtue, then be rewarded by the female’s appreciation.
This model goes a long way towards explaining dating and relationships within the traditional model
of long-term monogamous relationships. However, there is much data that it does not explain. For
instance, one could argue that men may be putting all their pro-social characteristics that have been
central in the old dating model into their OKcupid and Match.com data, and thus the selection criteria
on these platforms reflect the old model of women looking for pro-social boyfriends and husbands.
However, it does not explain Tinder, which reduces the selection criteria purely to appearance, and
has a Gini coefficient rating worse than 95% of countries. [1]
Thus, just like “discrimination” is perhaps one variable in soup of variables when it comes to
explaining the earnings gap, the characteristics identified by traditional models, only explain part of
the equation, not the whole.
It explains why women seek out husbands that are more put together than them, who earn more than
them, who are smarter than them and stronger than them. It does not explain why they in Rollo’s
favorite example bang some guy 5 minutes after meeting him in the foam party in Cancun on spring
break, while making another man wait 5 dates for sex.
This is the problem with the model, it presupposes that the only valid configuration for a sexual
relationship is within a long-term relationship. Thus it can only be used as a model if the goal is to
follow the blue pill illusion.
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The Anti-Social Model
Recently I tweeted out that the most successful man in terms of gene pool impact was Genghis Khan,
a man who by most codes of morality would be anything but a symbol of virtue and moral good. In
Peterson terms, he would be an agent of chaos more than a disciple of order. This was both an
interesting fact I found, but also a tongue-in-cheek joke aimed at those who insist on including
various moral dimensions a central variables when dealing with reproductive fitness.
I can see the motivation in doing so, because if one were to view humanity as a whole, along a series
of dimensions, such as sustainability, technological development, peace, health and many others, it is
an inevitable conclusion that it requires men who are inherently pro-social in their behavior. A
society filled with anti-social men is likely to devolve into chaos in short order, because they are
acting out of self-interest and self-gratification, without considering the consequences to anyone
except themselves.
One can see why a society with many men like Genghis would often fail to reach or even aspire
to the levels of civilization and cooperation required to maximize such variables. Naturally the means
by which conflict is negotiated matters, in a society where words are used to engage in- and resolve
conflict, the consequences are not as severe as one in which actual violence is accepted, or in fact
encouraged.
One of the bigger surprises for my relatively young self at the time, still believing that women wanted
a nice, polite, generous, selfless, dutiful and thoughtful man, was that men such as Richard Ramirez
(The Night Stalker), Charles Manson and Ted Bundy received hundreds of love letters from women
of all ages and variations. These 3 men all got married while either on trial or after being convicted of
over 50 murders between them. (14 Ramirez, 30+ for Bundy, 7 for Manson).
These men were hardly the type of men that any man should aspire to, but their appeal to large
numbers of women dwarfs what most men experience in their life. If the criteria for intersexual
success was being pro-social and serial killers get hundreds if not thousands of women writing them
love letters, then your average worker ant, 5 ft 10, 25 – 30% body fat, making $50k – $60k a year, at
a normal white or blue collar job, dressed in cargo shorts and a sportsball jersey should have to beat
women off with a stick. This is clearly not the case.
What dawned on me was that understanding Dr. Peterson’s perspective on intersexual dynamics and
thus the traditional perspective, is quite easy. Based on a discussion between Dr. Peterson and Sam
Harris on truth, Dr. Peterson verbalized his definition of “Truth” as nestled within an evolutionary
moral imperative, whereby anything that leads to the destruction of the human species, could not be
true by his definition. This obviously departs quite radically from the normal definition of truth but
gives a very good insight into the blue pill framework, morality comes first and everything is
subservient to ethics.
If one nestles intersexual dynamics within a moral framework, where the ultimate goal is the survival
of the human species and the means by which one does so is to maintain order. Then “Alpha fucks”
can obviously not be true, because “Alpha fucks” is chaos, “Beta Bucks” is order. If women select
men from a pro-social dominance hierarchy, meaning those men who are high IQ, high in
conscientiousness, agreeableness and virtuous, then this creates order.
However, if women select their mates based on an anti-social dominance hierarchy, meaning those
men who are low in agreeableness, low in conscientiousness, low in neuroticism, high in extroversion
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and not necessarily high in IQ, then it that creates chaos. Assume for a minute that what made a
Bundy, Manson or Ramirez were 100% heritable traits, as I mentioned in biology this means that
within a few generations every man will have those traits.
How long does the human species survive? Well, it may survive for a long time, but how long does
civilization last? It falls into the type of Mad Max inspired wasteland dominated by violent warlords
within a generation or two.

Summary and Conclusions
The most memorable quote I ever heard in the soon to be 15 or so years where I’ve read manosphere
literature was the introduction to an early David DeAngelo seminar, “Attraction isn’t a choice”, this
was later complimented by Roissy and Rollo almost a decade later, with the puzzle piece of
“negotiated attraction.
To draw on my understanding of Freud, “Alpha Fucks” is ID driven, “Beta Bucks” is super-ego
driven. Put in different terms, with “Alpha fucks” the sex is an end in itself, with beta bucks, sex is a
means to an end. A woman fucks Alpha because she wants to fuck Alpha, she fucks Beta because she
wants something from Beta.
However, as Freud very accurately pointed out living in larger social groups, having civilizations and
a modern economy dependent on specialization and trade, requires that the super-ego and ego are in
control of the ID. Women are just as, if not more prone to fall in line with what they are told from the
greater group, so women know that the group wants them to desire and reproduce with the man who
is conscientious, agreeable loyal, humble, maybe a bit anxious, has sorted himself out and is a
virtuous pillar of the community.
This benefits society on many levels, it maintains order, the economy, peace and prosperity.
However, what would happen in nature if a man who is conscientious, agreeable, anxious, not
extremely extroverted, runs into a man who is carefree, confident bordering on narcissistic,
disagreeable and extroverted? The former man loses, because his value to a woman comes from the
context of the society in which they live. The latter man wins because his value to a woman is part of
who he is, it has not been bestowed upon him by the world, but taken from the world by strength of
will.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1]
https://medium.com/@worstonlinedater/tinder-experiments-ii-guys-unless-you-are-really-hot-you-are
-probably-better-off-not-wasting-your-2ddf370a6e9a
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Of Islands and Archipelagos
February 15, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

On a recent podcast I did with
Rollo Tomassi and Rian Stone, hosted by Anthony Johnson from the 21 Convention, I found myself
annoyed at having my perspective called out as being one of nihilism. As I reflected on why this was,
I found myself returning to the definition of nihilism, which is the philosophical position that life
lacks inherent meaning. Calling someone a nihilist seems to be the insult du jour as of late, I won’t
pretend to understand why, but it’s on the surface a very effective rhetorical gambit while engaged in
a debate concerning ethics or morality. After all, what someone considers meaningful is often tied to
higher aspirations and lofty ideals such as morality, creating a better world or the likes.
However, in general it seems to rear its ugly head when one’s analysis of a prescribed course of
action is a negative one. For instance, if one calls an approach mired in idealism as being idealistic
given the present climate, one is likely to be called a nihilist due to one’s perceived denigration of
aspirational ideas, when in reality if one aspires to something unrealistic, it is a dream not a plan of
action.
As people have argued, there are many things that give people meaning in their life, there are men
who find meaning through working 80 – 100 hours a week, day in and day out in a specialized area
attempting to climb the dominance hierarchy. There are men who reject this pursuit in favor of more
time with family, their interests or many other things.

Meaning – A Thought Experiment
Imagine for a moment that we had distilled meaning for men into 5 distinct variables. Physical health,
a solid sex-life, an artistic pursuit, financial health and community, wherein some combination of
these would result in a synergy, that we can call meaning. Within this paradigm, a man would need to
take care of his physical health. After all, we experience reality part through our bodies and part
through our minds, thus our experiences are inherently coloured by the state of our physical form.
A man without some form of creative expression is rare, and there is a certain satisfaction that one
gains from creating something more out of very little. Whether this is returning old cars to their
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former glory, using paint and brushes to create art, or many other options. I cannot remember where I
first heard it, but the quote “money doesn’t buy happiness, but it does mean that there are fewer
things to worry about” is very true. Without resources, one cannot take care of ones health, pursue
artistic expression, or do much else. Belonging to a tribe is usually quite a central piece of someone’s
identity, and it is by those we impact we are remembered. Thus the man would need to belong to a
community in some capacity. He would also need to take care of his sex life as very few men are
happy with a non existent romantic life.
The trouble one would immediately have to confront in this world though, is that even if I gave you
every single variable you would need to work on in order to live a meaningful life, you still have the
entirety of your job ahead of you. You see, not every man would be content with each variable in the
same configuration, some men would prefer a larger focus on their community, some a lesser focus.
Some men derive immense meaning from winning in the game of wealth accumulation, and continue
to collect money until their dying day, despite having had “fuck you” money since their early 30s.
Some men are perfectly content and find their meaning from the high school sweetheart they married
at 18, just after graduation. Other men, find that they desire more variety and volume in their love
lives.
Therefore, even if I could tell you exactly what areas of life to work on in order for you to build
meaning in your life, you would have to find the specific configuration of activities that work for you
on an individual level. This blog is in some ways dedicated to the picture in aggregate, average
OKcupid scores, the big picture strategies of the sexual market place, the macro economics of sex
and so on, however this is a case where the aggregate matters very little.
I can tell you what gives my life meaning, but it could be meaningless to you, thus one could argue
that based on my subjective view, you are a nihilist. Likewise, you could tell me what gives your life
meaning, however if those things are meaningless to me, then I would be a nihilist when pertaining to
your definition of meaning.

Curriculum and Self-study
A while ago I wrote an essay entitled “Beyond Red and Blue Pills” the title of this essay was inspired
by “Beyond Good and Evil” by Friedrich Nietzsche, some read this essay as contributing to the at the
time on-going debate between the perspectives “We Must Save Western Civilization by Manning
Up” and “Enjoy the Decline”. However, more than anything it was a criticism of how easily many of
us fall victims to the easy way out by accepting a comforting narrative of the check list we must
follow to make our lives matter, rather than the difficult route of careful introspection. This was what
I attempted to communicate in my conclusion for that essay:
The trouble is that self-actualization is a subjective concept, what gives meaning to the life
of one man can be meaningless for another man. In fact, if a man takes the path of another,
he may find himself rapidly descending the hierarchy down the bottom. For instance, a man
who follows the prescription to vet a wife, get married and have children at age 25 that
some offer, only to find that this does not offer his life meaning, in fact he finds the entire
thing to be the antithesis of meaning for him, and then gets divorced, finds himself having
made a major life choice that has consequences for the rest of his life based on the
perspective of another man, never having asked himself “Is this truly what I desire?”
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Both perspectives offer a check-list of sorts for men. If you follow the “We must save western
civilization by manning up” checklist it includes using red pill knowledge as a means to an end,
which is to realize a lifestyle that conforms to more traditional values, such as family, responsibility,
being a pillar of the community, and so on. In short, it is a community oriented lifestyle. If you elect
the “enjoy the decline” check-list it tends to include using red pill knowledge to engage in a great
deal of self-indulgence in various capacities. In short, it’s an individualistic lifestyle.
My attraction to red pill theory is the very fact that for the most part, it attempts to explain “what is”
without making many concrete prescriptions about what you should do about about it. This is also
why there are so many different approaches within the same sphere of knowledge, because each man
adapts the same fundamental principles to suit his own personality, world-view, morality, and goals.
In a sense, the movement up the red pill dominance hierarchy of sorts, is the same journey we take as
we progress through the educational system. From kindergarten to high school, we are largely
indoctrinated with a curriculum that others have devised, based on their world view and analysis of
the information. As we enter university we are permitted to take a bit more control over the material,
until one reaches a doctoral level where one transitions from being a consumer of information to a
producer of information.
This mirrors the classical journey of the AFC (average frustrated chump) to Pick-up artist. At first he
utilizes techniques, lines and approaches that others have created, then as he gains experience he
starts to innovate on the material others have created, then finally when he reaches mastery, he
creates material for himself. A common criticism of certain schools of Pick-up is that they create
“social robots”, in practice this manifests as men who have learned a script, but do not understand
why it works, how it works, or how to adapt it to their circumstances.

Summary and Conclusions
I’ve tried many ways to find meaning in my life, some of my mentors gain a great deal of meaning
from their careers, so for a while I put everything into my career in order to attempt to find the same
type of satisfaction on that path that they did. While it did greatly improve my career, my financial
standing and my position on the pro-social dominance hierarchy, I also spent 70 – 90 hours a week at
work and my life still lacked a sense of meaning. Perhaps the reason why I take such affront to being
accused of nihilism, is that as defined nihilism is the rejection of meaning in everything, while my
own research on the subject has convinced me that there is meaning in everything.
I found myself thinking about the story of the fall of man, in short God creates heaven and earth, he
creates Adam as the first man, and seeing that Adam is missing a mate, he creates Eve, the first
female. As the story goes, Adam and Eve were free to enjoy each other and the fruits of the garden,
with the exception of the fruit of the tree of knowledge. Eating the fruit of this tree was prohibited.
Eve is convinced by the snake to eat the fruit and she persuades Adam to share it with her. Upon
eating the fruit, they realize that they are naked, and quickly cover themselves up.
There are more interpretations of this story than possibly any other story in history, and I concede
that in the days of the MMPI, Neuroscience, and MRIs, the knowledge of Freud in psychology is
perhaps somewhat outdated. However, from my perspective, Adam and Eve begin the story as pure
ID, they eat, they sleep, and they fornicate, all base instincts of any animal. The voice of God,
represents the super-ego, our inner “rule-giver”. Upon eating the fruit from the tree of knowledge,
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Adam and Eve gains the ego, also known as the self. Thus, they are able to see the borders between
themselves and others. In effect, they are able to see themselves as simultaneously part of the world
and separate from the world.
This has been the underlying theme of my past two essays “Office Supplies and Dominance
Hierarchies” and “Of Lobsters and Serial Murder“. The individual as an individual and as part of a
group. This is always going to be a negotiation, because nobody can fully embrace who they are as an
individual within the group, because in order for a group to function compromises between individual
drives, desires and outcomes will always have a degree of mutual exclusivity. Yet no group can
completely suppress the individuals of which it is composed because this would require a hive mind
similar to ants or The Borg. In essence a society without ego. The role of the super-ego is to give us
those rules that permit us to co-exist with other humans in a group. The role of the ID is to keep us
aware of our own needs as individuals, and the role of the ego is to negotiate a compromise between
these two positions.
So, what I reject is not meaning, but the idea that anyone else can tell you what is meaningful to you.
There are many patterns, for instance many men find meaning in their job, but many do not. Many
men find meaning in their families, but many don’t. Thus, in the same way that a medical doctor
would perhaps suggest diet and exercise prior to a gastric bypass, I tend to suggest attempting to find
meaning in those things that can be more easily undone prior to seeking meaning in those things that
you cannot get out of without damaging your ability to try other things afterwards.
The Red Pill metaphor comes from the Matrix, in the movie the choice given to Neo by Morpheus is:
This is your last chance. After this, there is no turning back. You take the blue pill—the
story ends, you wake up in your bed and believe whatever you want to believe. You take
the red pill—you stay in Wonderland, and I show you how deep the rabbit hole goes.
Remember: all I’m offering is the truth. Nothing more.
Thus, the choice is between seeing reality, as opposed to the myriad of illusions, delusions and
rationalizations that we create for ourselves, and that others create for us, knowingly or unknowingly
in order to further various ends. In the podcast I referenced the fact that the blue pill to me represents
all those variables that turn men into beasts of burden on behalf of their social group. While some
men derive great meaning from such sacrifice, from my perspective in order to respect an individuals
right to self-determination, it must be a result of an informed knowledgeable choice, not a result of
programming from childhood.
Sacrificing yourself because that is something you elect to do, fully aware of the consequences and
fully aware of your options, can often be noble. Sacrificing yourself because that is what you have
been trained and indoctrinated to do since childhood is just finishing the script that someone else
wrote for you to act out.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
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As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: Untangling Variables
March 2, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

One of the more challenging tasks when
doing research is the removal of superfluous variables. In the simplest terms you want to study one
independent variable, meaning a variable that you or nature manipulates, and measure the change in
the independent variable to the change in the dependent variable. For instance, if you want to
understand the relationship between protein intake (independent variable) and lean muscle gain
(dependent variable), you want to manipulate protein intake and measure the change in muscle gain.
However, reality is rarely this simple,there are other variables besides protein intake that affects lean
muscle gain, such as resistance training, overall calorie intake and calorie expenditure, hormone
levels, and various others. Which is why most modern analyses use multiple variables. For instance,
if you wanted to determine what effect protein intake had on muscle gain, you would need to
determine what effects other variables had on muscle gain, so that you could isolate out how much of
lets say a 3 lb muscle gain in 6 months was due to protein, and how much could be attributed to other
variables.
These are based on a mixture of our experiences and what we have been trained to do, and in some
cases they make perfect sense, in other cases not so much. In some cases a person has intuitively
correctly identified relationships between independent and dependent variables, and thus has an
innate grasp of influence and outcome. In other cases a person has made a connection that makes no
sense, this is quite interesting when observed in people suffering from delusions, in that their logic
can often be sound, but is based on a flawed cause and effect relationship.
This is a major challenge for trained and experienced researchers, and it’s even more of a challenge
for people who are not familiar with logic and epistemology, because our minds are constructed to
make cause and effect determinations on the fly all day, every day. Athletes have a reputation for
making sometimes hilarious cause and effect errors that lead to things like a team not washing their
jock-straps for the entire season on a winning streak, various pre-game rituals and so on.
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Male Variables
As men we are raised to adhere to such codes as being a man of your word, being loyal, be willing to
sacrifice your own interest for the interest of the group, be courteous, helpful and hard working.
These are things that benefit our social group greatly, in fact these are many of the variables that the
military attempts to instill in new recruits during basic training, and which contribute to a man being
judged as a good man by his peers.
Very few men are going to want a man who is known for lying, being disloyal, impossible to depend
on, is a social loafer and brings no value, to be part of the male tribe. If one imagines an earlier time
in our history, one can imagine such men in-fact being the reason for the fall of the tribe. The man
who falls asleep while on guard, is too weak to hold his shield or who sells out his peers to improve
his own position is a liability for a group of men who have to work together in order to survive.
A man who embodies the right variables is going to be an asset to his group and will be valued
among his peers. You need to go no further than gym class to see this manifest, the two team captains
innately know that in order to win they have to avoid ending up with biggest liabilities on their team.
This is not a view on a person’s innate worth as a human, or innate worth in general, but just on the
specific worth for the specific task.
In short, honor, dependability and loyalty are all variables that men expect other men to embody, and
which in turn affect your value in a male peer group. However, the variables that we as men
appreciate and value in our peer group, are not necessarily variables that add value in intersexual
dynamics.

Intersexual Variables
In the essays we write on intersexual dynamics a major focus has been on identifying the independent
variables that influence the dependent variable of attraction. As men the starting point will be a
mixture of those variables we seek out in a mate, and those variables we have been told to cultivate in
order to make ourselves more attractive. This is in a sense natural, as our main source of knowledge
about other people will come from ourselves. Thus, all of us make the assumption to differing
degrees that other people will think in a similar manner to our own. Thus, we begin by projecting the
variables we would like in a mate, and assume those are shared across the human spectrum. As we
are socialized we are told that other variables also matter. Most men are raised to be “nice” to girls,
which generally translates into being complimentary, generous and agreeable.
The major observation of the sphere on this is that the variables that we have been told influence
attraction do not influence attraction in the expected way. It’s natural at this point to point out that we
have two distinct outcomes in any argument of this nature, negotiated attraction and genuine
attraction. The former is the type of attraction that is dependent on the variables that are inherently
social in nature. What I mean by this is that the variables themselves gain value when two or more
humans are together in a group, but have little value on their own. For instance, loyalty and honor are
not value-creating variables if a man is living alone on an island. The latter is a form of attraction that
is primarily driven by variables that are innate to the man himself, and that represents survival value
both within the group and outside of the group.
To make an analogy, negotiated attraction is the practical, sensible, reasonable minivan that gets great
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gas mileage, has low repair costs, and is adequate for covering your transportation needs. Genuine
attraction is the 1963 Cherry Red Corvette, with 650 horsepower, that does 0 – 60 in 4 seconds, that
costs an arm and a leg to repair and burns through 7 gallons of gas just getting to the end of the
driveway.
Thus, when attempting to identify which variables influence attraction, one must first establish
whether one is looking for genuine or negotiated attraction.

Variables and Context
One of the reasons why “social construct theory” has gained so much traction in recent years, is
because humans tend to think that if something is a social construct it can be changed by human
action, while if something is biological it cannot be changed and have to be accepted as it is. There is
a degree of truth in this, morality for instance is largely a social construct, even though some of the
basis for things like empathy and altruism are likely to be parts of our biological firmware. The
impulse to trade likewise is most likely part of our biological firmware, but currency, banking and
debt are social constructs.
Thus, when we evaluate intersexual dynamics and attraction, it’s very interesting to split these into
the Freudian constructs of Id, Super-ego and Ego. The ID is defined by Freud as the part of the
structure that contains the basic instinctual drives of the human, of which mating is one and is thus
most likely not very much influenced by social factors. The super-ego is defined as the internalization
of cultural rules that we mainly learn from our parents, and is thus heavily influenced by social
factors. Finally, the ego is defined as a mechanism that attempts to please the drives of the ID in
realistic ways that are dependent on the pleasure principle, which means that it’s part social and part
biology. To quote Freud:
“…in its [the Ego’s] relation to the Id it is like a man on horseback, who has to hold in
check the superior strength of the horse; with this difference, that the rider tries to do so
with his own strength, while the Ego uses borrowed forces… Its task is to find a balance
between primitive drives and reality while satisfying the Id and Super-Ego [see below]. Its
main concern is with the individual’s safety and allows some of the Id’s desires to be
expressed, but only when consequences of these actions are marginal. Thus the Ego, driven
by the Id, confined by the Super-Ego, repulsed by reality, struggles…[in] bringing about
harmony among the forces and influences working in and upon it, [and] breaks out in
anxiety – realistic anxiety regarding the external world, moral anxiety regarding the SuperEgo, and neurotic anxiety regarding the strength of the passions in the Id.”
One could argue that the classical Beta Male attempts to make himself into the man that would please
the woman’s super-ego and ego, in practice attempting to access her libido in ways that are
acceptable to greater society. We can often see this quite clearly in the classic beta male strategy of
“I’m not like the other men, I care about you as a person, your hopes, dreams and mind, they only
care about your body“, which is more or less a synonym for “The other men are just out use you as a
means to satisfy their ID, I want to satisfy your ego, and super-ego“. This is perhaps also why such
men appear to display a high degree of righteous indignation when the target of their affections
indulges her ID. In fact, one would be inclined to argue that a man places a woman on a pedestal
when he minimizes the effect of her ID, and maximizes the virtue of her super-ego.
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Summary and Conclusions
One of the principles I use as a foundation for analysis is the evolutionary principle, which means
breaking something down into the single variables that make sense from an evolutionary pragmatic
perspective and removing something from a social context. The reasoning behind this is simply that
those things that are social and psychological are more malleable than those that are part of the native
firmware. If we conduct a thought experience where we break down a human being in the manner
that we would a computer, there is obviously the hardware, our physical bodies. Then there is some
firmware, meaning permanent software programmed into a read-only memory, which comes with the
hardware and cannot be changed. Finally there are many pieces of software, ranging from whole
operating systems down to solitaire programs that can be changed, installed or uninstalled.
You are born with your hardware and firmware, these two have a very limited capacity to change.
You can improve or damage your hardware (body) based on your choices. If you eat healthy, get
enough sleep, lift weights, and drink enough water you maintain and improve your hardware. If you
eat crap, barely get sleep, sit on your ass all day and drink nothing but soft drinks and alcohol, you
damage your hardware. Your firmware can be upgraded as well, but the basic functions it performs
can only be changed to a minimal degree. IQ for instance is largely genetic, as are many facets of
behavior such as “The Warrior Genes”.
For clarity I’m going to divide the mental software into two components, operating system and
applications. A person’s operating system is dependent on their firmware, and largely comes from
their experiences growing up. Whenever you learn a new thing, it can either be an upgrade to your
operating system. For instance, a person who internalizes a new religion or belief-system, will over
time make it an automatic part of their OS. A new application on the other hand are those things you
learn but which are not integrated into your OS. The Mystery Method for instance, is an application
that men can run on their operating system to accomplish a limited number of tasks, but which
doesn’t change their operating system.
This is where the problem arises, game as a software program has to be constantly increasing and
changing to accomplish increasingly complex and novel tasks. Picking up a woman for a one night
stand is different from a long term or medium term relationship. Day game, night game, club game,
and so on are all iterations on the same software program. This means that a man finds himself
constantly having to download or code new service packs for his game software. This is where pure
game differs from the red pill. Where game is about downloading an application, then adding more
and more code to it until it becomes unmanageable. The Red pill is about upgrading your hardware,
firmware and operating system until your default mode includes a fully upgraded and installed game
suite that runs automatically.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: A Diagnosis of Oneitis
March 15, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

This essay was left in the draft
folder for a while, but a question relating to it came up in the last 21 convention podcast, so I decided
to finish it up.
In medicine, a syndrome is a set of signs and symptoms that are correlated with each other, and the
word itself stems from the Greek word meaning “concurrence”. For instance, “metabolic syndrome”,
which is rapidly gaining in market share around the world, consists of increased blood pressure, high
blood sugar, excess body fat around the waist, abnormal cholesterol levels and triglyceride levels [1].
Normally, I’m skeptical of the pathologizing that takes place in much of public discourse, as it
appears to have become quite common to utilize it as a rhetorical gambit in order to paint
perspectives different from one’s own as stemming not from reason but from underlying
psychological or physiological conditions. However, in this case, I found it to be quite an apt
description of the phenomena that this post aims to describe, namely a combination of signs and
symptoms that are correlated with blue pill thinking, and especially with oneitis.
Perhaps the most interesting factor in the the oneitis disorder is that actually being in a relationship
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with the woman is not a pre-requsite to trigger the disorder. In fact, many of the cases that I’ve
observed are by men who exist outside the woman’s sphere of awareness, the “secret admirer” type,
who builds an elaborate fantasy about a woman who has no idea that he exists.

Stage 1 Oneitis
The first stage of oneitis often takes the familiar form of “falling in love”, the man becomes fixated
on his designated target, and his life begins to revolve around the situations where he is able to
interact with her. During this phase, the man’s ability to make critical evaluations of the situation are
decreased and he starts constructing an elaborate fantasy about the woman. He will always interpret
her actions as more meaningful than they are, for instance if the target of his desire is a barista at a
coffee shop, he will interpret her smiling and being pleasant as a sign that she is in love with him as
well, rather than it being part of her job.

Euphoria and Unpredictable Moods
One of the main symptoms that one can see in a man who is suffering from oneitis is that he is
vacillating between euphoria and depression depending on the state of his relationship. If he
perceives that his relationship or potential relationship with his dream girl is going well, he will be
walking on sunshine and enjoying a massive mental high. Conversely, if his perceptions indicate that
the relationship is not going as he had hoped, he is prone to depressive bouts. It is not uncommon to
see men who are normally quite emotionally stable and predictable become whirlwinds of varied
moods and behaviors on a daily, or perhaps even hourly basis.

Inability to Make Critical Evaluations
A major factor in men suffering from oneitis is that they are incapable of making critical evaluations
of their dream girl. In essence, they will interpret all her behavior in a very positive light, minimizing
any negative traits and maximizing all positive traits in an effort to cement their delusion. At this
point, the disorder has progressed to be a point whereby acknowledging the woman’s flaws or less
desirable behaviors would inhibit him from placing her on a pedestal. The woman being placed on a
pedestal is a per-requisite for the disorder

Nirvana Thinking
The Nirvana fallacy is related to the perfect solution fallacy, and is a situation where someone views
something as having a perfect solution. The man suffering from oneitis will view his dream girl as the
solution to all of the problems he has been facing in his life. If he feels the relationship (or
anticipation of a relationship) slipping, and his grandiose future slipping out of reach, he will take
immediate and rapid action to restore balance.
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Covert Contracts
The use of convert contracts by the man is a cardinal symptom of this disorder. A covert contract in
the most simple terms is based on “if I do X, she should/will do Y”. For instance, a man who does the
dishes expecting his girlfriend to bang him in exchange for it. The major distinction between a covert
and an overt contract is that in the latter case the terms are stated explicitly. The role of covert
contracts in oneitis is central, because if the man has to state outright that all his needs are not
anticipated and satisfied then the woman is not a perfect solution to his problems. Covert contracts
exist in many forms within the oneitis disorder, from the husband who engages in “choreplay” to the
beta male who does nice things for the target of his affections anticipating that his “niceness” will
result in her sleeping with him.

Stage 2 Oneitis
The second stage of oneitis builds on the first stage. The symptoms from stage one increase in
intensity, with more marked swings from euphoria to depression, a further decrease in the man’s
ability to make critical judgments and an extension of his Nirvana based thinking. His constructs
become more elaborate and often include much more detail. At this point of the disorder the woman
is the sun around which his life revolves. He often begins neglecting many other aspects of his life in
order to spend more time with her, or in situations where he might meet her.

Building a Grandiose Future
The man suffering from oneitis will begin the construction of a grand future for himself and his
dream girl, this dream is not anchored in reality but he will put all his effort into creating this future.
This can even take place before the man has even spoken to the girl in question, in fact it often does
among some groups of men. They build on the foundation they created during stage 1 of the disorder,
their thinking clouded by Nirvana thinking,

Black and White Thinking
When in the throws of oneitis the man is incapable of seeing his dream girl as merely being human,
he views her through a lens of perfection wherein she is all good, and everything that could be
imagined to come between them is evil. At this point the man is deeply engulfed by his delusions
and has invested significant resources in the imagined future he has for himself and the girl. In a
sense, he is not invested in the girl, he is invested in his idea of the girl and the future he has
envisioned for them.

Paranoia
The paranoia experienced by a man suffering from oneitis is focused on his relationship, and
especially the behavior of his dream girl. Taking more than 2 minutes to respond to a message, she’s
having second thoughts, she’s not bubbly and high energy, she must be banging someone else. This
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leads to an extreme level of analysis of some of her behaviors and the constant engagement in convert
contracts and moderation of his own behavior.

Disconnection from Reality
The culmination of a full blown case of oneitis is when the man becomes completely disconnected
from reality, and falls into a parallel imagined reality. At this point the man has idealized the woman
to the point of divine being and his fantasy into deterministic reality. At this point he reacts strongly
to any attempt at critical evaluations of his situation. The relationship between the actual woman, and
situation may be greatly different from what is real.

Stage 3 Oneitis
Not all sufferers of oneitis progress to stage 3, stage 3 is reserved for those who are brutally awoken
from their delusions and react in destructive ways towards themselves or others. Men who progress to
this stage have their idealizations and fantasies of perfection destroyed, often swiftly and in a brutal
manner. They react to this depending on their underlying personality and mental state at the time.
A man in stage 3 oneitis tends to react either by lashing in or lashing out, a man who lashes in will
seek to punish himself for failing to make his fantasy manifest. Whereas a man who lashes out will
seek to punish others for causing his fantasy to not manifest. Mystery in “The Game” pining over his
oneitis for instance is a classic example of someone “lashing in”, becoming depressed and even
suicidal because he failed at realizing his perfect dream world with his perfect dream girl.

Summary and Conclusions
Oneitis is a disorder that shares many traits with psychosis. For those of you who have spoken to a
person who is suffering from a delusion break from reality, you are aware of how difficult it is to
break through the delusion in order to orient the person towards reality. This is just the situation
many men find themselves in when they attempt to talk one of their friends down from the ledge,
their friend is simply to attached to their fantasy of “the one” to have any incentive to break away
from it.
Rollo shared an Upton Sinclair quote that perfectly illustrates this in the 21 Convention Podcast last
week:
“It is difficult to get a man to understand something, when his salary depends upon his not
understanding it!” Upton Sinclair
In the case of the “Good Boy” who feels like his ship has finally come in, and who now finds himself
in a relationship with the type of woman he has always desired, or the hapless AFC who is secretly
pining for the Barista, their fantasy depends on them not understanding the reality of their situation. If
the Good Boy were to allow himself to understand that the reason why the Prom Queen suddenly
decided to give him the time of day when she found herself 35 years old, with 2 kids from previous
Alpha encounters, it would ruin the fantasy of her finally coming to realize his true value all along.
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] http://www.mayoclinic.org/diseases-conditions/metabolic-syndrome/home/ovc-20197517
[2] https://therationalmale.com/2012/12/03/the-men-in-the-garage/
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Red Pill Logic: Dialing It In
March 22, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Back when I was about 7 or 8 years old, my uncle
decided that I was old enough to finally learn how to shoot a gun. So, he grabbed an old 30-06 he
had, iron sights and all and we went outside for my first training session. I was exited to learn how to
work a gun, but at the same time I was kind of annoyed that he picked the old 30-06 over one of his
more interesting guns, that had red-dot sights, scopes, were semi-auto and looked more “military”.
When I voiced my displeasure to him, he responded with “Son, you couldn’t hit the broad-side of a
barn from 3 feet, you have to master the basics first”. What followed were a lot of sessions where I
learned gun safety, we practiced trigger pulls, handling recoil, aiming, loading, unloading and a lot of
other basic skills. I did eventually get to fire the guns that I found the most exiting, but I learned the
most mastering the basics with that old rifle.
Like many men, I’m a bit of an equipment geek when it comes to my hobbies, but as I’ve gotten
older I’ve realized that the underlying principle that my uncle told me when I was a kid holds true for
most of it. Master the basics, in simple manageable steps first, then you can move on to more
advanced equipment and techniques. A simple example would be that before you can handle the
recoil of semi-automatic fire, you need to learn how to handle the recoil of single-shot fire.
I found myself thinking of this after having a conversation in a gym not far from my hotel with a
gentleman who was there for the first time. The guy had obviously done his research, because
because when we started talking training he started mentioning super-sets, drop-sets, breaking down
into body-part splits, isolation movements and the likes. The trouble was that he didn’t know the
difference between a deadlift and a dead-hang pullup. He had done all his research, read up on a ton
of different routines, and made the error of thinking that making something complex would ensure
progress.
This made me think about the 3 stages of self-improvement that I devised a while ago and that I use
as a short-hand roadmap for any change process. This is based on the fact that in the beginning just
making small, simple improvements will get you great results, but diminishing returns kick in and
over time you have to dial in your skillset more and more in order to improve further. In essence, this
is about going from the big picture all the way down to little details over time.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 898 of 1188

A Little Goes a Long Way
When you first start out any form of self-improvement in an area where you have very little
familiarity or background, or when you’re returning to it after a long period of absence, a little goes a
long way. If you’ve never fired a gun before, never fished or never lifting weights, just getting out
there and doing something related to that pursuit will garner you quite a bit of progress. This progress
is often fast as well.
For instance, if you’ve never lifted weights before, getting in the gym 2 – 3 times a week and doing
compound lifts with correct form will get you a lot of progress very quickly thanks to “Newbie
gains”. If you’re learning how to cook, learning correct use of temperature and salt will improve your
cooking skills very quickly. However, a major problem that I see with many men is the desire to skip
the newbie stage completely, and usually they do this either by jumping straight to advanced methods
and practices or buying a lot of unnecessary equipment.
This is the guy who has never fished before, who buys a full set of professional deep-sea fishing
equipment, then buys a boat to head out to do deep-sea fishing, before he considers tying a rope to a
stick, putting a hook on it and testing it out in the pond behind his house. Alternatively, it’s the guy
who is sitting at 300 lbs, who could drop a ton of weight by just tracking calories and eating 500
calories less than he burns every day, who is deeply into nutrient timing, the effect of different
macro-nutrients on hormones, and who is obsessing about the 3 grams of trace carbs in his protein
powder instead of the 700 calories in his triple-pump latte.
What these men have in common is leaving a lot of progress on the table because they are obsessing
about things that are important but not for them. It’s the guy who struggles with microwaving hotpockets obsessing about correct plating technique, as a result he never really improves his skill at the
craft. He builds a huge gap between the knowledge that he has in theory, and his ability to
demonstrate it in practice.
Perhaps the best example of mastering the basics is that a Japanese sushi chef spends the first 7 years
of his apprenticeship just making rice.

Slightly More
If you master your basics, you start to notice that your skill is improving slower and it takes a lot of
practice in order to get very little improvement. At this point, you need to tighten up your practice in
order to maintain progression. You’ve moved on to the deliberate practice stage so to speak, where
it’s no longer enough just to do the basics, because you’ve improved them to a level where just doing
them doesn’t help you. If you’ve mastered temperature and salt use in cooking, doing that over and
over again does not make you a better cook.
This is when it becomes time to change something up, it doesn’t have to be a major thing just doing
something to add a bit of extra complexity. When I learned how to shoot it involved moving from just
trying to hit the target, to trying to group my shots, shooting at different distances, and from different
vantages to become a more adaptable marksman. When dialing in your diet it may involves watching
macro-nutrients in addition to calories. When it’s related to personal finance, it may move from just
making sure you are saving a set amount every month, to researching different rates of return in
different banks on saving accounts.
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If you mastered the basics first, this should give you an added level of challenge where you have to
think about doing something again. I’ve always thought that developing a skill means training
yourself to do a lot of things automatically so that you free up mental and physical resources and thus
you are able to do more. Think back to when you learned how to drive, in the beginning you had to
think consciously about hitting turn signals, doing 3 point turns, and shifting gears, after a while you
do that automatically. If you’ve been driving for a few years, and you go from automatic to stick, or
stick to automatic it takes you a minute you adjust but it’s much faster than it was when you first
learned how to drive.

Dialing it In
Once you move beyond the intermediate stage, the level of detail increases at this point you have to
maintain the skills and abilities you developed in the preceding two stages and add degrees of
complexity to them. At this point progress often becomes unbearably slow, but you’ve also
developed a pretty high level of skill and find yourself facing increasingly harsh diminishing returns.
While a beginner at weight lifting can double or in some cases even triple or quadruple how much
weight he is able to lift in a year, many advanced lifters have to work for months to add a few lbs to a
major lift.
An alternative example is the guy who has dialed in his personal finances to the point where he’s got
tight control over his spending, he saves and invests a set amount every month, and he has built
enough personal wealth to start thinking about tax implications, creative personal accounting,
diversification and risk profiles. When you reach this stage you will be mired in many small details
and you have to constantly keep track of a lot of small variables and the big picture.
At this point you’ve automated most of the basics, to the point where even if you don’t practice for a
while you can quickly get back to a similar skill level provided your lay-off wasn’t extreme. Another
thing is that, while it’s possible to be in the intermediate stage for a lot of different things, it becomes
very difficult to reach this level in all but a few areas of life, the fixed amount of time we all have
available to us simply will not allow for it.

Summary and Conclusions
The three stages viewed as one long narrative starts off with the guy who has never fired a gun before
who couldn’t hit the broad side of a barn from three feet, to the accomplished marksman who is able
to hit a 2 inch target from a mile away. A lot of guys want to be the man who hits the target from a
mile away, but they want to get there fast with a minimal investment. Thus, in their reasoning they
figure that if the learn all the theory, and buy the right equipment this will boost them ahead of the
curve. The fact of the matter is that very few people are capable of achieving a very high level of
performance across multiple, unrelated domains. However, the illusion of that you can is what drives
many people to become average or below average at a lot of things. This is why people who are able
to do this are often viewed with a sense of awe.
There are always outliers who have an extreme level of talent in a given pursuit who are able to learn
much faster than everyone else. The guy who is able to just pick up an instrument and play it, the guy
who intuitively “gets” how math works, or the guy who walks into a gym and can deadlift 300 lbs.
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However, this is not most of us. It often becomes an on-going theme within communities of people
pursuing similar goals, that over time you get a population of newbies, intermediates and advanced
participants who all have different needs. People like to think they are more advanced than they are,
or think that they can skip basics because they have ingested the experience of others who have
already gone through them, but this results in a knowledge-practice gap.
One of the reasons why being a good teacher is very difficult is that even if you deliberately practice,
there are things you pick up that you aren’t aware you picked up or even do. You can tell someone
what you did consciously, but not various other things that you are not aware of doing. This is why if
you’re trying to learn game from a “natural” you are better off observing them than having them tell
you what they do. This is a practice-knowledge gap.
Both gaps are amazingly interesting to study, because in the case of a knowledge-practice gap, a
persons knowledge of something is much greater than their ability to put it into practice. Which is the
case with a guy who has read a muscle magazine for 10 years but haven’t lifted a weight in his life. In
the case of a practice-knowledge gap, a person’s ability to put something into practice is much greater
than their knowledge of why it works. So, on one hand you have a guy talking about the effect of
using 3 x 12 rep scheme with 88,3 second rest pauses using a 3-1-2 tempo with chains on
sacroplasmic and myofibrillar hyperthrophy in a non-optimal hormone setting on a diet consisting of
32% protein, 28% fat, and 40% carbs while supplementing with 104 micrograms of T-Rex growth
hormone, who doesn’t know the difference between a dumbell and a dumbass. On the other hand you
have a guy telling everyone “just do your squats and drink 2 gallons of whole milk every day”
regardless of he’s dealing with someone who has 80% body fat or 3% body fat.
The key is a balance between what you know, and what you can do. Mastery is knowing what to do,
when to do it, be able to do it and knowing why it works.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Yes, No, Maybe..
March 29, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

A lot of men find the manosphere in search of a magic
pill, they want a methodology or a solution for the problem of rejection. The problem of rejection can
easily be formulated as “In order for a man to become sexually successful he has to risk and face
rejection”, the fact of the matter is that very few of us relish facing rejection. It is to be gazed upon
and found unworthy. This is what a questionable element PUA used to sell in their bootcamps, “If
you pay $3000 and come to my bootcamp, you eliminate the risk of rejection forever”. Naturally this
is tempting for men who are petrified by rejection.
However, it also influenced PUA in a negative direction. A product tends to be developed towards a
certain market, and in this case it was men who were petrified of rejection, and frequently suffering
from oneitis. The most frequent question I heard asked in the young manosphere started with “There
is this girl” and ended with “How do I make her my girlfriend”. In essence, this is like saying “There
is this company, how do I make them a customer”. Well, first off you need to have a product that can
improve that company, then you have to get them to notice your product, then you have to sell them
on it.
This may not always lead to success, but hopefully it leads to someone asking the question “Why are
we working so hard to tailor our product to this single potential customer, instead of seeing if what
our product already does can appeal to a much wider market who is dying to buy it?”

Yes, No, Maybe…
I’ve had to attend a lot of corporate seminars, workshops and training sessions through the years, but
the one that had the most transferable content was a workshop I attended early in my career focused
on sales. In my first ever sales workshop, the guy conducting it outlined 3 types of potential
customers.
A) YES!
B) Maybe
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C) Tell me about it…. but no.
In the case of Customer A, you don’t have to do much of a sales job, your work consists of taking
their order and not fucking it up. These people love your product, they have heard good things about
your company, have few if any reservations that are overridden by their desire to buy your product.In
fact, if you say something negative about your product to this type of potential customer, they are
likely to take the side of your product and defend it to the death. They are invested in your product, in
their mind they have purchased it already and why do you insist on screwing that up?
In the case of customer B, these are potential customers who have a need for your product, but they
are not 100% sold on it yet, they require a bit of sales, information and being taken care of. These
types make up the majority of your potential customers if you have a decent way of filtering leads
and they require a certain degree of “dexterity” to handle. Some require a harder sell, some require
soft selling, and calculating it wrong can often crash the deal. If you hard sell someone who is really
just looking for assurances and comfort building, they are likely to backpeddle. If you offer
assurances and comfort building to a customer that just needs to be told “Why are you still thinking
about it? This is a great product and we’re doing it!”, they are likely to interpret this as weakness or
lack of confidence in your product.
Finally, there is customer C, these are customers who are never going to buy your product, but they
really enjoy the attention of a salesperson being focused on them. Rather than coming straight out and
saying no, they are “time-wasters” who want to keep you around to get attention, feel important and
build their ego, but they will never buy anything from you. This may be a non-decider who just
enjoys being treated like a decider, it may be a person who has a high degree of critical sense, and has
picked another product already. In essence, for you this customer is a type C, but he’s a type A or B
for another product. Alternatively, it may be someone who has no intent of purchasing at all, they are
just pretty agreeable and hate telling someone no.
By now, I hope you can see that the customers who attended the late 90s, early 2000s bootcamps
were largely a group of men that were constantly trying to find a way to turn the type C potential
customer into a type C customer. When I tweeted the observation a gentleman replied to me that men
are told that all women are type B customers, and never told about type A and C customers. This
makes a certain degree of sense, because by making all women out to be type B, meaning that all men
have a shot with all women it depends on them is a perfect way to drive productivity in men. It also
explains why so many men fall into this trap.
The reasoning behind hard-categorizing customers in this way is that for a salesperson working on
commission, spending a lot of time on type C customers when you could find customers of types A
and B will never lead to good results. In the time it takes you to turn a customer from B to A, you
could have found 3 – 4 A customers, in the time it takes you to turn around a category C customer to
be a category B, you could have signed up a couple of category Bs and 10 – 20 category A
customers. The key to successful time management as a sales person is therefore to quickly identify
the type C customer.
Furthermore, one could reflect on it and argue that for each man, the proportional population of each
category is different. For what would be themed an “alpha male”, a majority of women are category
A potential customers, a smaller group are category B customers and very few are category C
customers. For your average beta male on the other hand, it may be closer to a 33%, 33%, 33% split
or worse.
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Yes Girls, No Girls and Maybe Girls
The focus of a lot of PUA on turning “No girls” into Yes girls and Maybe girls, is logical because this
is the situation that so many of their potential customers found themselves in, thus PUA developed
products to cater to this demographic. A guy who is high value and thus keeps running into Yes girls,
doesn’t really need to learn game. Men who are more aware of their investment are also less likely to
develop a fixation on a specific “No Girl” and look for a methodology to turn her into a yes girl.
However, the major challenge a lot of men run into is that they learn game specifically to turn a “No
girl” into a “Maybe Girl”, thus they spend a lot of time selling and very little time closing.
This is why you get a lot of the LMR (last minute resistance) material, and similar material, because
as everyone who has ever worked with a “No customer” knows, they are a pain in the ass to deal
with. You spend weeks or months selling to them, negotiating contractual terms, the documents go
back and forth with small changes between lawyers, and in the end they decide not to buy anything at
the contract signing. Alternatively, if they sign, they will be on you to change terms, specifications,
deliverables and timelines constantly. You’ll experience the exact same situation with a no-girl, the
selling never really ends and just maintaining a conversation requires a herculean effort on your end.
The best way to deal with a no-girl is the same way you deal with a category C customer, force them
to make a clear decision and act accordingly. Escalate fast, and directly forcing them to play their
hand, once you get the no, forget about the interaction and move on. This minimizes the time you
waste.
Despite my general disdain for a certain style of movie, I do find the trope of “Guy lusting after no
girl for 90% of the movie only to discover that he had a yes girl sitting next to him for all that time”,
very entertaining because it’s so typical of a certain type of man. Attention is the currency of girl
world, and unless there is a massive SMV gap, or a very bad context, a “No Girl” is perfectly happy
to court the attentions of men she would never sleep with. You can generally differentiate a “No Girl”
from a Maybe Girl because the Maybe-girl invests in the conversation as long as you keep it
interesting to her, with a No Girl, you will generally have to carry the entire conversation, meaning
it’s very one-sided.
Yes Girls are usually quite straight-forward to differentiate from “No girls” in that they will actively
work to keep the conversation going when there is a lull. You also have a bigger margin of error with
Yes Girls. If a conversation with a “No Girl” is like balancing across a flaming tight-rope with axes
swinging, a conversation with a yes girl is like driving down quiet country road. She will invest in the
conversation, respond positively most of the time and offer you conversational threads if she senses
you struggling.
Maybe girls are perhaps the most difficult to differentiate at times, and I suspect this is because they
vacillate more than the other two. They may throw you a rope one time and not the next, they may
appear cold and standoffish one moment, bubbly the next and so on. Escalation and forcing a
decision is often a decent move in this case, because if you are dealing with a “No girl” it’s better to
eject before you spend too much time, whereas if you’re dealing with an actual maybe girl it’s useful
to know if she is leaning yes or no.
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Summary and Conclusions
If one were to boil down the two major areas of struggle many men who find the red pill share,
fixations with no-girls and avoidance of rejection would be the two I’d argue end up on the top. Many
men would rather invest a lot of time playing friends with a “No Girl” than going out and looking for
new leads. This is also the selling point of the blue pill fantasy, and the strategy behind the
production of Beta Males, that eventually the “No Girl” will hit the wall and need a Beta provider to
take her off the lot, and eventually the Beta male will get his unicorn.
However, the fact of the matter is that as any person who has worked in sales will tell you, chasing
customers takes away from closing customers who are chasing you. It’s much easier to close a
customer who starts off at a position of being interested in buying your product, because they are
much less likely to have second thoughts and won’t need you to convince them to “buy in” again
when you’re ready to sign the contract.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
I’ll be live with the Red Man Group at 1 PM est with Rich Cooper at 1 PM EST
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Gendernomics: Your Competitive Advantage
April 6, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

A running theme in
Gendernomics has been the use of a company or a product as an analogy for the journey of growth a
man has to undertake in order to become valued in differing social contexts. A classic way of creating
a competitive advantage is through core competencies, namely a unique combination of hard to
duplicate competencies. Last Saturday I did another Red Man Group podcast on Rich Cooper’s
channel [1] with Rollo Tomassi, Goldmund Unleashed, Kyle Trouble and Rian Stone the topic for
which was “The Importance of Game“. As part of the podcast, we discussed when each participant
first became aware of the manosphere, or as it was called back when I first found it “The seduction
community“. I often joke that I’ve been aware of game since the opener “Who lies more, men or
women?” actually worked, and while I don’t consider this a blog dedicated to game, those early
experiences do inform a great deal of my writing.
I never got really good at “club game“, which was perhaps the earliest iteration of game, complete
with platform shoes, a focus on AMOG tactics, and featured quite prominently in “The Game” by
Neill Strauss. I knew a lot of guys back then who got very good at it, but for the most part these were
men who thrived in that particular environment. A piece of early and quite solid advice from an early
PUA “Guru” who has since moved on to Purple Pill Shill was “Figure out the type of women you are
attracted to, figure out what type of man they are attracted to and strive to become it, and figure out
where to find those women“. This is simple and applicable advice. It’s also quite good advice,
however the major issue I see with it, is that it’s the cause of the downfall for many early PUA.
Those who have read “The Game” will remember the story of Mystery’s breakdown because of his
oneitis and his inability to maintain a relationship with her. This had a simple explanation, he figured
out what type of girl he was attracted to, figured out where to find them, what man they went for,
changed himself into that man, only to find out that he couldn’t maintain his Mystery persona over
time. This is very little different from the approach cluster B women use with men, tailor their
persona to the man, maintain it until the man commits to them (get her pregnant, marries her etc.)
and then drop the facade. The major difference is that when women realize they have gotten a bad
deal, they get out of it instantly, when men realize they have gotten a bad deal they either work
themselves to death trying to improve it with little success, or engage in a race to the bottom.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 906 of 1188

The Hurdle Rate
When considering a new investment, many companies have what is known as a hurdle rate, this is a
certain rate of return that an investment must be able to provide in order to be considered. This is
usually calculated as cost of capital + x, where x is a form of risk premium or similar sum. Women
operate with a similar hurdle rate that I often refer to as “You have to be this tall for me to ride you“,
in essence it’s the minimum sexual market value a man must have in the woman’s estimation in order
for her to become intimate with him.
The hurdle rate is not a constant it’s a variable that depends on a lot of different factors, thus
attempting to quantify it would yield a curve unique to each woman, her situation, her context and so
on. This is a similar situation to how a woman who is a 4 at best in Miami, New York or L.A can
become a 9 real quick if she finds herself the only woman on a military base or on an oil field. It’s
simple supply and demand in practice, in a situation where the supply of women is extremely low,
and the demand for women is very high, the price of women increases, and thus male valuation of
women follows. Thus, the woman who is really a 4, starts to act and expect the treatment she got in
the oil field, when she moves back to the city where the nature of competition is very different.
Likewise, a woman who spends most of her time in an environment where the population is 80 – 90%
women, and 10 – 20% men, will find her hurdle rate decreasing because very high competition
among women for a small number of men.
A second use of the hurdle rate that I’ve often utilized is “minimum viable value proposition to the
market“, in other words how much work and resources do we have to invest in order to stand a
chance in the market. Basically, what do your customers expect and what is your competition doing?
As men compete in the sexual marketplace by creating better and better value propositions, being
aware of what your competition is doing in the market is imperative.
The combination of these two forms of hurdle rate composes the market expectations, therein what
women expect a man to just bring to the table by default and the competitive scenario of what other
men are bring to the table. To exemplify, when the first phones with cameras came to the market,
they were viewed as unique selling points and gave a competitive advantage above and beyond what
people expected in a phone and what the competition was doing. These days, everyone expects their
phone to have a camera.

The Unique Selling Point
A unique selling point, or USP, is a concept that aims to make a producer of a given good to think
about what makes his value proposition unique. This will be based on his core competencies, or as
Scott Adam refers to it his “Skill stack”, combined with his inherent personality and preferences. For
instance, if you hate dealing with huge crowds of people, noise and flashing lights, you should not
tailor your USPs to be based on these factors. Sitting down and taking a tally over what skills you’ve
developed, what your interests are, what contexts you prefer and developing self-awareness are key
elements in developing your own niche.
This builds upon the traits, skills and behaviors that are required to pass the hurdle rate, and is when
you begin to develop your own niche. An early criticism of game was that it created “social
automatons”, I suspect that such criticism especially from women was rooted in the fact that every
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woman wants to feel like a unique special snowflake, and the idea that what works on every other
woman also works on her is offensive to solipsism. However, to some extent, for those who have
shared an area with a group of 10 – 20 men attending a “bootcamp” all running around a small area,
using the same lines, and dressed virtually in uniform, it does give the feeling of being in the middle
of a Zerg rush.
The major downside of early game was that it was overly prescriptive in nature, down to the voice
tone, and exact delivery of material. I suspect this, among other things was part of the reason why
“AMOG” and “LMR” became such major topics, because everyone with a minimum amount of
social skills gets a nagging feeling that the person in front of them isn’t real.
It’s the same reason why you get the creeps from “Ol’ Billy” down at “Honest Charlie’s Crazy
Discounted Used Cars”, who acts as if he’s known you for 25 years (assuming rapport), tells you
he’s there to help you, not sell to you (re-frame), tells you that he has another customer interested in
the same car (social proof/fake scarcity/display of high value), tells you he’ll hold it for you for 30
minutes (false time constraint), then pulls back a bit on the overt sales tactic (building comfort), only
to start describing the feeling of driving down the highway in your car (assuming the sale + future
faking). It’s a series of tactics in sequence that he uses on every single poor bastard who walks
through the door.
You know that “Ol’ Billy” doesn’t really have a unique value proposition for you, he has one value
proposition that he delivers in the same way to pretty much everyone. What you see in that
interaction is not Billy, it’s “Ol’ Billy” his sales persona. If you’re lucky, 10% of what he showed you
is real and people feel that. Billy never spent enough time thinking about what is unique about his
personality, character, interests and behaviors to be able to create the best version of himself to reach
his goal.
This is actually one of the things I think Mystery understood for himself, he was a street magician
prior to game, and his Mystery persona is what you’d expect a Vegas stage magician to look like, the
trouble is that the lights go off, the curtain closes and if all you have is a stage persona that leaves
with the audience. Everyone loves to see and experience a great performance, but seeing how it was
made behind the scenes robs it of it’s magic. However, all the men who started adopting magic and
top-hats in an effort to copy Mystery, failed to realize it wasn’t the magic itself, but the fact that he
demonstrated competence and passion that was magical to women.

Summary and Conclusions
To take this back to the piece of advice that was the beginning of this essay “Figure out the type of
women you are attracted to, figure out what type of man they are attracted to and strive to become it,
and figure out where to find those women“. There are major pieces of good advice here, such as
determining your own wants, needs and desires in a woman and combined with abundance mentality
this permits you to be a discerning customer. Figuring out where you are most likely to be in a target
rich environment, or being able to create your own target rich environment is great advice, after all
you cannot sell or buy without access to a marketplace.
The part that concerns me the most in that advice is striving to become the type of man to which your
desired targets would be attracted. Many men interpret this very literally and attempt to destroy their
own personalities and replace them with their “Alpha Personality“, this is not becoming the best
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 908 of 1188

version of yourself, it’s replacing yourself with something else. This is one of the reasons why I avoid
giving detailed, prescriptive advice, because I can tell a person what is or was right for me to do in a
given situation, I cannot tell them what will be right for them in the same situation. Copying a
winning formula from someone else means you can never outperform them in any context, because
you let them define the game, then try to beat them at their game, instead of making them try to beat
you in yours.
There are certain things that are always a good idea to do, a corner of The Red Pill get a lot of flack
for being “The Jersey Shore of The Red Pill” because their advice is very similar to the “Gym, Tan,
Laundry” mantra repeated ad nauseam by the men on “Jersey Shore“. However, this is simple advice
that will keep you at the hurdle rate or above most of the time. Of course, if your only USP is your 8
pack abs, it will work for certain audiences, but it’s not a unique combination of hard to copy skills,
abilities and personality traits that build many barriers to entry.
The reason why I enjoy doing The Red Man Group Podcasts is that it allows me to hear different
perspectives on the same underlying material. The most interesting take-away from the last one was
the statement about finding out what works for you, and secondly to internalize red pill theory to the
point where it becomes automatic. Rollo stated this in a very novel way in an earlier episode when he
said something akin to “When my wife throws a shit-test my way, I don’t pause and run down a check
list of potential responses, I respond automatically because the red pill response is my default
response”
Both of these perspectives, combined, comes down to “internalize the general and personalize the
particular“. You have to internalize the general “rules” of the red pill like AF/BB, Hypergamy,
Solipsism, shit-tests and everything in between, but your strategy and tactics for dealing with them
have to be personalized for you. You can’t gain a competitive advantage, by competing against
someone at their game.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: The Trinity
April 12, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The self-improvement focus in
the red pill community is one of my favorite aspects of the community, and something that I think
brings tremendous value to the many men who partake in it. Not only does it serve as a source of
inspiration, it also keeps men accountable to themselves. However, the trouble with change is that it
brings about a gap between present and future, in addition to creating a larger gap between past and
present.
In the most recent Red Man Group podcast, we got a very good text-in question from one of the
listeners, about the concept of “fake it until you make it“, the man, by his own description was
accomplished in his professional life, had a solid income, a cool job and for the most part appeared to
have his life in order. However, in attempting to change his persona in his interactions in general, and
with women in particular, he “felt fake”. This guy appears to be a man of moderate to high value by
his own description, alas this is not what he feels like.
This made me think of another gentleman with whom I conversed regularly some time ago, who was
also attempting to change his life in a rather radical fashion. He found himself trapped in a constant
vacillation between his past decisions, present desires and future visions, and in this sense he is a lot
like the man who texted us on the podcast. At any moment, we exist in three states, our past, our
present and our potential future.
Thus, we are at the same time our past self, our present self and our future self.
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Past, Present and Future
Our past decisions are the reason for why we find ourselves in our present state. Men find the
manosphere because they are finding flaws in their lives that they wish to change, but they do not
know how. Many of us have made decisions in the past that to varying degrees have shaped not only
our situation, but our perception of ourselves and the world. At the same time, reviewing our past
from the position of our present permits hindsight, and we can often see where we went wrong.
However, as is often the case with the good boys, they cannot see where they went wrong, in fact
when evaluating their past, they see themselves doing everything right, but the actual outcomes do
not reflect the outcomes they predicted.
They see themselves putting effort into getting good grades, a great, sensible college degree, a good
job, predictable life, and developing the qualities they have been told to develop in order to make
themselves into great potential husbands and fathers. Sometimes, this even appears to play out
swimmingly just as they have been told for a while. They hit their late 20s, stable jobs, stable
incomes, egalitarian-equalist mindset, relatively inexperienced with women, and having told
themselves for the better part of 15 years “Once the girls grow up they’ll learn that the badboys are
not right for them and will come find the good guys“.
Then suddenly, their ship appears to come in, the woman who wouldn’t give them the time of day in
high school, or college, or right after college is sitting across from them in a restaurant, her eyes
glittering, beaming smile and hanging on his every word. In a fleeting moment, he may think to
himself “She’s not quite as hot as she was in high school, she put on a few lbs, she’s starting to get
some wrinkles, and her eyes aren’t as lively as they were“, but it all disappears in a rush of
endorphins and oxiotocin. He finds himself married, envisions a future where happily ever after,
house, white picket fence and 2.5 kids finally seems possible.
5 – 7 years later many of these men find themselves sitting in a small studio apartment, having spent
all their efforts over the past years attempting to fix what could be not be fixed. They are now locked
in a state where miserable in the present they obsess over their past and are incapable of envisioning a
future for themselves.
This is just one story, that repeats itself daily across the western world that illustrates the fact that our
past shapes our present, however it does not have to shape your future.

Fighting Your Past
I recently tweeted that a person really only has 3 choices from the present, they can improve, they can
decline or they can remain the same. Put into Gendernomics terms, they can invest more in
themselves, invest less in themselves and thus not even cover replacement investment, or they can
just barely cover the replacement investment. For most, the decision to do the first of the three comes
from dissatisfaction with the outcomes that your past actions and decisions have generated for your
present. The decision to decline is rarely a conscious one but it is often the natural state of things,
decline happens naturally and in order to avoid it we must make a conscious choice to fight it. The
decision to remain the same is also rarely a choice made with open eyes, but rather a consequence of
defaulting to habits that feel comfortable to us.
The two men I referenced in the beginning found themselves at two different positions in the cycle,
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the man who texted The Red Man Group, appears fairly satisfied with his present state, but he wants
to improve it further, to some extent disassociate with his past self, and become congruent with his
current self in the future. My friend on the other hand was never able to fully disassociate with his
past, nor did he really have the desire to do so. To quote Marx:
“To call on them to give up their illusions about their condition is to call on them to give up
a condition that requires illusions.” Karl Marx
It is fully possible to at the same time abhor one’s present condition, see the errors one has made in
the past, yet fall victim to comfort, familiarity and habit. Einstein is frequently quoting as saying that
the definition of insanity is doing the same thing and expecting a different result, and in order to have
your future be different than your present, you must make different decisions in the present than you
did in the past. However, doing so inherently means breaking with those habits that you’ve
developed, and voluntarily bringing discomfort upon yourself. It’s very easy to decide which state is
preferable between two binary states, in a “cake or death” type dilemma, it’s much harder to continue
to make yourself uncomfortable when you have yet to see the full fruits of your labor.

Imposter Syndrome
I’m going to assume that you’ve done what the first man did and greatly improve himself, yet you
feel “fake” or like everyone can see through your new self. This is often called “imposter syndrome”
and was coined by some clinical psychologists in 1978. The core of imposter syndrome are people
who fail to internalize their accomplishments and have a persistant fear of being exposed as frauds.
The research was done on women, but it does not appear to be a gendered phenomenon, and quite
frankly in my talks with men, especially relating to sexual market value, it’s very common for men to
under-value themselves and women to over-value themselves.
Signs and symptoms of imposter syndrome are:
Perfectionism
Overworking
Undermining one’s own achievements
Fear of failure
Discounting praise
These are all very common traits among the good boys, and among many of the men who find
themselves in red pill community for one reason or another. They’ve put immense volumes of work
into themselves, often with perfectionist leanings such as attending the best schools, getting top
grades, working at highly prestigious jobs, having strings of accomplishments, yet, despite all of this
they consider themselves of lesser value than any woman. Part of this is simply the pedestal effect,
but another and very significant part is that they never updated their self-perception.

Updating Your Self-Perception
My advice to the man who sent us the text was that he had to update how he perceived himself
because the feeling of being an imposter comes from himself, not from others. On the podcast I
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related a story of a man I knew who was very severely bullied as a child over being weak. Back when
I knew him, I believe his powerlifting total (deadlift, squat and bench) was in the 1200s, yet he still
saw himself as a weakling. This is similar to how some men who suffer from “megarexia” can be 6 ft
4, 270 lbs and still view themselves as tiny. They have not updated their software to take into account
the changes in hardware and external circumstances. This is one of the areas where I think
affirmations can be very valuable by repeating your accomplishments to yourself, you can force a
software update.
Imposter syndrome is a case of devaluing the positive and over-valuing the negative, thus landing
yourself in a negative feedback loop, where continued progress is halted because by devaluing
results, you also devalue the benefit of putting in continued effort. It’s very difficult to not be bound
by the past in this way, every time you make a grand leap forward. First you are in a state of comfort,
then you are in a state of discomfort, then you reach your goal, and you have no idea what to do now.
You are comfortable with who you are, you are in a state of change, then you are someone new, but
you’re not exactly sure who this new person is, and you must spend time getting to know them.

Summary and Conclusions
I recently listened to a podcast that AJA Cortes did with Rollo Tomassi and a major topic for the first
hour or so of the podcast was congruence. Rollo had a great example, where if a man looks very
Alpha, yet acts very Beta this throws women off because their perceptions of him does not reflect
their experience of him. When some part of you changes, it takes time for the rest of you to catch up
with it. In the case of the gentleman who texted in to The Red Man Group, he has made the changes,
yet they are not an internalized part of his self-perception. In the case of my old friend, he was
comfortable with his past self, his past perception of the world, and the illusions about his condition.
He was uncomfortable with his present, the changes he would have to make, and the potential effects
they would have, and thus he found himself with one foot on each side of the teeter-totter.
To step to one side would require that he give up some of his attachments to his past, including
accepting the sunk-costs of his past choices. To step to the other side, would mean that his future self
may not include some of the values that are dear to his heart. To remain in his position would result
in perpetual anxiety as he attempted to balance two sides of himself that were like oil and water. In
the end, comfort and habit won out.
You must own your past, without letting it dictate your future.
You must be present in the now, without losing sight of your future.
You must keep an eye on the future without forgetting your past.
We cannot change the past, but we can make decisions and undertake actions in the present to change
our future. If we elect to do so, we must at some point accept and integrate the different versions of
ourselves into a congruent whole in order to realize the maximum benefits of the journey that we
undertook. The woman you’re hitting on now, doesn’t know who you were 10 minutes ago, let alone
10 years ago. The fact of the matter is, she doesn’t even care. Women do not look a gift-alpha in the
mouth, especially not one who is unaware of his own value.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
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who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Divide and Conquer
April 21, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Recently, I’ve been thinking quite a lot about
the internal divisiveness in parts of the manosphere, after a conversation on the 21 Convention
Podcast where the topic of different groups within the sphere came up. The discussion was regarding
Red Pill theory and how various groups within the sphere accept and utilize this theory as part of
their belief system.
It was largely prompted by the fact that the manosphere has experienced quite a bit of turmoil
recently between these different groupings. This is not an uncommon reaction within a system, and
we’ve already seen this happen with the increasingly fragmented nature of communism where the
constant striving appeal to increasingly diverse groups has created what can only be described as a
potpourri that is stinking up the space.
For the purpose of this essay, I’m not going to analyze each major group in depth, I’m just going to
provide a brief outline of the groups, as I view them.

Red Pill Scholars
First there are red pill scholars. These are the men who regard the red pill as a praxeology, which is a
bit of a misnomer. Praxeology is a methodology or alternatively a framework for conducting
research, and is defined as “The branch of knowledge that deals with the nature of human action,
especially in later use as understood in economic theory by the Austrian economist Ludwig von
Mises (1881-1973) and his followers.” [1]. The methodologies employed by praxeologists often
include observation of real world events and the deductive study of such events, based on axioms.
For instance, human action is purposeful. A human acts when he or she uses means to achieve an end
that he or she subjectively values. Their action is therefore intentional, and the person acts for a
reason.
Therefore, I would argue that it’s more accurate to refer to the red pill as a body of knowledge,
generated and developed through praxeology and other methods, with the totality of the body of
knowledge being the red pill grounded theory project.
What red pill scholars have in common is that they view the generation and development of red pill
theory as something, which should remain amoral, objective, rational and empirical. Which means
that great care must be taken to avoid mixing red pill theory with a particular religious, political,
economic or otherwise. This is due to the fact that red pill theory deals with a highly controversial
topic in and of itself, the study of intersexual and intrasexual dynamics in human mating and
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relationships. Thus, it can be applied regardless of religious, political, economic, moral or other
perspectives. This is because from a red pill perspective much of mating behavior has its origin in
biology, which transcends many if not all human structures that have been socially constructed to
reign in our biological natures.
The view of red pill scholars is that it doesn’t matter if you’re a communist, liberal, conservative,
anarcho-syndicalist, anarcho agrarian, or any other political perspective. What religion, or no religion
at all you subscribe to, which economic system you prefer, what moral framework or none at all
guides your life, which philosophical perspective you utilize, does not matter, red pill theory
encapsulates it. The men who fall into this category are frequently the most theoretically and
academically oriented segment of the manosphere.

Traditional Conservatives (TradCons)
The next group are the traditional conservatives. This group consists of men who largely view the red
pill as a methodology to achieve a desired end, or ends. Recently the focus has largely been on saving
the social structures that serve as the foundation of western civilization. Thus, these men focus on
traditional values, such as family and community. Therefore, this group both advocates utilizing parts
of red pill theory in order to realize their desired end of long-term monogamous marriage, in order to
raise the next generation of children, however they are frequently also critics of the parts of red pill
theory that is unflattering to their desired end, such as the full extent of hypergamy.
The traditional conservatives seek to save what is left, and ideally bring back the old values that the
western world is founded on. To this end, they seek to cultivate not only the traits and behaviors of an
Alpha Male, they also seek to add virtues that make a great patriarch such as wisdom, compassion
and empathy.
To summarize the goal of this group in one sentence it would be “Utilize the red pill body of
knowledge to realize a blue pill end”, to take the Matrix reference a step further, I would say that
these men have no desire to tear down the matrix, they want to live inside it, and use their knowledge
of it to influence it. These men, unlike the red pill men outlined above are frequently less
theoretically inclined, and much more focused on the application of red pill theory. To them, “What
is” matters less than “How can I use this”. Another major difference is that these men tend to infuse
red pill theory with their own political, religious and moral frameworks, which is why their
descriptions of Alpha for instance often include moral dimensions.

Pick-Up Artists (Playboy segment included)
Like the traditional conservatives, the PUA segment of the manosphere are frequently more
practically inclined than red pill men. The difference is in the desired end more than it is in
perspective. Where the traditional conservative seeks to utilize red pill theory in order to bring about
a blue pill end, the PUA frequently seek to live a life of pleasure. Thus, one could refer to the two
groups as the Apollonian and Dionysian sides of the red pill, to put it in more contemporary terms,
order and chaos.
The focus of many PUA is the cultivation of Alpha traits just like the TradCons, but where the
tradcon is more likely to seek to add the traits of the patriarch, the PUA are more likely to dabble in
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dark triad traits and other traits associated with conquerors or outlaws.
Pick-up artists have adapted to the new social reality of open hypergamy and liberated sexuality, and
seek to take advantage of it to realize the male sexual strategy of maximal sexual access with
maximal sexual variety. Thus, a frequent accusation levied against these men in that they are not only
enjoying the decline, but hastening it. Where tradcons view themselves as seeking to take the world
back to a simpler time with better moral values, they often view pick-up artists as the force that is
opposing them in this endeavor.
The most interesting dynamic between the tradcons and the PUAs is that it’s not uncommon for men
to belong to both groups during different stages of life. I know many men who got married in their
early twenties to their high school or college sweetheart who find themselves divorced some years
later who engage in quite massive binges of PUA, or PUA who have spent their 20s and 30s engaging
in a lifestyle that would make Hemingway look like a teetotaler who develop a desire to settle into
the role of Patriarch later in life.

Men’s Rights Activists (MRAs)
MRAs can come in many forms, but among the groups within the manosphere they are the ones who
I would argue are the furthest removed from red pill theory. While there are probably many red pill
men among MRAs, there are also many blue pill men among them. What sets this group apart is that
they are seeking to influence the social frameworks that they view as being unfair to men, such as
child custody, alimony, family court in general, domestic abuse, male suicide and many others. Their
desired outcome is to negotiate an armistice with feminism and to improve the social structures to
improve the state for both sexes.
However, it would seem, based on my research that they haven’t quite noticed that when feminists
are arguing for women’s rights, they treat it as a non-zero sum game, meaning that they sell it as
“win-win for both women and men”, but the second the discussion turns to the male state of affairs,
they treat it as a zero-sum game. One cannot negotiate peace with a person who hasn’t stopped
shooting at you.

Men Going Their Own Way (MGTOW)
Men Going Their Own Way is a very divided group, that has a lot of different types of men within
it’s ranks who think of themselves as MGTOW. I elected to put MGTOW last, because for the most
part I tend to think that all men within the manosphere are men going their own way to some extent.
MGTOW are challenging to categorize quite frankly, because it’s not so much a group, as a
collection of men who share some views but differ in many. There are MGTOWs who minimize
contact with women to the greatest possible extent, viewing every interaction with a woman as a
highly risky event to be avoided. Then there are MGTOWs who just avoid marriage, MGTOWs who
avoid long-term relationships in general but are OK with one night stands or shorter term
relationships and many others.
There are MGTOWs who engage in many of the typical self-improvement avenues, such as health,
finances, there are also MGTOW who are more similar to hikkomori (herbivore men) who seek to
minimize their needs and contributions to a system they view as doomed to decline who do the bare
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minimum.

Summary and Conclusions
When I sat down to write this essay I was somewhat conflicted, because I find myself agreeing with
every group on many issues. For instance, I agree with tradcons that our current social structures are
unsustainable and venerate some of the worst aspects of humanity. I agree with PUA that being able
to regularly get laid with women you find attractive is important, both for short-term sexual health,
but also to build a foundation of experiences with women to inform your choice of mate should you
elect to settle down. I agree with MRA that male issues are greatly neglected in our public discourse,
including the male suicide epidemic, boys in schools, and various others. I also spend a lot of time on
this blog writing essays that are by large highly theoretical in nature.
The reason for my choice to use the snake eating itself as the illustration for this post, was a statement
I heard that was “I get accused of being jealous or a huge critic of this guy, when I agree with 95% of
what he says“. This is somewhat my view of in-fighting in the manosphere, because for the most part
there are no major incompatibilities between the various groups, just differing areas of focus. For
instance, I think most Red Pill Scholars, Tradcons, PUA and MRAs agree that the male suicide
epidemic, male health concerns, on the job deaths, divorce laws and child custody are important
issues for men that need to be fixed. I think most men in all groups view self-improvement in
physical health, psychological health, financial health and social health as critical areas to live a good
life. Red pill scholars view the theories being applicable as important, just like PUA, TradCons and
MGTOW view the theoretical side of the manosphere as important to serve as a foundation.
A major reason why the political left has been winning the culture war, is that the political right has
been busy fighting itself. While the political left was busy infiltrating and occupying academia, major
news organizations, HR departments, and the arts. The political right was engaged in a bare-knuckle
brawl in its own ranks between people who agree on about 90% of the issues. Libertarians fighting
social conservatives who are busy fighting people who are socially liberal but economic
conservatives. While the political right was fighting each other on what color curtains to hang in
boardroom, the political left was busy setting the board room on fire.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/praxeology
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99 Problems and Soy is Every One
April 27, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Memes are an interesting fairly new phenomenon in
their current state. The original definition comes from biology and is defined as “an element of a
culture or system of behaviour passed from one individual to another by imitation or other nongenetic means“, however with the advent of social media, they have taken a similar form to
heuristics, to communicate something which is known within a group through a humorous graphic of
some kind.
In the beginning I wasn’t a huge fan of the soy meme, however I’ve grown quite fond of it in the
same way I like the constructs of “Alpha“, “Beta” and many others we use within the manosphere. I
looked up the definition of the term soy on urban dictionary and it was defined as:
state in which one is emotionally vulnerable, and/or is being overly sensitive. [1]
However, must like the definition of hypergamy in the mainstream is more or less “marrying up“, the
definition is not extensive and inclusive enough. Marrying up is a consequence of hypergamy, not
what it is, in the same way that being overly sensitive and/or emotionally vulnerable is a consequence
of being soy, not exactly what the construct entails.
The meme to my knowledge, comes from the fact that soy products, including tofu and soy milk
contain daidzein and genistein two chemicals that act so similar to estrogen that they are referred to
as phytoestrogens. In a man, these can have the same effect as taking estrogen, even at a low-level of
consumption. Some of the symptoms of high estrogen in men include:
High estrogen levels in men contribute to prostate cancer and heart disease as well as
gynecomastia ( enlarged breasts).As the testosterone is transformed into estrogen the low
levels of testosterone can cause many unpleasant symptoms including loss of muscle mass,
fatigue, low libido, erectile dysfunction. Furthermore, excessive estrogen in men raises body
fat and can contribute to diabetes and high lipids. [3]
While physical weakness is often a core characteristic in men that are deemed to be “soy” in the
manosphere, a much more common implication refers to their psychology, mindset, frame and inner
world functioning more like that of women, and thus their actions and behaviors are more like those
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of women than of men.

Soy-chology
I think it’s best to start with the psychology of “soy” from the perspective using the big 5/OCEAN
personality metric. I used this in a couple of earlier essays, because it is a useful metric to compare
and contrast personality from the perspective of intersexual dynamics. For instance, men are
generally more dominant and disagreeable, while women are more neurotic and agreeable. Thus, in
men, we can see that Dark Triad traits have a positive correlation with mating, in that men who are
narcissistic, Machiavellian and psychopathic have on average more sexual partners than men who are
To give a quick rundown on the gender differences on the Five Factor test [6]:
Agreeableness: This trait consists of among others, tendency towards cooperation, maintaining
social harmony and considering the concerns of others. Tender-mindedness, altruism, empathy and
kindness are also part of this factor. Women consistently score higher than men on agreeableness,
meaning that men are on average more disagreeable than women. Meaning, more competitive, less
concerned with maintaining social harmony, and more inclined towards being exploitative of others.
Neuroticism: This refers to the tendency to experience negative emotion and related processes in
response to punishment and threats. The only facet of neuroticism where women do not consistently
score higher than men is anger, while they consistently score higher than men on anxiety, depression,
self-consciousness and emotional lability.
Conscientiousness: This refers to traits related to self-discipline, organization, and impulse control.
Women score somewhat higher than men on some facets of conscientiousness, such as orderliness,
dutifulness and self-discipline, but no consistent gender difference has been found.
Extraversion: This trait reflects sociability, assertiveness, and positive emotionality. For this trait,
few gender differences have been found on the top level, however, on the underlying factors for the
trait, women tend to score higher for gregariousness, warmth and positive emotions. Men score
higher than women on assertiveness and excitement seeking.
Openness/Intellect: The trait reflects imagination, creativity, intellectual curiosity, and appreciation
of esthetic experiences. On the factor level, there are few sex differences here, however on the facet
level, women tend to score higher on esthetics and feelings, men tend to score higher on ideas.
In defining soy-chology, one can therefore conclude that they would demonstrate traits that are more
correlated with the female scores on the Big 5, meaning that they are neurotic, agreeable, gregarious
and warm, open to esthetics and feelings. How would this manifest in behavior? A man who is
agreeable, submissive, emotionally open, lacks confidence, is prone to depression and anxiety, risk
avoidant, a bit emotionally unstable and incapable of dominance. Based on the effects of estrogen in
men, one would also expect low muscle mass, reduced libido and increased body fat.

Following The Money
A very basic premise that I’ve covered before and which is supported by data is that women rate 80%
of men as below averagely attractive, where men rate women along a bell-curve. The major
conclusion that came out of the essays I wrote based on Dataclysm and OkCupid data, is that men
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compete with each other for maximal sexual revenue, where women compete with each other to
achieve maximal sexual profit. Meaning that men seek quantity and women seek out quality.
However, if one starts from the data that women rate 80% of men as below average, which if reduced
to a binary scale would mean that the top 80% of women are competing for the attention of the top
20% of men, while the bottom 80% of men are competing for the affections of the bottom 20% of
women. Something which is supported by the data from OKcupid.
The bottom 80% of men, if unable to compete in the traditional avenues of competence, dominance,
assertiveness, frame control, and social value, how can they compete? The “Sneaky Fucker” strategy
is a classic, which is when an effeminate, and non-threatening male sleeps with all his female friends.
Identifying with the feminine is another popular strategy, where a male may befriend a woman or
multiple women and attempts to get laid through covert contracts. They often justify their
manipulations in “The end justifies the means” in that they are engaging in extensive manipulation in
order to realize an outcome beneficial to the woman.
Creating niches is another popular strategy. The sexual market place is split into many different
markets and industries, where value differs slightly within each one. A woman who is an 8 by
appearance in a small mid-western town may be a 5 or 6 in L.A, Vegas or Miami. A man who is a 9
within one subculture or group, may be a 6 or 7 in another subculture or group due to differing
preferences. For instance, within the “Gamer” sub-culture, the top performing men are highly sought
after by the women within the sub-culture despite often being of much lower sexual market value in
“the wild“.
I referenced Charlie Manson in a recent essay, now Charlie was 5 ft 2 inches, weighed about 100 lbs,
and does not really tick any of the “Alpha male who has a harem of 5 – 10 women fighting for his
attention and doing his bidding” boxes. Yet, through his ability to draw people into his frame, he was
able to create for himself a niche sexual market place where he was indeed the alpha.
This is a general strategy that has been fielded throughout history, men who are unable to compete
with or usurp the leaders within a domain, create their own domain where they can become leaders.
Alternatively, as Manson did they can infiltrate an existing movement, and co-opt it towards their
own ends. Jim Jones is a prime example of the latter, a man who began his rise to cult-leader as a
Methodist minister, and then slowly stripped away many of the religious teachings in favor of his
own doctrine.

Summary and Conclusions
I like observation over asking questions for the reason that we are all trained from childhood to filter
ourselves and to think before we speak. As we progress through the educational system and transition
to corporate existence, this ability is often encouraged and further developed to the point where one
can do a 45 minute presentation and not really say anything. This is why children, often to the abject
horror of their parents often say things that are true, yet highly inappropriate in the context and why
the term “In vino veritas” was invented, a man under the influence is more likely to speak those
thoughts that they would not speak while sober.
When we observe children, adolescents and teenagers interact, we can see distinct behavioral patterns
within them that continue throughout life, they merely become more refined with practice. Anyone
who has spent time in a majority female workplace knows that it has a tendency to turn into “Mean
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Girls: Corporate Edition” [9], and anyone who has spent a lot of time in a majority male workplace
(ideally 100% male), knows that it often takes on a very locker room or frat house vibe.
These are natural behavior patterns based on innate preferences for behavior, communication and
environment that continue throughout life, we just become more adept at concealing them.
The reason why the soy meme caught on within the manosphere, is that it perfectly encapsulates a
type of man that most of us are familiar with. A man who rejects masculinity, often on both a
psychological and physical level, and instead attempts to realize the male reproductive strategy
through differentiating himself as “Not like those other bastards who just want you for your body” or
“I’m a nice guy who submits to your frame“.
“Soy“, which is sold as a healthy alternative to animal protein, but that appears to have many negative
hormonal effects on men, perfectly encapsulates the adoption of a feminine-first mindset and
rejection of the male tendency towards physicality and competition. Soy does have negative physical
effects on men, and the “Soy boy” meme is simply the logical extension of “non-masculine
physiology leads to a non-masculine psychology”.
In essence, the man attempts to transform himself from battering ram to Trojan horse, in the process
adopting female perspectives, frames and approaches to life. Instead of being direct they are indirect,
instead of being overt they are covert, instead of stating they hint, and instead of demanding they ask.
In their monumental effort to not be those “mean guys“, they transform themselves into Mean Girls.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://www.urbandictionary.com/define.php?term=soy
[2] https://www.menshealth.com/nutrition/a19539170/soys-negative-effects/
[3] https://www.bodylogicmd.com/hormones-for-men/estrogen
[4] https://www.academia.edu/166186/ISDP_Big_Five_Sex_Differences
[5] https://www.livescience.com/36066-men-women-personality-differences.html
[6] https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3149680/
[7]
https://www.psychologytoday.com/us/blog/games-primates-play/201201/gender-differences-in-perso
nality-are-larger-previously-thought
[8] http://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0029265
[9]
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/femail/article-1168182/Catfights-handbags-tears-toilets-When-producer-l
aunched-women-TV-company-thought-shed-kissed-goodbye-conflict-.html
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The Mathematics of Self-Improvement
May 4, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

One of
my major areas of focus is in self-improvement. Every year around my birthday I sit down with a
tumbler of good scotch and close the books on the preceding year. This means that I’ll look at where
I was last year, look at where I am now, and use that to make decisions about there I want to be next
year. This is in essence breaking down the “past, present and future” paradigm into smaller chunks
that can be measured. A major principle I tend to adhere to is the old statement by management guru
Peter Drucker, “What gets measured gets managed“, now some things are very difficult to create
metrics for such as level of confidence, anxiety or depression. Other things are very suited for
measurements such as number of workouts, lifting progress in volume or intensity, sleep, diet and
many others.
One reason of the reasons why I implement such metrics is simply because it keeps me accountable
and I find that I do better if I schedule and plan things out in advance. It’s very easy to fall into “I’m
tired today, I’ll get to the gym tomorrow“, “I should do some work, but I had a 14 hour day
yesterday” and similar traps. If you’ve got everything planned out and made into habits, you will feel
antsy if you don’t do them. However, the major reason why I track and measure things that I think are
important in my life is that if you are not tracking your journey from point A to point Z, how do you
know when you’ve arrived at point Z? How do you know if you are off track, or even heading in the
wrong direction? You don’t.
I’ve named this essay, the mathematics of self improvement, because I’m going to be talking about
the various mathematical principles that many people misunderstand when it comes to improving
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their life as a whole or parts of their life.

Linearity and Consistency
Previously I’ve stated that many people tend to predict the future in a linear fashion, in a reductio ad
absurdum formulation I would state it as “This happened yesterday, therefore it will happen exactly
like this for eternity” stated in this formulation it appears silly, but how many readers have thought to
themselves or heard others make statements such as “It’s the way we’ve always done it“? This is
based on the underlying premise of little or no change to the activity or the context of the activity. If
you go back 10 – 15 years, nobody talked about “online game” or “text game“, these days it’s a
common theme within the seduction community. Game principles didn’t change much, but the
context within which it exists did.
Likewise, we tend to assume a linear relationship between effort and results. I like to use the
statement “If you’d started saving $1 every day 12 months ago, you would have $365 saved up now”
to illustrate that very small efforts can lead to large results. However, as most people hate the journey
and love the end, they will often throw themselves into massive, yet unsustainable effort to attempt to
reach the destination sooner. A gentleman I know made a new years resolution to fix his health, so he
was quitting caffeine, alcohol, smoking, processed foods, carbs, and implementing a 6 times a week
workout program. He was able to sustain that for about 3 weeks before he went on a 2 week binge
that left him in worse shape and consuming more of the very things he was trying to quit.
In essence, he fell victim to the “More is better” mindset.

More is Always Better
This is in part a symptom of the “Always be grinding” culture that exists in certain groups or
societies. If you are not putting in superhuman efforts, you are being lazy. Get up at 4 AM, hammer
out a 2 hour workout, eat breakfast, be at work from 7 to 7, hammer out a second workout, work on
your side-business(es), go to bed at midnight and still have time to swoop beautiful women, party and
travel the world. This is just as bad as the “too much, too soon” situation it means cutting out
something that is vitally important but is viewed as non-productive. Usually it ends up being sleep, or
other forms of recovery. The trouble with the “Always be grinding” principle is that it’s very easy to
end up in a situation where one expends constant effort without reflection or adjustment.
Back in the day the “100 approaches” was a recommendation not for getting good at game, but for
getting over approach anxiety. A recommendation would be something like going up to a girl, or
another stranger and asking them for the time, or directions, to slowly work through anxiety related to
interacting with strangers. Once you had become desensitized to “opening” strangers, you could
move on to running actual game. These days “100 approaches” is sometimes treated as a magical
number for getting good at game the same way 12 reps for 3 sets is treated as a magical number for
hypertrophy. 3×12 is not a magical number, 45 – 60 seconds time under tension is correlated with
higher hypertrophy, and if you spend 4 seconds per rep you spend 48 seconds per set. In the same
way, if you hammer out 100 approaches in a day on a busy street or a crowded club scene, but do not
take the time to reflect on each approach, in-set effects and interactions, alter a few variables, take
note of reactions and so on, you won’t grow.
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If you walk up to strangers 100 times and ask “Excuse me, do you have the time” the first 20 – 30 will
mostly fix approach anxiety related to opening a stranger and anything after that you are hitting
diminishing returns.

Diminishing Returns
Most efforts end up hitting diminishing returns sooner or later. What diminishing returns really
means is that over time you have to increase effort to get the same results. This is often concealed
when dealing with securities by using percentages rather than raw numbers. In order for a security to
increase 1% in value, it means that it’s market cap has to increase by 1% (stock price x number of
shares). If a company already has a market cap of $1b, a 10% increase is $100 million, if a company
has a market cap of $100.000 a 1% increase in market cap is $10.000. The percentage increase is 1%,
but it generally will take a lot more effort to get $100m as opposed to $10k.
Diminishing returns is generally a function of time and progress. Malcolm Gladwell, outlined a
requirement for 10.000 hours of deliberate practice in order to achieve mastery, however one can in
many cases argue that 80% of the benefits are gained in the first 20% of effort, and the last 20% of
benefits are gained from the other 80% of effort. This is an over-simplification but when you start
something new, almost regardless of what it is, you improve very quickly early on with relatively
little effort, then as you become more competent the investment requirement for continued progress
increase drastically.
Thus, over time the investment you have to make into a given endeavor will increase, while progress
within that endeavor will slow down. Therefore you run into additional opportunity costs, and have to
calculate the benefits of continuing the existing path with a goal to improve at a given rate, versus the
benefits of maintaining your current ability and pursuing something new.

Fixed Resources and Opportunity Costs
Everything you learn or seek to improve has the time component as the first-order cost. If you’re
seeking to get an hour extra of sleep every night, this means that you have 7 hours less for other
things in a given week. Time is a fixed resource, because you get a certain amount and then you die
and everyone has the same 24 hours in a day. Depending on what you are seeking to improve there
can be financial costs such as equipment, that also have to be calculated in as hours. For instance, if
you decide to go to the gym 3 times a week, the cost is however much time you spend in the gym,
plus time spent getting there. However, you also have to add in the time you spend at your job to pay
for workout clothes, the gym membership, and possibly a coach. These are variable costs, because if
you can increase your income or lower your spending, you will gain time back because you can get
away with working less to finance your lifestyle.
An opportunity cost in economics is loosely defined as the alternative benefits you give up by picking
a given course of action. One had I had to think about a few years back was the number of hours I
spent at the office versus what I could gain by spending extra hours on something else. My decision
was to cut back from 60 to 80 hour workweeks, to quite a lot less and to spend the extra time on
reading, working out and pursuing other ventures.
This decision was prompted by the realization than the extra 20 – 40 hours a week I spent at the
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office didn’t give me much of a payback, nor would my career prospects be hindered by cutting
back. Thus the decision was easy, “no loss and no gain” vs. “Gain and no loss”.

Summary and Conclusions
My intent behind writing this essay, was to outline the 4 major areas where many men make mistakes
when they seek to improve their lives. In the first case, trying to do and change too much too soon is
often a function of attempting to undo years of mistakes in a week of effort. In the second, attempting
for failures in the first with additional effort instead of reflecting and looking at the process. In the
third not realizing that the journey from novice to master is non-linear and highly affected by
diminishing returns. Fourth and finally, not paying attention to resource requirements and the costs of
the choices they make.
The theme in all of them is costs, expectations and results. When I sit down and do my annual life
accounting, I make sure to pay attention to the relationship between costs and results. If I see that the
scaling is not optimal, I have to make a choice of whether I want to make a greater investment in the
coming year, or if I’m happy with the current results and merely want to maintain them, alternatively
if I should give it up in favor of something else. I’ve ended up giving up quite a few things that I
found to be very enjoyable, simply because the time I was willing to invest in the activity was not
enough to reach the level of competence I would want in that activity. For instance, I gave up chess
well over a decade ago because I realized that to be as good as I wanted to be, I would have to invest
much time and energy into the game, which meant eliminating other things I wanted to do.
This is something I fear gets lost in the manosphere focus on self-improvement, you should work out,
have your financial house in order, figure out your diet, style, learn game, and many other things, but
you have to do this in a way that is achievable, sustainable and consistent. You can’t fix a decade or
more of poor life management with a flurry of effort over the course of 3 months. You have to
prioritize in order of importance and degree of required effort. What areas are most important for you
is something only you can decide. What level of achievement you desire within the areas comes next,
and whether that can be sustained over time is third.
Once you have those answers you can create a plan and metrics for progress and get to work.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: [Citation Needed]
May 12, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

This is in no means an extensive and exhaustive review
or introduction into how one goes about conducting research. It’s a rather quick overview of the
various steps taken when conducting research, and how one can utilize and apply the conclusions of
such research when forming one’s own view of a subject.
A while ago Illimitable Man wrote a great essay entitled “Critical Thinking & The Citation Needed
Fallacy” in which he explored the question of whether one can justify holding a particular view on a
subject without peer-reviewed academic studies to support it. This was without a doubt born from the
realization that to most people, a well-reasoned, and researched empirical observation explored
through logic is no longer admissible in discourse without academic studies to back it up, studies
which are in turn dismissed for a variety of reasons.
This came to to me while I was watching a youtube video that can be summarized as “If one has none
of the symptoms of low testosterone, in fact one’s physical manifestations indicate high testosterone,
yet one’s blood test shows low testosterone values, does one have low testosterone?”
In this case, one has two contradictory observations. On one hand, if a man is carrying a lot of muscle
mass, has a ton of energy, a high libido, no signs of depression and low body fat percentage, plus is
performing very well in athletics, these are the antithesis of the symptoms for low testosterone. On
the other hand we have an empirical observation using a quantitative, positivist method, interpreted
according to the optimum range or reference range. Do we put this person on TRT or not?

How Studies Are Made
I wrote a bit on research philosophy and methods in prior essays and I’m not going to repeat it here.
The general steps taken by a researcher when they want to do a study, is to begin with an observation,
and then formulate a question, very often a “why“, “how” or “what” question. Then they do their
background research, has anyone asked the question before, or a related question, if so what did they
find out and how did they go about it. Once they finish the background research, they formulate one
or more hypotheses that can then be tested with an experiment. If the tool that one has designed to
test the hypothesis/hypotheses works, one analyzes data and presents the findings, if not one goes
over the tool and theory steps again.
To take our example with testosterone ranges, our research question is given “What is the reference
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range?” (population average range) and “What is the optimal range?” (the one where you gain
maximum positive benefits with minimal negative effects).
In the case of the former, that’s pretty easy to design an experiment for, all you have to do is to gather
up a huge group of men, that are representative for the population, and test their testosterone. That
gives us a bell curve for the male population at large, that we can divide into age brackets, and these
are our reference values within a group. This is also how the government figures out average height,
and weight of their population, mean and median wealth, income and many other statistical
population measures.
In the case of the latter, it’s much more difficult to design an experiment, because there are more
variables you have to establish, control and adjust for. You are still asking a what question, but
instead of asking “What is“, you are asking “What would be ideal” for health outcomes. You can see
how the answer to the two questions could be different, in the former case you are establishing the
range that currently exists within a certain group of men, in the latter you are trying to find out what
should be the range, so to speak.
There is also the question of “ideal” for what? If your ideal life is a long one with maximal negative
consequences, that may be one range. If you don’t really care how long you live, as long as you
manage to deadlift 1200 lbs, that is most likely a different range.
Once you’ve concluded on both, this serves as data that can be replicated and validated by subsequent
studies done in order to track the development of both the reference range and optimal range.
Replication and validation are very important for studies, because they confirm that the tool is
working when applied by different people in different contexts, and it strengthens the findings. If one
group of researchers studying American males ages 20 – 25, establishes a reference range of 200
nano-grams per deciliter to 1000 nano-grams per deciliter, and a group using the same tool, on the
same group finds 1000 nano-grams per deciliter to 1500 nano-grams per deciliter, then the spread is
big enough to question the reliability and validity of the study.
Some important factors to pay attention to when reading a study is the sample. Meaning, what is the
population they gathered data from, how large was it and how were participants selected. This is of
great importance because it speaks to the generalisability of the findings meaning can we apply the
findings to settings other than the ones in which they were originally tested. If one tested the effect of
a high protein diet on college aged male athletes, the findings may not be applicable to sedentary
women ages 55 – 65. How large was the sample? If one only did an exploratory study using 20
participants, this is less reliable than one using 2000 or 20000 participants.
One also needs to pay attention to the methodology, was qualitative or quantitative methodology
used? Government Census data is an example of a grand scale quantitative survey that is highly
reliable because it samples the entire population of a country. Within my own area of expertise
qualitative case studies are a common methodology, the findings of a single case study are generally
viewed as only being applicable in the setting they were tested, meaning that in general if you do a
case study of the effects of corporate culture on share performance at Apple, those findings are only
applicable for Apple. In order to make them more general, more case studies must be done and the
results of all the case studies reviewed to find common factors.
What was the tool used to collect the data? Self-reports are notoriously unreliable, if interviews are
done what was done to minimize the influence of the researcher. How were the data interpreted, and
were they interpreted consistently? Was any data eliminated from the analysis?
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How to Use Studies
One could say that studies and papers for the bachelor or master level student are viewed as facts,
whereas for students beyond those levels, they are viewed as indications. If many studies confirm the
same findings those findings are viewed as being more probable, but not iron clad doctrine. The key
concept in science is that it’s an iterative process in which the clarity of our understanding is
changing and improving incrementally with each study done.
The accuracy differs somewhat from field to field, and within the STEM fields (Science, Technology,
Engineering and Mathematics) the findings of studies more often reflect facts in the way that most
people would define “a fact“. As clear cut empirical observations of cause, effect and natural
phenomena. The average melting point of iron for instance, is something we can test in a highly
controlled environment and which is fairly easy to replicate and validate. The reason or reasons why
men are falling behind in school on the other hand, is very difficult to arrive at due to among others
convoluted causal relationships, many different variables, multiple variables at different intensities,
differences between samples and so on.
If I were to cite 5 studies that all support a link between having a written business strategy and
commercial success as measured by return of investment over a 2 year period. This lends credence to
the view that having an articulated and written business strategy is positively correlated with return
on investment, but it doesn’t say that having such a strategy is a requirement or guarantee of such
success. It also doesn’t say why this is the case, is it because of the act of writing the strategy itself or
something else?
If I were to cite 5 studies where researchers utilized the same methodology that I’m proposing, what
that does is build confidence that I’ve selected a robust tool to measure what I want to measure with
some degree of accuracy. I can still mess up the application of the tool, by asking the wrong
questions, not controlling for variables, or applying it to a non-relevant population. This was the
experience with some early research in “management science“, where one in essence disregarded the
human factor on inputs for a production process.
If I cite 5 studies that all support that corporations that have corporate social responsibility initiatives
all perform better as measured by ROI, one could make the argument that CSR initiatives improve
performance, however one could also argue that high performing companies are more likely to have
the required discretionary funds to spend on CSR initiatives.
The goal of a study is to measure a phenomena, within a defined set of constraints and arrive at a
measurement of that phenomena that can be replicated and validated by other researchers. Over time,
this can weaken or strengthen a finding, create new avenues for research, and incrementally help us
obtain a closer understanding of reality. Once one has a measurement of a large enough sample, one
can generalize from those findings to whole populations. However, this doesn’t mean that it’s
accurate in every case, just a certain percentage of the population.

Summary and Conclusions
I didn’t write this essay to drag down the value of having academic studies to inform you when
forming a view on a given topic. I frequently use studies or writings by other people when I seek to
inform myself about a new topic and this is one of our major competitive advantages as a species; the
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ability to learn from others. I wrote it because I’ve become concerned with the trend towards utilizing
studies as hammers in a debate to prove the opposition wrong rather than to build a framework of
information in order to increase the accuracy of one’s own view or to create questions about the
accuracy of the other party’s view.
This was brought on by reading some comments in a Youtube video where a commenter said “X cited
5 studies, Y didn’t cite any studies“, which to me indicates that it’s the presence of the citations
themselves that lend credibility in the eyes of the viewer (appeal to authority) rather than the content
of said studies or the logical reasoning presented in the argument.
The trouble we are experiencing is that at this point in time, you can find a study or multiple studies
that support just about every position on every single topic. When combined with confirmation bias,
subjective perception and a few other cognitive traps we are susceptible to, it becomes easy to
confirm one’s own view rather than challenge it.
In most cases, if you put in a search term to Google Scholar, it will spit out some results that support
whatever position you want to take. Within economics, you can find studies that support every
organization of the economic system from hard-core communism to laissez-faire capitalism.
Thus, what happens is that both sides of a debate engage in a Gish Gallop of sorts where they provide
countless sources that confirm their position and dismiss the sources the other person refers to as
being wrong. This is not a debate, or attempting to refine one’s own view of the world through
challenging it, it’s a case of death by a thousand google searches.
The best learning outcome of that debate is that people leave having learned the difference between
APA, MLA and the Harvard method of citing references. Their opinions haven’t changed, they have
not received any food for thought, and the debaters congratulate themselves on having “debunked”
each other.
To bring this back to the original question asked by Illimitable Man, the process of arriving at a true
fact in science is usually observation – theory – experiment – analysis. A person makes an
observation, they formulate a theory about it, they test the theory through experimentation, then
analyze their findings. The other factors such as peer review, and the scientific method exists in order
to ensure that the process is structured and has been adhered to so that it is possible to replicate and
thus validate the study. Furthermore, that the outcome is valid, in essence, that the process is sound,
and that the conclusions follow.
To give an example, I know that in my n=1 study of my individual nutrition, my digestion, energy
levels, and general feeling of well-being is better if I do not eat wheat. If a study or government
analysis were to come out and state “everyone should have at least 5 servings of wheat every day“,
that study might be correct in the general population, but not in my particular case.
The final part I’m going to talk about is rhetoric, which I suspect is a major driver of this trend. I
observed some years ago, that in debates between what could be called rationalist-empiricist atheists
and religious apologists, the latter would tend to adopt a position very close to deism, rather than
theism. I have also not found one who elected to openly defend a creationist position in a debate
centered in the rationalist-empiricist frame. This is simply due to the fact that making arguments in
favor of ideas such as immaculate conception or the re-animation of the dead is impossible within the
framework of scientific evidence and rationalist reasoning.
Thus, one builds a rhetorical framework based on a much stronger position. For instance, if my
position was that monogamous marriage is the only ethically correct structure for a sexual
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relationship. I could argue it based on moral philosophy or divine revelation. However, I would be
able to build a much stronger argument if I based it in economics, using data such as better life
outcomes of children raised in a stable, two-parent home.
This is because within those domains you can utilize what most people would interpret as more
objective evidence, rather than arguments based in morality. Furthermore, that nobody was ever
convinced to change something that is pleasurable to them because someone referred to them as a
degenerate, sinner or overall horrible person. If someone feels personally attacked, and get defensive,
you can be 100% correct and it still won’t convince them.
To conclude, “citation needed” began as a rhetorical tool for a situation in which an author or content
creator made a statement as if it was axiomatic, when it is not. You do not need to cite a reputable
scholarly source for something that is axiomatic, meaning self-evident. You can make a perfectly
valid logical argument without a single citation, however you may need to provide citations to prove
the soundness of your premises, provided that they are not axiomatic.
However, in order for reason to give rise to new knowledge or theories, one has to, by definition go
beyond that which one can conclusively prove, after all if one’s conclusions have already been
proven and validated by formal inquiry, then they are per definition not new.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Of Penis Pills and Psychopaths
May 18, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I keep getting a bit of a
backlog of essays on here as of late, because I have a planned posting schedule, that I interrupt on
occasion when I get inspired to write something else that I think should be pushed out right away. In
this case, I was sitting around on twitter thinking about a twitter thread I wanted to do, on how
someone needs to make a TV show in the style of “The Most Evil Men in History” called “The Most
Basic Bitches in History“. However, before I could compose that thread, this old statement I heard
from Christopher Hitchens popped into my mind, I’m not sure if he was quoting someone, but the
statement goes something like
“Which is more likely, that the whole natural order was suspended or that a Jewish minx
should tell a lie?”
I was unsure of why this statement stuck in my head, but over the course of a few days it became
very clear to me. I wrote a long series on women with narcissistic, borderline and anti-social
personality disorder a while back. This series was largely fueled by my own experience with such
women, but also the experience of other men with whom I’ve spoken about their experiences.
A major characteristic of people who suffer from these disorders is to create alternate realities into
which they draw their targets. Bernie Madoff drew his investors into an alternative reality he created,
in which they were making massive returns on their investments. The trappings of his lifestyle, his
behavior, the flying monkeys that surrounded him, and indeed many professional journalists
reinforced this reality, so should a person develop doubt, they would question their own powers of
observation, rather than the reality Mr. Madoff created. This could be explained as industrial-strength
gas lighting.
Charlie Manson, of whom I spoke in “Of Lobsters and Serial Murder” did much the same thing, he
created an alternate reality for his following, in which they were the bastion of hope for humanity’s
salvation in the coming cataclysm that existed only within his mind, and as a collective delusion
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among them. Any opposition his group faced was explained through this paradigm.
This is very advanced frame game, where not only is the person in control of the frame capable of
maintaining frame control, this is not that impressive of a feat. It’s much more impressive that they
were capable of creating a frame in which every action, word or deed that contradicted their frame
would be interpreted by their targets as being within the frame, thus re-inforcing it.
They construct such strong frames by creating narratives that stretch much beyond a normal frame.
To exemplify this, the classic “chase frame” is a move in which a man flips the script on a woman he
is pursing and frames the interaction as if the woman is pursuing him. A Manson level version of this
frame would being able to maintain a frame around the woman, where she interprets every other
woman as pursuing the man, regardless of what is really happening, and every action any person
takes is taken as confirming and re-enforcing this frame.
This would not only build a reality in her mind where she is chasing him, it would also be built-in
dread game and social proof, meaning that if he was aware of her being in this frame of mind, merely
smiling at the cashier could have massive second and third order consequences.

The Construction of a Cluster-B Frame
The basic building block of the cluster-B frame is cooperation by the target. When you are attempting
to persuade someone, they have to have some degree of willingness to “play along“. You cannot
persuade a person to buy your product if they do not on some level cooperate with you. A major
distinction between “Yes Girls” and “No girls” is that the former is receptive to your spiel initially,
while you have to win the latter over. In sales terms, the former is someone who has a level of
interest in your product or a product within your category right away, while the latter is someone with
no initial interest.
The initial incentive to play along is known as “love bombing” is done in order to create a firestorm
of dopamine and serotonin in the brain of the victim, creating an addiction to the “happy chemicals”
that are triggered. Cluster B women are known for using sex to this end, which is also why crazy
women have a reputation for being great in bed.
Once the person is willing to play along, the frame is meticulously constructed, brick by brick, at a
pace that does not alert the target. This serves a dual purpose. Cults are known for slowing heating
the water around the frog until it boils, in order to maximize time, and thus ability to influence the
target, before taking the big steps. A cult may start by offering your a free personality test that says
you are highly stressed, then offer you a free 2 hour class on stress management. You take them up
on it, finish the class and notice that your life gets a bit better, when they offer you a 4 hour class on
time management for $20, you think to yourself “Well, I got a lot of benefits from that free stress
management class, what the hell, I have $20 right here“. Then they slowly escalate from classes, to a
weekend workshop, to a week-long workshop, and before you know it you are moving to a desolate
area in Montana to prepare for the end of the world.
The key is that they escalate slowly enough that the target never notices that he or she is being drawn
into their frame, while the target is building an investment in the person or group, through slow
incremental steps. A cluster B may start by telling you a story of how they just came out of a bad
relationship, and are dealing with the breakup, this elicits sympathy, and triggers the “savior chip”
that most beta men have built into them from childhood.
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This is not that hard to believe, a lot of people have had a destructive relationship or two, and in the
aftermath of such a relationship, it’s not uncommon to lay most (or all) of the blame on the ex,
despite one’s own culpability. Then you get the second story, often relating to the same ex, then a sad
story about family, or the vicissitudes of life, all the while the target is investing in this “great person
who got a raw deal“.
If they are truly advanced, they will triangulate their targets, meaning bring in “random people” who
confirms the frame, much like Madoff used other victims of his scheme to sell to new victims, or how
Manson utilized The Family to sell new girls on becoming part of it. Social proof in action. In the
days of social media, I’ve even know some to create fake social media profiles to conduct their own
triangulation.
Once the target is hooked one simply escalates the crazy until the target is boiled alive, and move on.

Is This Probable?
The first effective counter-measure a person has against such an onslaught, is information from
independent sources, cults and cluster B are known to isolate their target away from support such as
family or friends as quickly, and totally as possible. Part of their defensive strategy is also to poison
the well, in order to make the target question any information that comes from the cluster b’s
opposition.
The second effective counter-measure is asking the question “Is this probable?“. You see, in all the
reading, experience and talking I’ve done with men about their cluster B experiences, the stories
always seem to have the “gut feeling” moment, that moment when the person got a message from
their brain “This is improbable, do no trust, and De-escalate the situation“. All these men, including
myself in my experiences knew that the woman was nuts on some level, but didn’t want to break the
frame, because the illusion and the fabricated reality was too good, too good to be true.
I ask the question “Do I think this is probable” many times a day, from in meetings when salespeople
are trying to tell me their solution can do something that is technically impossible, to when the clerk
at my local coffee shop tells me they are out of milk. Which is more probable, that a coffee shop at a
busy intersection ran out of milk, or that the clerk is too lazy to grab another carton from the cooler in
the back?
Which is more likely, that this guy has beaten the market for decades, and earned returns that are both
well above, and more stable than comparative funds, or that he’s a lying scoundrel? Logic would
dictate the latter, as you cannot earn a reward higher than average without taking above average risk.

Summary and Conclusions
Some of you may wonder about the title of this essay, “Of Penis Pills and Psychopaths” and the
reason for this is simply that the emails that most men have received at one point or another “Add 3
inches to your penis by taking our new, super-secret, patented herbal supplement“, have one major
problem. If there was a pill that could add inches to your penis, they wouldn’t have to market it by
email. If they put it on TV, most men would be on the phone to their doctor asking about
Gigantococxil before the ad ever got to “Ask your doctor if Gigantococxil is right for you“.
Some of you may wonder why I’m writing this essay on a blog dedicated to intersexual dynamics,
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and the reason for that is much simpler, the progression of a cluster B against their target offers some
very interesting insight into the establishment of frame, control of frame, and how/when to escalate or
deescalate to build a strong frame.
In terms of frame control, it establishes that you must become able to spot the “right” targets and that
frame requires two or more people, not just one. You can have the strongest frame in the history of
frames, but if you cannot draw another person into it, it doesn’t matter. It doesn’t matter if you have a
strong frame that people are drawn into, if you escalate too fast or too recklessly and break the
illusion. The speed and degree of escalation is a function of the target’s investment into the frame.
Once the target is within the frame, and you are satisfied with the level of investment, you need to
keep investing in order to maintain the frame, because without such investment the target will
eventually become captive to a stronger frame or reject the illusion.
Which brings me to the quote by Mr. Hitchens that was stuck in my head all week. The reason why it
kept playing over and over in my head was that it’s on the surface very clear cut. You cannot have a
conception without an egg being fertilized and while I have heard some crazy “You won’t believe
how she got knocked up” stories, the general methodology is sex. The probability of Mary sleeping
around is much higher than a super-natural power suddenly deciding to make a woman pregnant,
without even giving Joseph a heads up.
However, in the abstract, it does say something about the willingness of men to believe women
despite their rational minds screaming out in protest. Furthermore, it’s a very interesting thought
experiment to do, “What would make me believe that the all-mighty knocked her up?“. I always find
that to be an interesting exercise, because as a species we find being in our own mind very easy, but
understanding that of another more difficult.
This last part is why “naturals” are “naturals“, they started interacting with women very early in life,
and have interacted much with women throughout their lives, thus they have developed an intuitive
understanding of “how women work“.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: False Profits
May 25, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

It’s been a while since I wrote
a Gendernomics essay of this type, but it seemed to be the perfect follow-up to the essays on prosocial vs. anti-social dominance hierarchies I wrote a while ago.
Perhaps the change that has the most impact when moving from a hunter-gatherer existence to one
based in agriculture is the simple fact that agriculture generates a surplus. A hunter-gatherer tribe
generates roughly the amount of value in a year that they consume, whereas with agriculture a group
of farmers can generate much more value than they consume in the same period. Once you move
from an agrarian society to an industrial one, the ability to generate such a surplus increases.
From a simplified macro-economic perspective, the reason for this is quite simple. A hunter-gatherer
tribe has little left over for positive investment, they create enough value to feed themselves, and
cover replacement investment (fixing their weapons, clothing and equipment) but they do not
generate enough to improve their ability to produce. An agrarian society generates enough value to
feed themselves, clothe themselves and invest in things that expands their capacity to produce. An
industrial society generates enough to cover their basic needs and invest greatly in productive
capacities with leftover resources for excess consumption.
Utilizing the simplified C-I-S model for a nation, where C stands for consumption, I for Investment
and S for Saving, we could argue that theoretically for a hunter-gatherer tribe 90% of their generated
value goes to consumption, and 10% to investment. For an agrarian group, perhaps 75% goes to
consumption, 15% to investment and 10% to saving, and for an industrial population 50% is
consumed, 35% invested and 15% saved. These are not empirical numbers, but serve to symbolize
the development of human economics.
Gross investment is composed of net investment which is spending that increases the availability of
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fixed capital goods, means of production and goods inventories. For instance, buying a new building,
new machine or increasing your inventory of products, and replacement investment which is
replacement of depreciated capital goods. As an example, buying a new house is increasing the
availability of fixed capital goods, maintaining that house over its lifetime is a case of replacement
investment, as you are fixing the wear and tear of use.
One of the key elements is that if investment falls below replacement investment levels, then the
ability of a group to produce goods and services goes down. Put very simply, if a two man carpentry
crew has 2 hammers, and break 1 hammer a year on average, but do not make enough money to
replace that hammer, their productivity will decrease.

The Foundation of Modern Life
The main cause of our modern society has been the fact that group structures have enabled a
constantly increasing surplus of production that have permitted us all to increase our standard of
living. Even the poorest people in modern western countries have a much higher standard of living
than even nobility had 500 – 600 years ago. In order to enable such growth, we have all had to learn
to cooperate better and to specialize. If we go back a few hundred years, most people were a jack of
all trades who could do many different things, because they had to be their own carpenter, seamstress,
cook, and many other things. This was one of Adam Smith’s realizations in “Wealth of Nations“, that
it would generate greater surpluses if workers were specialists instead of generalists.
A person who is 100% dedicated to being a farmer, blacksmith or seamstress, will over time hone
their skills to a point where they can produce both more goods but also better goods than someone
who is 50% dedicated to farming and 50% to blacksmithing. Perhaps, even more importantly, if a
person is also 100% focused on blacksmithing, his investments will go only towards equipment that
makes him better at blacksmithing, not to a mixture of farming equipment and blacksmithing
equipment. So instead of having two men half-ass two things, each man whole-asses one thing, and
then uses the resources generated from that one thing to buy things from other producers. So the
blacksmith sells his goods to the farmer, and the farmer his goods to the blacksmith, overall both
parties are better off because each man can produce the goods the other requires at less cost than they
could do themselves.
Government taxation then takes a cut out of all production within its borders. The revenue generated
by the government is then divided between consumption, investment and savings. Purchases of goods
and services to directly satisfy individual or collective needs of the population are classed as
consumption expenditures. Acquisition of goods and services intended to create future benefits are
classed as government investment. In addition, there are transfer payments which is simply
redistribution of income and wealth made without goods or services being received in return.
There are many views on taxation and government spending, and dealing with them exhaustively is
beyond the scope of this essay. The purpose of outlining these mechanisms is to show that a modern
economy is based on generating surpluses that are then divided among investment, consumption and
saving.
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A Game Of Economic Chairs
One of the more interesting ideological divides in modern politics is regarding the role of
government. In communism, government is ubiquitous, and takes care of the population from the
cradle to the grave. The core idea being that if we aggregate the total production on a population
level, then divide it back out, we remove differences in outcome. The old Marxist doctrine of “From
each according to his ability, to each according to his need” summarizes this perspective, in that
everyone produces as much as they are able to, and receive as much as they require. However, this
ignores the fact that a great majority of people will always be able to consume more than they
produce.
In a modern country, parts of the population will be net-negative, and some net-positive. This simply
means that some people are going to produce more value in their life than they get in government
goods and services, while others will produce less value than they get in government goods and
services. Even within a small tribe of hunter-gatherers this is going to be the case, some hunters will
be better hunters than others, some gatherers better gatherers than others. If a tribe over time develops
to the point where a majority are producing less than they consume, the tribe will face many
hardships and potentially die out because their consumption is greater than production.
For instance, if a single hunter in a tribe that has 10 hunters, has to produce 90% of the meat by
himself, the tribe is incredibly fragile due to that dependence. It would be in the best interest of the
tribe to retain that hunter at any cost, at the same time, should he get sick, have an accident or decide
that he’s better off by himself, then the tribe would lose 90% of its food supply.
This is no different than a situation where large portion of the population of a modern industrial state
produce less than they receive. In this case, government generates no surplus, and in the worst case
scenario end up spending more than it takes in. In such a situation the government has to find a way
to finance the goods and services the people want, which is when they start taking out major loans, or
they have to cut back on goods and services. This was the situation that manifested in 2008, when
many countries had been financing increasingly extravagant government consumption through
borrowing money.
A private person, business or government that uses Mastercard to pay off Amex, and Amex to pay off
Visa, is playing a game of economic chairs where someone ends up not getting paid. This is what
happened in 2008, and previous bubbles. One of my mentors once made the statement “Size matters,
if you owe the bank $10,000 that you can’t pay, you have a problem, if you owe the bank
$100,000,000 that you can’t pay the bank has a problem“.

Beasts of Burden
When one looks at the data from the New Zealand study I cited in an earlier essay, which showed that
men have a positive net impact (they pay more in taxes than they get in benefits) and women have a
net negative impact (they pay less in taxes than they collect in benefits) over a lifetime, if this data is
also representative for other western nations, one understands why retaining men in a nation is
important. Men create the surplus, without men the nation is running a constant deficit. While it’s
possible to do this for a short time, we’ve all observed the result of uncontrolled deficit spending in
countries such as Greece and Venezuela.
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 939 of 1188

The old books of social rules that govern intersexual dynamics and society at-large, are constructed to
ensure stability and survival for the group. For instance, when a majority of the adult population are
living in long-term committed monogamous relationships with children, this has a series of positive
economic effects. The first, and perhaps most important effect is that it ties the men to a country to a
much higher degree.
A second effect is that it forces a man to become more productive, because he also has to finance the
raising of his children. The combination of being tied to the country and having a family to feed,
means the man must work more, something that statistics support. Married men do earn more than
unmarried men [1, 2]. A third factor, is that it privatizes the costs of raising the next generation of
worker bees, but makes the income public.
A man’s income after taxes, is spent on raising his children, which gives rise to a new generation of
taxable persons. If the government has to finance the raising of children, that means less money left
over for other things, and/or a higher tax rate to cover the costs. This also makes it quite obvious why
the state wants women to work, a stay at home mom produces services that have value, but they are
not taxable by the government. If women work full-time, and instead hire other women to do the
tasks traditionally done by a stay at home mother, then the government gets a cut from every link in
the chain.

Summary and Conclusions
I’ve spent quite a lot of time asking myself how certain social structures come into existence.
Reproductive communism becomes a norm when you want men to be invested and dedicated to
produce resources for their family, with the side-effect that they also produce taxable income that can
then be utilized for the benefit of the group. Each individual man doesn’t matter, what matters is what
he is able to produce for the group. In this sense, for the social machine to work, it requires a certain
level of cogs depending on complexity and desired volume.
Our modern economy is reliant on a remarkable number of cogs in a grand machine. On the top level,
this means that GDP must always be growing in order to finance an increasing amount of public
expenditures and debts, which translates into a need for ensuring that enough worker bees are created
with every generation. Government at large does not care about the fates of individual men, what
they care about is their future tax revenue and GDP. On more pragmatic levels, real value must be
created on some levels in order to finance the circulation of money that forms GDP. You could
theoretically pay a surgeon $3 million a year to paint your portrait instead of doing $3 million to
perform surgery, and the effect on GDP would be minimal. However, much more real value would be
created if he performed surgery instead of painting your portrait.
The reason why politicians are so worried about the aging population, and the dwindling population
in western countries is simply that production and thus tax revenue will drop. If one adds the
increasing number of men who are “dropping out” of school and work, the population of dwindling
worker ants is quite substantial. The hope of government was that women in the workforce would
provide a competitive advantage, an increase in GDP, and thus an increase in the taxable population
and for a short while it did.
However, modern western governments find themselves in a self-created catch 22. Women in the
workforce increases the taxable population, thus enabling more public spending, it also increases the
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workforce quite a lot in the short term. However, women that are in school until they are about 25,
then spend 3 – 5 years in the workforce, and only start to marry and settle down in their early thirties
means a short reproductive window. This combined with the simple fact that the cost of having
children has increased, requiring people to work more hours in order to finance the children, means
that fewer children are born, and less parental time is invested in children. Fewer children, means a
smaller workforce to finance public expenditures in the next round. Thus, one must ask if like many
companies have done, government has created a great surplus in the short-term that undermines long
term stability and prosperity.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1]
http://www.columbia.edu/~yc2444/Why%20Do%20Married%20Men%20Earn%20More%20than%2
0Unmarried%20Men.pdf
[2]
https://www.stlouisfed.org/publications/regional-economist/april-2002/for-love-or-money-why-marri
ed-men-make-more
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The Chalice and the Crucible
May 31, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
So in other news this week, Dr. Jordan B. Peterson has made a controversial statement about
reproductive marxism, or as he referred to it “enforced monogamy” [1]. From what I could gather
from the statement, the simple premise is that which I outlined in my essay on reproductive marxism.
In nature, it appears that the natural order mating opportunities flow to men much in the
same way that capital does in capitalism. It flows from those who are unsuccessful to those
who are successful, and the more capital a person has, the more capital will flow to them. A
man who is unsuccessful in the mating market will be left with very little, if anything at all.
A man who is successful in the mating market will receive even more mating opportunities.
However, this creates instability in the system in the same way that the above average
collection of wealth among a small number of highly successful businessmen creates
instability in a capitalist system. The fundamental order of capitalism is competition, as
constant competition ensures that resources are efficiently allocated. However, the goal of
any capitalist businessman is to gain a monopoly position where the maximum amount of
revenue can be generated and where above average profits will be attained. Once an
oligopoly or a monopoly comes to exist, resources will no longer be efficiently allocated.
Reproductive Marxism
In any system that is a zero-sum or appears to be zero-sum, a side-effect is that the outcomes are
often winner takes all, rather than being normally distributed. What this means is that wealth is
distributed on a curve where the top 2 – 3% of the population control a great majority of the
resources, rather than the resources being distributed roughly according to population size. It’s a
fancy way of saying the top 1% control 99% of the resources, the bottom 99% control 1% of the
resources. This tends to create a lot of instability within the system.
If one were to use the framework of conflict theory, one could posit that within a society one has a
myriad of groups that all have different interests, some of these are deeply invested in the present
social order because this social order benefits them in terms of resources. Other groups are in conflict
with the present social order because it does not benefit them in terms of resources. For instance, the
core argument made by Occupy Wall Street protesters was that the present system benefits at the top
1% at the cost of the 99%, economically speaking.
Much of Dr. Peterson’s work, from “12 Rules for Life“, to “Maps of Meaning” deals with the balance
between mechanisms that enhance and preserve stability, and those that reduce and destroy stability.
I’ve themed this the conflict between the ID and the Super-ego in Freudian terms. Where the ID, cast
in Peterson’s analysis as chaos represents the natural order of things, and the super-ego order, the
civilizing effect of reason on nature.
The article that somewhat inspired me to do some research, and subsequently write this essay, was a
very effective piece of rhetoric, very accurately aimed at the market the author sought to influence,
out of which my favorite quote is:
The idea that women will only sleep with the top men if given the chance is straight out of
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pick-up artist garbage pseudoscience. This ideology of “beta” and “alpha” males (the
latter getting all the sex) is based on a mangled and since-retracted study about wolves, and
bears no relationship whatsoever to human societies. Worse, it instills the false notion that
women are largely status-obsessed sluts who will have to be basically coerced into sleeping
with anyone but the most attractive men. [2]
Fortunately, yours truly cares quite little for rhetoric, I much prefer data, so what does the data say?
In God We Trust, everyone else has to bring the data. In the quoted paragraphs there are 2 concrete
statements we can look at.
A) The existence of Alpha males and Beta males as defined by sexual success.
B) The principle that women would rather share an alpha than own a beta.
From these, we can form a couple of hypotheses. In the case of the first statement, it’s quite simple,
the basic premise is that a minority of men have a majority of the sex. This is often shorthanded as
the “sexual market pareto principle” that Chris Rock verbalized as “20% of the men do 80% of the
fucking“. If this is not the case, one would expect male sexual success to follow a normal distribution
meaning that you have extreme outliers on both sides, and most men are somewhere around the
mean. This means, simply put, that one would expect 33% of men to have less than the average of
sex partners, 33% would have the average number of sex partners, and 33% would have an overaverage amount of sex partners.
For the second statement, that women are and I quote “largely status-obsessed sluts” this is quite an
easy set of hypotheses that would follow from the former two. In effect, if one falsifies the null
hypothesis, and thus is capable of concluding that sexual success among men does not follow a
normal distribution, and instead that a minority of men have a majority of the sexual success (as
measured by sex partners) then one can establish not that women are status-obsessed sluts, because
that would be concluding on a single cause, but that there is a sexual disparity among men, and thus
that factors in female sexual selection behavior likely plays a part creating this sexual disparity. Thus,
the following are the hypotheses for this essay:
Null Hypothesis: Attention from women to men follows a normal distribution
Hypothesis 1: Attention from women to men does not follow a normal distribution
Null Hypothesis: Sexual success among men follows a normal distribution
Hypothesis 2: Sexual success among men does not follow a normal distribution

1. Attention Distribution in the Sexual Market Place
An essay based on the OK Cupid data, together with a Tinder Experiment a gentleman did that
looked at more than just ratings of appearance and that looked at actual response rates.
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The
Tinder experiment had a lot of problems, in that it had a low sample size, convenience sampling and
relied on self-reporting. However, it did give me two very interesting pareto stats, namely that the top
78% of women are chasing after the top 20% of men and that the bottom 80% of men were chasing
the bottom 22% of women.
This is clearly a supply and demand imbalance, in that the sex-ratio is roughly 50-50 male – female,
in theory the top 20% of men on Tinder could potentially monopolize 78% of the women on Tinder.
This makes Tinder, if likes are treated as a currency have a worst GINI coefficient (a measure of
wealth inequality) than 95.1% of all the world economies. [7]
It would be quite easy to write off this result on the basis that the format of Tinder causes this result,
rather than it being a result of natural biological proclivities among women when selecting mates.
This is a chicken-or-egg argument in a sense, in what comes first? This is however a bit of a false
dichotomy, because one is not forced to pick between one or the other. One could pose two strict
binary positions on the causality:
A) The data appears as it does, because the format on Tinder causes it.
B) The data appears as it does, because of inherent female selection preferences.
The characteristics of the data is very clear, in that we get 2 sets of Pareto-esque distributions, the
bottom 22% of women are being chased by the bottom 80% of men, the top 20% of men are being
chased by the top 80% of women.
In a previous essay, which I happen to think was one of my most underrated essays in 2016, I
explored the work a Dartmouth mathematician did on the basis of ratings on the website “Hot or
Not”, along with a second dataset from OKCupid. This generated two graphs that I shared in that
essay, that are repeated below:
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At first glance, the two data sources contradict each other. In the OK cupid data, a staggering 85% of
men are rated as being of below average attractiveness, whereas in the Hot or Not data roughly 90%
of men are rated as being above the mean for looks. One of my basic assumptions with sexual market
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data is that it will follow a normal distribution when ranked from 1 – 10. Meaning that a majority of
both men and women cluster around the median (4, 5 and 6). This is based on the reasoning that
many characteristics of humans follow this distribution, for instance height, weight and IQ. In both
sets of data, we see departures from the normal distribution, illustrated by the graph below that
superimposes the 3 curves on top of each other. (The population is set to be 1 million people).

As you
can see from the data, both OK Cupid and Hot or Not deviates quite substantially from the expected
normal distribution. On one hand this could be a reason to disqualify the data as not being an accurate
reflection of reality, however, that could be a case of throwing the baby out with the bathwater.
In the original essay, I outlined why I found this data contradictory, however, I also explained why
this difference could easily happen, namely sampling and selection bias.
The concept of selection and sample bias is quite simple, if you take any group centered on a given
pursuit, you will have a stable core group of members, and you will have a constant influx and
outflow of members. Some of these people end up participating for a short time, some never
participate (lurkers), and some end up becoming part of the core group. Every pursuit has selection
pressures at varying degrees, that works to select out the population that has the best combination of
traits to gain more success, thus over time the population may remain stable, but it will be
increasingly set apart.
For instance, if one were to ask why there are so few people critical to ketogenic diets on a subreddit
dedicated to keto. The answer is simply that the people who do not get satisfactory results on the
ketogenic diet will stop participating in the subreddit, while those who gain good results will continue
to particpate. Thus, over time the sample will increasingly be composed of those who gain good
results. In the same manner, people go on a site like hot or not to get easy validation, they are asking
a question to which they already know the answer.
While online dating is becoming very much a staple within the sexual market place, one has to make
certain assumptions about the selection pressures that help select the total population. For instance,
one could posit that the proportion of low-SMV men and women would be higher on OKCupid
owing to the fact that the upper ranges in the normal distribution would be less represented due to
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dating opportunities in real life, whereas the lower ranges in the normal distribution would be more
represented due to having fewer opportunities to date in real life.

If one
revisit the response rates on OKcupid that I utilized in a former essay, one can say that high value
women (the blue line) enjoy the highest response rates, followed by high value men (the yellow line)
My original comment on this graph was:
“The graph shows that a high attractiveness woman messaging a high attractiveness man
has a response rate of 52%, whereas a high attractiveness man messaging a high
attractiveness woman gains a response approximately 42% of the time. A low attractiveness
man on the other hand messaging a high attractiveness woman, receives a response only
12% of the time. The lowest response rate is low attractiveness women messaging highly
attractive men. Which is logical given that these men have 78% of women fighting for them
and receive 11x as many messages as the low value men.” From “The Contrast Effect”
This discrepancies in messages received and response rates give very clear indicators that the top
value both men and women receive much more attention on the platforms that dominate much of the
dating market in 2018.
This is taken as support for hypothesis 1 and as a blow against the null hypothesis regarding the
distribution of attention in the sexual market place.

2. Distribution of Sexual Wealth in the Sexual Market Place
The major problem with the data available to gauge sexual success is the very fact that it is usually
obtained by survey, and relies on self-reporting. This means that there will always be questions
regarding accuracy, based on among other things non-response and truthfulness. Even when using
protocols such as anonymous interviews via telephone, or surveys sent via email, people may lie or
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rationalize away the truth. The following data was obtained from a CDC publication dated in 2007
[10].

Based on
this graph, there are relatively small differences between men and women, and the different age
groups. A general observation, is that there is little difference between men and women. Men have
higher variability in their sexual success with more men in every bracket except 50 – 59 having had 0
partners in the past year.
Thus, one could conclude from this that women have an easier time finding a sexual partner than
men, even though the number of people who had 0 partners is similar across the range. In aggregate
15% of men, and 17.7% of women had 0 partners in the past year across the entire 20 – 59 age range.
However for men the variability was much lower, 17% men in the 50 – 59 bracket had 0 partners in
the past year, which was the highest for men, whereas 14% of men in the 40 – 49 bracket had 0
partners in the past year, which was the lowest for men. When compared to the women, a staggering
34% of women ages 50 – 59 had 0 partners in the past year, where only 9% of women ages 30 – 39
had 0 partners.
The 20 – 29 group has the highest proportion of people who had more than 2 sexual partners in the
preceding year. I think it’s very unfortunate that the data was cutoff at “2+” and doesn’t follow the
same brackets as the next set, as this means our data doesn’t differentiate between 2 and 2000. This
might also be what is causing a major problem in this data, namely that if 30% of men ages 20 – 29
had 2 or more partners, who are they sleeping with? In a theoretical population there should be a
parity between male sexual encounters and female sexual encounters, simply because for a man to get
a notch, a woman has to get a notch. For the bracket 20 – 29, it’s also possible that a lot of men in
their twenties are sleeping with women in their teens. Finally, there is the self-report issue mentioned
earlier in the essay.

This next
graph covers lifetime partners, in the different age groups. The first thing that jumps out here, is the
same problem that was identified in the first sample, namely the lack of parity between the male and
female responses.
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If one expected sexual success to be distributed by a bell curve, one would expect rough parity
between the numbers of partners, and we have major discrepancies especially in the 15+ range. Over
40% of women responded that they had a lifetime partner count between 2 and 6 vs. a little under
35% of men responded the same. However, a full 30% of men in age groups 30 – 39, 40 – 49 and 50
– 59 reported a lifetime partner count over 15, and about 22.5% of men in the 20 – 29 age group
reported over 15 lifetime partners. Even if we were to correct for the male-female tendency, namely
of men to inflate their partner count and women to deflate theirs, it still doesn’t quite add up.

This graph shows the
aggregate numbers for the entire range, from these numbers it’s quite clear that there are some men
out there who are very active in the sexual market place, and are racking up notch counts over 15 if
we assume the data to be correct, but very few women are accomplishing this feat. Almost 30% of
men claim to have had over 15 partners compared to only 9% of women.
There is one particular scenario that comes to mind that can explain these numbers. About 22% of
women have had 7 – 14 partners, 44% have had 2 – 6 partners. If we assume a closed population of
100.000 men and 100.000 women. This gives us the following
We also make the assumption of 1 sexual encounter with each partner, and we do 2 sets of
calculations one for minimum range and one for maximum range. This gives us an idea of how many
sexual encounters would be required in order to reach the notch counts in the different scenarios.
The minimum amount of sexual encounters required in order for a population of 100.000 men to get
the notch counts in the distribution is 646.000, the minimum given by the women is 378.700. The
maximum amount of sexual encounters on the male side is 942.7000 and maximum by the women is
730.000. This is based on the simple premise that for a man to get a notch, he has to find a woman to
get that notch with, therefore, for every male sexual encounter, there will be a female sexual
encounter. Thus, there should be a parity between the number of encounters for the mathematics to
make sense.
To investigate this I located an NHS Survey from 2010, because quite frankly among the things the
United Kingdom does the best in the world is collect data on their population, the UK and the US are
also fairly similar in that both countries share many cultural and social factors, are both developed,
first-world nations and both have seen a decline in marriage.
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The UK
has a much smaller disparity than the US, with only 8% of men, and 6% of women within the entire
population of the study being virgins, this average came about due to a higher number of virgins in
the 16 – 24 age group for both sexes.
There are some differences with a slightly higher proportion of men than women being virgins in the
16 – 24, 25 – 34 and 35 – 44 range, however beyond this there is an equal number among both sexes.
This does indicate that there is a bit of a distribution issue going on among the younger group,
especially in the age range 16 – 24, where 32% of men say they’ve never had sex compared to 26%
of women.
From the data, we can see that the majority of UK survey respondents lost their virginity in the age
range 16 – 34, with very few virgins remaining after that age. This is very different from the CDC
and GSS statistics from the U.S in that there seems to be less of a distribution issue going on in the
United Kingdom. If one compares the number of partners in the past year, the UK is also more
promiscuous than its special friend.

At this
point, I first have to mention that this does to some extent confirm the SMV Graph from Rollo
Tomassi, seeing as among men, the ones racking up the highest notch counts, which indicates higher
activity, or higher demand in the market are men 25 – 34, closely followed by men 35 – 44, where
over 35% of the men in the bracket are racking up on average 10 or more partners in the past year.
The lowest partner counts are men ages 16 – 24, and women ages 55 – 69, where 1 partner in the past
year is the great majority. Among young men the field is split between the other categories. Among
women, the most active groups are women ages 25 – 34, and 35 – 44, where over 60% of the former
had more than 3 partners in the past year, and a staggering 18% of women had more than 10 partners
in the past year. Among women 35 – 44, over 25% had 5 – 9 partners in the past year, and almost
20% had over 10 partners i the past year. When comparing lifetime partners the picture doesn’t
change much but it has some interesting characteristics.
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It’s
difficult to directly compare the UK and US statistics due to differences in the classifications of the
data. However, the link between partners in the past year, and lifetime partners is much clearer in the
UK statistics, in that there should be a degree of logic in the number of reported partners in the past
year and number of total partners.
If one looks at the US statistics, 80% of women 30 – 39 reported 1 partner in the past 12 months,
about 61% of women 30 – 39 reported having between 0 and 6 lifetime partners. Likewise, 72% of
women ages 20 – 29, reported between 0 and 6 lifetime partners, yet 81% report having had 0 – 1
partner in the past year. This would indicate that women in the U.S are serial monogamists having a
series of long-term relationships before settling down, with very low levels of promiscuity. In effect,
that an average woman has 2 – 6 long-term relationships from the age of 20 until she is 40, with no
periods of hookups, one night stands or college experiences.
For lack of a better way of wording it, notch counts are cumulative, not static, thus if one assumes
that a woman only has 1 partner at a time, the average duration of a relationship is 3 years, that a
woman has her first relationship at 16, and that the average age of marriage is 30, that means 4.6
relationships prior to 30, if we add the husband at 30, that’s a notch count of 5.6 lifetime by 39
provided no divorces and no cheating. You can make your own judgment on the probability of
American women being serial monogamists who are in constant long-term relationships from age 16
until marriage.
I would argue that the lack correlation between the 12 month numbers and the lifetime numbers,
combined with the parity is an indicator that something is fishy with the numbers.

Is it
probable that a much higher proportion of UK women have higher notch counts than American
women? Is it probable that American men, despite having a higher celibacy rate than American
women have higher notch counts on average?
17% of American men (20 – 59) have a notch count between 0 and 1, 34% between 2 and 6, 21%
between 7 and 14, 29% over 15. 25% of American women (20 – 59) have a notch count between 0
and 1, 44% between 2 and 6, 21% between 7 and 14, and only 9% above 15.
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This means that 69% of American women have a notch count of under 6, while 50% of American
men have a notch count no lower than 7 but potentially over 15. Unless American men are traveling
in droves to Tijuana, or there are some women out there with notch counts in the thousands,
something doesn’t quite add up.

3. Hypothesis
In order to create a distribution for male sexual success, my choice was to utilize the aggregate
numbers for all age groups of men from both surveys. As they also used different ranges, that were
not uniform, such as the CDC survey having a 0 – 1 group, and both surveys using 10+ and 15+
respectively, this does remove a certain level of detail that would have been useful to gauge the
outliers. However, to make them relatively uniform, I used the mean of each group, which makes “7
– 14” into “10.5”. I assumed a total population of 100.000 men in each group, and calculated the
“AoI” ratio based on the premise that each male-female act of intercourse happened only once.
For the men of the United Kingdom this yielded a total of 586.500 acts of intercourse and 794.350
acts of intercourse for the men of the United States. The method I used to arrive at these numbers was
to take the mean of the range, as described above, distribute the theoretical total population of
100.000 men according to the statistical distributions from the survey. Then multiply the mean
number of partners with the total number of men in the population. For example, the mean value of
the 0 – 1 partners is 0.5, 16.6% of US men fall into this group, meaning that it has a total population
of 16600, this was then multiplied with 0.5, to get an AoI of 8300. This is based on the assumption
that within each range of number of partners will follow a normal distribution (unlikely).

This
graph demonstrates that sexual success for men follows a distribution where in the UK the top 33.9%
of men in terms of the acts of intercourse metric represent 58% of all such acts. It’s slightly better
than in the U.S where the top 29% of men represent 55% of all acts.
In the UK, the top 57.4% of men have 86% of the sex, in the US the top 50% of men have 82% of the
sex. The major caveats to this is that the top men in each survey could have potentially many more
partners than the top of the range. The UK range includes men with 10 partners and men with infinity
minus 1, the US range men with 15 partners up to infinity – 1.
Thus, the difference between 7 – 14 and 15+ in the US survey, and 5 – 9 and 10+ in the UK survey
could be much greater. If we alter the value of the top 28.9% of men in the US from 15, to 20, they
represent 62% of all acts, raise it to 30, and they represent 71%. In the UK survey, if we raise the top
group number from 10, to match the US survey of 15, the top 33.9% of UK men have 67% of the sex.
The obvious limitations with the statistics in this essay, is that it relies on self-reporting, thus the
accuracy must be questioned, furthermore, the fact that the US survey doesn’t distinguish between
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men with 0 partners, and men with 1 partner, and that both surveys used set groups for the top value
in the range create further problems.
Going back to the original hypotheses, what can we say based on the data? In the case of hypothesis
1, the data from OKcupid and Tinder discussed in section 1, both indicate that attention from women
to men on the two platforms does not follow a normal distribution, in that the top 20% of men receive
the attentions of the top 80% of women (Tinder) and men rated as highly attractive receive 11x as
many messages as the men rated as the least attractive.
The second hypothesis is much more challenging, because while it is quite clear, that sexual success
as measured by either number of sexual partners in the long, or short term does not follow a normal
distribution for either sex, there are questions to be asked about the numbers. If we take the numbers
in good faith, then we can easily argue the case that a minority of men get a majority of the sex.
However, it’s very hard to determine the exact numbers based on the lack of parity between the men
and women in the sample, and giving other limitations such as the cut-off at 10+ and 15+ partners.
This is not to say that there has to be a parity between the two, but that the “sexual partner” gap is
simply too large to be explained without one of two explanations, it can only work that way if a
minority of men and women are racking up massive notch counts, or if either men are over-reporting
or women under-reporting.

4. The Decline of Marriage and the Modern Sexual Market
Place
As I was writing this, I came across an interesting article from the Institute for Family Studies who
crunched the numbers from the GSS (General Social Survey) and came up with the graph below [9]:
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The most interesting thing about this graph is that it would seem that married men who have not had
sex in the past year greatly outnumber married women who have not had sex in the past year. So I’m
sorry for the 2% of men who’s wives are sleeping around on them, which would seem to be the
implication (check out the married red pill). This is the same case of a lack of parity as cited above,
every married man and every married woman has a spouse, thus if one spouse is not having sex, then
the other should not be either. This means that someone is either lying to the survey or their spouse.
The second most interesting thing is that men and women who have not had sex in the past year stay
about equal at around 15% of the never married population, however there is a massive anomaly
starting in 2009, where the numbers were equal, after which the number of men rapidly rose from
13% to in excess of 20%. This coincides with the growth in popularity for online dating and social
media, something which has drastically influenced the dating market.
One must consider that prior to the online world, most people met through friends, in public locations
such as bars or clubs, in college, or other social spheres such as church. However, between 1990 and
2009 online dating went from barely a blip on the radar, to generating $3 billion in annual revenue.
The major effect of apps such as Tinder (launched 2012), is that they represent the distribution
innovation of the dating market.
Most of us used to have access to a limited market based on the size of our social circles and the
public spheres in which we were present, now it’s possible to access thousands of people online with
little effort. In the same way, one used to have to go to many different bookstores, libraries and
universities to get access to rare source literature, now most of it can be found easily online in a
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fraction of the time. Hypergamy was always an underlying part of the female firmware, but these
apps and services, act to make it much more efficient, something which is demonstrated in the first
part of this essay.
The author of this essay also brings up the classic Red Pill Pareto statement of “20% of the men have
80% of the sex” and he comes to an interesting conclusion:
“But even assuming the GSS data is correct, we can ask if another piece of the incel
narrative is true. Do a few Chads and Stacies really monopolize the market for sex? Many
incels quote a rule of thumb that 20% of men have 80% of the sex. Is this true?
It turns out, the answer is no. And of course, it isn’t! Imagine how much sex those 20% of
men would have to be having! A substantial share would need to be doing two-a-days on a
regular basis to maintain that kind of share. In reality, according to the GSS, the top 20% of
the most sexually active never-married young men have about 50-60% of the sex. It’s about
the same for women, and these shares are basically stable over time. Measuring the number
of partners instead of sexual frequency, the top 20% most promiscuous men account for
about 60% of male sexual partnerings, and the trend is, again, quite stable over time.” [9]
Thus, the distribution is not as bad as some would think, the top 20% of men merely have 50 – 60%
of the sex and account for about 60% of male sexual pairings. If we assume this is true, then it’s
obviously not as bad as the manosphere 80-20 would indicate. From the graph however one can read
some interesting things.
A) More men than women are not having sex.
B) The uptick in women not having sex from 2008 to 2016 does not go beyond the bounds of
previously observed highs and lows.
C) The trend for men seems to be flattening out at about 25% of men not having sex.
The author then goes on, quite as expected to make a pronounciation about cause and effect in his
conclusion:
“The main factor driving this trend, however, isn’t Chads and Stacies, but just declining
marriage rates among young men. The share of men aged 22-35 who have never been
married is higher today than at any time since the first data we have, going back to 1880.
The married share for these men is far lower than the historic norm. Unmarried people
have less sex in general, so even if celibacy rates within marital status are the same, the
sexless population grows.” [9]
This was not an unexpected conclusion given the source, and I agree that if marriage, or as I prefer to
refer to it, reproductive marxism was in full effect, then one would expect the number of men who
are celibate to decline. However, what one must keep in mind is that if we assume the GSS data to be
correct, about 14,5% of women 22 – 35 are not having sex, and about 22% of men ages 22 – 35 are
not having sex, but is the decline in marriage the cause?
According to “Trends in Premarital Sex in the United States, 1954–2003” [11], 77% of respondents
had had sex, 75% of them premarital sex, by age 44 95% of respondents (94% of women, 96% of
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men) had had premarital sex. The conclusion of the report is very clear on this:
“Almost all Americans have sex before marrying. These findings argue for education and
interventions that provide the skills and information people need to protect themselves from
unintended pregnancy and sexually transmitted diseases once they become sexually active,
regardless of marital status.” [11]
Thus, it becomes nearly impossible to conclude that the decline in marriage is the cause for the
increase in celibacy among men ages 22 – 35, as most Americans have premarital sex. If marriage
was a precondition for sex, then it would act as a barrier for access to sex. Rather as most Americans
have per-marital sex, the decline in marriage has the traits of creating a distribution issue rather than
an availability issue. This is similar to how if in one nation 1% of the population controlled 99% of
the wealth, one does not have an issue with wealth creation, so much as an issue with wealth
distribution.

5. Summary and Conclusions
This has been a rather long and very statistics heavy post to write, and I’m sure for you to read. I
would have liked to dive into the GSS data as well to offer my interpretation of that, but I’ll save that
for a later essay. We began this essay with the statements of “enforced monogamy” which to some
seemed to mean “The state pairs off men and women without any regard for the desires of each
person“, but which in reality is an anthropological term for having cultural and social values that
value, support and encourage monogamous, long-term relationships. Such relationships help maintain
stability and investment in the civilization by men and women.
Equality of outcome vs. Equality of opportunity is a bit of a central premise as of late, and as the
readers of my Gendernomics essays are likely aware, the major distinction between laissez-faire
capitalism (capitalism without regulation) and communism, is that the former is much more prone to
instability, booms and busts, and similar mechanics that can make a society or world less stable,
however it is also a major source of innovation, rewards merit, and encourages entrepreneurship. The
latter is very stable, has no booms and busts, and is extraordinary stable (absent external forces in
theory), yet completely discourages innovation, hard work and bans entrepreneurship. These are not
characteristics unique to economic systems, they are general characteristics that apply to every
system.
This is in essence what this is about, to what degree should we seek to moderate the natural
tendencies of a system to produce inequality, in order to gain stability. These are trade-offs that have
both pragmatic and moral dimensions and that characterize much of our lives. A basic premise of
Utilitarianism is that the morally correct approach is the one that causes the maximum pleasure for
the minimum pain. When it comes to social groups this same premise applies. What would be the
effect on the economy, if the 23% or so of unmarried men who did not have sex in the past 12 months
decided to emigrate to greener pastures, this is the pragmatic dimension. It means that assuming
gender parity within a nation (same number of women and men), 23% of women would not be able to
find a husband.
What is the effect if this group grows from 23% of unmarried men to 33%, 43% or 53% of unmarried
men? Short-term it won’t create much of a problem, but the long term effect of having a lot of men
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with no attachment to the group, no reason to work hard and no reason to invest in the social group,
can be extremely damaging to our civilization.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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https://medium.com/@worstonlinedater/tinder-experiments-ii-guys-unless-you-are-really-hot-you-are
-probably-better-off-not-wasting-your-2ddf370a6e9a
[8] https://theblog.okcupid.com/your-looks-and-your-inbox-8715c0f1561e
[9] https://ifstudies.org/blog/male-sexlessness-is-rising-but-not-for-the-reasons-incels-claim
[10] https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/ad/ad384.pdf
[11] https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1802108/
[12]
http://www.ic.nhs.uk/webfiles/publications/003_Health_Lifestyles/HSE2010_REPORT/HSE2010_C
h6_Sexual_health.pdf
[13] https://www.thelancet.com/pdfs/journals/lancet/PIIS0140-6736(13)62035-8.pdf
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Gendernomics: Of Mirages and Meat Scales
June 8, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The first book I ever read on investing
was a tome entitled “The Intelligent Investor” written by Professor Benjamin Graham. This treatise
outlines Graham’s philosophy of “Value Investing“, of which Warren Buffett is the most well-known
practitioner. As a young man I struggled a lot with understanding Graham’s idea of investing based
on “intrinsic value“, because I couldn’t quite conceptualize what it was in my mind. Was it the value
of retained earnings minus debt, the book value of the company, the projected earnings per share in
perpetuity discounted by net present value? As I continued to feed my mind a steady diet of finance
information, this did not alleviate the confusion, rather it compounded it. However, I still found
immense value in Graham’s magnum opus. The one quote that has stuck with me for a long time
since reading the book is:
“In the short run, the market is a voting machine but in the long run, it is a weighing
machine.”
This is a valuable principle, because we often run into situations where what is popular is what is
easy, makes us feel good in the moment and hurts us long term, while what is hard, makes us
uncomfortable and brings us growth long-term is unpopular. This is illustrated by a conversation
from the Andrew Ross Sorkin movie “Too Big Too Fail” in a conversation between Michele Davis
(Cynthia Nixon), Neel Kashkari (Ayad Akhtar) and Hank Paulson (William Hurt)
Neel Kashkari: Poor bastard who bought his dream house? The teaser rate on his mortgage
runs out, his payments go up, he defaults.
Henry Paulson: Mortgage-backed securities tank. AIG has to pay off the swaps. All of them.
All over the world. At the same time.
Neel Kashkari: AIG can’t pay. AIG goes under. Every bank they insure books massive
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losses on the same day. And then they all go under. It all comes down.
Michele Davis: [horrified] The *whole* financial system? And what do I say when they ask
me why it wasn’t regulated?
Henry Paulson: No one wanted to. We were making too much money.
In the short term, everyone was making too much money, and despite quite a few people being aware
that it was going to become a major threat to the financial system, nobody wanted to be the canary in
coalmine. They were faced with a choice, where they could side with the voting machine, face no
negative consequences and in fact be positively rewarded, which was a much more palatable choice
than to side with the weighing machine, face a lot of negative backlash from their colleagues, and
potential lose millions. This is not uncommon, as whistle-blowers, “doomsayers”, and the messengers
tend to be disliked because they ruin the mood.
A good analogy would be that a high school kid’s parents are out of town, and he decides to have a
party. However, as the evening progresses, the party starts to get out of hand, people show up with
kegs, before you know it the living room has turned into a mosh pit and people are playing ultimate
frisbee with $200 china. If the kid decides to call the cops, or his parents, he is likely to be the person
who faces negative consequences, despite the fact that he was not in the moral wrong.

On Virtue Signalling
I tend to prefer the Aristotelian description of virtue as a mean between two traits, for instance
courage and foolhardiness. Meaning that a man should attempt to be both confident and humble,
narcissistic grandiosity is no more a good trait than excessive meekness.
I’ve touched on virtue signalling in an earlier essay a while ago that I wrote on Social Justice
Warriors, however, SJWs are merely the most extreme manifestations of a problem that has reached
epidemic proportions in the western world, doing the easy thing to make the present comfortable for
us, rather than doing what we know we must, despite it making us uncomfortable, this is true on an
individual level, and on a societal level.
On an individual level, we can start with the “Man-Boy Crisis“, young men are increasingly dropping
out of the labor force, of education, the marriage racket and in many other areas, this has been
brought up time and time again, in descriptive terms. There have been a lot of suggestions for how to
remedy the situation, from encouraging boys to get rid of their toxic masculinity, to telling them to
man up and clean their rooms. I shared my understanding of Dr. Peterson’s simple advice, and it’s
consequences, namely that if you start by making small, positive, incremental changes in areas which
you control, this can often snowball into greater changes in other areas of your life.
The example I used in the recent Red Man Group podcast, was that if you start by cleaning your
room, you feel better, and you may decide to learn how to cook a few simple meals. As you improve
your diet, you get more energy because you are not eating crap anymore, so you may decide to take a
walk and then one day while you’re out on your walk you see a gym, so you decide to start lifting
weights. The small change of cleaning your room has lead to more positive changes.
However, I’m less convinced that making such changes for yourself, and perhaps your sphere of
influence such as your family, circle of friends or colleagues, will drive the major epidemic back.
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This is for the simple reason that it contradicts my observations of human behavior. As a species, we
have an immense capacity to share knowledge and information through language, we are also capable
of observing other people get positive or negative feedback from reality based on their actions or
behaviors. Yet, we appear to have to face crucibles of our own in order to gain the drive to put the
information and knowledge into practice. As long as the the expected discomfort of doing something
is less than the discomfort of doing nothing, we remain inert. Furthermore, human beings have a
preference for things that are easy, instant gratification and takes little effort.
Thus, on a social level, while a society is composed of individuals, the general trend of the zergling
rush, is difficult to defend against, or slow-down without large, external calamities acting as
crucibles.
In general terms, society is ambi-directional, not purely bottom-up or top-down. Building an army of
individual men who are all men who have fixed themselves as a bottom-up groundswell matters little
if the general top-down trend is stronger. In business terms, it doesn’t matter if one of your business
units is making bank if all the others are losing more than it makes, sooner or later the risk of relying
on one business unit to fund the whole will manifest itself. A company can outperform it’s industry,
and an industry can out-perform the economy as a whole during a bust, but a company can also
underperform it’s industry and an industry the economy, during the boom.
Virtue signalling can simply be defined as the broadcasting of one’s own status as a proponent or
defender of what a group, groups or individuals, hold as characteristics, traits or behavior of value, in
order to increase ones status within the group(s), or secure entry to the group(s). In essence it is an
attempt to derive status or value through professing ones allegiance to a group or a set of values that
one does not necessarily demonstrate, or have any intent to demonstrate. This is not a negative thing
in and of itself, as social signalling is common in most animals, however false social signalling is a
threat because it disrupts normal signals.
If you can gain the same status, admiration and dopamine rush from posting that you are going to quit
smoking on Facebook, then you keep smoking. Then you gain the value of something something, but
it doesn’t cost you anything. This is the same as being a communist when you’re broke, of course you
are, because you have everything to gain and nothing to lose. However, the person who has worked
hard to amass a war-chest of assets, is most likely not a communist because he has everything to lose
and nothing to gain.
There has to be actual value behind the appearance of value, because a masquerade always has an
ending.

Summary and Conclusion
In retrospect, my error when reading Graham was that I added complexity to a book that is actually
quite simple in both its style and principles. What Graham means by intrinsic value is pretty much the
answer to the following three questions:
Does the company earn money for its shareholders?
Are the earnings reliable?
Are the earnings sustainable?
This has in part been my issue with quite a few prominent companies, they do not earn money for
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their shareholders, they have unreliable earnings and their earnings are not really sustainable. You
can realize a lot of money trading in such companies, the same way you could if you traded CDOs
back in the early 2000s, but you are playing a game of economic chairs with the financial system
hanging in the balance.
As I’ve stated in prior episodes of the Red Man Group, one of my major issues with the way “Game”
was sold back in the early 2000s, was that it was utterly focused on appearing as if you were a man of
value, rather than building you into a man of value.
This is no different than how certain companies may have never earned money, do not have a
strategy for monetization or have a strategy for monetization that is not sustainable, yet they have
similar market capitalizations as companies that have earned money for their shareholders for over a
century, have paid reliable dividends just about every year, and produce something boring that
everyone has to have.
The weighing machine is a long term metric, and while a company can exist for a long time without
making money, with unreliable earnings and running an unsustainable business model, they cannot
live forever. The market can stay irrational longer than you can stay solvent, but the market cannot
stay irrational forever.
For the individual person who just had their portfolio hit with a margin call, this is little comfort, in
fact it’s probably little comfort if they are proven to be right even a few days after the margin call.
However, from a slightly bigger picture perspective, companies that do not and will never realize a
return for their shareholders, and for whom what little earnings they do have, are erratic and earned
through unsustainable means represent an inefficient allocation of capital, and thus resources.
These companies, just like the early PUA are in many cases the orchestrators of Ponzie schemes, set
up to last long enough for them to convince the target, get the papers signed, get the money
transferred and get the hell out of dodge. This is why a large part of “The Game” deals with what
happens when the man behind the ponzie scheme gets drunk on the game, and attempts to milk the
target when he should get out of dodge.
At first glance the prospectus looked great, the IPO papers were signed by a reputable bank, the
financials all checked out, and the presentations were fantastic. However, when investigated, the
prospectus was plagiarized, the IPO papers fake, the financials imaginary and the fancy corporate
offices non-existent.
Sooner or later, reality breaks through the illusion.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Of Sepulchres and Suicides
June 15, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Until
yesterday, this was one of those essays that looked to be permanently placed in draft-limbo. This is a
fate shared by quite a few essays that I have ideas for, but cannot quite figure out how to finish or
what angle to take. Despite the fact that I found the subject-matter in this essay very interesting, there
simply was no angle that encapsulated what I wanted to communicate. That is, until I heard of the
death by suicide of Anthony Bourdain.
I’ve shared a little bit about my youthful culinary interests on twitter, what I didn’t share is that they
were largely inspired by Mr. Bourdain’s book “Kitchen Confidential: Adventures in the Culinary
Underbelly“, to this day one of my favorite books within the genre. The book describes the journey of
a young man from chucking clams in Rhode Island to the Rainbow room in Manhattan, drug use,
alcohol abuse, and high gastronomy, but more than anything it was about passion. As the years
passed by, my interests shifted a little, but I tried to keep up with Anthony’s work whether on the
travel channel, the food network or other places. For someone who still has a passion for food, and all
that surrounds it, he was the culinary Christopher Hitchens, an irreverent, ghost-pepper in an
increasingly bland world of cuisine. However, as his career progressed, it was difficult not to notice
the gradual softening of his, the cursing became more rare, as did the drinking, he quit smoking and
he had children.
I stopped watching TV some time ago, so it was a few years until he popped up on my radar again,
this time coming across my twitter feed in a retweet after my return to the manosphere. Out of
curiosity I looked him up, found that he’d gotten divorced sometime earlier and was dating an MMA
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star. I clicked the tweet and I noticed the unmistakable Beta tells in the pictures, the fact that his
girlfriend’s instagram was filled with pictures of her with other men that were 30 years his junior, and
I thought to myself “That’s going to blow up in his face, maybe we’ll get the old hard drinking,
angry, Anthony Bourdain back. The man who banned Billy Joel from every restaurant kitchen he ever
ran“.
Alas, yesterday I saw the news coming across my twitter feed, he was found dead in his hotel, having
ended his life in a case that appears related to “girl problems”. I was going to let this go, but then the
inevitably “toxic masculinity” arguments came flowing out into the media “oh if only men were more
like women, they wouldn’t kill themselves” and I figured, ah that is a perfect frame for that essay in
my draft folder.
The big, often glossed over thing about suicide is that women attempt to kill themselves just as much
or even more than men, they are just less successful at it [1]. They attempt to kill themselves so that
someone will come to them and be like “Oh honey, are you OK, want to talk about it?“. Men are
much better and more successful at killing themselves, because they do it because they are done
talking. For women a suicide attempt is a comma in the sentence of their life, for men it’s the
exclamation point at the end of it. If men were less “masculine” and more like women, we would
simply see a drop in successful suicides, with an increase in suicide attempts.

Of Idealism, Meaning and Hope
Meaning has in many ways been the persuasion of the manosphere over the past year or so, however
in many ways I view it as a digression rather than an explanatory variable. Some common red pill
axioms is that men love idealistically, women love opportunistically, often framed as “men are the
true romantics” along with the observation that a woman can never love a man the way he wants to
be loved. These axioms are the antithesis to the thesis of the blue pill, that women love idealistically
and are the true romantics, and once you find “the one” she will love you the way you want to be
loved. This is the carrot of the blue pill illusion, that instills in a young man the hope, that once he
finds his one, he will find meaning in all the suffering that preceded finding her.
This gives rise to tautologies such as “she wasn’t the one” and “the right one is out there for you“,
That serve the purpose of kindling the flicker of hope within a man who has just taken a blow to his
religion. Much like comet cult leaders who have just had their predictions of the end of the world
objectively proven wrong, one has to re-frame the situation in order to maintain the shared delusion
of the cult, “Oh the aliens just did one bang-up job of cleaning away all the advanced tech they used
to build the pyramids“, “Oh the aliens that were coming to get us got delayed by a DUI checkpoint
just outside the solar system and will be here in a couple of weeks when Zanu’s brother-in-law can
come get the ship“, “Oh, she only fucked all your friends because she wasn’t the one“.
In many ways there are two cults within the world, the one of hyper-agency and the one of hypoagency. In the former you are the omnipotent Zeus merely playing with the morals, in the latter you
are merely the mortal being played with by the omnipotent Zeus. The reductio ad absurdum of the
former is that everything your woman does, ultimately is a reaction to your action, to put it briefly
“You were not alpha enough”. The same analysis of the latter, would be “There is no such thing as
alpha enough”.
Therefore one could construct the following positions.
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A) When you find the one, she will always view you as the ultimate alpha. Any change in her
perception of you is caused by you utilizing your agency poorly.
B) There is no one, a woman’s view of you as alpha is always conditional. Any change in her
perception of you is caused by a change you have no control over.
C) There are many someones, a woman’s view of you is always dynamic. Any change in her
perception of you can be caused a change in you, a change in her, a change in context or in all
of the above.
Number three is the position whereby one accepts one’s own agency, yet has a sensible view of it,
one is neither omnipotent or impotent. Number two is the one where one refuses to accept one’s own
hand in the demise, in effect viewing oneself as impotent. Number one is the position of hyperagency, where one views oneself as omnipotent.
If you internalize the message many men are raised with, that you are always responsible not only for
yourself, but for your tribe, and over things which you do not control, then everything is always your
fault. Accepting that “everything is your fault” can be a good thing if you are the type of person who
has an external locus of control, and always blame outside forces for your own misfortune. If you’re
50 years old and still blame your parents for things, you have to come to grips with the fact that they
raised you for 18 years, you’ve had 32 years where you didn’t do shit.
However, if you are a “Good Boy“, conscientious, dutiful, dedicated, loyal, high in agreeableness,
and who takes on responsibility for everything this leads down a dangerous path. If you internalize
execution but externalize direction, then you blame yourself for not being able to follow a map of
Canada to Las Vegas. This is the core problem of the blue pill illusion, it provides men with maps,
487 bullet point lists, logos for why the map is correct, pathos to ingrain the map in his emotional
function and ethos by having it communicated to him when he is young by figures of authority.
However, it places the responsibility for following the map on each individual man.
Like men do, they all attempt to follow the map to Shangri-la by whatever means they had, in many
ways one cannot fault them for effort, the trouble is that the outcome didn’t follow from the input.
They did everything right, and everything turned out wrong. However, this fault lies not with the
individual man, but with the map they were provided.
This is where I come back to the Karl Marx quote that I’ve share previously on this blog:
“The foundation of irreligious criticism is: Man makes religion, religion does not make
man. Religion is, indeed, the self-consciousness and self-esteem of man who has either not
yet won through to himself, or has already lost himself again. But man is no abstract being
squatting outside the world. Man is the world of man – state, society. This state and this
society produce religion, which is an inverted consciousness of the world, because they are
an inverted world. Religion is the general theory of this world, its encyclopaedic
compendium, its logic in popular form, its spiritual point d’honneur, its enthusiasm, its
moral sanction, its solemn complement, and its universal basis of consolation and
justification. It is the fantastic realization of the human essence since the human essence has
not acquired any true reality. The struggle against religion is, therefore, indirectly the
struggle against that world whose spiritual aroma is religion.
Religious suffering is, at one and the same time, the expression of real suffering and a
protest against real suffering. Religion is the sigh of the oppressed creature, the heart of a
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heartless world, and the soul of soulless conditions. It is the opium of the people.
The abolition of religion as the illusory happiness of the people is the demand for their real
happiness. To call on them to give up their illusions about their condition is to call on them
to give up a condition that requires illusions. The criticism of religion is, therefore, in
embryo, the criticism of that vale of tears of which religion is the halo.” Karl Marx
What I like about this quote, is that despite my criticisms of Marx’s economic theory as being “a
great system if human nature did not exist“, I think Marx had a fundamentally sound understanding
of human beings. If one is living in abject misery, and religion provides a justification for the misery,
and imbues it with purpose, then that helps blunt the pain of the present situation through the belief in
a better future. After all, what is 65 years of misery when compared to an eternity in paradise?
Meaning is the antithesis of existential nihilism, but hope is the antithesis of despair.

Summary and Conclusions
One of my regular arguments in the many discussions we’ve had on The Red Man Group when it
comes to mass shooters, is that the mass shooter phenomena and the male suicide phenomena are
merely two sides of the same coin, acting out vs. acting in, those who turn the gun on others, and
those who turn the gun on themselves. We can discuss the “why” until we are all bored to tears, but
truthfully I don’t think it has to do with meaning. In many ways I think meaning is a red herring, and
the true problem is hope. These men all seemed to have an idea of what would give their life
meaning, purpose and value, namely being able to fulfill the blue pill illusion. The very same illusion
they had been told from childhood would give their life meaning, and to which they had been
provided a map.
The men, whether they elect to act out or act in, are doing so after staring into the abyss so long that
they have become trapped within it, perhaps a flicker of light may be present that can guide them out
of the darkness. This flicker of light is hope and idealism. Just as Marx said, religion gives man a
reason to continue despite present misery, based on the hope of a better future. In our long history of
inflicting brutality, gruesomeness, torture and evil on our fellow man, one can often see one major
difference between those who persevere and those who perish. Those who perish are either stuck in
the past and incapable of adapting to their present environment or stuck in the present unable to
utilize the future as a motivating factor to keep walking through hell to reach the other side. Those
who persevere are adaptable enough to function within their present, but not so mired in it that they
cannot see that guiding light of future promise. Once that light dies, the journey comes to its
conclusion.
The common denominator in both acting out and acting in, is that these men lost hope for a better
future, they projected their present state forward, for the remainder of their life, and made a decision
that such a future was not worth living. They had attempted to find the meaning that they so sought
following the exact map they had been provided. They often struggled for decades, slogging along on
a path beset on all sides by evildoers, a path covered in thorns, vines and vicious vermin, yet they
persevered, and every time they thought they had reached the promised paradise, it was shown to be
nothing but a mirage.
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The major distinction between the Red Pill and The Blue Pill Illusion begins with the first principle.
The blue pill states there is a one, build yourself into a man of value for her. The red pill states, there
is no one, build yourself into a man of value. Those of you who have read my essays for some time
now, will perhaps have identified my cardinal principle from “Of Means and Ends”. In the blue pill
frame, building yourself into a man of value is a means to an end, it is something you do for someone
else. The definition of value in this context is whatever the 487 bullet point list says that it is. In the
red pill frame, building yourself into a man of value is an end in itself, it means as the Heartiste
maxim states “III. You shall make your mission, not your woman, your priority” [2]
This is why introspection matters, it is very easy to take direction from others, and just execute what
they told you. However, in doing so you give up the directive power over your own life to someone
else. You make yourself into an employee in your own life, never asking what you think is best, but
relying on others to tell you. When you then come to realize that their orders, plans and ideas were
wrong, you find yourself having potentially spent your whole life, running from mirage to mirage,
hoping to find water, but finding only sand. If a man has found sand countless times, he may become
convinced that water does not exist, if water is his reason for existing, and he is convinced that water
does not exist, what reason does he have to exist?
This is why one cannot make one’s raison d’être something that can be taken away, the external
trappings that come with progress in one’s mission are nice, but they can be taken away or lost, the
character traits and personality you build cannot.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://afsp.org/about-suicide/suicide-statistics/
[2] https://heartiste.wordpress.com/the-sixteen-commandments-of-poon/
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Of Cogs and Continuity
June 22, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Those of you who follow my twitter feed, will no doubt
have picked up on my general sense of dislike for many social organizations, ranging from
corporations, to government and the educational system. This could be viewed as a general antiauthoritarian or anti-social bent, and while this was a strong motivation in my younger days, my
dislike these days is founded in something quite different. When evaluating any form of group, I find
it very useful to begin with the reason for its existence. In a corporation this usually pertains to their
core products, the frame through which they view their core business, and the extent to which, their
main source of revenue is actually their main focus. When it comes to government it often takes the
form of reverse-engineering from the effects to the causes.
In my essay on “The Good Boys” I argued that a social group should align incentives with the
behaviors it requires from its population, and that a major problem in our modern western society is
that the incentives are no longer there, which is the source of turmoil and conflict. I further expanded
on this in later essays, covering how the various institutions that are tasked with raising a new
generation of men are doing so based on outdated information. For instance, the blue pill guide to life
is still based off the fact that society needs dutiful, conscientious and agreeable men, who work day
after day at a job for which they have little passion, but which is secure and predictable. However,
that the rewards for men who follow this check-list have to a large extent been removed.
Within political science there are those who think government can be run as a business basing this on
the fact that government is in fact a producer of goods and services. Then there are those who think
that applying business thinking to government means ignoring that government is generally not run
with a profit motive. Both sides have some valid arguments, and it’s too grand of a discussion for me
to handle within the scope of a blog-post. However, the former perspective is an interesting one in
that if one views various governmental units as producers of goods and services, what information
can one obtain?
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The Modern Educational System
Most people are not aware that our educational system in the west is based on something called
“Factory model education“, a model that emerged in Europe as a response to the new needs of
society during the industrial revolution. A society that moved from an agrarian and less specialized
economy had different needs than the previous, largely agrarian economy. A country where most
people work at a wide range of tasks, where a person frequently has to problem-solve (fixing
equipment, finding solutions with limited resources) and be creative, is very different from a country
where the production system is built on repetitive, specialized tasks, without requirements for
creative inputs, which was the case after the conveyor-belt industrial factory became the backbone of
our nations. One could in fact argue that the former is goal-oriented, meaning that it doesn’t matter
how you accomplish the task, but that the task is accomplished. Furthermore, that the latter is
process-oriented, in that it doesn’t matter if the task is accomplished, what matters is that you
followed the process.
Characteristics of the factory model school is top down management, emphasis on behavior and
school management, centralized planning, standardization, outcomes to meet societies needs and
efficiency in producing the desired outcomes. I’m sure many of you can recognize this from your
own time spent in educational facilities. This is not much different from requirements in a standard
industrial production process, where the favored structure was (and to a great degree still is) the top
down, centralized organization, based of standard industrialized processes engineered to deliver a
uniform product on a continuous and predictable basis.
In order to end up with a standardized, predictable production schedule, one requires predictable,
reliable employees who are trained, not to think creatively but to follow a process from A – Z. Thus,
it’s no great surprise that the world in general ,and manosphere in particular is invaded by men who
want nothing more than to get prescriptive guides that they can simply follow.

Male Duty
I’ve spent a lot of time thinking about male duty in the past few weeks. It’s also a topic that keeps
being referenced during the Red Man Group podcasts I’ve been doing every couple of weeks lately.
As part of the research I’ve made the conclusion that the male sense of duty is an extremely powerful
mechanism for convincing men to act contrary to their own interests. I’ve referenced the fact that
modern men tend to end up in one of two camps, hypoagency or hyperagency. The former consists of
those men who view themselves as, and act as if they are objects in a vacuum, motionless unless
acted upon by forces external to themselves. The latter consists of those men who view themselves
as, and act as if they are omnipotent beings. Each group has their own problem, and each serves a
role within the framework. The former as worker drones, the latter as the supervisors of worker
drones.
The behavioral conditioning of “The Good Boys” starts early, and is focused on creating a type of
man who is conscientious and agreeable. Thus, a man who is hard working, reliable and organized,
and is a high performer, performs well in teams, doesn’t argue or start problems, is self-sacrificing
and considerate. I actually find it very interesting that the concept of “Emotional intelligence” or
“EQ” aligns very closely with extroversion and agreeableness. In my essay on the Big Five and the
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red pill I outlined a premise that the above average mating success of men with narcissistic or Antisocial Personality disorder, stems from the fact the narcissistic and psychopathic men tend to score
low in agreeableness and neuroticism, whereas the average beta male will score high in agreeableness
and high in neuroticism.
Throughout our history, men have always been expected to sacrifice themselves to some degree. It
was the duty of man to lay his life on the line to protect his tribe in times of conflict, to take on the
most dangerous jobs, and in general to be an appliance for his tribe. In return for this sacrifice, his
tribe would bestow on him the ability to realize his own ends within certain limits. For instance, a
man would gain citizenship through military service, yet be expected to follow the laws of the land. A
noble house would often become noble, because of valor in combat, their ability to support the king
with troops and resources, or other services rendered. In return the King would give them the reigns
of an area within his kingdom.
Thus, self-sacrifice and service performed for the tribe, would be rewarded through the tribe enabling
a man to reach his own ends. Such is a balanced trade where if the man sacrifices himself for the
good of the tribe, the tribe will reward him with the right to do what is good for him. As we have
progressed into a modern society however, this has been perverted into a situation where the blue pill
man not only sacrifices and serves as the enabler of his tribe, but is also expected to fill this role in
his intimate family relationships. This is a major element of the social contract that has been altered
in the past 100 years or so. In essence, a man will sacrifice 40 – 60 hours or more each week at his
job for the good of the social group, and the remainder of his week at home for his family.
Rollo over at Rational Male, wrote a great piece on this entitled “Men in the Garage” [1], where he
outlines how our society has moved from “A man’s home is his castle” to a “A man’s castle is for the
women and children, he needs to move into the stable“. As I wrote in a previous essay, men strive
their whole lives to get credit for their good behavior, women strive their entire life not to be held
accountable for their poor behavior.
Perhaps the most insidious thing about the blue pill illusion is it’s constant use of the male’s capacity
for romance and idealism, traits that are required by the tribe in order to get men to sacrifice self for a
greater goal. Men have created our civilization from externalizing internal vision, in effect shaping
the world according to what it could be, rather than what it was. This requires hope and idealism, as
they are the enablers in seemingly hopeless situations. If one faces a seemingly insurmountable task,
a rational evaluation would often serve to dissuade a man from action, while idealism serves to drive
him forward towards realizing his vision despite the hindrances in his path.
An old Greek proverb states
“Society grows great when old men plant trees whose shade they know they shall never sit
in.”
Some of the more tragic situations are the men who spend much of their free time searching for the
secret key that will turn their blue pill nightmare into their blue pill fantasy. They find themselves
having been high performers through the entire process outlined by society as the recipe for a good
life, yet their outcome is not what they expected. Instead of questioning the process, they instead
accept the blame, and start to search for the error they must have made at some point during the
process, after all they have been trained to trust that the perfect process leads to a perfect product.
Men usually prefer to think that they have made a mistake, not that they have been conned by a faulty
social contract. Where the hunter and the farmer had to get creative when they saw that their process
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didn’t work to achieve their desired end, the industrial drone doesn’t notice that the conveyor belt is
broken, he just keeps tightening the bolts on non-existent products according to the process.

Summary and Conclusions
It used to be that a man was expected to follow his King in public, and be the king in private. The
man made an oath of fealty to his Lord and in exchange he was made a vassal in his own kingdom.
However, in the modern world, the man is still expected to follow the King (government) in public
yet he gets no reward for it. The stories of men who have lived their lives on a righteous path and
been good boys their entire lives, who have expected fair and equitable treatment in divorces, only to
be zeroed out are tragic. In a sense, it’s a reminder that in the modern world, the man owns nothing
and owes everything. When you read the stories of such men, you are struck by the fact that they
enter into the process thinking that as they have been good men, the system will grant them equity,
yet at the end of the process it is not uncommon for them to have their entire world-view shattered.
This was the major piece of reasoning that caused me to state that in the modern western world,
women have rights without accountability and men have accountability without rights. Everyone is
familiar with the “You’re not their father!”/”You’re not my dad!” outbursts when a man is in a
relationship with a woman who has children that another man sired. The man is perhaps filling the
role of father in all the traditional ways, including paying for everything, yet despite his commitment
of resources to the family unit, he has no say within that family unit unless the woman explicitly and
clearly grants him this at every turn, something which few women do.
However, how is this different from the state in which a man and a women are married, with shared
children, yet the woman can at any time declare “I’m not happy“, file for divorce, get custody of the
children then proceed to collect half the assets, child support and alimony for years to come? In both
cases, the man is there at the woman’s discretion, she holds all the rights, he holds all the
accountability. She takes the action, he suffers the consequences.
This was the fundamental reason why I never felt much appeal to philosophies that are based off the
old principles unless they include two sets of prescriptions. The error of those who assume
hypoagency is to assume that an equation can be finished by only solving one side of it and it simply
cannot. To fix men, one has to fix women, and to fix both one has to fix the context in which they
exist. I don’t blame men who opt out of the game at this point after deciding that the juice isn’t worth
the squeeze. We have a situation at present where a great majority of men have no idea that a game is
being played, a minority of men have figured out how to rig the game, and another minority of men
have decided to say fuck it, up-end the table and walk away.
The latter are two very classic male responses, the man who decides that he will win no matter if the
game is rigged, he will figure out the rules and make the game work for him, and the man who
decides that if the game is rigged, there is no point in playing. This all comes back to agency, do you
view yourself as able to beat the house, or do you regard the game as unwinnable, or perhaps the
prize at the end as not being worth the labor of obtaining it?
Will you be able to escape the existence as a cog in the machine, occasionally getting some grease,
but for most of your life being slowly worn down, until you are inevitably replaced? To steal and repurpose one of Rian’s favorite expressions “plow horse or breeding stock”, plow horses are fairly
easy to replace, a breeding stallion is much more difficult to replace.
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2012/12/03/the-men-in-the-garage/
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Of Lifestyles and Limitations
June 29, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The red pill sphere has a major focus on selfimprovement, which is one of the reasons why I enjoy being part of it. Men all sharing knowledge,
encouraging improvement and driving each other forward is probably one of the things that we’re
missing when raising boys today. However, it can be a bit of a double-edged sword at times. I had
lunch with a childhood friend of mine earlier this week, and as conversations among men often do, it
included his lamentations about not being able to get laid enough. This is hardly a rare topic topic in
conversation for me, and I’ve developed a bit of a diagnostic model for rapidly diagnosing the
problem the man I’m talking to is having in his relationship with women, that I call the PIECE
model, short for Populate – Initiate – Escalate – Close – Enduring.
I came up with this model because I concluded that just about every issue men have with getting laid
falls into one of the following areas:
Populate – How many women populate the man’s immediate area of activity. If you work in a maledominated field, all your hobbies are either things you do alone, or activities that largely involve
couples or just other men. You will have few interactions with women as a natural part of living your
life, this means that unless you specifically set off time to go out to places where you meet women,
engage in online dating or go out and do day game, you’ll probably not interact with many women.
Initiate – How often does the man initiate interactions with women. If you never really initiate
interactions with women, you will never be in a position to reach the escalation stage. Some
MGTOWs may work in female dominated environments, but advocate a position where you never
initiate or interact with women unless the women initiate.
Escalate – How often is the man able to escalate the interactions. You can be surrounded by women
at work, in your hobbies, and initiate interactions all the time, if you never escalate the interaction in
some manner, you will not get laid a lot. One could go into details of kino escalation, topic escalation
and so on, however from the big picture perspective the role of escalation is to signal interest. The
most classical form of escalation is simply asking a women for coffee or drinks.
Close – How often and capable is the man of closing. Once the escalation has run the course, how
capable is the man of isolating the women in an environment where the final escalation to sex can
take place. The work done in the preceding stages lead up to this point in the interaction a man who is
incapable of doing this will never get laid.
Enduring – How capable is the man at transitioning the interaction from a one-night stand to a
longer term relationship. The reason for including this point in the model is that it’s always more
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cost-effective to sleep with a woman more than once. Consider that you have already done the work
in the preceding phases, thus for most men it will be easier to sleep with a woman again than it will
be to find a new target, initiate the interaction, escalate and then close.
The power in this model comes from the fact that it allows me to rapidly diagnose what area of a
man’s lifestyle is presenting the major problem for him. The funny thing about my childhood friend
is that he’s in many ways the exact guy men think of when they think of Chad. He works as a fitness
model, 6 ft 2, about 200 lbs, generally stays 6-pack lean for most of the year, and does a lot of
traveling. He’s never really had a problem with women, since he’s been this way more or less since
he was a teenager.
His problem is squarely in the population aspect of the PIECE model. He travels a lot for work and
on top of that he has to stay muscular and ripped most of the year as part of his job. For a lot of men
this seems like a great situation to be in, he’s in the top 1% of men for appearance, he gets to travel
around the world, does photo-shoots with beautiful women, and he gets paid for it. However, in order
to stay in the top 1% of men for appearance he trains 5 – 6 days a week, he is more or less constantly
monitoring his diet so that he maintains muscle, and doesn’t put on more fat than he will be able to
drop in max 4 weeks of dieting. He also has the same problems as most people who travel a lot of
work do, namely spending a lot of time in hotels, airports, and on public transit, late night arrivals,
and red-eye flights.

Lifestyle Design and Barriers
Rollo wrote a great article some years ago entitled “Buffers” [1] that I’ve referenced a few times on
the blog, that deals with various methods men use to avoid rejection, I’m not going to repeat that
essay here, but I do recommend that everyone who hasn’t read it, and those who have read it, read it
again. Buffers are methods men use to interact with women without actually having to risk rejection.
Barriers as I’m going to talk about them here represent those things that create problems with various
parts of the PIECE model. In the case of my buddy, his problem is that due to his schedule, and the
required lifestyle, he does not have a huge population of women where he can initiate, escalate, close
and create an enduring supply.
This is the case with many men I come across in my day to day life as well, they can be men with an
SMV between 7 and 9, who are not realizing above average returns in the sexual market place
because their lifestyle rather than enable it, actively prohibits it. It could be bodybuilders who despite
their appearance never leave their house except to go to the gym. Busy executives who work 80 – 90
hour workweeks, then go home and collapse for 4 hours in bed, only to repeat the cycle the next day.
It can be men so focused on increasing their sexual market value that they ignore obvious indicators
of interest from women they interact with. It can be men who only interact with women in situations
where escalation would represent a risk, such being surrounded by and interacting with female coworkers 8 – 10 hours a day, 5 – 6 days a week in the age of MeToo. It can be men who find
themselves unable to close because they have roommates, live out in the sticks or spend their life as a
“digital nomad” and are currently living out of a backpack in a hostel.
If one looks at men who rack up very high notch counts, they have designed their life around the
PIECE model. The main reason why I’m blatantly stealing Donovan’s [2] “Kevin from Sales” for
this example is that Kevin has control over his own schedule (as long as he delivers), his job is to
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initiate with his customers, escalate them until they are ready to buy, then close, and ideally turn them
into a return customer. His lifestyle naturally makes him good at game. However, if he’s selling pipefittings for oil-fields, he may be great at game, but it won’t really matter if there are no women for
him to run game on.
This is what I told my buddy, yes he interacts with beautiful women for a living for a photo-shoot,
then he leaves the location, eats his meal, gets to the gym hammers out a workout with headphones
on, showers, eats a post-workout meal on his way to the airport, goes through security and then to his
next location, arrives in the early morning or late evening, has a meal, goes to sleep, has breakfast,
hits the gym, goes to the shoot, and repeat. Where would he meet women? His lifestyle isn’t designed
to populate his sphere with women, with whom he can interact, escalate, close and create an enduring
supply. It’s designed to maintain his physique so that he can get work.

Summary and Conclusion
The self-improvement focus of The Red Pill is one of the major value propositions of the philosophy,
it gives men the knowledge, motivation and support they need in order to make themselves into better
men. However, most men do not come to the red pill in order to become better men, they come to the
red pill to improve their sex-lives. Whether they are 18 year old boys wanting step up their game in
college after a 4 year dry-spell in high-school or a 48 year old man who is in a dead bedroom
situation and as tried everything from couples counseling to choreplay, they want to get laid.
Becoming a better, more valuable man is a means to this end, it is not an end in itself.
I’m a big advocate of increasing your sexual market value, but understand that the reason for
increasing your sexual market value is in order to improve your movement through the PIECE model.
If your sexual market value is higher, then women will be more receptive towards your initiations,
escalations and less hesitant when you move in for the close. However, if your investment in selfimprovement becomes such that it creates a barrier against being able to populate your sphere with
eligible women, then your increase in value is not real. Money has value because it can be traded for
other things. If I have $100, and you have a bottle of nice scotch, I value that bottle of scotch more
than $100, you value $100 more than the bottle of scotch, then we can trade and both be better off. If
I have $100, but no use for that $100 it has no real value. This is why preppers stock medicine, food,
ammunition, and to some extent precious metals instead of currency, because the former will have
value in the situation they prep for, a suitcase full of cash won’t.
This is perhaps a danger of the Red Pill, with the breadth of men contributing an astounding depth
and volume of great content every week, it’s very easy to be swallowed whole in the “build sexual
market value” phase of a red pill awakening. Between the weekly content on intersexual dynamics,
style, weight-lifting, nutrition, intellectual development, artistic development, travel, psychology, and
many others, you can quickly find yourself not having much time left to talk to girls. It’s very easy to
go “accidental monk-mode” simply because you can always find something else to improve, tweak or
fix, self-improvement becomes both a barrier and a buffer.
If I were to play armchair psychologist for a minute, I think this stems from perhaps the most
discussed topic in the manosphere, namely putting pussy on a pedestal. It hasn’t received as much
focus as it used to as of late, but it stems from the fact that men have an inherent tendency to view
women as more valuable than them. This leads to a never-ending circle of self-improvement where
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they have to fix just one more thing to be perfect, but perfect doesn’t exist. This is simply subjective
value theory in practice, in order for a trade (or sexual liason) to take place, both parties must value
what the other party can give them, more than what they are willing to give to the other party.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2011/08/26/buffers/
[2] https://www.donovansharpe.com/
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Of Reason and Red Pill Women
July 6, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

An interesting digression on Red Man Group in the past few weeks
was the discussion the role of women in the red pill sphere. I’ve somewhat taken a “I don’t care that
much” position on the topic, however we do have some data-points on what happens when women
enter male spaces. At first their desire is just to be included in the dialogue and to contribute, then
they start slowly changing the space to become more “female friendly“, which generally means less
directness, more speech and behavior policing. The next step is to slowly convert the space from
being goal-directed and focused on the task, into a niche sexual market place where they can take a
leading position and make it about what women need. We saw a very clear example of this in
gaming, where it went from “We just want to play too“, that became “Stop being mean to people who
aren’t good at the game“, to “Be less competitive” to “Stop designing all games for men“.
The trouble with women entering male spaces is that it’s impossible for women to not make the space
about their perceptions, needs and desires. Any man who has ever had a woman move into his place
is aware of this process. It starts with a toothbrush, then a drawer in the dresser, then suddenly there
are pillows everywhere, the color scheme is filled with soft pastels, the beer signs are in the garage
along with your favorite chair, and you’re not sure where 50 – 80% of your stuff went, and where the
stuff that is in your house now came from. What used to be your castle, a place built around your
needs, wants and desires, a place to retire when you just wanted to be you for a while, is now….
something else, it has become a feminine space.
The Red Pill is about helping men be better men so that they can be empowered to live the life they
desire for themselves. not for other people. This is where the red pill is distinct from other groups that
operate in adjacent spaces, to The Red Pill making better men and men who are able to live fulfilling
lives on their own terms and according to their own aspirations is an end in itself. The “Trad-con“sphere utilize many red pill methods to build better men, but their primary goal isn’t to enable men to
live the lives they desire, it is to build a tribe for themselves of like-minded men to maintain western
civilization and the sanctity of monogamous marriage. Jordan B. Peterson for all his great ideas, isn’t
about the men he tells to clean up their rooms and stand up straight, he is about ensuring that they
become good husbands and fathers that will maintain order by raising the next generation and thus
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serve as barriers to chaos.
A Voice For Men and The Good Man project are not about creating better men, in the case of the
latter they are about creating better plow-horses, in the case of the former, they are about ensuring
that the plow horses are fed, get to see a vet once in a while and can stay in the stable when it rains.
The Red Pill doesn’t care if you just want to give your dead bedroom marriage CPR or whether you
want to lay more pipe across pristine Eastern European territories than Gazprom, that part is up to
you.
Now, I think women can serve a purpose in the red pill, some are great case studies for the concepts
of hypergamy, solipsism, the timeline of female sexual market value and many other things. Women
who are able to maintain long-term relationships with high value males can serve as examples to
other women of what is required to do so. Some women make great cautionary tales for younger
women, about what happens when you fall victim to the grass-is-greener fallacy. However, we must
always be mindful of the simple fact that for women a man will always be a means to her end, not an
end in himself.

Of Female Contributors
I find it interesting that some men staunchly support the inclusion of women as contributors to the red
pill, and the red pill knowledge base, because to me this is a clear sign that such men have neglected
one core maxim and one core concept on which the theory rests. Game was founded on the simple
observation that men have been sold a map to happiness and self-actualization filled with errors,
furthermore that the only way that they could change their lot in life was to burn the map and
continue on without it. To explore the world through their own eyes, without the rose-colored glasses
they had been fitted with as children and by burning the scripts they have been given. This is known
in the short version as “Don’t listen to what she says, watch what she does“.
This is why many of our fundamental maxims and principles are about such things as putting yourself
first, having solid boundaries, frame control, and rejecting the comfortable lies for the uncomfortable
truths.

Don’t listen to what she says, watch what she does.
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This was
a discovery made by early pick-up artists. The male deductive problem-solving firmware made an
observation that when they listened to what women said, and did what women told them to do, they
weren’t very successful with women. However, when they observed in the wild what men who were
successful with women did, it was often very different from what the women said to do. Most men
are raised to utilize classic “Beta game”, which consists of being polite, agreeable, attentive,
complimentary, stable, dependable, generous, listening, humble and to focus on her needs.
This is the opposite of what what tends to work, which is being a bit rude, disagreeable, aloof, stingy
with compliments, unpredictable, under-investing, distant, narcissistic and egotistical. This is
supported by the correlation between levels of narcissism in men and notch count. Of course, there
are those who would argue that using notch count as a metric for success in the sexual market place is
an error, and that one should use another metric such as successful long-term relationships. However,
this is a bit like saying one should judge financial success not on accumulated wealth over time, but
on the stability of one’s paycheck.
We jokingly refer to what women say they require of a man in order for him to gain access to
intimacy as the 487 bullet-point list, that includes things like humor, good income, listens to her,
wants a family, is ready to settle down, wants an equal partner, is sensitive, and emotionally available
and so on. These are the descriptors of a classical beta men, and the lists exist as a shit-test. Women
want men who “just get it“, offering men a playbook for how to be a guy “who just gets it” would
make female mate-classification, and thus hypergamous filtering much more difficult. This is why
most women hate game, because it’s a method to by-pass their built-in hypergamous filtering. If
we’re fair, many of the early PUA Gurus who helped devise the system through practical field
experimentation never stopped being Beta men, but they adopted a behavioral schema that allowed
them to slip a lot of shots past the goalie.
This is often why when women admit that game works it comes with the caveat of “Ok, this is
correct, the jig is up, now you have to apply game to benefit us and give us the beta with a side of
alpha“. The Beta with a side of alpha, is the themepark version of being with an alpha male, a man
who allows her a life as an alpha male’s mate, but without the performance requirements, submission,
deference, demands and risk. Women will always put their needs first, and their mental firmware is
one that acts on the instinctual and emotional then post-hoc rationalizes the action. This is how the
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same woman who proclaims traditional family values, a dedication to God and Country and states
that she would love nothing more than to be a wife and stay at home mother caring for her family can
sneak cads into her house 10 minutes after attending a church service without being aware of her own
contradictory nature.

Solipsism
Perhaps the most important factor that affects female contributions solipsism. I think this is perhaps
one of the least understood concepts in red pill theory. The definition of philosophical solipsism that
only one’s own mind can be sure to exist. As an epistemological position, it posits that knowledge of
anything outside your own mind is unsure. You cannot know that other minds and in fact the external
world exists. However, when we refer to female solipsism, it is often in reference to the female
inherent proclivity to being highly self-referential. I tweeted something akin to “A man judges and
learns about himself by seeing and experiencing the impact he has on the world, a woman judges and
learns about herself by seeing and experiencing the impact the world has on her”
This is not to say that women in their entirety lack the ability to interact with the world as
independent of their own mind, if that was the case we would have no female programmers,
engineers or physicists, as the goal of sciences is to establish reality as independent of the observer.
The scientific method exists for this specific purpose, to reduce and ideally negate the influence that
the person conducting the observation could have on that which is being observed. It is more to state
that in certain contexts, mainly those that involves sexual strategy and intersexual dynamics, women
are incapable of knowing fact from fiction from behavior.
Hence how the same women can lavish praise at a cad or playboy one minute, and then tell men that
they shouldn’t be cads or playboys, but dependable, loyal, masculine (as she defines it) family men
the next. Women follow the script of hypergamy, bang Chad now, prepare Billy for later. There is a
reason why 30 days of dread is more effective at fixing a dead bedroom situation than 2 years of
marriage counseling.
“Women’s mental point of origin (solipsism) presumes the entire world outside of her
agrees with her imperative and mutually shares the importance and priorities of it.”
Rational Male – Solipsism II [1]
A woman presumes that a man must better himself for her, in the manner she views as most
beneficial in order to best fulfill her needs based on how she has classified him. However this is not a
constant state, it’s a dual state, a woman wants both Chad and Billy, the former for breeding stock,
the latter for a plow horse. Ideally, she would want them to be the same man, but they cannot be
because for him to be both would require him to be a man with multiple personality disorder. Female
solipsism is on the most extreme display in women with borderline personality disorder for whom
their internal reality is viewed as an accurate representation of reality and all external input is parsed
to reflect her internal view of the world.

Summary and Conclusions
To re-iterate my position on women in the red pill, I think the two major aspects that have to be
considered are the effect women have on a male space, and how the entry of women into male spaces
always transform these spaces from male-primary focused spaces to female-primary focused spaces.
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Secondly, what added-value do having women included in the space bring to the space? I believe in
the red pill as a space by men, for men where the purpose is to help, support and provide men with
the knowledge they need, feedback from other men at different points in their journey, to hold them
accountable and to share different perspectives on how to become the man one must be to live the life
one desires.
I think that inevitably when women are included in a space, the purpose of that space, regardless of
what it is, gets subverted to cater to a female primary perspective, and female needs. One does not
have to go far to point this out if one analyzes the women who tend to have ambitions about entering
the red pill space. One of the things I’ve noticed about these women is that they all tend to follow a
certain predictable demographic, age 20 – 45, generally to the right on the political spectrum,
churchgoers, proclaim an appreciation for traditional gender roles and have stay-at-home mom
aspirations. Men should be masculine, strong, gentlemanly and appreciative of her femininity, the
women should be feminine, nurturing, courteous, and appreciative of masculinity (as they define it at
that moment). This fits very well with the “tradcon” demographic that is growing within the red pill,
for good reason, on the surface if you do not probe in depth they have a lot of things in common,
mainly family, God, country and tradition as their cornerstone values.
This group of men as described in an earlier essay is willing to accept the red pill only insofar that
serves as a means to an end to support their utopian vision of traditional monogamous marriage. The
women on the other hand are merely fulfilling the hypergamic ideal of building better beta men for
when they are ready to step out of the carnival and into comfort. Play with these women at your own
risk, but don’t be surprised when the nice, submissive, traditional girl you thought you landed, isn’t
really submissive but a person who constantly bottom-tops.
Now, guys, if you need female input on how to be masculine, or female approval of your masculinity,
you haven’t killed the Beta. Secondly, how can you reconcile the maxim “Don’t listen to what she
says, watch what she does” and the concept of female solipsism, yet still value the female perspective
on intersexual dynamics? I don’t make it a habit to curse in my essays (I reserve it for my twitter
feed) but gentlemen, you found the red pill because you are fucking addicted to approval and
validation in general and female approval and validation in particular. This is the root cause of your
problems with women, people do not respect or admire those they can push around, easily manipulate
and have wrapped around their little finger, as long as you remain addicted to their approval and
validation you are their slave. You can dress to the nines, be 240 at 10% body fat, 6^4 (six-pack, sixfeet+, six-figure income and six-inches+) and it still won’t make your life much better if all you did
was to change from wanting the approval and validation of all girls in general, to women who
proclaim to share your values in particular.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
I will be on with the Red Man Group discussing dangerous personalities in women on Saturday
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11 AM Est on Youtube (https://t.co/lATglcm36Y)
Anthony Johnson of the 21 Convention will be our host (@Beachmuscles)
Guest include:
Rollo Tomassi of The Rational Male (@Rationalmale)
Donovan Sharpe of The Sharpe Reality (@Donovansden)
Dr Shawn T. Smith of docsmith.co (@Ironshrink)
and possibly Rich Cooper of Entrepreneurs in Cars (@Rich_cooper)
Sources:
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2015/09/09/solipsism-ii/
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Of Metaphysics and Morals
July 20, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Philosophy has 5 classical branches, logic,
epistemology, aesthetics, ethics and metaphysics, ranked in order of empirical foundation. Logic is
the study of reasoning, often divided in deductive reasoning and inductive reasoning. The former is
drawing general conclusions from specific examples, the latter is drawing logical conclusions from
definitions and axioms. Epistemology is concerned with the nature and limitations of knowledge, and
deals with four points, what is knowledge, how is knowledge acquired, what do people know, and
how do we know what we know. Aesthetics is the branch of philosophy concerned with the nature of
beauty and ugliness, and is sometimes referred to as the study of sentiment and taste.
Ethics is also known as moral philosophy, it’s the branch of philosophy concerned with good and
bad, right and wrong, justice, virtue and all related concepts. Metaphysics is the branch of philosophy
concerned with the nature of existence, and seeks to explain the fundamental nature of being and the
world. Traditionally, metaphysics is divided into two branches, cosmology and ontology. The former
seeks to understand the origin, evolution, structure and ultimate fate of the universe at large and the
natural laws that govern it. These days this branch of philosophy is soundly placed within the STEM
field. The latter, ontology deals with questions concerning which entities exist or can be said to exist,
how such entitled can be grouped, organized in hierarchies, this has also been placed distinctly within
the realm of science and is now empirical. After the schism that created the gap between
“philosophy” and “natural philosophy (later science), metaphysics is largely concerned with the
philosophical inquiry of a non-empirical character into the nature of existence.
Some people are also inclined to include political philosophy into the classical branches, this is a
branch concerned with the study of concepts such as liberty, justice, property rights, law and the
enforcement of a legal code by authorities, what they are, if they are needed, and many such
questions. The major focus of this essay is not concerned with political philosophy, thought it is
tangentially relevant to the topic, the major focus of this essay will be on logic, epistemology, ethics
and the present definition of metaphysics.
The early days of the Red Pill was known as “The Seduction Community” and was concerned with
investigating how men could become more successful at sexual relationships with women. For this
purpose, the early pick-up artists would study men who were naturally good at getting laid, formulate
theories for what these men did, test those theories through field-experiments and report the results
back in field-reports in various online communities, so that other men could test if it also worked for
them. The development of this body of knowledge is not much different from the development of
bodybuilding or strength training where the practitioners have often been well ahead of the scientific
community with their prescriptions. This became known as “bro-science” which was a derogatory
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term for knowledge a person obtained through practice, that would vary in its efficacy, mostly due to
a lack of ability to control for important variables such as nutrition and drug use, but also due to
sample problems such as using small samples (n=1) or selections of extreme outliers.
From day one the most important factor in game and red pill theory is the structure of “What do we
observe”, “Why does it work” and “How can this be practically applied”. The explanation and theory
only serves a purpose in how it influences practice. “Cocky & Funny”, “DHV”, “Negs” and “False
disqualifiers” are all under the umbrella of “Amused Mastery”, when practitioners identified the
former, deductive reasoning allowed Rollo to go from specific behavioral examples to a general
conclusion and thus theory [1].
There has been a push recently to include metaphysics (by definition 3) and ethics in red pill theory
as of late, and I’ve written a bit here to illustrate on why I think that this is a questionable idea.

Reproductive Marxism Three Ways
The best way of illustrating what I’ve themed “The Red Pill Ethics and Metaphysics” problem is to
illustrate how one can arrive at 3 different positions using the exact same starting point, namely
reproductive marxism in an ethical argument. A short summary and definition of reproductive
Marxism is “A social structure that normalizes the normal volatility of reproductive outcomes“, to
summarize it, reproductive Marxism, as general Marxism seeks to uncouple inputs from outputs.
Monogamous marriage for instance is a methodology to ensure that no single male is capable of
realizing above average reproductive outcomes by monopolizing women. By declaring by law that no
man may marry more than one woman, furthermore that sex is not permissible outside of the union of
marriage, one creates a regulation on sex, that limits it’s availability in the market.
1. From a social or civilization perspective, this has many benefits. It ensures provision for
women and children, it gives children a home environment with both a father and mother. It
secures male investment in the social order, as they have an incentive to plant trees in the shade
of which they will never sit. It ensures that a society does not have a large group of men who
are unable to reproduce, thus are less likely to contribute the social order, and may even seek to
destroy the present social order. The downside of such an organization is that it limits
individual liberty and control over sexuality and it limits individual choice in mates. Should
women and men not be free to select how they wish to enact their reproduction?
2. From the evolutionary perspective, the goal of natural selection is to ensure that the most
adaptable survive, this serves the function of ensuring that a species survives in it’s strongest
form to enter the next round of competition. This is somewhat simplified, but who we chose to
mate with influences what genetic traits are passed on to the next generation, and how we elect
to raise our children and the environment in which we do, further influences the next round of
reproductive March madness. In order to ensure that our species has the best chances of
succeeding in subsequent generations, it would therefore be sensible to ensure that the most fit
individuals reproduce maximally and the least fit individuals reproduce minimally.
3. From the individual perspective it would be most sensible to leave to each individual the
maximum amount of free choice and control over their own reproduction. Reproductive
capability is something which we all are born with, and that is intimately our own. It would be
difficult that anything, except perhaps our own inner world is more intimately our own than our
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ability to reproduce.
Which one of these positions create the most pleasure with the least pain? This would be the basic
utilitarian argument, where one bases the choice on which scenario results in the highest degree of
utility, where utility is defined in terms of “the well-being of sentient entities”. To exemplify, under
1, a woman may have to marry a man who she views as a non-optimal mate, which would cause her
pain, however if the man would been otherwise unmarried it will cause him pleasure. Thus, one must
determine to which degree the man’s pleasure balances the woman’s suffering. If one takes a highly
reproductively fit man, who may have had a harem under other social structures, who now has to
settle for having only one partner, this will cause him suffering, however it will most likely cause the
woman who gets to be the only mate of such a man pleasure.
From a perspective of ethics, which one of the situations above would be good, and which would be
bad?

Metaphysics of Mating
From a metaphysical perspective one has to begin with the outcomes of mating, one would be
inclined to argue that while the sexual need is defined by Maslow as a basic need, for many people
having and raising children is also a major part of their self-actualization. Furthermore, for many, life
without having children would be less meaningful than with children. If one asks about the nature of
existence perhaps the first question is whether this nature is a collectively shared experience or an
individual one.
One can easily reduce mating to a mixture of physics and chemistry, from a purely materialistic
perspective it’s largely a question of friction and subsequent chemical reactions. It’s not that
complicated really if we take a very empirical and materialistic perspective on the act itself and
subsequent consequences. The act is after all a consequence of chemical reactions in the brain as a
result of outside stimuli that elicits a physical reaction (arousal) that leads to a subsequent event
(mating) which leads to two potential outcomes, pregnancy or no-pregnancy, which themselves lead
to subsequent events.
One can also view mating from a psychological perspective, after all as humans we are prone to
imbuing events and actions with more than just the physical, our consciousness and psychology adds
to the events. We thus introduce “love”, “good”, “bad”, “naughty”, “nice”, “joy”, “satisfaction”
disappointment and many other such factors into the purely materialistic act. Thus, the act is
transformed to something more than the ontological perspective, and it may even cross-over into the
cosmological perspective, do the concepts in the past sentence actually exist or are they merely
figments of our minds?
Thirdly, one could view mating from a spiritual perspective. Man meets woman, a series of chemical
reactions take place in their brains as a result of that stimuli, subsequently physical reactions happen
in their bodies as a result of their brain, and arousal takes place. The pair sneaks off for a naughty
moment behind the concession stand at the festival and emerge giggling feeling elated. They fall in
love, marry and have children that they find their higher purpose in raising.
From a perspective of metaphysics, which of the situations above is the correct description?
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Summary and Conclusions
The problem I aimed to illustrate with this essay is the mixing of what can be argued as an empirical
inquiry based in reason with subjective elements such as ethics or the non-empirical inquiry into the
nature of existence as per metaphysics. We all have moral and metaphysical frameworks and beliefs
that we use to govern our lives, but these must be compartmentalized when attempting to isolate
“What is real”. Game and The Red Pill evolved to give men a framework that they were lacking for
intersexual dynamics that would enable them to navigate the sexual market place governed by reason
and empiricism over emotion and illusion, so that they may elect to act in a manner that is conducive
to their rational self-interest and not through lack of knowledge or methodology act in a manner that
undermines their best interest.
The trouble with modern metaphysics as separate from ontology or cosmology, as the non-empirical
inquiry into the nature of existence is that at best it will be a rationalist inquiry based on inductive
reasoning, and at worst it will be a case of intellectual masturbation that is wholly subjective, where
“what is” has been replaced by “what I think should be“. This is also very much my position on
ethics, they have their use naturally, as human cooperation requires a framework to govern those
interactions, a society in which murder and theft were permitted, would rapidly descend into chaos.
However, one of the major developments in moral philosophy is that morality is an invention of man,
not of a divine creator, and thus a matter of “what should be” or “what functions best” rather than
“what is”.
When one mixes that which is created as a framework based in objectivity, empiricism and reason
with that which is more easily influenced by the subjective factors of metaphysics and morals, one
can very easily undermine the framework itself. One clearly sees this is the declining brand value of
“Science”, “Scholarship” and “Academia”. Science, Scholarship and Academia, have given us
penicillin, the internet, electrical power and have done more to improve our standard of living as a
species than anything or anyone else. However, it has also given us gender studies, eugenics, and
Marxism. Any field of knowledge has a sword of Damocles hanging overhead, for once it is no
longer producing outcomes that have value, that field dies.
The present state of academia is a consequence of joining scholarship with morals and metaphysics
resulting in distancing the findings of researchers from what people can see is reality and what
practitioners experience. The way research is supposed to work is that an observation leads to a
question, a question leads to studying the literature, the observation, question and literature leads to
the formulation of a theory, the theory is then tested by experiment and refined until the theory
explains the observation once this point is reached one has a conclusion. If an observation is made
that contradicts the theory, then the theory must be amended and the conclusion updated.
What often happens is this process in reverse. One begins with a conclusion, then formulate a theory
to support the conclusion, verify this theory through an experiment that is designed specifically to do
so, cherry-picks literature to support the question, and then rigidly holds to the position regardless of
observations to the contrary. This is how one ends up with studies, and an academic consensus that
both practitioners and casual observers know is erroneous.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
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who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2012/09/14/amused-mastery/
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Of Apex and Alphas
July 27, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

We did a
Red Man Group podcast on “Looks, Money, Game” a few weeks back, it was an interesting podcast
to do, given that there wasn’t a real consensus on the panel about which one is the most important,
but everyone agrees with the fact that ideally you want at least two of them. The idea for this essay
came to me when I was preparing for the podcast by having an internal debate with myself about
factors that influence performance in the sexual market place. My internal chain of reasoning was
along the lines of various trade-offs we are willing to make when shopping for a sexual partner. My
preferences for a woman’s looks are largely centered on breasts, butt, hair and face, but I was asking
myself how these four factors interact. In an ideal world, I would prefer a woman with bigger breasts,
a bubble butt, long red hair (in a particular shade), and an innocent looking yet pretty face. I also tend
to prefer either green or blue eyes, over other colors.
So, in my head I constructed somewhat of a March Madness bracket for these various characteristics
and had them play against each other, mostly out of curiosity. This lead me to figure out which
characteristics are soft-preferences, which are hard preferences and which are somewhere in the
middle. As I worked myself through this, I found myself thinking about preferences, choice and
options because these are closely linked. This lead down a rabbit hole of considerations on sexual
market pricing, preferences and trades, that then lead down a fairly long string of thinking on
building the optimal sexual market performer. While doing this, I ran across the Apex Fallacy and the
nadir fallacy.
An apex fallacy is a conditional fallacy which happens when one evaluates how good a group is
doing by the highest performing members. The converse fallacy is called the nadir fallacy, which is
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when one evaluates a group based on the worst members. I’m going to be using these with a slightly
different definition in this essay, where the definition will be “when one evaluates how good one is
doing based on how good other members of multiple groups are doing.”

The March Madness Bracket
In the Red Pill sphere the debate is always raging over “Do looks matter?“, “Does money matter?“,
“Does style matter?“, “Does game matter?” and the answer is yes, they all do but how much varies
based on many different factors. Two early SMV posts I made were the female sexual strategies part
1 and part 2, I did those posts to illustrate the difference between women and men in the sexual
market place. Women are by nature in-demand mass market products, most men will sleep with most
women. A woman has to be a Hindenburg of psychological disorders and a physical train-wreck in
slow motion for her in order to not find at least one guy who will sleep with her, therefore women
have to engage in differentiation to set themselves apart from other women and signal what type of
men they are looking for. One could say that men’s sexual discernment is more or less a binary case
of “Does she get me hard or not?”
Men on the other hand start out as products for which there is mediocre demand. Most women will
not sleep with most men out of the box and a man doesn’t have to do a lot to place himself below the
hurdle rate for most women. The goal for a man is therefore to not only ensure that he remains over
the more generalized hurdle rate which is shared among women, which we can define as “stay in
shape, have game, dress decently, don’t be broke“. However, he also has to see among which groups
of women he would have a natural competitive advantage. In essence, those market positions that a
woman signals.
The female hurdle rate, colloquially “You must reach this SMV for me to ride you“, which is a binary
judgment, “Yes” or “No”. However, they also make trade-offs and have different preferences. This is
the difference between “Mr. Right” and “Mr. Right now“. When a woman draws up her March
Madness bracket, it’s not just the final, it’s the whole tournament, however you have to make sure
you qualify for that tournament before you can make your way to the final. Once you’re in the
tournament you are competing against other men who also made it in, which means that they have
handled the same basic things you did.
To qualify for the March Madness Bracket “Looks Count” [1] to have a chance at taking home the
gold, “Have A Look” [2].

Your Competitive Advantage and Core Competencies
A competitive advantage is an area in which you are better suited to competing than your competition
is, and a core competency is a hard to replicate, and unique combination of traits and characteristics
that you have that your competition does not. The Venn diagram of these two concepts overlap quite
a bit, in that core competencies form a competitive advantage, but not all competitive advantages are
core competencies.
I wrote an essay about finding a competitive advantage in the sexual market place some time ago, my
conclusion from that essay ended on:
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Both of these perspectives, combined, comes down to “internalize the general and
personalize the particular”. You have to internalize the general “rules” of the red pill like
AF/BB, Hypergamy, Solipsism, shit-tests and everything in between, but your strategy and
tactics for dealing with them have to be personalized for you. You can’t gain a competitive
advantage, by competing against someone at their game.
What I meant by this and stand-by is that there are general things every man more or less has to do in
order to increase his sexual market value, these are among others, being in shape, learning how
clothes are supposed to fit him, fairly basic grooming techniques, learning game, and having his
financial house in order. There are also particular things each man should do in order to increase his
sexual market value that involve finding his competitive advantage and competitive competencies in
the sexual market place.
One funny thing about the red pill is that many of our concepts are abstract, things like “Alpha” and
“Beta” are abstract constructs, in essence they are boxes filled with traits, behaviors and many other
things that help predict or explain a man’s performance in the sexual market place. I’ve noticed that
many of the more literal minded men tend to take these constructs, in their mind tie them with a man,
or an image of what they perceive as alpha, and then create a checklist for what they need to change
about themselves. This is not an entirely negative process, however it can be quite counterproductive. One of the early mistakes of game, which is still being perpetuated by many Pick-up
companies is this checklist. They dress up all the people in their bootcamp in very similar clothes
(black leather shoes, black leather jacket, black jeans), equip them with the same game materials, and
send them into the same area to do approaches, like a zerg-rush.
They apply a one-size fits all model of success for the sexual market place, which is not unlike what
many major consulting agencies do for their clients. A major consulting agency develops a
proprietary methodology, combines it with various general methodologies from business research,
and apply the model to all their clients. This is a very good way to maximize their client turnover, and
can generate a lot of mediocre companies, because quite frankly many make the same rookie
mistakes and just fixing those helps. However, it is generally not a good way to create companies
with outstanding performance, because the advice would be the same regardless of the input, it makes
sure they have all bases covered, but nothing more.
In order to create high performers within any market place, one has to tailor advice to the particular
person or company. The gentleman who was my example in “Of Lifestyles and Limitations” is an
example of someone who gets paid for maintaining his physique and thus he has a competitive
advantage over most men when it comes to maintaining a solid physique. A man who gets paid to
perform on stage naturally has an advantage over other men when it comes to among other things
leveraging social proof.
If you for a minute envision a sexual market place where all men are exactly 6 ft 1”, 220 lbs at 10%
body fat, are in perfectly fitted clothes, have their finances in order and have the same level of
proficiency in game. How would you stand apart in that market? What would be your competitive
advantage and what would be the hard to copy traits, behaviors skills and knowledge that form your
core competencies?
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Summary and Conclusions
In a previous essay I made the statement that men judge their performance by the impact they have
on the world, whereas women judge themselves by how the world impacts them. Thus, when we as
men judge performance, be it our own of that of others, we do so by looking outside ourselves for
objective high performers within a given sphere of competition. This is quite apparent in the Red Pill
because much like a corporation we have key performance indicators for everything. We have body
fat percentages, height, weight, income, income streams, notch counts, and god knows what else.
Women do not really work like we do, a guy focuses on 10% body fat, a woman gets tingles when
she sees abs.
I elected to use the Apex-fallacy to describe a phenomenon whereby a man compares himself with
A+ performers in many areas and seek to reach their level in multiple areas. However, A+ performers
get to that level because they focus specifically on being an A+ performer in few areas. If you try to
get a physique like a physique athlete or body builder, the financial and investment knowledge of the
world’s best money manager, the psychological insight of a clinical psychologist, the body language
knowledge of Joe Navarro, and just keep adding to that list, you will never be a top performer in all
those areas. Furthermore, you never develop a competitive advantage or core competencies. What
these men have developed is a set of skills, traits and knowledge, that is uniquely theirs, copying that
and most likely doing it worse won’t grant you a competitive advantage. Donovan’s words this very
well when he says “You will get more pussy being an A+ in one area than a B- in every area” and by
seeking to reach the apex of A+ in looks, game, money, style and everything else you will never
outperform those who focus on just one of them.
I’ve had an essay in my draft folder for a while now titled “Of Alphas and Accomplishments” that I
haven’t really been able to finish. In it I go over some of the best pure players I know who are also
naturals. The funny thing about these guys is that none of them happens to be Chad Thundercock.
Most of them are between 5 ft 6 and 5 ft 10, 160 – 170 lbs, 12 – 15% body fat, in the type of shape
you get from engaging in regular, recreational physical activity, they work pretty normal jobs, and are
pretty must just “normal dudes”. However, they all have something unique about them, one of them
is really into style so he always has a unique a Bohemian-Dandy look. One of them is a musician and
regularly performs as a hobby. One is extremely quick-witted, and has a great sense of humor.
They all perform to a level on “Looks, Money, Game” to where their combination of the three gets
them above the hurdle-rate for a great majority of women, meaning that they are players in the
tournament. Then they build on their natural differentiation to further set themselves apart and zero-in
on a market. Once you get to a point on looks, money, game where you appeal to the general market,
then you need to start being selective about which market(s) you want to have an advantage in.
In a world where the average man is 5 ft 10, has a BMI of 29, a 40 inch waist, wears cargo-shorts,
earns $49k a year, and gets $2 haircuts, getting into the top 20% of men is not difficult, but once you
get into the top 20% the competition stiffens. Then you are competing with men who have something
more than just the basics, they have dialed in on what makes them unique, and what other men do not
have. If you want above average results, then handling what women define as the bare minimum
(passing the hurdle rate) is not enough, you have to have what dials you in as unique as well.
Michael Porter has a great perspective on strategy when he says that it’s perhaps more important for a
company to decide what not to do, as it is for a company to decide what to do.
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources
[1] The Rational Male – Looks Count
[2] The Rational Male – Have a look
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Of Risks and Recommendations
August 16, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

One of the first essays I ever wrote on the sexual market
place was concerning risk management. I elected to write that early on because there are many
pitfalls a man can find himself in when he’s just getting started. Despite what one would expect, the
probability of a high visibility, successful cad finding himself the victim of a BPD girl, an ooops
pregnancy or getting oneitis is fairly low, while the odds of a recently recovered blue pill man doing
so are much higher. This is very similar to how a person who has been rich for a long time, perhaps
all their life is used to gold diggers, scammers and charlatans trying to get money out of them, and in
most cases their family will have trained them to see through such scams. The person who just won
the lottery does not have this training, and thus becomes an easy victim.
The man who is still in blue pill recovery can be a very easy victim for a woman with questionable
intent, which usually means that she is in her epiphany phase or even post-wall and is on the prowl
for Beta Bucks to lock down. A man who has started to slowly improve through the red pill, will find
himself facing down many types of risk, but the greatest one in my estimation is that presented by
oneitis. Many men come to game and the red pill looking for a cheat-code to “get her back” or “just
get that one girl“, and if or when they accomplish this goal they promptly stop being the man who
got her and go back to being the man who could have never gotten her. I’ll be frank and say that this
is the male version of a woman who loses 100 lbs, gets plastic surgery, locks down a husband and
then proceeds to put on all the weight again.
In this sense, a lot of men see the red pill and game as a diet, it is something that they are on
temporarily to accomplish an objective and once they reach this goal they go back to their old
lifestyle. The problem with this is that “old you’s” life is the sum of “old you’s” habits, “new you’s”
life is the sum of “new you’s” habits. You cannot have “new you’s” life with “old you’s” habits, it just
doesn’t work that way. This is perhaps the biggest risk men face in the sexual market place, that of
their own comfort and complacency. The fact of the matter is that being a high value man is like
being the top guy in any field, if you screw up or get lazy there are thousands of men with a hunger
burning them alive ready to take your spot.
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On Risk
Risk can come from many sources that I go through in details in that essay and in the expanded
version featured in Gendernomics, but an easy shorthand way of remembering risk is that it is an
uncertainty which can negatively affect your desired outcome. In the previous essay and in
Gendernomics I outlined many of the risks that exist externally to the man, such as risk of false
allegations, “ooops pregnancies“, STDs, and the legal system. However, in the past 2 – 3 years of
observations, I find that most of the time the major risk presented to a man’s goals come from his
own mind.
A woman can just go about her daily life, sooner or later a man will approach her and odds are she
will have an opportunity to reproduce. A man who goes about his daily life and never approaches a
woman, will never have an opportunity to reproduce. The male version requires an active act on the
part of the man.
The fact of the matter is that complacency and comfort alone will unceremoniously weed a man’s
genetics out of the human species. A re-frame on rejection is that a man who goes out one day and
opens 20 women may end up being rejected by 20 women that day. If we take a man who is highly
competent in day game, he might get 10 numbers from 20 approaches, out of those 5 women respond
to his texts, out of those 2 agree to meet up, and out of those 2, he is able to close 1. That man was
rejected by 19 women. However a woman who dresses to the nines, puts on make-up, and
deliberately goes out wanting men to approach her, may be rejected by every single guy who notices
her that day. A woman who did not do anything special, just went out in a t-shirt and jeans, may be
rejected by every guy as well. Women can only influence the probability of being approached. From
this perspective, women face rejection whether they put themselves out there or not, a man has to
actively put himself out there to be rejected.
The upside for women is that it takes a hell of a lot more work on their parts to be eliminated from
the gene pool, they have to actively take steps to make themselves completely undesirable in every
way, and even then odds are that some guy will sleep with them. For men, merely doing nothing
presents a risk of being eliminated from the gene pool. The upside for men is that we are in control of
our own destiny, it just requires effort on our end. Being female is the low-risk low-reward approach
to sexual reproduction, being male is the high-risk, high-reward approach to sexual reproduction.
A recent short tangent on the Red Man Group was some commentary on how labor intensive day
game is, and quite frankly most forms of game are somewhat labor intensive. To populate, initiate,
escalate, close and create enduring relationships takes time, and effort on the part of the man. Which
part takes the most time and effort depends on the man, but I understand why some men would prefer
a different model than this. When you add in that every positive change you make will take some
time and effort, the red pill lifestyle is not one with a lot of downtime. Many men become Average
Blue Pill Dudes because they are very comfort oriented, they would like a lifestyle that consists of go
to work, come home to your wife and kids, relax in front of the TV for a couple of hours, have a few
beers, go to sleep and then repeat. This is a lifestyle very different from one where you actively have
goals and plans for each aspect of your life.
The Red Pill lifestyle is not a low risk, low effort lifestyle, in many ways it means embracing various
risks. If we take sex in particular, the attraction many men feel for monogamy is that they will not
have to face rejection, they do not have to put themselves out there, they can perhaps put less effort
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into their lifestyle, and just “enjoy” the life they have. It feels “low risk” because unlike the red pill
lifestyle where you risk dry spells and slumps, many men expect that once they have given a woman
the position as the monopoly supplier of sex in their life, they will have a regular supply available to
them. However, men still face rejection within their marriage, when your wife has had a headache for
3 years running, suddenly remembers that she has to wash her hair every time you sit down next to
her or tells you “the kids might hear us” this is the sound of you being rejected.
The fact of the matter is that before you ever make an approach you have to put in a lot of effort. This
was what I sought to illustrate with my March Madness bracket, before you even register on a
woman’s radar, by passing her hurdle rate, you have to build a certain level of sexual market value.
Building that sexual market value can be easy, if you are in a decent spot to begin with or can be a
mission that will take years.

Summary and Conclusions
I usually say that I don’t write prescriptive essays, but I do make general recommendations. Usually
what this translates into is that I’ll recommend certain lifestyle changes that I view as having little to
no downside and a significant upside. This includes dressing well, other than some extra money spent
on clothing, there is really no downside to dressing better, and the upside is noticeable. I also
recommend lifting weights, sure you may injure yourself in the gym, but the upside in both health
and appearance are much greater than such risk. I also tend to recommend some forms of low-impact
cardio, because not getting winded going up a flight of stairs is a useful thing. Eating less crap,
getting enough water and sufficient sleep are also common recommendations I’ve made, this will
improve your health, your energy levels and have very little downside, at worst it means you get 2 – 3
hours less to waste on watching Netflix. I would also point out that having a grasp of basic personal
finance is a good thing, so is knowing game.
The reason why I tend to go for recommendations of this nature is that they have very little downside.
Yes, it will take some extra time out of your day, but the upside dwarfs that single downside. I
generally take the approach that I won’t tell a man to do something I wouldn’t myself, and I won’t
recommend anything that I perceive as having higher risk of failure than success. This comes from
taking the same stance on recommendations as a medical doctor would to medicine, first do no harm.
However, another reason that I’m hesitant of prescriptions is that very few people will follow through
completely with what you prescribe. I’m sure thousands, tens of thousands or perhaps even hundreds
of thousands of men have gone out and done 1 set of day game approaches, club approaches or
something like that, I have no idea what the drop off rate is but I’m guessing over 50%. I’m sure
millions of men have been at the gym once or twice to get a better physique, how many of them have
stuck with it for the years it takes to build that physique? The drop of rate in any endeavor is huge,
people quit because it’s too hard, it takes too long, their motivation slips, they are sick of being
uncomfortable and they gravitate back to their old habits.
This is why I find it useful to stick with prescriptions where the downside of people not following
through is having some extra clothes, a few months left to pay on a gym membership they never use
or 3 months where their financial life was not in disarray. Most people will over time do what is easy,
comfortable, and requires the least effort, this is the appeal of the blue pill. It’s a bit like communism,
support the blue pill and you will be fed, clothed, have shelter and get laid, it may be gruel, a burlap
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sack, a cardboard box and a 350 lb woman with 7 kids by 9 different men and BPD, but you’ll get
yours.
The Red Pill means specifically doing a lot of things that are uncomfortable, punishing, takes you
well outside your comfort zone and exposes you to things many would never want to see on a
consistent, long-term basis for a chance at realizing a better outcome for yourself. To paraphrase
Donovan’s intro, The Red Pill is HARD, that’s why it works.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Gendernomics: The Tinder Picture Experiment
August 24, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

To give the background for
the experiment, I’ve never been much into online dating because when I started practicing game, the
only material was largely centered on clubs. I’ve been using day-game quite a lot over the past few
years because I travel a lot for my day job and often end up spending 5 days to two weeks in a
location. However, lately I’ve found it a challenge to do day game due to spending less time in a city,
having fewer repeat visits and having to compress the process into a much shorter time period.
I noticed that Anthony (@beachmuscles) was having a lot of success using various online platforms
including Tinder, and concluded that this could be a very useful avenue for me as well and I don’t
like leaving pussy on the table. I’ve also noticed a trend where people tend to go out more in groups,
or on already planned dates, as opposed to going out just to meet people, so it seems that the internet
has lead to distribution and logistics innovations in the sexual market place as well.
The first issue I ran into when I downloaded Tinder was to find good pictures of myself, I’ve had
photography as a hobby for years but I’ve never spent much time in front of a camera, and I don’t
really have a lot of pictures of myself suitable for a dating profile. I also know that people tend to be
very poor judges of their own pictures, so I figured that I had to find a way to get 3 – 5 good pictures
of myself.
This was what caused me to conduct this experiment because in absence of other pictures, I used my
professional headshots for my Tinder profile along with filling out the default spaces in the profile
including my alma matter and my job title, then overwhelmingly got responses from women ages 30
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– 35 with professional jobs and University degrees. This is hardly my ideal demographic, so being
that I know a thing or two about red pill theory I formulated an experiment. It was only intended to
give me insight into online dating in general, and Tinder in particular, but when I mentioned it on The
Red Man Group many men requested a write up, so here we go.

Introduction
Tinder was initially released in September of 2012 and has an estimated 50 million users on a global
basis. The app has gained a reputation as a hook-up app, mostly owing to the location based nature of
the service, and the fact that it is largely based on first impressions. Services that promise to improve
your success rate on Tinder frequently mention having great pictures as a critical success factor on
the platform. The range of recommendations for pictures vary a little bit between different sources
OKcupid [4] and Photofeeler [4] have different perspectives, where one recommends smiling and eye
contact in pictures, the other recommends the opposite. There are also different recommendations
from a varied range of sources [3, 5, 6] that include number of pictures, context of pictures and
various other factors as having an influence on matching rates.
In addition the “Smart Pictures” feature of Tinder constantly crunches the numbers on which picture
people swipe right on the most to determine the picture that appears first on your profile. There has
been some criticism of this feature, for the reason that a sub-set of users will look through all the
pictures before swiping right, however many users also swipe on the first picture. Thus, if your last
picture is your worst, but is preceded by 4 stellar pictures, your worst picture may appear first.
This experiment sought to test these recommendation in an exploratory fashion to see what effects
these recommendations have on number of right swipes. The experiment was conducted using the
same Tinder profile, with different pictures and different standard information added to the app. An
additional variable beyond determining what profile pictures to utilize, was to test the effect on
number of matches and the demographics of matches for each profile.

Background Literature
In Red Pill theory the female strategy of Alpha Fucks/Beta Bucks, is the idea that women classify
men according to two categories, and act against these men based on how they are categorized, the
innate behaviors and tactics that support and permit women to enact this strategy are collectively
known as hypergamy [7]. The most classical manifestation of this is that a woman will sleep with a
man she perceives as Alpha much sooner and with much less investment than she would with a man
whom she classifies as beta. The case of the Alpha is one of genuine desire, the case of the beta is one
of negotiated desire [11].
A woman’s inclination in either direction (Alpha Fucks/Beta Bucks) is dependent on her stage in the
sexual market place [1], where the “Party Years” are characterized by a focus largely on the Alpha
Fucks side of the dynamic, whereas the subsequent phases are characterized by an increased focus on
securing her long-term security and thus by a focus on Beta bucks. This is largely driven by the
realization that she is no longer capable of competing with younger women in the sexual market
place. It is important to mention that the strategic choice of a woman between alpha fucks and beta
bucks is not a binary one, meaning that she selects one or the other, but rather exists on a scale
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between the two. Furthermore, it can be exacerbated by what stage of her menstrual cycle she is
currently in [13] and by other psychological factors.
There is a fairly large literature base of materials relating to “Alpha tells” and “Beta tells” meaning
behaviors that demonstrate either a woman’s responses, behaviors and actions around a man she
perceives as alpha, or conversely a man’s behavior that signals himself as beta [8]. Chateau Heartiste
has a long running series dedicated to spotting such tells in pictures [9]. For simplicity, the
reductionist approach when designing the pictures and details in the profile focused on long-term
provisioning traits (financial status, professional success, outward trappings of wealth, educational
status) vs. appearance/protector traits.

Theory Generation
The foundation of the theoretical framework for the experiment is based on the sexual market graph
[1], which divides the life-cycle of men and women in the sexual market place. The graph lists 18 –
23 as a woman’s rise to her sexual market peak (22 – 23) and, her then decline as she nears the
epiphany phase (24 – 30) [1]. The epiphany phase usually takes place between age 28 and age 32,
and this is where a woman’s focus shifts from securing short-term mating to long-term provisioning.
This is also where most first marriages take place [10], and where the sexual market value of the
declining woman intersects with the rising sexual market value of a man at a comparable age.
The exploratory hypothesis is that a profile that signals “long-term provisioning” such as listing a
professional occupation, college degree, trappings of wealth (clothing), higher intelligence and higher
degree of trustworthiness will elicit more matches from women who are in the epiphany phase or
nearing “the wall”. Conversely that a profile listing very few traits that would indicate long-term
provisioning capabilities, will elicit fewer matches from women who are in the epiphany phase or
nearing “the wall”.
Furthermore, a secondary hypothesis is that the latter profile will elicit a higher number of matches
from women who are in within 2-3 years of their sexual market peak.

Experimental Design
The experiment was designed as exploratory research conducted on a small sample and with a limited
scope.
The variables that can be observed are as follows:
Number of profile likes (right swipes)
Demographic data of those who liked the profile
Important variables that cannot be observed:
Number of profile displays (number of people who saw the profile)
Demographic data of those who did not like the profile
The experiment is designed to determine the effect of profile photos on the number of likes and the
effect of the demographics of those women who liked the profile. For this purpose, a total of 20
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pictures were taken, 10 using a plain background, and 10 using a background outdoors. These
pictures were classified into 2 unique photo sets and 2 control sets, with no picture featuring in
multiple sets. Control pictures were used to establish a baseline for each location. A total of 4 tests
were ran for each location, 2 control tests and 2 regular tests.
Each photo set contains 3 types of picture:
A) Headshot with smile and eye contact taken against a white background
B) Full body picture in clothing taken outdoors
C) Half-body picture taken in clothing utilizing props (Taken in office setting wearing a suit for
provisioning profile, bar with leather jacket for non-provisioning profile)
For the purpose of establishing a baseline, 2 further tests were conducted featuring only a single
photograph taken against the same background:
A) Headshot without smile and eye contact (Control 1)
B) Headshot with smile and eye contact (Control 2)
It was decided to not employ a written bio for any of the tests to avoid this variable affecting the
experiment.
All the pictures were tested on photofeeler running tests of 80 votes with the demographic range of
women ages 19 – 34. All the selected pictures had an attractiveness rating above 70%.
2 profiles were created to conduct the experiment:
Non-Provisioning Profile
In this profile the pictures used were those that scored above 70% for attractiveness, but lower for
trustworthiness and intelligence. This is based on the premise that intelligence and trustworthiness are
secondary factors for short-term mating in women. Body language adopted for the pictures was more
aggressive and the camera angles took care to shoot either straight on subjective or downwards and
up. In addition a minimum of 25% of the raters had to comment that the person in the pictures
appeared arrogant or aggressive. The clothing wore in the pictures took care not to display trappings
of wealth or success, and consisted of jeans, sweaters, leather jackets, and plain white t-shirts.
Furthermore, the alpha fucks profile listed no alma matter, education, and no job title.
Provisioning profile
In this profile, the pictures used were those that scored above 70% for attractiveness, but also had
scores of above 70% for both trustworthiness and intelligence. This is based on the premise that
intelligence and trustworthiness are important factors in long-term mate choice in women. In addition
less aggressive camera angles and posture was adopted for the beta bucks profile pictures, including
shooting at a downwards angle towards the subject, adopting less aggressive and confident body
language. The clothing wore in the pictures consisted of polo shirts, suit, tie and corporate
appropriate button up shirts.
Furthermore, the profile listed a well-known University as the alma matter and a professional job title
towards the higher end of the corporate payscale in order to further elevate the perception of
“Provider”.
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Experiment
The experiment was conducted as follows. 2 consecutive boosts were ran in Tinder’s “golden hour”
from 8:30 PM to 9:30 PM on Sunday evening [12] the consensus on when to use a boost is generally
between 7 PM and 9 PM on Sunday, however some argue that Thursday during the same time
interval is better. For the purpose of maintaining control over this variable, for 4 consecutive
Sundays, 2 boosts were ran, the first one starting at 8:30 PM and running until 9 PM, the second
running from 9 PM to 9:30 PM.
Two locations were selected for the boost, one in Eastern Europe one in the United States of
America. Both cities have populations above 2 million but not above 5 million. This was a choice
criteria to ensure that Tinder would have a reasonably high volume of users in each city.
Furthermore, it was done to gain some insight into whether cultural or social norms had an effect on
the experimental outcomes. The demographics of each city was checked to ensure that they had
roughly the same distribution of age ranges among women.

Results
The experimental results are based on a very small sample over a very short time period (1 hour total
run time of Tinder Boost), thus while the results are interesting and appear to confirm the theory, little
certainty can be attributed to the results without a larger sample size, longer running time, and ideally
with insights into how many times each profile was viewed. Thus, the results must be viewed as
unreliable.

Number of matches

The total number of matches between each of the two profiles was fairly minimal in both locations,
however the two profiles with more than 1 picture performed significantly better than the controls in
both locations. The non-provider profile outperformed the provider profile in both locations, however
due to the small difference and the fact that Tinder is reputed to be an app for short-term liaisons
more than long term relationships this may be the cause of the difference rather a female preference
that can be extrapolated. One of the more surprising results is that it appears that Smiling vs. Nonsmiling and Eye contact vs. No eye contact has a small effect, but that this is at best negligible.

Average age of matches

A larger difference was seen in the average age of the matches, where the average age of the women
who liked the Beta Bucks profile were on average 5 years older than the women who liked the Alpha
fucks profile in the US, and 3 years older in Eastern Europe. The control profiles showed that not
smiling and not having direct eye contact appeared to result in an average lower age than a profile
photo with eye contact and smiling.
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Occupation of matches

The occupations of the matches also differed quite a bit based on the profile. It appears that
professional women, especially those in the older demographic are more likely to like a profile that
indicates a higher degree of provisioning than younger women. This does appear to be a continuum
rather than binary, but does indicate that a profile that demonstrates more provision characteristics
does attract an older and more professionally established demographic.

Discussion
Keeping in mind that the following experiment was exploratory in nature and thus offers little in
terms of data that can be generalized, the results are interesting, however it remains to be seen if they
hold up in general or if they were specific to the one subject of this experiment. Without access to
total number of profile views, it is difficult to say anything about total effect, especially as the
difference between total number of matches differed very little. A small difference in number of
active women on Tinder during the running time for the test could easily explain the difference in
matches. However, the demographic data is more difficult to explain.
Furthermore, smiling vs. not smiling and eye contact vs. no eye contact appeared to have little effect
on the number of total profile likes. This is roughly as one would expect based on the contradictory
data from OKcupid and Photofeeler [4]. One must keep in mind that while all the pictures that were
used had high attractiveness scores when tested in the demographic range 19 – 34, there is some
uncertainty about how women rate male attractiveness, furthermore, one cannot control for important
variables in female mate choice. Previous essays have explored how women rate male appearance,
and an assumption has to be made that the same pattern follows on all rating services.
The author’s major reaction to the results of this test is that it does appear to correlate with what Red
Pill theory would predict, however at very low sample sizes, over a limited time and with limited
testing, it is hard to make any definite conclusions from this data. It was however an interesting
experiment to conduct. The results also correlate with previous data analysis of the dating marketing
conducted on Black Label Logic, including Book Value and Macro and Micro.
Based on cursory observation, the author does not that the prop use in the different profiles does
appear to influence the demographics somewhat, thus one would be inclined to argue that selecting
the context of the pictures can have a useful effect. Overall, I would recommend using a service to
have your pictures rated, as the results of the tests vs. the author’s expectation were often in stark
contrast to one-another.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
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I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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The Engineer’s Dilemma
August 31, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I spent most of this week
writing on what I figured would be this week’s essay, then late last night I thought of this topic. I read
and consume a bit of red pill content, because I find it interesting, I like supporting the other content
creators in the sphere, I learn from it and like this week I got a bit of inspiration. I consumed 2 major
pieces of content this week, I watched Rich Cooper’s speech at last years 21 Convention and I read
Alan Roger Currie’s book “Mode One“. I just got to know Rich when we started doing The Red Man
Group, and I was not very familiar with Alan, except for a Podcast he did with Donovan [3] a while
back, but I’m glad I took the time to consume their content this week.
Both men have a similar over-arching theme to these pieces of work that is very familiar to me from
my work with start-ups. In my experience, entrepreneurs often come in two types, there is the
salesman and the engineer. Both groups can make very successful companies, however the problems
they face are often quite different. The salesman comes up with an idea for a business and as he
prefers doing sales, that’s where he begins. Over a fairly short period of time he may amass a lot of
orders, sign quite a few contracts, then when it becomes time to deliver the product he has no idea
what to do next. The help that the salesman often needed was structuring up his value chain, handling
the administrative work, product development, logistics, production and other parts of the day to day
operations.
The engineer type on the other hand comes up with an idea for a product, and he immediately starts
work on making a prototype. He often spends a ton of time working out every kink in the product,
setting up production, figuring out how to handle his value chain and his logistics. However, he
would end up very far into the hole because he never really got around to thinking about who his
market is, how to bring the product to market or how to get sales.
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The Engineer’s Dilemma
The salesman thinks “I’ll just make sure I got some sales going, and I’ll sort out the boring details
later“, the engineer thinks “I’ll just make sure the product is perfect, then I’ll figure out how to get
some sales”. Many extremely successful businesses have arisen when you have an engineer and a
salesman working closely together, Microsoft where Paul Allen was the engineer, Bill Gates the
salesman, or Apple where Woz was the engineer and Jobs the salesman.
The problems that the salesman entrepreneur experiences are often much easier to solve than the ones
experienced by the engineer, because if you go to a bank with a stack of orders and ask for a loan to
fill the orders, few banks will say no. The engineer’s problem is that is mind wants a perfect product
before every trying to sell it.
The reason why I enjoyed watching Rich’s speech is that he talked about how his scars prevented him
from doing a lot of things that he wanted to do, because in his mind their importance was magnified
to a large degree. Once he realized that this limitation was self-imposed he was able to do work to
move beyond it. Likewise, “Mode One” talks about how most men default to either “Mode Two”
communication or “Mode Three” communication as a form of saving their ego based in fear. To be a
little crass, a man communicating in “Mode Two” will show a woman his dick but not until he is
convinced that she wants to see it, a Man communicating in Mode 3 will not show a woman his dick
until she explicitly asks. At their core, both these problems stem from flawed syllogism within one’s
own mind that I suspect is largely subconscious:
Major Premise: To get X, [insert] must be Y
Minor Premise: [Insert] not Y
Conclusion: Therefore [Insert] cannot get X
I formulated this syllogism in a neutral form because I think it’s applicable in many areas. The
engineer entrepreneur thinks:
Major Premise: To get success [the product] must be perfect
Minor Premise: [The Product] is not perfect
Conclusion: Therefore [the product] cannot get successful
The engineer’s dilemma reminds me of when I was doing some home renovation a while ago, after
completing the work, I stood back, looked at what I had built. I saw every single mistake I had made
and every single flaw. The moulding was off by a little bit under the ceiling, the nail marks from
putting it up were really obvious, where I’d used spackle to cover up the nails there was a slight color
difference with the paint, some of the floorboards had moved a little bit after being put in, and a ton
of others. A couple of years later, I don’t really notice those flaws anymore.
The major difference between the salesman and the engineer is that they are both avoiding having to
do something they dislike, but they also want to avoid different forms of criticism. The salesman
wants to avoid being criticized for not getting his product sold, because his identity is tied up in being
a salesman. The engineer wants to avoid being criticized for building a bad product, because his
identity is tied up in being an engineer. Both of them forget that most people aren’t salesmen or
engineers and will not be able to tell the real difference.
This is more pronounced with the engineer, because he sees all the flaws in his product, and
engineers have a tendency to be highly detail oriented people who have a mind that always seeks to
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improve whatever is their focus at a given time. The reason I refer to this as the engineer’s dilemma
rather than the entrepreneur’s dilemma, is that there is an upper natural limit to the salesman’s
activity, because once you make the sale, you usually get a date when the product has to be delivered.
For the engineer, he can tinker for his entire life provided he doesn’t run out of funds and never reach
a state of perfection. For every flaw he fixes, he discovers a new one, for every prototype he builds he
gains knowledge and experience that shows him a way to make it better.
This is the same case with many men who find The Red Pill, including myself in periods, we get
obsessed with some flaw in ourselves, real or perceived, and obsess about it. Over time this flaw
magnifies in our mind, and becomes all-consuming, and we think “if I just fix X, all my problems will
be over“, but the reality is that the flaw doesn’t really exist anywhere except in our own minds, most
other people do not notice it. However, we utilize this perceived flaw as a buffer, in order to avoid
doing what we do not want to do [4].
I’m reminded of an old bodybuilding joke, “The first time you set foot in the gym is the last day you
ever feel big enough“.

Summary and Conclusions
Despite Rian’s [5] questionable sartorial selections, his assertion that most men just have to stop
stepping on their own dick is very sound. Both the engineer and the salesman step on their own dick,
but one is half-stepping, the other is tap dancing.
Their motivation behind doing so is an illusion that by focusing on what they like to do, they can put
less focus into what they do not want to do. One thing I’ve found in reading the Red Pill reddit is that
the major difference between the men who progress and the men who do not is that some men make a
decision of “Fuck it, I can’t change it so I’ll work with what I got“, and other men make the choice of
“Fuck it, I can’t change it, so what is the point of trying?“. A great example is height, these men
create a syllogism like:
Major Premise: To get women, [I] must be 6 ft tall or taller
Minor Premise: [I’m] not over 6 feet
Conclusion: Therefore [I] cannot get women
This is an example of what Rollo has verbalized on the Red Man Group many times, and probably
has an essay or two on, which is men preemptively rejecting themselves, rather than face rejection.
It’s also why the phrase “Self-improvement is masturbation” was invented, because some men get
stuck in this loop of “I just need to fix A“, then they move to “I just need to fix B“, then “I just need to
fix C“, and so it goes. Until they die with six pack abs, 100 million in the bank, speaking 12
languages, having visited every country on earth, having obtained 24 advanced degrees, owning 4
houses and 32 cars, gaining a 2400 lb powerlifting total, 3 top placements in bodybuilding contests,
having mastered 28 different skillsets, having placed in The World’s Strongest Man twice, and have
gotten laid exactly 0 times because the technology wasn’t invented to take them from 5 ft 11 to 6 ft
tall.
This is not saying that we shouldn’t always strive to be the best man we can be, but rather that it’s
very easy to get stuck in this extremely critical and introspective mode where we create a 487 bulletpoint list of why we’re unworthy, where most of those are outside of our control. In essence, it still
puts women on a pedestal, in that your internal perception of yourself is below that of any woman.
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It’s one of those interesting things I notice as more and more men around me are getting married.
Him: 6 ft tall, in shape, advanced degree, professional job, 6 figure salary, on a solid career track.
Her: 5 ft, 250 lbs, no degree, part-time job, barely making ends meet, dead end job.
Him: “I don’t get why she would ever marry a bum like me”
Her: “You’re so lucky I put up with you”
All the while I’m sitting there at the open bar, sipping top-shelf scotch and making bets with the
bartender on how long the marriage will last.
To summarize the problem, it’s quite simple, the engineer is engaged in a form of solipsism, where
he projects his laser-focus onto everyone else and assumes that they will see his product with his
eyes, knowledge and ability. This is the same as when a man who is 5 ft 6 decides that this is a
dealbreaker for all women out there and thus preemptively rejects himself until some magical new
form of surgery shows up to make him taller.
All this stems from comparison, but we compare our own behind the scenes, raw and uncut footage
with another person’s carefully crafted and maintained highlight reel.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] Richard Cooper “Be Better” – 21 Convention
[2] Allan Roger Currie – Mode 1
[3] The Sharpe Reality
[4] The Rational Male – Buffers
[5] Rian Stone
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Of Syllogisms and Suppositions
September 8, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Back when I got my first corporate job I was very much
an idealist when it came to the corporate environment. I had faith in that if I simply worked hard, did
a solid job and demonstrated my value to the company I worked for back then, I would have a great
career ahead of me. A couple of years of not taking vacations, putting in 80 hours a week every week,
answering calls and emails around the clock later, I was still in the exact same position that I was in
when I started. I’d gotten a few pay raises but that was about it. As I spent my birthday reflecting on
that year’s accounts, I started thinking of expectancy and equity theory. The basics of these two
theories is that people form cause and effect chains, “if I do X, then Y” (expectancy) and they expect
people to maintain equitable relationships, meaning “if I produce value above my current salary to
the company, the company will reward me for it“, however this can often not be the case, because
there is no clear cause-effect chain between doing a great job and climbing the corporate ladder.
In my case, I expected the company to recognize my efforts and reward me with what I desired. This
is not much different from how many men will be perfect husbands on paper, they provide, they are
great fathers, treat their wife as the center of their world, they contribute to the community and if
asked nobody would have a problem saying “Oh, he’s a great guy”. They expect that if they do all the
things right, for instance they fill their wife’s 487 bullet-point list, they are great dads, they
communicate, they do chores and so on, their wife will return the equity to them in the form of sex
and devotion, yet many of them find themselves in dead bedrooms or getting zeroed out.
It’s no different from how many Good Boys will work hard their entire lives, sacrifice their teens and
twenties to become great husbands to a woman who has partied her way through life. Then they
expect this woman to recognize their efforts and reward them with what they desire. It’s a covert
contract on a grand scale.

The Gervais Principle and Intersexual Dynamics
Illimitable Man shared a series of essays with me in a DM during a conversation detailing the Gervais
principle [2] and suddenly many things started to make sense. This principle outlines 3 types of
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people within an organizational hierarchy, sociopaths, the clueless and losers. The life cycle of a
company according to this principle is that a sociopath with an idea recruits just enough losers,
meaning people who make a bad economic bargain where they produce more value than they get out
of the company, with the excess production of each loser going to the sociopath. As the organization
grows, the sociopath has to hire a layer of the clueless to serve as middle managers in the
organization to prevent the reaction from being an all out explosion.
The three types are very well defined in an essay I found [3]:
Corporate Sociopath – A person whose professional behavior lacks
morality, and whose actions use manipulation and
game-planning in order to achieve money,power, and prestige.
Corporate Loser – A person who is competent with their work and
shows professional morality and integrity,and is aware of the lacking
morality in corporate leadership (Corporate Sociopaths). Corporate losers do not have
loyalty to their company since they are aware of how disloyal the company is to them,
however they rarely leave soul-crushing employment because of
self-instilled fear, laziness, or lack of creativity.
Corporate Clueless– A person who is loyal to their company,
completely unaware of how disloyal the company is to them. The
corporate clueless person will always follow management directions,
honored to even get the attention of their sociopathic leadership.
The Clueless create a communication and hierarchical gap between the
sociopaths and the losers, and also can be easily manipulated to be
the fall guy for the sociopath when things go wrong.
The sociopath has a will to power and seeks to dominate, the Losers are happiness seekers rather than
power seekers, both parties have little loyalty to the present company and enter and exit at every
stage of the company life-cycle. Sociopaths enter and exit opportunistically, and do whatever it takes
to come out on top. Losers enter and exit reactively based on Darwinian trends in the economy, and
while they have little loyalty to the organization they do have loyalty to individual people within the
company. The clueless, lacking the ability to circulate freely through the economy like losers and
sociopaths develop a deep attachment to the company.
If one applies this principle to intersexual dynamics, one can likewise create a hierarchy, one has the
Alpha males on top, these are the men who are privy to the secret world of sex. Some call them
“naturals”, but the reality is simply that they through some vicissitude of fate happens to have been
introduced to the sexual market place early due to having value in some form. This is the High
School quarterback, the guy with above average looks, maybe the good looking rebel, or the rich boy
that everyone wants to hang around. They are the kings of the emerging sexual market place simply
because in the land of the blind the one eyed man is king.
One man I know became a bit of an early alpha simply because he crushed hard on a girl at 12 – 13
years old, he never made a move, then her family suddenly moved away. As a result of losing out on
his first oneitis in this manner he simply started to escalate very directly and rapidly to never have to
go through it again.
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The losers, not defined as “losers in life” but simply guys who made a bad deal exist in a few types.
They are mostly aware of the bad state of the sexual market place but lack the will or capability to
move up in the ranks. Some may eventually move up in the hierarchy and become sociopaths, while
others will accept their current situation and remain in the same place.
The Clueless are where I’d put most men in the present sexual marketplace. They buy into the 487
bullet point checklist, talk of “just needing more communication“, are unaware how society on the
macro level do not care about them, or how the male performance burden and female hypergamy
works. They are men who have bought into the Blue Pill Illusion.
However, within intersexual dynamics, there is a 4th category, a bridge between the sociopaths and
the clueless, this is someone who has some awareness of the underlying dynamics, but is either not
willing or ready to fully accept it. This requires the creation of a layer of rationalization between what
they do know is true, yet that which they cannot accept. This is the fertile soil for purple pill
approaches. The attempt is to bridge the gap between the sociopath and the clueless by injecting
idealism and morality.

Summary and Conclusions
I tend to think that most of us create suppositional causal chains to guide our actions and inform our
choices. The corporate sociopath has a view of the corporate world that is very close to the reality of
the corporate world, thus he is able to create accurate and effective causal chains to attain the desired
outcome namely power. The corporate loser has an accurate view and can construct accurate and
effective causal chains, but in being happiness seeking rather than power seeking, the outcomes
differ. The corporate clueless has a very inaccurate view, often based in idealism, romanticism or
whatever else, that makes the causal chains they create both ineffective and inaccurate.
As I sat there, sipping some scotch and reflecting on how I’d spent the last few years at corporate, I
first became angry with the corporate hierarchy that had lied to me, with the society that had lied to
me, and all the individuals who had been complicit in pulling the wool over my eyes. However, as the
anger intensified, I became angry with myself. Yes, I had been lied to and had a view of the corporate
world that was flawed. Yes, this world view was constructed based on input from others, yet I cannot
say if this input was based on malice or incompetence, so I gave the corporate hierarchy, society and
the people the benefit of the doubt.
I’m responsible for accepting their input, and I’m responsible for the actions that I did that followed
from it.
The result was that I took responsibility for being complicit by changing that which I could, namely
my own actions and my own view of the corporate world. This is why during a conversation with
Anthony where he asked me about some feedback he received on his “Marrying Medusa” video, and
accusations that he was not taking responsibility for his actions, I told him that he took responsibility
that the second he walked out. You can control your own actions, and you are responsible for your
own actions, not those of others.
There is a faith among some men in a form of karmic justice whereby they will be rewarded for being
good. I’ve gotten a lot of heat for being inconsistent when it comes to idealism and morality. I do not
see this as a problem, because I do not see a contradiction between viewing the world realistically
and having a moral code. Anthony for instance has a moral code where he does not help women
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cheat, yet he understands that this does not prevent them from cheating, it merely means he is not an
accomplice to their action. He could contact the girl’s boyfriend or husband, and tell him “hey man,
your girl wanted me to sleep with her“, by not doing so one could argue that he is an accessory
should that woman cheat. After all, in legal terms if one knows that a crime is about to be committed
yet fail to report it one can be charged as an accessory.
The distinction between the two, is accepting that you are responsible for your own actions, but not
the actions of others. This may appear a minor distinction at best, semantics or sophism at worst, but
it is very telling of a person’s perspective. You see, when people start to throw around moral
arguments and use shame, guilt, fear or all of the above, it is a sign that they are attempting to control
the actions of others, rather than their own. It would be a hell of a lot easier if all men just got
together in a cartel, decided that from now on we would enforce a code of behavior for both men and
women with harsh punishments because this pushes the responsibility away from the individual man
and over on all men.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2012/05/16/hypergamy-doesnt-care/
[2]
https://www.ribbonfarm.com/2009/10/07/the-gervais-principle-or-the-office-according-to-the-office/
[3] http://www.bravenewlife.com/03/macleods-company-hierarchy-and-the-corporate-conscious/
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Gendernomics: Products and Markets
September 14, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
Rollo recently posted an essay where he talks about the concept of value added, more specifically
about a tendency among women to conflate their sexual market value with their worth as a human
being. This is largely a function of women having reduced themselves to sexual commodities, and
one key characteristics of a commodity in a market is that there is little if any differentiation. For
instance, if I were to purchase aluminum ingots or oil in the spot market, no company really offers a
differentiated product, they are all sold based on lowest cost. In the same manner, if the only thing
being “sold” in the sexual market place is the act of sex, one could argue that such a product is
largely undifferentiated.
Naturally, for the act of sex one prefers a packaging that is aesthetically pleasing, this goes for both
men and women. In today’s online sexual market place, it doesn’t matter much how great your
personality is, as most purchasing processes start with determining whether a product passes the
hurdle rate for appearance, and then if it does one explores other product features.
Much of product design is based on an idea for a product, and then after the idea generation and
prototyping phases, one comes up with the value proposition to the market. My preference is to begin
with a market analysis, and then creating the product, in order to ensure that will be customers for the
product. It is generally also much cheaper to conduct market research than it is to develop products.
From this approach, one can develop a good sense of the market in which one will operate, and which
product characteristics are important to the potential customer base. One can even identify the price
ceiling, potential volumes and various other important input to the product design process.
If one compares Vodka to Whiskey for instance, the former is ethanol and water, the latter is also
ethanol and water, but the process of production has a large influence on the end-product. Vodka is
differentiated 90% using brand building and marketing. Whiskey is differentiated in the same
manner, however, much of the marketing is based on differences in the production process. These
differences range from the grain bill (malt, rye, corn, etc), malt processing (peat levels), type of
distillation (pot still or column still) time spent cask aging, type of casks that the whiskey has been
aged in, and single malt vs. blended.

Building Products

The basic market research I did prior to my Tinder
experiment was based on the theory of sexual market value throughout a woman’s life. More
specifically, that women aged 28 – 35 would display a preference for more “beta traits” and women
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under 28 would show a preference for more “Alpha traits”. The first ever Gendernomics metaphor
that hit me in the early days of writing this blog, was that based on Briffault’s law,
“the female, not the male, determines all the conditions of the animal family. Where the
female can derive no benefit from association with the male, no such association takes
place.”
From this perspective, it was quite obvious that men are by default the sell-side in the sexual market
place, and women are the buy-side. There are a lot more major actors on the sell-side than the buy
side, and while the sell-side has to engage in various forms of salesmanship, chase customers, coldcall, and so on, the buy side can merely sit back and wait for the sellers to come to them. For the most
part anyway, even within the sell-side of any industry, there are a few companies that often have
buyers chasing them, because they are doing something that offers great value, is rare and that the
buy side really wants. To continue the example with alcoholic beverages, connoisseurs pound the
doors at distilleries selling 100 year old Cognac, Champagne from the Titanic, or 100 year old single
malt, meanwhile there are hundreds if not thousands of vodka manufacturer’s that have to spend
millions on branding to even be able to get break-even sales.
It’s all about creating a product that is hard to make, it’s not difficult to distill alcohol or make wine,
it requires some knowledge of the trade and the process, however to truly create an exclusive, rare
and highly in demand product is much more difficult, there are serious barriers of entry at play. One
can break these two approaches down using Michael E. Porter’s generic strategies, that I talked about
in an earlier essay. The Vodka producers are largely seeking cost-leadership, meaning that they can
sell a lot of their product to a market at a price below that of their competition. The producers of 100
year old Brandy or 50 year old single-malt, are seeking differentiation, making their product so
highly regarded, so sought after and so different that people will pay whatever they ask. They do not
have to sell much of it, because they command a very high price.
I would argue that the “Alpha” is a differentiated product based on offering something that is rare in
the market and highly sought after by the consumers, something they are willing to pay a premium to
obtain. I would argue that the “Beta” is a cost-leadership focused product, masquerading as a
differentiated product, which is based on offering the consumer the best possible deal.
If we assume that the old statement “Men use a relationship to negotiate sex, women use sex to
negotiate a relationship” holds, then according to the preceding reasoning, it follows that a woman
who gives up sex early has perceived the man (or rather his genetic material) to be of such high worth
compared to other offerings in the market, that she is willing to slap the briefcase table and say “Take
whatever you want”. A man who on the other hand gives up a relationship too early, is one who is
likely not seeing much demand in the market, and thus feels compelled and pressured to land a sale
no matter what. He has creditors banging on the door, a bank calling him for loan repayments, and is
2 days away from being kicked out of his house, “Ol’ Gil needs this sale.
If one assumes, conversely, that women want the relationship, and pay for that relationship with sex,
furthermore, that men want sex and pay for that sex by offering a relationship, then one has to review
the product choice criteria themselves.In order to do this, one has to determine what is the core driver
of the process. Hypergamy posits that there are 2 drives:
A) The drive for the highest possible quality genetic material
B) The drive for long-term security
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It’s more complex, but the above serves as both an illustration and as a foundation for the remainder
of this essay. One must necessarily conclude that the choice criteria to determine high quality genetic
material differs from that of long-term security, in the same manner that the choice criteria driving
the purchase of a high powered sportscar would differ from the purchase of a sensible minivan.
However, the good boys do not realize the existence of these two choice criteria, and this is where
their strategic error lies. This is quite similar to how the railroads made a strategic blunder by
defining themselves in terms of “transporting goods and passengers by rail” rather than “transporting
goods and passengers”. The reason may not be apparent at first, however, the former definition
excludes transport methods such as airplanes, trucks, and boats, thus when conducting a competitor
or market analysis, one would exclude large swaths of competitors, and thus one would conduct an
analysis that was hopelessly out of touch with the actual market. The latter definition is much better,
because it focuses on what the company actually does, as separate from how it does it. A company
who conducted an analysis based on the latter definition, can focus on how to create a competitive
advantage, business model, and strategy that is focused on the actual customer need, rather than the
means by which the company does it.
The “I’m not like those other guys” strategy that is a core-part of beta game, does appear to be a case
of differentiation at first, however when one analyzes the value proposition of Beta game it is based
on high value at very low cost (to the consumer). Most of “The Good Boys” have spent their entire
lives developing a value proposition that they think grant them differentiation, they are well-educated
with stable jobs and predictable earning power. They want an “equal partner“, they are often clever,
with a decent sense of humor and very socially conscious. However, the reality of the situation is that
they are eager to get the sale, and therefore they have built a product that offers immense value to the
consumer, however the market is flooded with similar products. They are building themselves to be
low cost to women, meaning that they are OK with going on 8 dates before getting some lackluster
sex, they are OK with the women bringing very little value to the relationship. This is how a man
with a high, stable income, who is well-educated and has his shit in order ends up married to a
woman who has $150k in student debt, despite not having finished her degree, who only brings a
vagina into the relationship.
The “Alpha” approach on the other hand is a true differentiated product, while I did break down some
of the traits in an earlier essay, the alpha construct remains elusive and is not really the subject matter
for this essay. However, the key characteristic of the alpha male is the market response, the customers
will pay the alpha whatever he wants while making few if any demands. You try to negotiate price on
a $20 bottle of wine at a vineyard if you know they barely get any customers , you don’t try to haggle
over the price of a $200.000 bottle of Cognac of which 3 exist, because you know that the second you
leave the room the owner has other buyers lined up.
To summarize the preceding section, all of this comes down to how the product is positioned in the
market, and how the market perceives the product. This is summarized in the graphic below:
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This graph is
something called a market positioning map, they have a lot of different uses, from providing
snapshots of different companies within an industry at present, to serving as maps for aspirations, for
instance wanting to move from being perceived as low quality to high quality or based on a number
of different characteristics. The orange line serves as the “cutoff” between the Alpha and Beta
sections of the map, but obviously there will be some overlap between the two, especially in the case
of “Blue pill alphas”, greater beta and lesser alpha and so on.
The goal of this map is to highlight the key difference in how the market (women) view these
products. Women will prefer to be able to find a mate from the high quality/high price quadrant, but
in the case of many women this is not realistic. This is the same as wanting to buy a $40.000 watch,
but not being able to afford it, you may be able to rent one for a few days, but you just don’t have the
disposable income to buy one.
Most men who find the red pill want to get into that top right quadrant of the map, first they have to
pass the hurdle rate, then they have to work on their own competitive advantages, how they stand
apart from other men, and the great zerg rush of “average dudes”. These are men that represent both
high quality men to women, but the women are also desperate for the product and willing to pay what
he wants, when he wants it. These men have both alpha male traits, and provider traits to some
extent. Think alpha millionaire. To be a little uncouth, these men are the cocaine of the sexual market
place, you don’t sell cocaine, you offer cocaine.
The position you definitely do not want to occupy on this graph is the bottom left quadrant, these are
men that are desperate for female companionship but they are for all intents and purposes invisible to
women. They are willing to wait forever for sex, demand nothing of the women but also have very
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little to offer the women, in a relationship or otherwise. They have no competitive advantage at all,
they do not offer value for price, and they cannot make their price low enough to get any interested
buyers. These men do not have an alpha mindset and they do not have any resources. These men are
the half full syringe of … something you found in the dumpster behind a strip club of the sexual
market place.
The top halves of the two remaining quadrants do have legitimate markets that they can appeal to, the
top left quadrant represents high quality, at a low price, which is value for money. Thus, it consists of
a mixture of greater beta males, men who are the classic beta providers and may have occasional
flashes of alpha. Alternatively, men with a high volume of alpha traits and fewer resources. For the
upper left quadrant think typical middle manager, perhaps even on the executive track, or regionally
famous musician who is still struggling to make it big. The top half lower right quadrant, is also the
“value for money” area. These men are the Lagavulin 16 year, perfectly acceptable middle-range
choice at that price point, but not really exceptionally good or exceptionally bad.
The lower halves of the top left and bottom right quadrants are your typical AFC areas, they are stuck
in the middle market-wise, they are simply the average guy. Won’t do horribly bad in the market,
won’t do overly good either. Kind of the standard fare vodka or mass produced boxed wine of the
sexual market place, most of the market won’t refuse it if it’s free but few will ever order it if other
choices are available.

Summary and Conclusions
One of the major problems I keep seeing with some of the companies I’ve worked with is that over
time a company can get very introverted. What I mean by this is that rather than looking out into the
market, they look inwards at themselves. This is always a sign of a company that is highly likely to
face declining fortune in whatever market they serve, because they begin to put what is important to
them before what is important to the customer. Much of the time, they have no real idea about who
their customer is, what their customer wants, or what are important factors in their buying decisions.
Sometimes, I think that the Red Pill discussions can have some of the same tendencies, we spend a
lot of time discussing “What makes a guy alpha or beta” from a theoretical perspective, when all that
matters is what the market thinks is alpha or beta.
I used a similar analogy in an earlier essay, but it needs repeating, you and other men care that you
can deadlift 800 lbs, squat 500, and bench 414, women care that you look like you lift and that you’re
lean. Men care that you’re seeing 50% year on year growth, women care that you drive a lambo and
that you have a $30k watch. As men we are deductive problem solvers, thus we enjoy talking to other
men about specific things that they did so that we can become better problem solvers. This is true in
any male endeavor, from male gamers who exchange information about the best builds, key bindings,
peripherals, and team strategies, to lifters exchanging diet and program tips, entrepreneurs discussing
corporate structures and every other area of interest where a bunch of men are involved.
These conversations can often be useful and I’ve learned a lot from talking to other men about their
area of expertise, however it must always be with at least 1 eye towards the effect in the market. If
you start lifting to improve your sexual market value, then 6 months in after talking to “the guys” you
want to bring your PL total up, so you decide that you’re just going to do the “Gallon of whole milk
and 5×5 squats every day” program, you’ve taken your eye off the market. If you change your mind
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and want to pursue a different strategy, that’s fine but make it a conscious choice.
It’s so easy to get dragged into something in the short term that is not conduce to the long-term
strategy that you have laid for yourself.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
Sources:
[1] https://therationalmale.com/2018/08/12/the-myth-of-the-alpha-female/
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Of Online Game and Omnichannels
October 13, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Those of you who read my essay on doing some AB
testing on Tinder, will know that I’m quite a recent adopter of online dating apps. I did try some of
the sites back in 2007 or 2008, but found it to be quite a wrenched hive of scum and villainy. I’ve
always been more partial to day game, social circle game or night game as methods for meeting
women, because you can screen your targets much more effectively, so fatfishing is more or less nonexistent in those forms of game prior to 2 am at the bar when all bets are off.
The thing I’ve found is that styles of game are a lot like workout routines, people find one they like,
stick with it, defend it zealously and regard anyone who has a different routine as having it just to
insult them. I’ve always found this to be a rather non-pragmatic approach both to training and game.
I tend to take the approach that you should learn as much as you can, test as much as you are able and
keep what is useful. To use an example I’ve got a weight training program and I have a body weight
training program, I prefer the former but I use the latter for active recovery, rehabilitation after injury
and when I’m unable to access a gym.

Breaking Down the Sales Funnel
In a bigger picture sales funnel, you would have awareness, interest, interaction, decision and action
as the phases. In the sales funnel I use later, we start at the decision and action stage, which is after
the part most men struggle with, namely lead generation. The awareness stage can be broken down in
two general ways. The first is where your potential customer becomes aware of a need, for instance
when I discovered that the place I’m staying in right now doesn’t have a corkscrew, and I had a bottle
of good wine I was planning on drinking. The second is where a customer becomes aware of the
product through marketing.
Once the customer is aware of either the need or the product, they move into the interest stage, this is
where they do their research on the product, think about if they really need it, which product to get
and various others. Sometimes the interaction happens during the interest stage, in other cases it can
happen after and in some cases it can even happen in the awareness stage. This initial interaction is
when the company becomes aware of the customer as a lead (a potential customer) and the initial
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interaction determines if the customer drops out of the funnel at this stage or becomes a prospect
(someone the company needs to follow up with to close the sale), at this stage we move into the sales
funnel.
The generic 7 step sales funnel I usually use after a lead is solid consists of initial contact,
qualification, develop solution, presentation, evaluation, negotiation and closing. The initial contact
when it comes to game is your first approach, online, in day game or night game. The qualification is
when you’re trying to determine if she is interested and willing to move forward, I call this the “Do
you have a boyfriend?” stage. The qualification stage is when you’re calibrating your pitch to her,
Krauser had a good example of this in one of his field reports where he determines if the girl is more
“r-selected” or “k-selected”, when he figures it out he knows which DHV stories to use for her.
The develop solution and presentation stages build on the preceding stages, what you know about her
and the vibe determines which pitch you run, in day game this can be insta-date or take her contact
info and work it out later. Once you have her on the date, if you try to take her home the same night
or push it to date two. The most classic example of the evaluation and negotiation stages is LMR
(Last Minute Resistance) where the girl gives you all the classics “I’ve never done this before“, “I
never do this“, “This is not me” and so on. Then there is the closing, which is fairly self explanatory.
In a typical day game sales funnel, every girl who walks past you is a potential lead, where you
determine if this is a prospective customer or not. Once you approach, you have the point of initial
contact (the open) and then qualification (building interest). Once interest is there, you need to figure
out whether you want to take her on an insta-date, get her contact info, or schedule a date later that
day or week. This is the develop solution and presentation stage, where you pitch the next step to the
customer (the girl), she evaluates and negotiates with you and you close the deal for either the instadate, the number close or the date later. Then once you’re on that date, you proceed from developsolution to closing again.
Every style of game has a bottleneck at some point in the sales funnel. Day game is great for lead
generation on a busy street in a major metropolitan area, you will have hundreds if not thousands of
potential leads pass you every day. However, the bottleneck comes in the qualification and develop
solution stage, as you don’t know if the girl is in the market for your product, if she’s a tourist who is
on her way to the airport to leave or various other things which make her a false lead.
Night game is great for lead generation in an area with a lot of bars and clubs, but you have a narrow
window to get those leads. It depends a bit on the culture where you run game, and your social
situation, an event promoter in Vegas will have plenty of leads generated, a person who has to get up
at 5 am Monday through Friday to get to work, and has to be sober for at least 12 hours before work,
not so much. So, lead generation can be a bottle neck in night game, but you can also run into
problems in the later end of the sales funnel, especially with evaluation, negotiation and closing with
her friends showing up and putting her in a cab, and so on.
Online game is great up until the closing stage (setting the date to meet up), because you can run
many conversations in parallel, you can run sales towards as many customers as you are able at the
same time. The bottle neck in online game is in the close (getting the girl out on the date), and the
logistics of handling multiple customers eager to close.
Social circle game is great in that you have a lot of the initial stages of the sales funnel already done,
and you can focus on evaluation, negotiation and closing. The bottle neck in social circle game is that
sooner or later you get a reputation as “that guy”, which can work in your advantage to some extent,
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if you’ve slept with 3 out of 4 girls in a group of friends, odds are you will sleep with the 4th if you
try just because she’s curious. There is also a limitation on how many leads you can generate, so I
tend to think of social circle game as something more practical if one is looking for some form of
longer term thing.

Summary and Conclusions
The biggest weakness in every style of game is time wasting, whether this is the girl who spends the
whole night grinding on you at the club, then when you try to take her home she says “Oh I have a
boyfriend” and runs out. Or the girl you hit on with day game, who laughs and enjoys the attention,
then drops “Oh, I’m here on vacation, I’m on my way to the airport now” when you try to set up the
date. The girl you spend a few days chatting with in text who then suddenly go dark on you, or who
flakes on the date.
One of the major buzzwords in business these days is “omnichannel sales” what this breaks down to
is seamless integration between different customer facing interfaces. Instead of communicating and
serving in parallel the goal is for these channels to work together, and blend together seamlessly. A
customer can check out a piece of clothing at a fair, try it on in the brick and mortar store, buy it
online, and return it to any location the company has.
We’ve always used a sales style vernacular when describing game, and I view the various styles as
being more complimentary than anything else. They often flow into each other as well, for instance,
the classic day game instant date often starts as a typical day game open, then bounce to a second
location such as a coffee shop, then to a place with alcohol, and finally back to a private location.
This transitions from day game to more pseudo night-game as the date progresses.
This is also how I’ve come to conceptualize efficacy in game, namely omnichannel game. If you
have day game skills, you can use them as you go through your daily life, whether that means the girl
sitting next to you on the plane, the girl at the grocery store, or the girl walking towards you on a
busy street. While you’re doing day game or night game have an app like Happn on your phone, to
have all the girls near you who also have the app pop up the next day on your phone. If you have
night game skills, and the girl from Tinder flaked on the date and you’re already at a bar, use your
night game skills.
This gets around the biggest weakness in day and night game, which is that you can can only have a
few conversations in parallel at best using those styles. While also giving you a buffer against the
biggest weakness in online game, namely flaking. You can swipe on Tinder while you’re in the office
to generate leads for later, and if the girl off the app flakes, you run day game or club game since
you’re out anyway. These are not competing styles, in the same way that body weight training and
weight training are not competing styles, they are complimentary to each other.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
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As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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An Update on Black Label Logic
October 15, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I took some time off for the past month after putting out
a blog post a week, even two posts a week for a while during my high productivity periods and I
actually sat around reflecting quite a bit on what I want to do going forward with this blog.
Richard Cooper of Entrepreneurs in Cars said something on a Red Man Group pre-show that I
somewhat took to heart. Since we started doing The Red Man Group, I’ve done it just about every
week for 2 – 3 hours, on top of spending a lot of time crafting my essays, especially those that require
a lot of research, and statistics. On top of that I’m currently writing the next Gendernomics book that
I expect will be out around December.
This is a heavy time investment, I calculated that I’ve written around 400.000 words just on the blog,
and around 50.000 combined in Gendernomics and Gendernomics 2. I would like to be able to put
more time into writing, because it’s something I very much enjoy doing, however what Rich said was
“If you get paid like a hobby, you will treat it like a hobby“, so for that reason I’ve decided to expand
into more sources of revenue for the Black Label Logic Project.
However, it’s not my style to ask for money without offering additional value, so here are the 3 new
value propositions from Black Label Logic.

Gendernomics: Building Value (working title)
As those of you who follow me on twitter are well aware, I’m currently working on the second book
in my Gendernomics series (get the first one here), the tentative title is “Building Value”, and the
book will be a practical guide that builds off the principles in the first book.
At this time I’m about 2/3s into writing building value, and its a time consuming project to write a
book, but I expect to finish, and make it available for sale on Amazon.com before Christmas.
I’ve already given the first sample of the book to those who have signed up on my Patreon and
everyone who signs up at the $5 a month tier, which brings me to Patreon.

Patreon
I decided to start a Patreon because it’s a way to connect more with my most invested readers, and a
way to offer more value in exchange for more revenue. The content here on Black Label Logic will
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remain free, it is my magnum opus. I’ve set up 3 tiers so far on the Patreon:
$5 Tier: Gets access to the Patreon only feed, which includes following the process of Gendernomics:
Building Value from now until it’s in the finishing stages, plus all the free samples that I will be
sharing along the way.
$20 Tier: Gets access to the Patreon only feed, plus two perhaps more additional essays that I will be
putting out every month. In addition, this tier will get draft folder access, which means I will post
essays I have in the works or essays I haven’t finished, and will be able to influence which ones get
priority in my pipeline.
$50 Tier (limited to 10 people): Gets access to all the benefits of the preceding tiers, plus access to a
once a month google hangout (2 – 3 hours) which we will decide the format on together. We can do
Q&As, long-form topics, and when I have some interesting presentations like the ones I have done
for The Red Man Group I will do a slide presentation, that you will all get access to afterwards.
You can access my Patreon here there is already a Gendernomics: Building Value sample posted,
along with the first essay for the $20 and above tier entitled “Of Sex and Sublimation”.

Advisory
I’ve previously turned down questions regarding doing consults, but I’ve decided to change my mind
on the subject, and I will be taking on consults. I’ve outlined both the Patreon and Consults in a new
page on the blog and you can find details there for how to contact me, and how I’ve set it up to begin
with. As you all know, I’m quite touchy about my anonymity, so I will only be accepting Bitcoin for
payment but I can accept different coins, so if you have a preference for something other than
standard Bitcoin let me know and I’ll see if I can accommodate that in the service I use.
For more details and a primer on how to use bitcoins, visit the Consulting and Patreon page.
Best Regards
Carl
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Low Hanging Fruit
October 18, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

One of the fundamental pieces of advice that I always
bring with me in business is “Always pick the low-hanging fruit first“, this is a platitude as much as
any, but there is some basic wisdom in it. Most people aspire to greatness, whether they admit this or
not, and there are two major ways for a person to be recognized as great, doing something incredibly
creative, or doing something incredibly complex. In recent years, this has tended to become even
worse in that people take the technology approach which is: “Do something incredibly creative and
complex“, which brings a whole string of new problems.
Complexity and creativity are two things that often land businesses in trouble, because people often
want to be recognized for doing something revolutionary and people often view some creative as
being more innovative if it also appears complex. They aspire to be the Steve Jobs of their industry
before they’ve gotten their business off the ground. The idea behind the low hanging fruit is to do
those things that are simple, uncomplicated, come at a low cost and risk, but promise safe, guaranteed
returns before doing the things that offer greater returns but carry much higher risks.
For instance, if you are running a small manufacturing operation making pasta sauce, you can
probably improve your bottom line by improving the production and distribution process
incrementally, ensuring smooth operations throughout your value chain before attempting a market
expansion. This accomplishes two things, first of all it ensures that you have control over the resource
usage in your value chain, and secondly it removes barriers to scale. Many companies have tried to
expand before they were ready to expand and it leads to a souring of relationships within their value
chain due to either having to sacrifice product quality, being unable to deliver, or not being able to
keep up with their inputs.
In the same way, many men who are new to the red pill tend to go after the big things, that come with
equally big costs and risks first, rather than fixing the little problems. For obvious reasons, often we
think that major changes give major results, and major effort has major effect. However, 10 small
changes can often have much greater positive effects than one major change, for less effort at a lower
risk. Furthermore, those many, small and easy changes serve to enable the big changes.

The Risk with Big Changes
When you find yourself having neglected a major area of your life for an extended period of time,
there is a certain parity between the time you spent neglecting it and the time required to fix it. You
are simply behind the curve and you need to do extra work to catch up. If you spent 5 years getting
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into debt, getting out of shape, neglecting your career or your education, odds are that you will have
to spend a similar amount of time to fix those things. This simply comes from the fact that these
things are big issues that require big changes. Sure, if you spent 6 months putting everything on the
credit card while out of work and then find a job, you can fix it quickly. Spend 6 years like that, odds
are it will take from 3 to 6 years to fix it as well.
However, in order to tackle those big issues, you will have to put a decent amount of effort and
dedication towards it, which means less effort and dedication available towards other things. If you
can do 10 things that are simple and quick, and nets you 80% of the results of doing 1 thing that is
complex and slow, it would be more efficient to do divide your effort between the two areas roughly
40% and 60%, as opposed to going all in on one perceived solution. This also has the effect of
diversifying your energy investment, meaning that if one or more of the perceived solutions do not
generate the expected results, then you won’t find yourself having made a massive energy
investment, at high opportunity cost, which has now become a sunk cost.
The risk of experiencing failure or set backs with the big changes is also much greater than with
small, and simple changes. Saving $5 a day by making a thermos of coffee at home, as opposed to
buying a cup at a coffee shop is a much easier thing to do than renegotiate your debts, moving to a
smaller place and selling your car.
A sentiment that I run into with some of the men I speak to who complain about one aspect of their
life, be it women, their careers, their work-outs or various other things is the view that “My life would
be perfect if I could just add this to it“. This is dangerous, for the simple reason that life is zero-sum,
you have only so much time to do so many things and most of the time these things will be mutually
exclusive. Furthermore, the “single problem” simplification as I’ve referred to it is rarely accurate,
and sets you up for the Nirvana/Perfect Solution fallacy. If you have 1 huge problem in your life,
odds are that you have many small ones as well, you just don’t see them hiding behind the big
problem. You are being iceberged by your problems.
The key is to correctly identify areas that contain low-hanging fruit for you so that you can pick that
first. One must keep in mind that if you can spend a couple of days getting a decent wardrobe, haircut and get your grooming sorted, this has a financial cost, but it takes up very little of your time. A
change in a major area of your life, can take months or perhaps years until you start seeing solid
results, and can change your effort in the area from building to maintaining.
If you lift 3 times a week, and try to avoid fast food when you can, then you won’t get the same
results as someone who is in the gym 5 days a week and prep every meal. If you, as some of the old
PUA gurus did, dedicate your entire life for 2 – 5 years purely to game, of course you get good at it
but think about what you will be giving up to do so. Take any skill you view yourself as having solid
competency in, and try to figure out how much time you spent developing that skill.
The “Always be grinding” fallacy has 2 variants, one consisting of comparing your results in
something you are 10% dedicated to, with the result of someone who is 100% dedicated to it. The
second, conflating effort with results. It’s natural for us to assume that effort and results are on a 1 : 1
ratio, meaning that the more effort you put in, the better your results will get, but the truth is only
goal-oriented, directed, conscious effort in the right direction brings such results.
We all have to make trade-offs in our lives between different opportunities, this is where the old
adage “Jack of All Trades, Master of None” comes from, if you try to do 10 things, you will not be as
good as someone who is focused on one thing. It’s fairly common knowledge that being A+ in one
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area gets you better results than being B- in every area, this is in fact one of the major issues plaguing
our school system, and where many people are trained to think that you should focus on improving
your weak-points rather than cultivate your strengths.
Just keep in mind when you structure up your plans for how you will become the best version of
yourself that all the big changes will require long-term dedication, effort and consistency, while some
of the low hanging fruit can be picked tomorrow.

Summary and Conclusions
One of the major changes in my approach to life in the past 10 years, is that I stopped asking “Do I
want to spend energy on this“, and started to ask “Is this an efficient use of my energy“. This may
appear to be a semantic difference, but it has quite large effects in your life. Humans are inherently
prone to conserving energy, which for many translates into doing nothing, rather than seeking
maximum output for minimum energy. This goes back to the essay I posted about “Mathematics of
Self Improvement” in that it’s not about how much energy you spend on something, but how much
energy you invest in something the returns well on that investment, efficacy rather than effort.
I understand the appeal of magic bullet solutions and doing big things. After all if you have a decent
level of disposable income, paying $3000 to someone to have them fix a major problem in your life
in a short period of time is tempting. This is the same principle of hiring a personal trainer to get in
shape, because you trade your money, for their time and knowledge. They have already spent the
time learning what you must know in order to get in shape, so they save you time having to learn it
for yourself. However, far too often the marketing and sales aspect overrun the deliverables and
everyone who has ever worked with salespeople have had the “He promised you what??” reaction
when meeting a client for the first time.
One of the things that annoyed me about watching videos from bootcamps in the old seduction
community was seeing men pay thousands of dollars to the instructor for a 2 day workshop in a 3rd
rate hotel, while wearing a $20 poorly fitted outfit, while 50 – 100 lbs overweight, and having $2
haircuts. To me this is the equivalent of hiring a Big 5 consulting firm to create a business strategy
for a lemonade stand. I can somewhat understand why, considering the fact that many of the men
attending were desperate for a magic pill that would improve their success with women, and game
was being sold as the “end all” magic pill. You don’t need to fix yourself, you just need to learn
game.
This is one of the things I observe in other groups as well, where people will spend a lot of resources
without fixing the problem. In essence, they will paint the walls, change the drapes, re-enforce the
floor with steel beams, move the furniture around and raise the ceiling instead of dealing with the
elephant in the room.
Many of these men could have drastically improved their lives and romantic lives much easier, for a
lot less money by getting a gym membership, eating less junk, getting a haircut that costs more than
their lunch and getting clothes that actually fit them. Instead of taking the many, small and simple
steps to improve their product, they paid a high priced marketer to teach them how to spin their
product better. Instead of picking the low hanging fruit, they hired a guy with a helicopter to fly them
over the orchard so they could try to pick the top of the tree, while the low-hanging fruit was rotting
on the ground.
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A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Bad Girls Gone Good
October 23, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I’ve scarcely shared my history on here for good reason,
when I began writing Black Label Logic, I wanted it to be as absent of Ethos and Pathos as possible,
as my goal was (and still is) to remain as objective, rational and empirical as possible in my writing.
Constant utilization of ethos and pathos would make this blog about me, not about the message.
While I have shared statistics from my own life a couple of times, such as The Tinder Experiment, or
on my twitter feed in the thread where I shared my Tinder Statistics from the last 30 days, I would
say that for the most part I’ve been able to stay within the bounds of pure and practical reason.
This has been a major goal of mine because quite frankly the world of intersexual dynamics, dating,
romance, and sex is filled with people who fling their opinions at the wall, hoping something will
stick all the while purporting to be “empirical and logical”.
Permit me to draw a distinction first, I once dated a psychiatrist who was fond of saying
“Schizophrenics are very logical“, at first she did it to tease me, but after spending some time talking
to some patients in deep psychosis, I realized that if I bought into their delusion as a first principle,
for instance accepting that the KGB has them as a target, that they were born Napoleon Bonaparte or
that astrology is real, then everything from that faulty premise is perfectly internally logically
consistent.
In a sense that is what I’ve made a large part of my writing about here on Black Label Logic, the use
of statistics to take a field that is largely internally logically consistent and reality test the basic
premises by way of using statistics. A second major part has been taking those premises and
extrapolating from them using economic models in a “If we assume X to be true, this would conform
to Y model, which we could observe in Z variable“.
For instance, if Hypergamy is true in that that there is a dual strategy, prioritized differently based
product and market conditions, where one outcome (alpha fucks) is prioritized over the other (beta
bucks), then one should be able to observe this through variables such as average age of marriage and
number of sexual partners. Average age of marriage because one desires to remain on the market as
long as possible in the hopes of a better deal, and number of sexual partners due to trading up being
more socially accepted, and we see just that.
However, in order to do such writing, is must understand how things are defined, in the name of this
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essay, how does one draw the distinction?

What is a Good Girl?
If one things of a set “Girls”, it has two sub-sets “Good Girls” and “Bad Girls”, these two sets share
many variables, after all they are both children of the set “Girls”, so they probably shares most of
their variables. However, in the interest of clarity let us begin.
We’ll start with the simplest of questions, what are the empirical variables one can use to discern
which sub-set a a girl belongs to?
Can we use notch count, meaning the number of men she has slept with? According to my data in
“The Chalice and The Crucible” 55% of women in the UK ages 25 – 34 have had more than 5
partners, with 35% of them having had more than 10, is anyone with less than 7.5 partners a “Good
girl”, she did sleep with 7 men and gave one man a blow job, but she didn’t have as many partners as
the 10+ girls that made up 35%. Then again, 45% of women in the UK ages 25 – 34 have had less
than 5, so by that metric the 7.5% girl is a bit on the bad side isn’t she? However, what does that
make the ones in the top category with more than 20 partners, how about those with over 30 or 40?
Perhaps we could do it by sex act engaged or positions used, so missionary only means a real good
girl, but if she’s done doggystyle or god forbid woman on top she’s obviously a bad girl because she
gets into the sex way too much. However, doesn’t notch count become a factor here? What if she’s
only ever done missionary but she’s had 100 partners? What if she pulls the “loophole” so she’s
technically a virgin, but she’s had anal sex, or what if she’s never had anal or vaginal sex but she
blew like 80 dudes?
Does context matter at all? What if she’s lets say 30, started dating at 15, and has had 15, 1 year long
relationships, and thus 15 sex partners but they were all in a committed relationship? Does that make
her a bad girl, a girl bad at finding a stable partner, or those 15 men scum for playing her for a year?
What if she’s 30, was a virgin until 29, then just hammered out 15 men in a year, or hell what if she
banged those 15 when she was 15, then stayed celibate for the next 15 years?
What about non-sex related things, does her political opinions matter? I mean sure, that would make
it a bit easier, after all if all good girls are conservative, religious girls that does give us something to
go on, but how conservative? Are we talking slightly left of center family values conservatives, or
“privatize the army” conservative? How religious? are we talking attends Church a couple of days a
month or prays 5 times a week and went on a 12 month pilgrimage religious?
This might seem odd that I’m asking all these questions, but I’m seriously trying to understand what
makes a girl good and what makes a girl bad. What makes a woman, a quality woman? After all, if
such a thing as a quality woman exists, that by implication means that such a thing as a “low quality
woman” exists. What makes the difference between a Whole Foods woman and a Wal-Mart woman?
Is it that the low quality woman was made in China and has traces of lead? At least that would be
measurable. Is it that the Whole Foods woman comes with a side of kale and smells like $45
Avocado toast?
What if a girl has 2 kids by 2 different men and is raising them as a single mom, as a souvenir from
the days when she was a groupie for ZZ-Top and travelled with the band in a drug-laced haze back
and forth across the continent but she’s now found god, discovered that bras exist and learned how to
make tea without burning the water, is she a quality woman or just a Bad girl gone good?
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Summary and Conclusions
For those of you who made it this far and are sitting there, scratching your heads, wondering what I
ended up drinking last night and what the fuck happened, here is the explanation. If you go back to
the beginning of this essay, I put forth the following:
I once dated a psychiatrist who was fond of saying “Schizophrenics are very logical”, at
first she did it to tease me, but after spending some time talking to some patients in deep
psychosis, I realized that if I bought into their delusion as a first principle, for instance
accepting that the KGB has them as a target, that they were born Napoleon Bonaparte or
that astrology is real, then everything from that faulty premise is perfectly internally
logically consistent.
What I meant to point out with this anecdote was that it’s very easy to build a subjective trap, that
once you fall into it, it’s very hard to get out. Anyone who has dated a BPD woman knows that the
tangled webs they weave, have a way of drawing you into their version of reality which replaces
actual reality. In game there is a similar concept named “The Adventure Bubble” which is an
alternate reality that you draw a girl into as part of the seduction process. Within the bubble you need
to maintain suspension of disbelief so you don’t break the illusion, but you can play more or less any
game you want.
The way you break the adventure bubble is to introduce reality, much like the way you end a BPD
illusion is hitting rock bottom during a discard phase. The way you end illusions is to require
empirical data and metrics.
So this is my challenge, and the challenge you should present to anyone who uses the “Good Girl” vs.
“Bad Girl” dichotomy, the “Quality woman” vs. “Low-quality woman”: Define by an empirical,
quantitative metric what makes a girl a “bad girl” or a “low quality woman”.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Red Pill Logic: Anger
October 25, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

So, lets talk about anger, it’s a
human emotion, exists in varying degrees from simple annoyance to all-out wrath, it leads to both
psychological and physiological changes, can control you or drive you forward. A common
accusation levied at the red pill is that it makes men angry, it makes men angry at women, something
which struck me as strange for the longest time. How can seeing reality for the first time, lead a man
to become angry? This anger stage is perhaps natural as the red pill does have the effect of
demonstrating to us that we have been fooled for years, even decades of our lives. It’s the equivalent
of being sold that working a dead-end 9 – 5 job will lead to you becoming a multi-millionaire only to
find out as you are about to retire that it was all a lie.
This forces you to accept that you have invested resources and time for many years of your life in a
flawed methodology, and accepting that you were fooled can be a difficult thing. In order to move
beyond anger one must accept that those decisions were taken with the best information you had
available at the time and that the results thereof are not indicative of a personal failure on your part
but on bad information.
In an earlier essay I wrote:
The second stage of being exposed to red pill philosophy is frequently anger. Some manifest
anger at womanhood in general for the duplicitous sexual strategy of “Alpha Fucks/Beta
Bucks”, others at fathers for not “raising them right”, or the world for not informing them.
When a man is presented with evidence that most of the resources he spent towards getting
laid, and much of the associated frustration when she just wanted to be friends after 11
dates with no sex, are easily explained. He triggered her provider instinct and thus she put
off sex while deciding if she was ready to settle down. Anger is a natural reaction, both at
himself, at women and at the society that told him that he was doing the right thing for his
goal, but that misled him.
It was a case of the principal and the agent, where he was raised not to be someone’s one
night stand, but the man his mother wanted his father to be. His social programming has
been one that sets him up to realize the worst possible deal for himself, but the best one
possible for the woman and the social group. In this manner, he may find himself
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experiencing feelings of being deceived, not only by the society without a face, but also by
those in which he has the most trust.
Perhaps the most sinister is the realization that much like the unknowing population of the
Matrix, that were slowly being drained of bio-energy to power other creatures, the man
within the blue pill framework is slowly being drained of his energy to enable and power the
society to which he belongs.
In short, the man feels duped because he constructed his imaginary system of how the world works
based on, in the best case scenario flawed information and in the worst case scenario, deliberately
misleading information. He spent a life as a good boy, believing in that if he became the avatar of
those qualities that society venerates on the surface, he would be rewarded for his efforts.

The Red Pill and Anger
Imagine your average beta male, he has been told that being a good guy, reliable worker,
conscientious citizen, morally upstanding and so on are the ways to a woman’s heart. Throughout his
life he has received some intermittent reinforcement of this belief, because his beta game has gotten
him a girlfriend once in a while. However, he’s always observed that most of the women appear to
gravitate towards the “assholes”, then come to cry on his shoulder about the asshole. This gives birth
to some resentment, after all as they are soaking his shirt in tears over lost-alpha, the women often
tell him what a great guy he is and how any girl would be lucky to have him as their boyfriend, yet if
he makes a tentative move, he is rebuffed with “I just like you as a friend“, “I don’t want to ruin our
great friendship” or perhaps “You are like a brother to me“. Naturally, this gives rise to some
bitterness, after all from the male deductive mode of thinking, if she thinks he is such a great
boyfriend product, why won’t she make the buy? Why does she run to Chad, a bad product according
to the social programming, get her heart broken by Chad, only to return to him to cry? However, he
could never be angry with her, after all he secretly loves and adores her, imagines their perfect
family, perfect house and perfect life together if she would just choose him.
Thus he directs his anger to different targets, himself, his family, his friends, society, anything but
her. Then this man comes across the red pill after writing “Why doesn’t she love me” or something
similar into a search engine and finds himself going down the rabbit hole. He realizes that the girl he
had put on the pedestal and raised to the level of goddess in his life is a fallible human. Rather than
being made of sugar, spice and everything nice, she is merely human, his Aphrodite is just Anna. He
realizes that to her, he has much higher value as an emotional tampon and other forms of utility than
he does as a reproductive partner, especially during her party years, maybe if he’s nice for another 5 –
10 years, after she’s dated Chads for a decade or two, he can have the leftovers. He realizes that the
girl is Jenny, and he’s Forest Gump.
Naturally this angers him, because he’s been an idiot, but rather than accepting that he was acting on
bad information, invested his time and resources into the wrong person and accept it as a sunk cost.
He keeps kneading it over and over in his head, and instead of being angry with himself, and
sublimating this anger into the very accomplishments that will increase his value, weight lifting,
dressing better, improving himself and make the most out of his natural talents, he displaces his anger
from himself to women in general.
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The Paradise That Shattered
His anger is understandable in a sense, after all this man spent perhaps decades investing in making
himself the exact man he was told women love. However, this sunk cost he can perhaps accept, what
he cannot accept is the destruction of his imagined future and his internalized beliefs. The future has
been his companion and his escape for most of his life, as he watched the girl of his dreams get ran
through by Chad after Chad, watched her cry, comforted her, and was her emotional tampon, he
imagined what it would be like when she finally realized that he was the one. He constructed an
elaborate fantasy world that puts your average romantic comedy to shame in his head, this was his
place of refuge, his consolation and his happy place.
The Red Pill is the explosive charge that leveled that paradise. The red pill tells him, not only are
your investments in becoming a good safety net for her null and void, so is your fantasy world and
your future dreams of her. There will be no happily ever after, there will be no perfect life, at best
you’ll get her second best, whatever Chad leaves on the plate. Sure, you may end up married to her,
even as the father of her children, but she will never desire you as she desired him, never give herself
to you as she gave herself to him and within her there will always be that part of him that she dreams
of, just as your imagined future with her was your happy place, her alternate life with Chad is her
happy place. This is his struggle, as long as he could believe in his idealism, that once she realized
that Chad was not the man for her, he would get her best, her brightest, her best version of herself,
her all, a perfect life, with perfect children and a perfect marriage, he could live with the suffering.
However, now that he realizes that she has given her best to someone else, and what he gets is the
minimum she must give him in order to secure his resources, he becomes angry and bitter.
After all, he’s just realized that he has based his life on a lie, he has spent most of his life following a
path that benefits his group, not himself. He has in fact made many choices to not do what makes him
happy in the moment, in order to secure what he imagined as a happy future. He skipped parties to
study, he skipped having fun on his vacations so he could do internships, he worked every summer to
finance his education, he has sacrificed his present in order to secure his future for his entire life. And
it was all for nothing.

Summary and Conclusions
Some time ago I wrote an essay on defense mechanisms, where I described displacement as follows:
The defense mechanism known as displacement is when feelings that would get you in
trouble are transferred from the target to a more harmless target. For instance, a husband
may be angry at his wife, but instead takes it out on his employees. Feelings of lust towards
an employee may be displaced to the wife. In essence, this is a simple case of moving
feelings from one target to another. A person may also transfer anger at another into anger
directed at themselves, which then manifests as self-destructive behavior.
In the case of the man who rejects the red pill because “It makes it impossible to have a relationship
because it makes me angry with women“, or “The red pill makes it impossible to look at women with
anything except suspicion“, it is displacement of the feelings the man feels towards the red pill
theory. After all, it’s much easier to be angry with a bunch of guys who write essays online, than it is
to be angry with yourself, your family, your ex girlfriends of women in general than to admit that you
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feel insecure in your relationship since discovering the truth. Are you the man who is the Apex to her,
or are you the consolation prize after she was done “having fun”.
Male anger upon realizing their poor investments over a lifetime is understandable. After all, their
families, social group, peer group and women have given them a methodology, and that methodology
was not in the best interest of the man. However, Hanlon’s razor dictates that one should not attribute
to malice that which can be attributed to incompetence. Many beta men do not know any better and
the women in a man’s family are frequently focused on creating a great husband for their future
daughter in law, rather than creating a Chad. The women in a man’s family are acting based on
solipsism and context, they are their prime and advice based on what their own needs are and what is
not functioning within their current relationship. Most men have male peer groups without red pill
knowledge, and those who are lucky enough to be part of a peer group consisting of “naturals” rarely
find themselves searching out the red pill in the first place, they learn as we are supposed to learn by
observing their peer group.
Those that struggle the most with anger are the most idealistic, most harshly moral and most pastoriented men among us. I’ve referenced the fable of the Scorpion and the Frog previously on this
blog.
The Scorpion and the Frog
A scorpion and a frog meet on
the bank of a stream and the
scorpion asks the frog to
carry him across on its back. The
frog asks, "How do I know
you won't sting me?" The scorpion
says, "Because if I do, I
will die too."
The frog is satisfied, and they set out,
but in midstream, the scorpion stings the frog. The frog
feels the onset of
paralysis and starts to sink, knowing
they both will drown, but has just enough time to gasp
"Why?"
Replies the scorpion: "Its my nature..."
The moral of this story is that the frog cannot be angry with the scorpion because the scorpion only
did what he was designed to do, namely to sting. The frog on the other hand neglected his natural
instincts to run away and not help the scorpion. Any man who engaged his perceptive state while
growing up, will have noticed that the women flocked to men who are the very antithesis of what
society deems “good men“. One can argue that religion, conservative social policies or whatnot
alleviated this tendency somewhat, but to what end? Female nature hasn’t changed in 100 years, the
incentive to hide it has. Quite frankly I doubt that the world that some social conservatives imagine as
our past ever existed ever did, because there is a reason why “Wow, your kid looks more like the
mail/milk man” has been a running put down for as long as there have been milk men and mailmen.
This gives rise to a lot of behaviors among men, some use their anger to better themselves and to
realize a better deal for themselves, which is the core of The Red Pill. To build enough value and
power, to take full responsibility for your past, present and most importantly your future, in order to
make the life you desire a reality, whether that is as a patriarch or as a playboy. Some men learn
game and set about “punishing” women for deceiving them over the years, seeking to sleep with as
many women as possible by any means necessary to try and medicate their anger. However, an eye
for an eye makes the whole world blind. Yet another option is to blame men, attempt to punish other
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men through morality plays, emotional appeals, fear and shame, to become their sister’s keeper, this
is men giving up their own self-interest for the interests of women and society by other means.
This is my treatise on anger, the why, how and what of why men go through an anger phase after
finding the red pill. So, for those of you who are angry, who are still here, I will tell you why you’re
angry. You are angry because you have not let go of your fantasy, your idealistic dream world and
the perfect society you have created in your head. You are angry with women, because the reality of
women are not like the idealistic version of them you have constructed in your own head.
You can pick the difficult path, let go of the fantasy, over time your anger will subside and you can
start moving forward. Sublimate your anger into making you into a man of power, a man of value, a
man of options and a man in control of his own destiny. Anger exists for this very reason, to drive a
man from complacency to action.
If you refuse to pick the difficult path, you have exactly two options:
A) You can re-enter the matrix and attempt to create your fantasy either by trying to forget what you
now know, but always having it nagging in the back of your mind, or by dogmatically trying to
punish other men for not wanting to live in the matrix with you using shame, fear, obligation, guilt,
emotional appeals and morality.
B) You can go Hard MGTOW and never talk to another woman again.
Pick your poison.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 1034 of 1188

Gendernomics: Conversions and Drivers
November 1, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
If you started asking around the manosphere who is the most frequent pest in DMs, I think many of
the men would point at me. I’m quite a prolific brain picker, whether that means asking Goldmund a
few questions about Camera Game before I tried that the first time, checking in with Well Built Style
or Tanner when I’m looking to upgrade my wardrobe, getting some day game info from Troy or TD,
Beard tips from George Bruno, workout tips from AJA Cortes or this week when I asked the whole
Red Man Group about an issue I was having with turning one-night stands into plates. The reason
why I do this is that it’s much more efficient to ask someone who has a lot of information and
experience on a subject to give you some quick input than it is to gain their experience and
knowledge for myself. I consider myself very lucky that I’m in a position where I can ask these men
questions about their field of expertise and not get DM blocked. I think Rian Stone found the best
term for this on his blog which he refers to as “Men Swapping Notes”.
One of the main reasons why I ask all these questions is that there are areas in life where I’m an
expert, and there are other areas I want to bring up to par, I don’t need to be an expert, but I need to
know enough that I have that area of my life handled. A couple of years ago, I would probably be
featured in an “Average Guy Style” or “Trash shoes” thread, now I won’t. I’m a far way from being
GQ cover material, but at least I’m not wearing jeans that are two sizes to big with 3 year old Nike
Airs everywhere. A second reason is that the more information I can aggregate up in my head, the
more patterns I’m able to discern that then can become blog content. This is one of these threads.
At about 1 AM, after finishing a conference call I put out the following twitter thread about work
load and game:
Notch count correlates strongly to work-load. Assuming that your level of game and date to
lay ratio is held constant, then the more work you are able to put into it, the higher the
number of lays you will generate.
— Black Label Logic (@Blacklabellogic) November 1, 2018
This was based on information that I’ve gained from different men practicing different forms of
game, my own experience and on my sales funnel theory of game. For quite a few years, we’ve
referred to game as a “numbers game“, for the reason that a higher number of attempts tend to
correlate strongly with number of lays. If we visualize this approach for a theoretical man doing day
game, we can make a chart such as the one below:
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This chart
shows that for each level, there is input volume, this volume can be broken up into two parts, one that
becomes the input volume for the next step, and one that is the drop off experienced at that step. For
instance, if we take a man who does 100 approaches, and either number closes or insta-date closes 20
of them. He has a throughput of 20% for step 1 in the pyramid. He also has a drop-off rate of 80%.
The insta-dates would go directly to the next step in the process, whereas the number closes require
more work. If we assume an 80/20 ratio for these as well, that becomes 16 that go to the next step in
the process and 4 that go directly to the dates phase.
The throughput of 16 then become the input for the next step in the process, where he attempts to
push as many of them as possible through to the next step, namely a date. If this man has a
throughput of 20% at this step of the process as well, that means that out of 16, that means he has 3
(rounding down from 3.2) that go through to the next step.
In the dates step, the input is 7, so the man goes on 7 first dates, 4 of those were insta-dates and 3 of
those came from a number close. Out of those 7, some will flake, some will attempt to reschedule or
will be in a non-optimal situation. If we use the same 80-20 ratio for this step as well, we find that out
of those 7, 5.6 will drop off, and 1.4 will continue to the next step. So, from those 100 approaches, he
got 7 dates, and 1.4 lays.
If we make some time-spent assumptions, lets say that each approach took 15 minutes on average,
that’s 25 hours spent just on the approaches. Let’s say he spent 5 minutes on average on the phone
with the 16 that he number closed that’s 1.1 hours spent on the phone, to land a total of 7 dates. If we
assume an average of 2 hours spent on each date, that adds up to another 14 hours. Which comes out
to a total of 40 hours spent that month running game. That’s an average work-week.
This is part of the reason why Donovan Sharpe says “Being a player is a full-time job“. This math
doesn’t even take into account how much time you had to spend in the field to do those 100
approaches. You can do a maximum of 4 approaches per hour (on average) if you assume 15 minutes
per approach, plus being able to chain-approach without breaks, which requires a very target rich
environment. Let’s say that you can manage 3 per hour, which gives you a little time between each
approach, being able to do 100 would require 33.3 hours of real time.
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This is why success in game correlates strongly with how much time you can put into it, and why a
lot of those who have become the most skilled at game are those that could focus on it full time and
immerse themselves in the art of game for long periods of time. To re-iterate, being a player is a full
time job.

Bottlenecks and Efficacy
From the intro to this essay, we can wonder, what would be the most efficient use of time. A
bottleneck is the point of a process that dictates the throughput for the total process, for instance if
you can take delivery of- and warehouse 100 tons of iron ore every week, you can process 50 tons of
ore into ingots every week, and you can ship 30 tons of finished product every week, then your
bottleneck is in shipping, thus it makes very little sense to take delivery of more than perhaps 40 tons
of ore every week (depending on a bunch of other factors such as delivery reliability, spot prices, and
so on). In the same way, different forms of game have different bottlenecks that limit your success
ratio. For instance, the guy above has a ratio of 1.4/100, if he could increase this ratio to 2/100 or
3/100 it doesn’t cost him much extra time but greatly improves his results over time at little to no
extra expenditure.

He didn’t
increase his inputs, but by increasing his throughput he was able to increase his output quite
substantially over the course of a year or two. In short, he got more output from the same input. This
is one of the reasons why I’ve discouraged the “spam approach” method that some advocate, because
other than as a tool to get rid of approach anxiety through exposure therapy , I don’t see much use in
it. The results will be much better if one does a lower number of approaches, but focus on learning as
much as possible from each approach.
One of the things Rollo has repeated quite a lot on various Red Man Group episode is that when his
wife does something, he doesn’t mentally run an analysis of her actions and chose a response, it runs
on auto and his default response is the red pill response. This is a reflection on which level a person is
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at when it comes to a given area of competence, when you learn to drive with a manual transmission,
you have to think about when to clutch, the gear shift pattern, the sound of the engine and do them
consciously, when you’ve been driving a manual for years, you do all the same thing but you don’t
have to think about them.
I got some flack a while back for a tweet where I said that every guy has some form of semi-scripted
game, because every guy who practices game a lot will develop a semi-structured script. A guy just
starting out who goes on 5 dates, may tell 5 different stories, then he notices that 2 of those dates had
better results than the other 3. So, for the next 5 dates he only tells 2 of the 5 stories, he notices that
one of them performs slightly better with a given type of woman. For instance, with girls who are
“rocker chicks” his story about getting wasted at a concert, stumbling onto the band bus, and getting a
tattoo while doing lines with the band works great, however, with conservative girls his story about
helping his nephew learn to read works better. So he starts using these stories with all girls depending
on type. This is just a case of figuring out what works and doing more of that, figuring out what
doesn’t work and doing less of that. This is an example of something that will increase throughput
because over time performance becomes tighter. This is simply a case of action-analysis-adaptation
in practice, over time one eliminated
Another way to improve the throughput is through getting higher quality inputs. A commonly cited
issue for day-game guys is that they end up spending a lot of time on poor leads, for instance
spending 30 minutes during what appears to be a very successful interaction with a woman, only for
her to drop a “It was nice talking to you, but I’m married“, or otherwise rendering the investment
void. Flaking is another issue that virtually all avenues of game have an issue with, I had a week
during October where I was running a 50% flake ratio, that I partially rectified by adopting 2
methods, always send a text earlier in the day with something like “Whoever is late tonight pays the
first round” if they don’t respond I assume they will flake, and if possible book an alternative an hour
or two later.
A third way is screening/filtering of prospects earlier in the process. I’ve cited the “Dream Johnson”
opener for Tinder a couple of times on Twitter and that opener is simply a screening device that
works to eliminate those women who do not fulfill the criteria that Anthony wants in a woman. In
sales, the talk is of “Hot“, “Cold” and “Lukewarm“, alternatively “Yes“, “No” and “Maybe” leads.
The hot leads are ready to buy at this moment, in some cases they even contact you. The cold leads
are not really in the market to buy, they may enjoy the attention for a little bit, but with practice you
learn to spot Colds very quickly. The worst type of lead are the lukewarm leads, these are the
“convince me” leads that usually end up taking up a lot of time and effort but never end up buying
anything. I think every guy in his teenage years had that crush on a cold prospect and spend time
chasing after it, all the while ignoring the burning hot prospect right next to him.

Summary and Conclusions
When I wrote that twitter thread I linked at the start of this essay, I had no idea that it would turn into
this essay, but it was a good way to summarize some of my thoughts on the statement “It’s a numbers
game“. This has often been seen as purely an approach problem and for a lot of men it is, they simply
have too few leads coming into their funnel. However, for some men that have their leads sorted out,
the problem changes from generating traffic to conversions. Once you have solid traffic numbers,
improving your conversion number can do much more to improve your sales than driving more
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traffic and at this point it becomes a question of which one to prioritize. Having a great site set up for
conversions doesn’t matter without traffic, but a ton of traffic that you are unable to convert is just as
bad.
In “Of Lifestyles and Limitations” I introduced my P.I.E.C.E model, this stands for Populate –
Initiate – Escalate – Close – Enduring. I created this model as a diagnostic tool to help men
diagnose at which step of the sales funnel they have a problem, and thus where they can generate the
most bangs for a buck. This is because of an observation I’ve made that many people tend to keep
doing the same thing and expecting different results, through intuitive behavior, instead of deliberate
and analytical practice. In the corporate world it’s quite common to keep throwing more money at a
problem, without understanding the nature of the problem. A man who has a ratio of 200 approaches
per lay, is spending 60 – 70 hours per month just doing approaches, add in text game, and actually
going on dates, and there is a natural upper limit to where he will not be able to do more approaches
in a week, at 33.3 hours per 100 approaches, this line comes at 504 approaches, provided that he’s
constantly approaching, 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. If we add some realism to that, and give him
a full time job and let him get some sleep, he may be able to do 100 approaches a week, which means
he gets laid once every 2 weeks roughly.
He would be much better off spending half his time approaching and the rest improving his
throughput and his efficacy. To use an analogy from weight lifting, if you’ve been going to the gym 5
days a week for 2 years and you’re not bigger and stronger than when you started out, you have 2
choices, keep wasting time or figure out what you are doing wrong.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Links:
https://goldmundunleashed.com/
https://www.wellbuiltstyle.com/
http://masculine-style.com/
https://realtroyfrancis.com/
https://tddaygame.com/
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCghz8w8iOn3PDpYi9QuC3bQ
https://alexanderjuanantoniocortes.com/
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCY0fILilUr601SPy-wc0XUQ
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The Male Epiphany Phase
November 9, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

One of my blessings, or curses depending on perspective is that
I’m pretty good with recognizing patterns. This is one of the reasons why I get so much enjoyment
out of watching the change that takes place in a woman’s social media profile from the age of 20 up
until she turns 35. While this pattern was fairly obvious even before social media, never before have
we been able to watch the sexual market graph develop on a daily basis, complete with illustrations. I
find it very interesting how a woman’s social media profile up until about 28 is largely composed of
drinking, travel, parties and thirstbait, then suddenly one day it starts with a meme about where all the
good men are. Slowly over the next few years, body shots are replaced with glasses of red wine and 3
course meals, the cleavage becomes church appropriate, cats start to frequent more often, and the
travel pictures are replaced with “professional” photos. This is hardly a surprise to red pill men as the
transition between the party years and the wall has been documented quite well especially on The
Rational Male in the by now infamous “SMV Graph”, however for the Beta in Waiting it’s his ship
finally coming in.
The reason it’s called the epiphany phase, is because this is the time in a woman’s life when she
realizes that her sexual market value is not on an eternal growth path into the high heavens, but
instead has been in steady decline for a few years, perhaps even 5 or 6 years. She suddenly comes to
the jarring realization that she is struggling to compete with “younger, hotter, tighter”, and the men
she could have easily had only a few years ago are not showing the same level of interest. Thus, she
changes her market strategy to appeal to “The Good Men“, those men of whom she said “You will
make a great husband”, “Why are you single” and “You are such a great friend“. Those men, who
while she was busy doing body shots, partying and enjoying her sexual self-discovery, got a degree, a
professional job and built a capacity to provide. This is how the transition starts.
Her desire for men who are exiting, confident, aloof, impulsive, aggressive, dominant, direct and
disagreeable, remain her preference for short trysts however for the first time in her life the men who
are stable, relaxed, a bit more neurotic, attentive, predictable, laid back, cooperative, indirect and
agreeable become visible to her. Men who can provide for her long term well-being through stable
incomes, personalities and preferences. Those men, whom to her younger self would have scarcely
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made a blip on her radar suddenly send up warning lights and sirens, she finds herself drawn to them.
We call this “The Epiphany Phase” in women ,and while I largely reject the idea that “For every
female inter/intrasexual dynamic there has to be a male direct equivalent“, I notice a similar pattern
in many men, perhaps even one that is exacerbated in red pill men and pick-up artists, where by the
time they hit their 30s and 40s, they develop a disdain for their previous lifestyle, often adopt religion
and seek to transition from playboy to patriarch. They become disillusioned by what they regard as a
vapid, hedonistic, self-gratifying lifestyle and start to seek something more. Funnily enough this
seems to lead to them, growing huge-ass beards, developing a fascination with metaphysics,
spirituality and using the word “virtue” a lot. This is often followed by the idealization of bygone
ages, of when men were men, women were women and children were seen not heard.

Tribulations
I once knew a man who knew at age 5 that he was going to be an engineer, by the time I got to know
him, he was in his early teens, highly conscientious, capable and competent in all things STEM, he
also went on to be an engineer, an excellent one as a matter of fact. What made him great compared
to most of his peers was that while they vacillated in their mission, perhaps used most of their teens
to find it, by they time they had found it, he had a 10 year head start because being an engineer was
his passion in life, his one and only mission. He still to my knowledge has never had a girlfriend, but
he does have an impressive collection of cars and hobby equipment.
Men find the red pill at different starting points, young men, old men, rich men, poor men, fat men,
thin men, and everything in between. Men who find game early in their twenties or perhaps even late
in their teens will often have more sexual experience and knowledge of women by the time they hit
their mid-twenties, as men in their twenties often do they will act on their impulses and their baser ID
often paying little heed to finding something more than themselves. Odds are that after 4 years of
running circles around his peers in high school from knowing game, 4 years running circles around
his peers in college, and another 2 – 4 years running circles around various “normal dudes” in the big
leagues, it all becomes somewhat monotonous for him. Your first time using game is nerve-wracking,
you imagine all the things that could go wrong, you’re worried about escalating physically, you’re
nervous about going for the kiss, you have sweaty palms, your mouth dries up and you have no idea
what to say next. By the time you get to your 30th, 40th and 50th date after employing game, all that
goes away.
It’s one of those strange things about human beings, what is freely available to us we do not value at
all. It’s one of the reasons why communism doesn’t work, because that which is free is by definition
worthless. In addition, we must keep in mind that the excitement is no longer there, it all becomes a
bit of a blur. When I sent out a tweet stating that I don’t really get why men are against scripted
game, because over time all game becomes scripted, it was easy to tell in the responses which men
had very little experience and which men were quite experienced, because as you practice game, you
also streamline game. To start with you may have 10 DHV stories, then as you practice you start to
notice that 3 of them work much better than the rest, so you start always using those 3. You start to
notice that some openers, negs, false time constraints, conversational topics and so on are more
effective than others, so you use them more and discard others that are less effective. You may notice
that 3 DHV stories work really well with 1 type of girl, and others with another type of girl, so you
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create a schema of sorts depending on the girl and the context.
This streamlines your game, but it also makes each individual interaction less memorable, less
exiting, and like a conveyor-belt of interactions. If a man found game at 18 – 20, has practiced it for
close to a decade and has everything down to the point where you could air-drop him into a new city,
just about anywhere in the world and he would have his sexual needs covered within a week, then
this no longer excites him in the same way it used to, he has experienced it all before. He starts to
long after something which he has not experienced and for men used to feeding from a sexual
cornucopia this is the blue pill illusion of The One. Sex, dating, approaches have lost their luster, he
reasons that this is because it was meaningless and that a meaningful relationship with The One will
make sex great again.
However, as part of his realization he determines that he has to change as well. After all, if what lead
to his sexual success with all the “low quality women” was his past personae, he cannot hope for this
personae to work on a “High Quality Woman“, thus he has to renounce his past as a playboy and
embrace the role of patriarch. Much like the woman who suddenly develop a strong passion for the
Christ during her epiphany/post-wall phase in order to better cast herself as the hopeful housewife, so
the Previous Playboy dives deep under the water and is baptized into patriarchy. He discards his old
personae, develops a new one that is more congruent with the man he wants to become, and dresses
himself in new clothes.

Transitions
An interesting thing about the transition phases is that they oddly seem to line up with the normal age
of marriage, the woman at the tail-end of her high value phase, and the man at the cusp of his high
value phase. There is very little difference between the age when women seek to rope in a beta, and
the age in which pick-up artists and former playboys start to see their lives as empty provided that
they found game in their early twenties. The man who finds game in his late twenties or thirties,
perhaps even later as a result of a divorce, or similar situation in his life, does not seem to develop in
this same way, he does not feel the same urge for the transition phase, it seems to be a trait among
men who discovered the pill while they were young and swallowed enough of it to gain benefits, but
then throw it back up. I’ve also observed, men in their twenties who skip their “PUA/Game” phase
and go directly for the patriarch phase as a way to avoid the performance burden that being successful
at game represents.
What I find the most interesting about these phases are the subtle differences between how men and
women approach the the transitions. For the women it’s largely a marketing ploy, they start dressing
modestly in public, overhaul their social media profiles and start attending church. If you were
unaware of her previous history, and saw her as she is now, you would be in shock that she hasn’t
found a partner yet, because her life is composed of church, volunteering, cooking, arts & crafts,
reading, and building a comfortable home. Her entire life appears built from girlfriend material. You
may see the odd hint at times, if you know what to look for, the tattoo that seems strangely out of
character, that despite telling you she only had 3 boyfriends the name of a 4th and 5th man slips out
in conversation, the fact that she has very little shyness around sex despite making you wait for 5
dates. The fact that she always responds quickly and attentively to texts except a time or two in a
month where she was strangely unavailable. The woman hasn’t discarded her alpha fucks strategy,
and will still take advantage when they can, making sure to keep it private while decrying “horrible
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man-boys who just don’t want to grow up and become REAL MEN“.
The men on the other hand often seem to overhaul their entire production line, they’ll swear off
spinning plates, going to clubs, start learning how to run a homestead in Northern Montana, can their
own vegetables and switch out the suits for flannels. They will become obsessed with virtue, the
community and decry those who seek to live the lifestyle they themselves lived for so long as
hedonists, degenerates and virtue-less swine. They may swear off women for a time being, or more
likely promote a plate to a girlfriend, move in together, and adopt what from the outside looks like a
very traditional relationship with very traditional gender roles. The man will swear off using game,
push the red pill knowledge to the back of their mind, and instead focus on reading ancient
philosophers, metaphysics and spirituality.
It is for this reason that I’ve used the phrase “Men change, women change their marketing“.
For the woman the change is superficial, she will adopt the trappings of her new personae as a
“Good, quality woman“, but there is a little fundamental change in her underlying firmware. The
change is not a lasting, deeply felt change but rather a change in market strategy. The woman always
ran on hypergamy, with a focus towards Alpha Fucks/Beta Bucks, however she has come to realize
that she cannot compete as well for Alpha Fucks anymore, so she alters her strategy to appeal to the
growing beta market instead. This is very similar to how a brand that fails to position itself as
intended will shift to take advantage of new markets.
For the man however, the change appears more deeply felt. He will discard his mission and adopt a
new mission, and rework his entire life to support his new goal. This is a bit like what happens to a
man who takes the Red Pill, many times they will start to revamp every area of their life in order to
become a higher value man. His mission in life changed and with it his values. It is a “throw the baby
out with the bathwater” approach that by large ensures that the strategy will fail, because while the
man has adopted a new performance burden, he has also discarded game and intersexual dynamics,
which ensures that it is only a matter of time before his newfound soul-mate starts feeling that
perhaps the grass is greener on another homestead.

Summary and Conclusions
I’ve spent quite a lot of time thinking about the male epiphany phase, for the reason that it’s
something I’ve both experienced myself and that I’ve observed many other men go through. One of
those things I’ve noticed is that while the female change is quite self-centered in nature, meaning that
it is driven by the decline of female sexual market value over time, and is a response to ensure that
the woman’s needs are met. Thus, from a Freudian perspective, I would argue a woman’s change as
one from primarily being driven by the ID to primarily being driven by the ego. Meaning that the
woman changes from pursuing those men who give her tingles, start to pursue those men who qualify
based on the 487 bullet-point list.
The male change is encapsulated in the term “Virtue and Duty“, therefore to utilize the same Freudian
construct, I would argue it is represented by a shift from a man primarily being driven by ID to being
driven by the super-ego. I would argue that this is supported by the adoption of the man of virtue
language deeply rooted in social convention, morals and a sense of duty. However, what prompts this
change? One can understand the men who have been pursuing beta mating strategies for their entire
lives, but they are not the ones who experience this transition, those who do are largely those men
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who have been successful with alpha mating strategies over a period of time. Men who find the red
pill later in life, usually in their late 20s or thirties, also tend to be somewhat immune to this sideeffect, often due to having been married, or having pursued beta strategies over many years with very
variable fortune.
One thing that I haven’t been able to figure out is whether the Unicorn is the chicken or the egg.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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The Guide to Being a High T Alpha Male
November 16, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Just let me make a few things very clear here, there are
only 2 ways a long-term relationship can work, you are either a high-T dominant Alpha male or a
low-T, soy beta cuck, there is absolutely no middle ground available in this equation. If you pick
option A, you will have a girl who is always in line, never goes out of pocket, sacrifice constantly for
you, molds herself perfectly after your lead, and will reward you with pornstar level sex 24 hours a
day 365 days a year.
If you pick option B, you will have a nightmare girl who is constantly testing you, goes out of pocket
on a minute by minute basis, demands that you mold your personality and life based on her whims. In
return she will bang all your friends, regularly shoot videos for pornhub with high T alpha males and
if you’re lucky you get star-fish duty sex once every 7 – 9 months… except when she has a headache,
or is on her period, or just doesn’t feel like it.
I get that a lot of you men desire that deep connection with a woman, but you cannot have that deep
connection with a woman, you can never let a girl know what you’re thinking or feeling, in fact if
you at any point stop being a cocky & funny, aloof, distanced, dark triad man, who does nothing but
eat steaks, hit on girls, run game, and lift weights, she will divorce you, take your kids, all your
money, including your sex doll, before having the police put you away for 25 to life on a false
accusation. If you cannot handle making your life about eating steaks, lifting weights, taking no
breaks, constantly maintaining frame, making sure you take your TRT shots, your CBD oil and get 3
x 12 reps of heavy deadlifts in while waiting for your lambo to get out of the shop, you do not have
what it takes to maintain a relationship with a woman in today’s sexual market place.

Correct Relationship Behavior
Having an LTR is hard, and understandably, a lot of you men have questions about specific situations
related to how to maintain a solid frame and balance in a long-term relationships. This is hard, I can’t
begin to tell you, but the basic principle is that you have to main a rock-solid, non-dependent, stoic,
aloof and distanced frame at all time. When in doubt channel your inner sociopath asshole, and just
go HAM! However, I know that practical advice and detailed instructions on how to behave minute
by minute is important so you can work your way through the check-list, and tbh, if I didn’t have a
one-size fits all people and all contexts program, how could I charge you guys $299 one time and
then a monthly fee of $99 for my bi-annual newsletter?
A frequent question I get is “As a high T alpha male who is maintaining 14.7 plates on a 9.8 degree
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rotation, sometimes the girls catch feelz, and they suddenly tell me “I love you”, what is the correct
“High T Alpha male response?”.
This is a complex question that requires a lot of empathy, sympathy and understanding. However, to
simplify there is only one acceptable response to a woman saying “I love you”.
Plate 13.6: “I love you”
High T, Non-Soy, Dark Triad Alpha Male: “Yea… whatever… fuck you”
As you can see this ultimate Alpha-Jerkboy response has all the cardinal signs of a High T male,
outcome independence, stoicism, emotional distance, and absolutely no emotion. You cannot under
any circumstance let your plate know that you are an actual human being who has emotions, hopes,
dreams, baggage, or an inner life. Whatever you do, never let her see any weakness, weakness in any
form is kryptonite to attraction. No matter what happens always maintain an unflappable frame in
front of your girl.
Get a cold, play it off with alpha comments like “I don’t get a cold, a cold gets me“, “Feeling sick?
Who me, naw babe, I’m just overflowing with greatness“, or the classic “Fever? No baby, I’m always
this hawt“. Stomach problems and throwing up? No problem, as a high T alpha male you play it off
like it’s nothing, always maintain frame, “Throwing up? It’s just the demon I trapped inside me
trying to escape eternal torment, speaking of being inside things….“, “Naw babe, just have a spot of
exorcism, some priest tried to expel me from this body earlier, now strip”
If your girl gets sick, you will struggle to maintain frame, you may feel like you should help her, be
nice to her and have some empathy since she’s obviously suffering. Girl’s don’t actually get sick, it’s
just another way women manipulate you, pretty standard shit testing tbh. Runny nose, she probably
snorted habanero peppers a minute ago, been coughing for days? No man, girl’s don’t cough, they
lack the internal firmware to expel particles and mucus from their lungs, men and women have
nothing at all in common about how we function.
So, if your girl is sick and asks you something like “Can you please pass me the kleenex? I need to
blow me nose” your only response as a high T alpha male is “Fuck kleenex, I got something else for
your to blow… bitch”.
If you have an accident, lets say you’re out biking with a plate and get hit by a car, the only truly
alpha response is to bounce back up, broken legs, back, bruises and all and go “I kicked that car’s
ass, look at those dents, FUCK my fibula went straight through the hood, look at the little bitchboy
driving, that beta is scared as fuck“, an alpha male never shows weakness and never goes to the
hospital, get ebola you walk it off, ALWAYS JUST WALK IT OFF!
If you get home one night and your girl greets you at the door, wearing a nice pair of heels, an apron
and nothing else, and tells you “Welcome home honey, I made you meat loaf” the only acceptable
non-soy beta male response here is “Fuck yo’ meat loaf, meet my loaf, you ‘gonna deep throat ’til you
feel choked, then get railed so hard the headboard explodes like I’m dunking at a Globethrotters
show, and I blow on yo face like LETS GO!”

Summary and Conclusions
To make this clear, the entire essay up to this point is a joke. I just figured I’d say that in case there
were some readers of this thinking “Fuck Yeah! Carl finally started writing prescriptive advice on
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how to behave around women, I’m going to suggest that she should make meat loaf tonight”, don’t.
There is a lot of hyperbole, exaggeration and dichotomous thinking, mixed in with a lot of straw man
arguments going around, I do not think this is a good way to approach things. To some extent, the
extreme examples of either female depravity and extremely blue pill behavior is not to paint all
women as being horrible 100% of the time. Belle Gunness was obviously somewhat of an extreme
example, and walking around thinking that all women are just waiting for your to fall asleep in the
farmhouse so they can kill you, steal your money and bury your body in the pig-pen is obviously a bit
silly.
However, the purpose behind these examples, and some of the more extreme recommendations is to
train former men who frequently are validation seeking, co-dependent, desperate for female approval,
and very emotional in regards to women, to be more self-contained. It’s not that you can’t show any
woman, any emotion at all, at any point, that you can never be empathic, sympathetic, kind, generous
or god forbid caring.
It’s that the men who end up with the worst examples of women, are often the men who are very
caring, emotionally open, self-sacrificing, work their balls off to make something work, stay in
broken relationships for decades, empathic, sympathetic, kind, generous and caring. These men need
to stop getting themselves into bad relationships and if that requires a little bit of “These are your
balls, these are your balls on BPD” that’s fine.
The second type of man who need the examples of female depravity are the ones who share many of
the above traits, but who rarely if ever get into a relationship, because the second a girl gives them the
time of day, they start planning a family, 2.4 kids and a white picket fence. They change their life
plans to better suit the girl, they vomit their feeling on her as if she was their therapist, they text her
100 times a day, they become hyperfocused and aware of her every change in mood or emotion, and
they rebuild their life around her being in it, often after the first date.
This is simply not healthy and it leads to many negative outcomes for both the men and the women
involved in the process. However, going from an insecure man, with an external locus of control,
who makes a woman his entire reason to exist, and is purely reactive and impulsive in his approach,
is not healthy. Neither is the other extreme, yet we find ourselves vacillating between them time and
time again.
Instead of moving forward, and treating the red pill as what it really is, a process of deconstruction,
healing, rebuilding and growing, we get caught in a trap between optimists and pessimists really,
which is a problem I often encounter in business as well. There are those who always think it will end
well, who think people are fundamentally good, who find risk analysis, due diligence and written
contracts a hassle and who would rather just shake on it. Then there are those who think it’s going to
go to shit, who think people are all out to rip them off, who do nothing but risk analysis and due
diligence and who require an NDA signed by 2 witnesses and a judge to come over for dinner.
I think this is in part why I reacted so strongly to the “Quality woman” debate, because it’s such an
easy trap to fall into. If a man is of a mindset that people are fundamentally good, is addicted to
approval, has co-dependent tendencies and is desperate to find his “one”, he can perceive a black
widow with 3 murder acquittals under her belt as a quality woman because she accepts that he
engages in all his bad habits and tendencies, and makes amazing strychnine soup.
We have to accept that there is a middle ground between watching porn and masturbating 18 hours a
day and NoFap. This made me think back to my game journey, to begin with there were sets of strict
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rules, scripts, schemes and gambits. It’s been over a decade since I practiced the Mystery Method, but
I still remember the rough outlines of the script, the minutia of kino escalation and eye contact. Rules
like “First lightly touch her arm, then do it again, then wait a little bit, then place your hand on her
arm”. Rules for texting like “Don’t respond right away, always wait [how long it took her to text you
back + X]” I don’t do that anymore, these days if I get a text from a girl and I’m not busy, I respond
right away, because I know she has her phone in her hand and is in a texting mood. If I’m busy I
respond later.
I do these things because scripted game is training wheels, once I understood how it worked and got a
decent understanding of it, I didn’t need to use canned material, because in the end, “game” is about
being a charming, entertaining, attractive man who knows what he wants goes after it, is confidence
and doesn’t, to quote Rian “Step on his own dick and then studies the imprint“.
In the end, not all women are BPD battle axes, out to milk you for everything you have including
your life and dignity, however they are out there, be aware that they exist, plan and vet accordingly.
I’m sure all of Mary Ann Cotton’s husbands thought her a high quality woman when they married
her. Also be aware that the sweet, gentle, attentive, sexy, intelligent and logical woman that you start
dating, is fully capable of becoming the harsh, brutal, obsessive, sexy, screwed and emotional woman
that dumps you or that you dump.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those
who support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting
and Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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Of Fitness and Models
November 23, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When we get into statistics, a major issue that we deal with is how well a
model fits the data. We refer to this as “Goodness of fit” and what it represents is usually a summary
of the differences between observed values and expected values. The reason for doing such tests is to
gauge how well our model works to explain the observations.
This could be as simple as the relationship between the independent variable (the one which we
control or change) and the dependent variable (the one on which the effect of changes in the
independent variable is seen), to complex multivariate analyses which attempt to gauge the effect of
multiple variables on a single variable.
Models are means to an end, they are the extension of a theory, and work to test how well that theory
fits reality. They represent our hypothesis of cause and effect, based on the theory we have
formulated about how something works. To give an example, if we wanted to know if there is a
relationship between number of repetitions affect hypertrophy, we would formulate 2 hypotheses:
Null-hypothesis – There is no relationship between number of repetitions and muscle hypertrophy
Hypothesis 1 – There is a relationship between number of repetitions and muscle hypertrophy
We would then conduct an experiment where we take a sample, have them perform a given number
of repetitions across a period of time at a frequency held constant, and then measure the change
between the start of the experiment and the end of the experiment. From this we get an answer of
whether the independent variable (number of repetitions) affects the dependent variable
(hypertrophy). The results of this experiment could then be validated, replicated and serve as a
foundation for future research into hypertrophy.
This research, and future research can then serve to guide us when we are aiming to gain more
muscle so that we find the most efficient route between point A and point B. We began with a
question “How does number of repetitions affect muscle hypertrophy“, we did our research,
formulated a theory and then tested that theory in an experiment, the results of which are utilized to
amend our model of reality, which can then be tested again.
This is how most research works, a researcher starts by wanting to answer a question, does research
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into the question, based on the question a theory is formulated, this theory is tested through
observation or experiment, and the results of said experiments are then integrated into the theory.
Our goal when conducting research is to generate mind-independent information, meaning that
human minds constantly generate cause and effect hypotheses, then test them against reality.
However, we are also prone to many errors of reasoning that lead us to believing in false
relationships, a prime example being the superstitions of various athletes or sports-teams.

The Red Pill and Models
The reason why I’ve become quite prone to using weight training as an example in these essays is
that as a field it has one major overlap with the red pill. Namely, that practitioners were and still are,
far ahead of the scientific research in the field in many areas. This has changed a little as more and
more practitioners have gotten degrees and are conducting research, attempting to bring science into
strength. The bodybuilding and strength training community has been reliant on “bro-science”, which
were poorly controlled and defined n=1 experiments for the most part, conducted by dedicated
practitioners. This meant that it was very difficult to separate the good information from the bad, in
this case what works from what does not, meaning those areas where there is a cause and effect
relationship, and those where there is not.
This is very similar to how game evolved, in that practitioners had a question, formulated their
theories of cause and effect relationships, then tested them empirically. Those of you who read my
Tinder Experiment essay, will recognize the methodology. My reasoning behind doing the
experiment was simply based on me wanting to know which Tinder pictures I should use to best
achieve my desired end.
When the Red Pill is defined as a praxeology, this simply means that it’s a study of human action
based on a premise that humans engage in purposeful behavior. If one looks to Austrian economics,
the main research method is a use of praxeology and deduction in order to determine economic
principles. From the perspective of an Austrian economist, starting with the action axiom defined by
Ludwig Von Mises as follows:
Human action is purposeful behavior. Or we may say: Action is will put into operation and
transformed into an agency, is aiming at ends and goals, is the ego’s meaningful response
to stimuli and to the conditions of its environment, is a person’s conscious adjustment to the
state of the universe that determines his life. Such paraphrases may clarify the definition
given and prevent possible misinterpretations. But the definition itself is adequate and does
not need complement of commentary. Von Mises “Human Action p. 11”
One can form conclusions about human behavior that are both empirical and universal. For instance,
observation that some men have much higher efficacy in seeking sex, was a foundational observation
of early pick-up artists, who observed these men in the field. The fact that women sought out such
men and behaved differently towards them, implied that there is a purpose and a motivation behind
such behavior.
Over time many theories were formulated, and tested to identify the variables. One could argue that a
series of hypothesis tests were conducted formulated as follows:
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Null-hypothesis: [Insert behavior] has no effect on female proclivity to engage in sex.
Hypothesis 1: [Insert behavior] has a positive effect on female proclivity to engage in sex.
Hypothesis 2: [Insert behavior] has a negative effect on female proclivity to engage in sex.
This is obviously generalized, but in practice what the early PUA did were to observe men in the wild
who were naturally good with women, do exactly what those men did to the best of their ability and
observe the results. Over time this moved from specific, scripted action to generalized principles.
These observations, tests and results, eventually became the Alpha and Beta constructs. These
constructs have been subject to more testing and debate than most other constructs within the
manosphere for the simple reason that most men want to be in the former category and desire a list of
things they have to do in order to qualify. This is the same underlying approach as the man who is
stuck in a sex-less relationship and states “I will do whatever she wants to get her to sleep with me“.
Over time many such observations of theories have formed a large body of knowledge about human
mating and seduction, with varying accuracy, and empirical support. Some of it is based on the
methodology outlined in the introduction section of this essay, which is classic deduction, that goes
from theory, to hypothesis, to observation and finally confirmation.
Examples of this in practice is something that I did in the Tinder experiment. Based on underlying
theories, mainly the Alpha/Beta constructs and the sexual market value graph, I formulated a few
hypotheses, and tested them to confirm. The experiment had some limitations, among others the
sample size, lack of control for confounding variables and data that was unavailable (profile views to
right swipes), however in this particular area of knowledge one will never have the full picture until
we have A.I.
Other parts of the body of knowledge is based on induction, moving from specific observations, to
patterns, to a tentative hypothesis which forms the basis for a theory. Grounded theory as referenced
earlier is perhaps the most well-known example of induction used in academic research. The theory
generated from a grounded theory research project can then be used as the foundation for more
empirical research.

Summary and Conclusions
Nassim Nicholas Taleb shared a quote on twitter some time ago that has become one of my favorites
rather quickly, while I cannot guarantee that I’m quoting it accurately from memory it went
something like:
“To a normal person if something works in theory, but not in practice it doesn’t work. To an
Academic if something works in practice but not in theory, it does not exist“
I quite liked this quote, because my own journey from academic to practitioner has demonstrated it to
be true time and time again. It’s quite common for young and inexperienced professionals, often fresh
out of school to attempt to force fit everything into the set of models they were trained to use as part
of their schooling, in that process ignoring things that do not fit neatly into the theory. Alternatively,
they may insist on a completeness in model or framework utilization that is beyond scope for the
purpose at hand.
In both cases, they are making the same mistake that is frequently observed in academia, namely
forgetting the reason for why the information came to exist in the first place, namely a practical
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application. This is not to say that the practical application of a given set of research must be
immediately practically applicable to have value, in fact it took quite a while before Einstein’s
research was used to create Geo-synchronous satellites. Sometimes, the only practical purpose of
research is to serve as the basis for future research which may also serve the same purpose, only for
practical application to come at a much later date.
However, what I’ve found as I’ve gained more experience and have shifted my focus throughout my
life to be more of a man of action, rather than a man of ideas is that a lot of things that work may not
have a 50 year history of research behind it, have been the subject of countless research projects, and
be wholly empirically validated. Especially not if one is on the cutting edge.
This leaves us with in a tricky situation. Intersexual and intrasexual dynamics is not a STEM field,
meaning that one cannot establish clear-cut, open and shut if A then B models. If I take my coffee
cup, walk out onto my balcony and drop it, it will always fall to the ground. If I approached 100
women using the same opener, it will not yield 100% the same result every time. As an economist,
this doesn’t really bother me because economics is a field that is permeated by the exact same issue.
In economics there is an infinite range of potential outcomes, with varying probability, where
interdependencies, unclear cause-and-effect relationships and various other things muddy the waters.
It is, at the same time a very simple system in extreme-micro and an extremely complex system in
extreme macro. This is why I tweeted that a stock analyst that is right 51% of the time is brilliant,
because if one is right 51% of the time, follow the principles of diversification, portfolio management
and have a rule-set for investing, such a man will make a lot of money over time.
So, how does one decide what to do in such a system? I will openly admit that sometimes I wish I
could work in a STEM field, because it would be really nice to work with things that are cut and dry,
where every question has a clearly defined answer and where no debate is needed. However, since I
don’t, I’ve found that staying up to date on both the academic research and the best practices on the
cutting edge of the industry, along with remaining flexible is the best approach.
This is also the approach I take with intersexual dynamics and game. If someone formulated a body
of knowledge that worked better tomorrow, I would try it out and if it yielded better results I would
make the switch. However, the ultimate acid-test is “Does it work?” and “How well does it work?”.
We can sit around and debate topics back and forth in various comment sections, forums and social
media platforms, but does this create progress or are we just sitting around debating minutia and nitpicking?
The majority of content on this blog is not empirical, replicated and validated research that has
yielded absolute facts. I make an attempt to cite my sources as frequently as possible, however I also
extrapolate from the data and form theories based on limited available data. In fact, I doubt that
intersexual dynamics can ever get to the point where it is a strategy guide to get your exact desired
outcome with any woman. This is no different from how I doubt economics will ever get to the point
where we can say with absolute certainty “If you do A, then B”, the best we can do is to say “If you
do X, then you have a higher probability of getting B, than if you do Y.”
What I think people forget, is that there are as many desired ranges of outcomes, as there are humans,
in fact probably more given than human desired outcomes can vacillate quite frequently. We saw this
in “The Game”, Mystery and Style had formulated their model of game based on the desired outcome
of rapidly sleeping with women they met in bars and clubs, but that model did not work well when
they wanted a relationship. Of course it didn’t, just like an investment strategy focused on high
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growth companies, in a brand new industry with a lot of small companies is great for a high risk/high
return strategy, but it’s not good for those who hate volatility and want a stable return.
This doesn’t mean that the underlying principles of good portfolio management, diversification, risk
analysis and various others should be discarded, it just means that they must be adjusted a little to
work for your desired outcome.
In the end, the ultimate question that determines the value of any idea is “Does it work?“, by which
“Does it produce on average more desirable results than other competing ideas?“

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 1054 of 1188

Gendernomics: Regulations and The SMP
November 30, 2018 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
As I was polishing another essay, an idea stuck in my head. What is the consequence of men widely
adopting red pill theory as a framework for their lives and especially in intersexual dynamics. A
major argument from the “Trad-con” and “Purple-pill” contingents within the manosphere has been
that if men adopt a red pill perspective, and start implementing this into their lives, is that it will send
society into a negative spiral. The logic goes that game and the red pill works in terms of getting laid,
the result of a majority of men implementing a male sexual strategy (unlimited access to unlimited
sexuality) at the cost of the female sexual strategy (alpha fucks/beta bucks) will lead to and hasten the
decline of our current social order.I agree with this argument, as our overt social order for the past 50
– 300 years is based on the model of reproductive Marxism.
Monogamous marriage, no sex outside of marriage, no divorce, children are raised in a nuclear
family with their mother as primary caregiver, and supported by the father through labor. This is the
old book of rules made explicit. The changes that have been made in the past since the sexual
revolution is that contraception is now widely available thus decoupling sex from reproduction.
Divorce is now very available and has an entire industry supporting it. The proportion of children
born and raised out by a single parent is increasing. Women are steadily increasing in labor
participation and men are steadily declining in labor participation. The entire structure around
monogamous marriage has been eroded, the man’s authority is gone, and what is left is a woman
holding all the cards in her hand.
Let me begin by stating explicitly, trad-con has a problem with the “Beta bucks” side of female
sexual strategy, in fact most of them support it wholeheartedly and just want wives who nag less and
fuck more. The problem comes with the “Alpha fucks” side, and the fact that these two strategies are
influence each other, a woman’s successful execution of the former, defacto a poorer execution of the
latter if a woman’s strategy cannot be optimized in the form of “Alpha bucks”. The goal of such men
is primarily is to improve the Beta Bucks dynamic in a relationship, so that the Beta males are able to
live happy, fulfilling relationships, and won’t end up with their wife divorcing them after 5 years of
dead bedroom, not so much because it’s the best for the man, but because it’s the best trade-off for
society. It keeps the man’s stomach full, balls empty and working hard, a woman’s wallet full, and
the children’s lives stable.
In order to do this, the argument is that men have to sacrifice for their fellow men, by neglecting their
own best reproductive interest and sexual strategy. It’s an argument in favor of why men should
indulge female sexual strategy instead of following their own. Personally, I think the fear of “all men
going alpha and the world turning into an orgy is unfounded due to natural regulatory mechanisms.

Regulatory Mechanisms and The Sexual Market Place
The old statement by Chris Rock “20% of the men do 80% of the fucking” is quite accurate, if we
create a scenario where all men adopt the red pill, become the best men they can be, in short the
extreme case of male competition, this does not change. This is similar to the Pareto distribution in
that the top 20% of producers in academia produce 80% of the published material, remove those, the
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next top 20% produce 80% of the remainder and so on. In a World where all men are SMV 10, the
10.0 will be the new ones. This is a natural regulatory mechanism of hypergamy, it’s not a constant
it’s relative. However, I do see the concern, in that if we take “the naturals” men who are naturally
good with women and getting laid, add in an additional 10 – 20% of men who adopt the red pill,
promiscuity, and thus notch counts will increase. This is simply a function of female hypergamy
needing to adjust to a new environment, much like how a 7 in Miami or LA will need some time to
re-adjust to being a 10 in a small Midwestern town, this is very similar to how a former overweight
man or woman will take time to adjust their perception of their own value.
If one has spent some time on the married red pill, or other forums where men struggling in their
marriages congregate, the mantra of such forums are often “Just tell me what to do to get her to stop
nagging and start fucking“, these men are often willing to go to great lengths to maintain a
relationship, despite the fact that it stopped working for them a long time ago, that speaks to their
dedication. Quite frankly, many men are willing to do virtually anything to be more successful in the
sexual market place and to have the relationships with women they desire, whether this be a stable
marriage, filled with genuine desire after 30, 40 or 50 years, or be it a string of moments filled with
the excitement of what is new to them. However, these are to some extent different approaches to the
same market place, it’s the Big Stable Blue Chip vs. the Small Disruptor. From a game theory
perspective, it’s quite obvious that the chosen strategies of each affects the strategy of the other.
Thus, I can see why this leads to contention because if one accepts the premise that a woman’s
youthful indiscretions affect her ability to pair bond and have a stable relationship with her future
husband, the Casanova Strategy does have a negative effect on the viability of a Blue Chip Strategy.
This is supported by research that shows that women with more than 10 pre-marital partners shows a
higher rate of divorce [1]. However, the the lowest divorce rate according to the same study was
where women had between three and nine pre-marital partners.
I did some research on notch counts of women in an earlier essay and while there is some cause for
concern, if the data is reliable, I to some extent, think the female notch count problem is exaggerated.
One must always keep in mind that the graphs are based on self reporting with the problems
associated with that particular method of data collection. All data for hte previous chart are either
from the CDC [2] or NHS [3].

From the
charts, there is a significant number of women who according to the earlier source [1] will be likely
to lead to a higher divorce rate. As the graph shows, in the UK a full 30% of women ages 25 – 34
have had in excess of 10 sexual partners in their lifetime, I would be inclined to add 25% to that since
women are quite prone to reducing their partner number when asked, thus, it is likely that at least part
of 5 – 9 partner group have had in excess of 10 as well.
In the US, the numbers are lower, however since the US and UK have similar cultures, I find it very
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strange that the number of partners differ as much as they do, with only 20% of American women
ages 20 – 29 having had more than 7 and less than 14 partners, while only 8% or so admit to having
had in excess of 15. However, this can also come down to statistical brackets.
However, perhaps the most interesting thing to me about this graph is that it shows how partner count
has changed over time. The 55 – 69 bracket, and the corresponding 50 – 59 bracket in the U.S data,
shows that partner count among women is on the increase, with a much lower amount of women in
the top brackets reaching the highest tiers of number of partners, despite having had more time to
rack up partners.
One must keep in mind that as the age of marriage has slowly crept up from 20 – 21 in 1950 to 27 in
2010 for women, and from 24 in 1950 to 28 – 29 for men in 2010 [4], there is more time to have
more partners. A woman who gets married at 20 – 21, is unlikely to have time to go much beyond 5,
if that. Likewise, a woman who has had a string of relationships on average 2.5 years each (serial
monogamy) starting at age 17 [5] , will rack up a partner count of 5 by age 27 and 6 by age 30
assuming no one-night stands or vacation flings. However, age is not the only factor, the removal of
regulatory factors is also a major part in these results.
Social factors used to limit a sexual market place run amok through ensuring that a woman would not
be able to gain her beta bucks if she indulged her alpha fucks, shotgun weddings served as the defacto method for limiting male behavior on the same scale. A lack of contraception combined with
the former, ensured that the risk of promiscuity and the neglect of long-term security for the woman
and children would be borne by the individuals involved and their families rather than society at
large. Nathaniel Hawthorne’s book “The Scarlet Letter” tells one such story of a child born as a result
of adultery and the subsequent shunning of the mother and child from the community of which they
were part. From a spiritual perspective, the idea that one may be condemned to eternal suffering and
give up one’s place in the afterlife for a moment of fleeting pleasure may also serve as a limiting
factor of social origin.
Arranged marriages, or marriages for business purpose, also served as an economic limit to the
female side of of promiscuity, it was in the best interest of the family to ensure that the woman was
thought how to be a wife appropriate for a husband of the family’s social standing, and to ensure that
she was chaste as to secure the maximum value out of the transaction. Economic incentives were in
place to limit promiscuity, and more than anything else, a substantial risk of loss should a family have
to care for an unwed daughter, due to her being unsuitable for marriage as a result of promiscuity or
other negative traits.
Finally, from a political perspective, as mentioned in earlier works, a stable environment in which to
raise children, thus ensuring a stable and (ideally) growing population to serve as workers was also
considered highly beneficial. One must keep in mind that the best way to ensure that male sexual
energy is directed in a pro-social manner is to keep men married and with children. Any society that
has a surplus of young men, with no reproductive opportunities, will inevitably devolve into conflict
as the men have no investment, nor upside in supporting the present social order.
I sat down to write this essay because I wanted to shed some light on the idea of natural regulating
mechanisms. We see these in many places, the more readily apparent is in financial systems, where
bankruptcy serves as a method for removing the weeds in a growing garden. We get bubbles in the
financial markets as a result of companies that engage in unsustainable practices much longer than
naturally possible because of artificial methods that prevent natural mechanisms from making
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themselves known early. One can refer to stimulus packages, cheap credit, poorly enforced
regulations and many others as means by which a bubble can be sustained. Likewise, in the sexual
market place, there are ways to drive notch counts higher such as permissible social policies and lack
of political leadership as a means by which to project values.
I’m reminded of a graphic I posted as a response to a twitter discussion, where I compared two male
sexual strategies by number of potential offspring (the ultimate evolutionary goal of reproduction):

A man
pursuing a sexual strategy focused on the volume of children, can massively outproduce a man
focused on monogamy. The examples in the graphs are extreme, and “Death by Child Support” is
based on a man being able to sleep with a woman every day (365 events of intercourse per year) with
a 10% impregnation rate. The probability of such a man is very low, but even at a more conservative
number such as sleeping with 1 new woman per week (52 per year), with a 5% impregnation rate will
yield around 2.5 children per annum, compared to around a max of 1 per year (not adjusted for twin
and triplet births).
However, the “Death by child support” strategy is pretty new, very few men have had historical
capabilities to gain access to this much female sexuality in such a short amount of time, the exception
being men of extraordinarily high status such as nobility, which is unlikely to have composed more
than 5 – 10% of the population in a given realm. One must also keep in mind that in pre-history in a
tribal society composed of perhaps 70 individuals at most, there would not be enough women, nor
enough shadow in which such actions could be hidden. It would also be unsustainable in terms of
feeding, clothing and raising the children, thus monogamy was a necessary adaptation in order to
enable civilization to prosper, but that is, what it is.
One of the major enablers of 2008 was the removal of Depression era regulations and laws that
existed because of the lessons learned from the Great Depression, these served to prevent the exact
situation that took place during that time. I view culture and social factors as analogous to this, as a
method by which lessons learned at a given time are embedded within the Sociocultural framework,
in order to avoid the negative consequences a given group suffered at a point in time. In short, they
are put in place to limit human nature.
Once one removes the regulatory mechanisms put in place, one cannot be surprised that human
nature rears its ugly head once more and takes control. Every single financial bubble in history was
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born from greed, just as any sexual market bubble is born from lust. One can view child support as a
method by which one sought to limit male promiscuity by ensuring that men have to pay the
consequences of their promiscuity but it was a double-edged sword. By putting the responsibility on
men, under threat of jail, while at the same time enacting social programs to support single-mothers,
one freed the limiting part of the equation from the perspective of sexual strategies. Men seek out
unlimited access to unlimited sexuality, women seek a combination of high quality genetic material
to ensure the genetic fitness of their offspring, and high quality protection and provisioning to ensure
the long-term security of their offspring. With the state fulfilling the latter, women are free to focus
on only the former.

Summary and Conclusions
I think nostalgia and past-faking is a common thing thing among certain men, they look back in
history and think “That’s when men were men, women were women and marriages lasted a lifetime”
to some extent, they are right in that the divorce rate was lower, people had fewer pre-marital
partners, and society supported families to a higher degree. However, as alluded to in different essays
across the past 3 years I’ve been writing, just because it’s become obvious now doesn’t mean it’s all
that different. With the proliferation of Social media, dating apps like Tinder and Bumble, 24 hour
news coverage and so on, we can all see what’s going on. The Lady of the Manor banging the stable
boy in 1880, the wife banging the pool boy in 1970, the milk man in 1950, the mail man in 1960 and
the traveling salesman in 1920, was simply less obvious. Human nature hasn’t changed in the past 70
years, but our awareness of what is going on has.
Some readers may be asking the question “Isn’t Carl the guy who just wrote a piece on Tinder, him
writing this makes no sense” and I can understand where they are coming from in that this essay
contains a lot of, let’s refer to them as “tradconny perspectives“, and I expect that I will catch some
flack on Twitter following the publication of this essay because I’m quite open about the fact that I’m
single, have a lack of faith in the sustainability of marriage and am quite active in the dating market.
There is no denying that monogamous relationships, supported by social, political and economic
factors are inherently beneficial to the long-term development of a civilization, however that such
relationships are perhaps inherently unnatural based on statistics that demonstrate that in history [6]
humanity has practiced something closer to polygyny something which is quite common in the world
today as well, with men taking on more than one wife.
If one were to reduction ad absurdum this, the two outer points would be reproductive Marxism
where men and women are assigned to one another on a 1:1 ratio, so that every single man has a wife,
every single woman has a husband the extreme on the other end would be that 20% of the men are
married to 100% of the women, and 80% of men have no reproductive opportunity at all. The former
would keep society stable, ensure male investment in the civilization, remove much warfare over
reproductive access and that children are raised by a mother and father. The latter would ensure that
only those 20% of men who are best adapted to the context (meaning most successful) maximize
their number of offspring, which ensures that humanity has strong genetic fitness. Any position
between these two are based on making a trade-off between the positives and negatives of each, much
like any modern western country has a financial system that represents a trade-off between capitalism
and socialism. The prevalence of divorce in Western Nations for instance leads not to a state of
monogamy, but rather a state of soft-polyamory where one man or woman engages in sequential
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rather than concurrent multi-partner lifestyles. One may also posit that as the sexual market place
becomes more competitive, higher value males may find themselves having a second litter of children
at an older age, for instance having one group of children with their first partner when they are in
their 30s, then a second group of children with their second partner in their late 40s or 50s.
The major reason why I often refer to the idea that “If all men adopt and live a red pill lifestyle the
world will turn into a party at Caligula’s place and Rome will BURN!” rather flippantly, is in part
due to the fact that hypergamy sorts that out and secondly, because I view the idea that all men
adopting game and living a red pill life as preposterous. It’s a lot like weight lifting in that regard,
most Western men have touched a barbell, few have done so repeatedly over time. Like it or not most
men who find game, PUA literature and The Red Pill do so to get an answer to “How do I get her to
be my girlfriend”, they want to find one woman with whom they can have a relationship. Few men
are willing to put in the time, effort and have the dedication to build and maintain an SMV above 6 or
7 for any length of time. Even fewer men are willing or able to put in the work required to maintain a
“playboy” lifestyle for decades on end. Thus, I largely view the “All the playboys will make sure that
women have notch counts well above 10 by the time they hit 22” as rooted in fear and lack of
realism. Not to mention the fact that they base the solution on men acting contrary to their own
instincts, and best interests. In part I understand it because the probability of a woman becoming an
alpha widow increases with her number of partners, and a woman cannot become an alpha widow
without the alpha. However, this strikes me as the classic “Hyperagency vs. Hypoagency” dichotomy
mixed with a distaste on their part for female agency.
This is one of the major issues that face the proponents of this particular line of reasoning, the
solution to women becoming alpha widows is to remove the alpha. This absolves women for their
part in the game, in fact it renders them as objects to be acted upon, to summarize, women are slaves
to their instincts, they cannot control themselves around an alpha, but a man must always be in
control, it’s “Boys will be boys” by another name. If one is to achieve the world these men desire one
needs to regulate both sides of the equation, not just one.
Sources:
[1]
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Red Pill Logic: The 3 Part Stack
January 7, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
**A Note**
First off, I know I haven’t been around much, I have a lot of things going on in my life at the moment,
and I’m finding it very challenging to juggle everything. I hope to get back to writing more frequently
in the coming months once things start to settle down.
**Note end**

With computers, we can break down the functioning into
3 parts, there is the hardware and firmware, these are the actual physical components of the machine
bundled with the basic software that is loaded on them to make them work. Firmware generally
consists of permanent software loaded onto read-only memory, and most frequently it’s not changed
for the lifetime of the system.
Then there is the operating system, the operating system is a software program loaded onto the
machine that makes it easier to work with than typing instructions in machine code into a command
line interface. It also manages the computer hardware and the resources available to the machine
between various programs.The operating system can be altered, upgraded, changed or even swapped
out for another operating system, but doing so can have big consequences in terms of both
performance and usability. It also tends to take a bit of time.
Finally, we have the apps, these are smaller programs that we install and run on the operating system
in order to accomplish tasks of varying specificity. They can range from simple command line
interfaces to entire suites of statistics and analysis software, games, word processors or the likes.
These are fairly easy to install or remove, but they have varying learning curves and influences the
firmware and operating system in various ways.
Between the 3 areas, there is somewhat of a bidirectional influence, in that the lower layers (firmware
and hardware) influence what you can do with the OS and apps. The firmware limits what you can
do with the OS to some degree. They all influence each other, but not to the same degree.
This is very similar to the human machine, in my conceptualization of how we function the hardware
is our individual body, with all its components and traits. The firmware are those instructions that
come with the hardware of which we have no control. For instance, we do not have to remind our
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heart to pump blood or our bodies to produce and release various hormones, the instruction to do so
ships with the hardware.
The operating system is our psychology, and as we learn, grow and develop it becomes more and
more advanced. It’s influenced by social factors, environmental factors and various others as we go
through life. Some of the functions of the OS are automatic, resource management is to some degree
automated, however some parts are under our conscious control. For instance, the body to some
extent decides what to do with the resources we ingest, however we can influence it through working
out, eating less, eating more and so on.
If we find errors within our operating system, we can fix them, however doing so may require much
work and assistance from professionals.
Finally, the apps is the most flexible part of us, we can to some extent install or remove them, if we
do not use them, the system cleans them out to some degree leaving only a little bit of data behind,
and we are quite flexible in which apps we can elect to install. I view this as our ability to consciously
learn to how accomplish certain tasks.
However, some apps will never be compatible with our operating system, some operating systems
will not be compatible with some forms of firmware and not all hardware is able to run certain apps.
You can install the “Run fast” app as part of your OS, you can streamline everything related to it, but
Usain Bolt will still have some edge on you based on hardware and firmware better suited for
sprinting.

The Red Pill in Layers
Much of the Red Pill body of knowledge is composed of ideas and theories regarding the
hardware/firmware layers. This part of the theory is largely centered on fields such as biology,
especially evolutionary biology along with behavioral and evolutionary psychology. For instance, the
core argument regarding hypergamy is that it’s an evolved part of the firmware of the human female.
Thus, this is a very hard, if not impossible to change part of the functionality. The idea behind
firmware is that there are certain things that just have to work in order for a machine to accomplish a
certain task and thus one elects to create custom software that is very difficult to influence in order to
prevent machine breakdown for whatever reason.
If one could easily access and change the firmware without knowing what one is doing, that could
drastically alter the performance of the machine if not doom it. I suspect that a great majority of men
have the capacity for extreme violence given right situation, because this capacity is central to
survival, our hardware is adapted to this as well with men having more upper body strength, higher
oxygen capacity and stronger bones among other things.
When we move into the operating system, we are dealing with part firmware and the additional
software layer. While we are able to change, update, upgrade and bug fix in the OS, we are
constrained in our choice of OS by the hardware and firmware layer. For instance, in order for a part
of our hardware/firmware to function optimally, the operating system requires the correct driver
software for the various components. A component may work “OK” without specific driver software,
but you may be missing out on functions or possibilities.
Male idealism and naiveté are parts of the OS layer that are slowly (or more swiftly) driven out of
men as they age, as a consequence of the default OS functioning not leading to the desired results.
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The Operating System Layer is where we have the Red Pill and Blue Pill concepts that exist within
our individual psychology and our social influences. Our adapted copy of the OS is based in part on
our individual psychological make up, and in part on social and environmental influences. It serves as
the basic unit that interprets sensory data, analyzes it and then spits out conclusions about it. Our
interpretations of the world, and our fundamental view of our place in it comes from this layer.
Finally, the apps layer is where we have specific skillsets or abilities. Game is an apps layer suite of
tools that accomplish a specific task, namely making us better at mating. We have a lot of freedom in
this layer provided that the adequate software is available to be installed and if it is compatible with
our particular choice of OS.

The Interaction between Layers
In general, the firmware/hardware is the dominant force in that it influences all the other layers.
However, the other two layers can influence the firmware/hardware to a limited degree. For instance,
if you decide to install a “workout” app in your OS, over time this will improve the capabilities and
functioning of your hardware and firmware. Having the correct drivers in your OS will permit you to
get more optimal functioning from your hardware and firmware. However, the hardware and
firmware also influences which operating system you can elect to install, which further influences
your choices in applications.
Thus, in general there is a bidirectional relationship between the layers, however some layers have
more influence over the system as a whole. Firmware and hardware limits what OS you can run, and
the OS that you end up running limits what apps you can elect to install, and how much system
resources they will demand in order to function efficiently. However, your apps can influence your
OS, which then influence your firmware as well, as in the example with working out. They cannot
change the functioning of your firmware, so much as they can make it run more efficiently and
function better.
Thus, if we take hypergamy as an example, it’s part of the female default firmware, it forms the
foundation for the mating and reproduction functioning. An OS with solid resource management and
functioning can potentially keep the hypergamy function from running wild, eating up all the system
resources, crashing all the apps and ending in an OS bluescreen, however, one can never remove the
functioning from the underlying firmware, if one does the unit stops functioning.
However, when a sufficient number of units are networked, networking monitoring apps can detect
strange functioning in individual units, and thus take action through locking the infected unit out
from the network, limiting the spread of undesired functioning and thus securing the stability of the
entire network. This is what social structures used to do prior to the sexual revolution.
Think about it in the following way, the firmware layer controls the most basic drives, survival and
reproduction, if embracing one opportunistically leads to a very real risk for the other, the firmware
will balance out for the ideal long and short term solutions.
If having Chad’s child now, leads to Chad’s and the mother kid potentially dying if poverty in the
wild because they’ve been cast out from the tribe, then Billy Beta and tribal support is a potential
choice. When the choice is have Chad’s kids, and get full tribal support including men with guns
enforcing child support, then the firmware layer doesn’t have to make a choice.

www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 1064 of 1188

Final Thoughts
The reason why I came up with this conceptualization of humans is that one of the things I’m highly
skeptical of is the recent attempts at criticisms that think of the firmware, OS and apps layer as
interchangeable and equal. In effect, viewing hypergamy as a bug in the OS or as an installed app,
rather than as something that cannot really be removed, or altered in a meaningful way in base
function. Hypergamy is what it is, however aspects of it’s functioning can be influenced by the OS
and Apps layer.
This is one of the reasons why I’ve frequently made the statement that women with BPD have every
single aspect of femininity turned up to 11. In the case of a BPD woman, her OS level (psychology)
permits her firmware level (biology) to run wild, to a much greater degree than a typical OS. This is
no different to how psychopathy (OS layer) is an extreme version of underlying firmware survival
functioning.
If one takes a simple firmware function such as survival, this can manifest in various ways depending
on OS layer functioning and installed Apps. A unit with a combative OS layer and apps installed for
“Navy Seal Training” and “Hand to Hand Combat”, reacts differently in a survival situation than a
unit with a submissive OS layer and an app installed for “sprinting”, it’s fight or flight.
Always remember that we knew how to survive and procreate long before we could conceptualize
things such as morality, philosophy or religion, just because we now have the OS and APP layer,
doesn’t mean that firmware or hardware is less influential, it just means it’s better concealed.
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Levels of Game
February 8, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I’m not sure where the idea that I’m fundamentally
against long-term relationships in general and marriage in particular began. While it’s true that I’ve
cautioned men against marriage in many essays over the 3 years that this blog has existed, I can’t
remember ever having said “Never under any circumstances get into a long-term relationship”. I have
probably said “Never get married”, for the simple reason that as far as risk and reward goes, you can
gain the same benefits, without many of the downsides from cohabiting with a private contract
between you, or alternatively with a private marriage (a marriage without getting the state involved.
Once you have children with a woman, you are exposed to the legal system in terms of child support,
and various other payments anyway, but a private marriage or cohabitation with separate finances can
help build a wall that keeps an ex away from your assets. I’m of the position that once you have
children, it’s your duty to support and raise them. Few men want to stop their children from having
access to the opportunities presented by resources, what they do want is their former partner having
as little financial influence over them, something that can easily be granted by modern family courts.
I’d wager that most men would prefer their money going towards the betterment of their children,
rather than to as financiers of their former partner’s hunt for a new mate.
However, to return to topic, the reason why I’ve argued a position that men should avoid
monogamous long-term relationships in general and marriage in particular, is that I’m observing
many young men seeking to cash out of the sexual market place early, influenced by the idea that if
they find a “quality woman”, often cited as being young, nurturing, low notch-count, from a good
family and so on, they can get out of the SMP and live the trad life. Meaning one man, one woman,
one family, under god, or something like that. This is not the case at all. If I held the position that
men in monogamous, long-term relationships were the antithesis of a red pill men, I would not have
participated in quite a few podcasts where a majority of the men I appeared with are in monogamous
long-term relationships. Rollo holds the record with what I believe is a 21 year marriage, going on 22
years, however Donovan and Rian are also in long-term monogamous relationships.
For much of history, men and women did not get married because they were in love, they got married
because the man needed someone to tend house, bear his children, and make his life easier, the
woman needed a man to finance her life and protect her. This makes marriage into a need, rather than
a want. Men had one set of needs to which a wife was a perfect solution. Women had another set of
needs to which a husband was the perfect solution. However, as marriage shifted from being a need
“I need someone to put food on the table and a roof over my head” to “I want someone who makes
me happy”, the social dynamics that surrounded the couple were also one in which for the most part
the needs of society was aligned with the needs of the men and women. It was not an optimal solution
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for any of them, but it was the best one available. One that curtailed the worst excesses of female
sexual strategy and the worst excesses of male sexual strategy.
In the previous “needs based” sexual market place with strict regulations on divorce, remarriage and
so on, the entire structure was such that once a man locked down a woman, he was free to focus on
other non-SMP related activities, mainly contributing to society. In that sense, the old school
marriage was a lot like a job back in the day, once you were hired you were hired for life. Modern
marriage is a lot more like being an independent contractor or consultant, you are hired on a
temporary basis unless you can make yourself indispensable. My position is simply that there is an
illusion being sold that once you “lock her down”, start living your trad lifestyle and have kids, you
are out of the sexual market place and are free. This is not the case. It may have been the case back in
the day, when the social group around a married couple had skin in the game, where they were
married as an alliance between families, or as a practical partnership to achieve goals outside of the
marriage.

The Levels and Difficulties
I titled this post “Levels of Game”, because in my view there are multiple levels and difficulties one
can play at in the sexual market place.I break these into 5, where difficulty is defined by a mixture of
risk exposure and skill requirement.
Level one is a single man, dating a single woman over time with the desired outcome being
cohabitation, is easy mode, these are the beginner levels where a man dips his foot into the water and
starts to learn how the game works. There is very little risk involved, at worst you break up and have
to find another woman, but there is little lasting risk to your finances, social standing, health or
anything else provided the woman is not a Cluster-B or otherwise a problematic case. Most men start
at this level when they hit their teens and start noticing girls. They have their first girlfriend, in some
cases this ends up becoming their only partner for their whole life, in many cases it’s their gateway
into serial monogamy, and in a rare few cases it’s the start of a long journey in the sexual market
place.
The second difficulty level is a single man dating multiple women concurrently, either in a noncommittal fashion or with the end goal of filtering out “the one” that he wants to date in a
monogamous manner. This requires slightly more of him in terms of multi-tasking and logistics, such
as keeping track of the stage of each relationship, where he’s taken the different women, taking steps
to avoid them running into each other, and so on. Most men tend to get into this when they start
learning game, alternatively some naturals appear to end up taking this path intuitively. The benefit of
this path is that when you have multiple women in rotation, you become less fixated on an individual
woman, and when a man has sexual abundance, he has more freedom to consider non-sexual
elements in the relationship. The woman also has limited access to your life, limited information and
is more disposable than one to whom you’re committed. At this stage shit tests are rather easy,
because when she drops “So, who was that woman I saw you with Tuesday night?”, you have
multiple outs as they say in poker.
The third difficulty level is cohabitation, when you go from dating a woman to living with her, the
dynamic changes. The major benefit to not living with a woman is that this naturally inspires a level
of dread, because when you are not with her, it’s easy for her to wonder if you are with other women,
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especially if you have a history of dating multiple women of which she is aware. However, perhaps
more importantly, and underestimated in much of game literature is the fact that when you are not
living together, you can make sure that she only sees you on your A-game. Living with a woman
grants her unparalleled access to your life, where the girl you dated but didn’t live with may have
looked through your medicine cabinet, and checked out your dresser when you were out of the room,
the girl you’re living with can toss your whole apartment while you’re at work. She also has access to
you all the time, not just at the moments that you pick. The shit test that you could easily pass when
you were feeling good, had a solid nights sleep, badass workout and just had a week off work, can
become easy to fail if you have a nasty cold, high fever and you’re hopped up on Nyquil. “So, I found
a picture of you and this slut hidden at the bottom of your dresser” is not that easy to pass when you
haven’t slept for a few days, and you’re hopped up on cold medicine. A potential breakup can
potentially also get more messy, since you may be tied into a lease or own a place together, you have
shared furniture, integrated social circles, have introduced each other to your families and so on.
The fourth difficulty is marriage. Marriage and cohabitation are not that different, however the major
distinction comes with the commitment and state involvement when it comes to marriage. You have
simply taken on much more risk, and you have integrated your lives one step further than you did
with cohabitation. Once you sign that marriage license, your financial lives integrated, your families
become one and you usually have to deal with in-laws on a more significant level. It also becomes
even more difficult to end the relationship, especially if it’s on bad terms in that it will involve
lawyers, a ton of paperwork, negotiations over division of assets, and various other legal steps. This
is also the point where long-term financial consequences such as alimony begin to play a part.
The fifth difficulty is when you add in kids. When you take the above and you add in children, you
add many potential variables related to the offspring, one thing is their physical, social and
psychological needs and the stress that can bring both prior to being born but also during pregnancy. I
once had an old man tell me “God makes women c*nts when they’re pregnant to see if the guy will
stick around”. Add in months of little sleep, little time for self-care, and stress, it becomes quite
obvious why this is difficult. If the relationship ends, one can add child support and negotiations
about child custody plus additional time spent in family court.

Summary and Conclusions
The reason that I decided to sit down and write this out, is that I see this idea taking hold among
young men, where the sales pitch is “If you get married and have kids you can retire from the sexual
market place and you help save western civilization”, I can see why this is attractive, because quite
frankly playing the game on level two, can be bloody exhausting but for some men even level one is
a royal pain in the ass. They have to face rejection, anxiety, wondering if the girl likes them, push the
relationship forward towards sex risking rejection every step of the way, and constantly dealing with
changing and unpredictable variables. The second plays on the inborn male need to be part of
something greater, to fulfill his duty, to slay his dragon, it is his legacy of greatness.
However, in doing so they are guilty of the very thing I pointed out that many Jordan B Peterson fans
were doing, they leapfrogged over the first 4 levels of Maslow’s hierarchy of needs and jumped
straight to self-actualization. The problem being that they didn’t want to do the hard work relating to
sorting the basics of their life such as income, getting in shape, learning their own psychological
makeup and building their confidence through testing themselves, they wanted to jump straight to
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morality and metaphysics. Figuring out your own view of ethics and the universe in which we exist
seems much easier than such things as establishing a source of income and sorting out the basics,
because there is no real way to measure how well you’re doing. It’s all abstract, non-concrete states,
and failure does not really exist. When you apply for jobs, attend college or a vocational school, work
a job, lift, get in shape and so on, failure is always looming. Did you get an interview, did you get
good grades in your classes, how was your last performance review, do you lift more than you did
last week, month or year. This is constantly exposing yourself to failure. If you stab someone, you
can always rationalize the stabbing as moral because in stabbing them you sacrificed blood to the god
Chutulu which put of the destruction of the world or something.
In the same way, jumping straight from single man with limited relationship experience into marriage
seems like a good way to get around having to learn the basics such as “Be attractive, don’t be
unattractive“, game, frame, doing countless approaches, building a sample of women, testing out
different relationships, and relationship configurations, as you go along refining your taste in women,
and your ability to tackle the difficulties of relationships. It’s like walking into a casino, putting your
life savings, and half your future income on 00, sure it may occasionally work out, but it’s taking on
an extremely high risk that for most will result in failure. Even if you win, you may now be a
millionaire, without a care in the world, or so you think, but now you have a ton of money without
the good sense for how to manage it. There is a reason why some families can hold onto resources
across generations the family fortune growing with each passing year, and others win $100m in the
lottery and are back to broke as fuck in a couple of years. They had the money ,but not the training in
how to keep it. Much like the man who got married had a relationship but not the training required to
hold on to it. Some get lucky, most don’t.
I’m probably going to get some shit for this from entrepreneur-twitter, but I’d give them the some
advice to illustrate. If you’re currently in working a job, start your business on the side and build it,
once you build it to a point where you’re making good money on your side-business and that it’s a
viable business, then you can make an informed decision with controlled risks about dialing back the
time you spend on work to dedicate more time to the business. I know “Being your own boss” is the
dream many people have, but if you’re spending 40 hours a week at work pulling in $100k a year,
you spend 40 hours a week on your side business running it as a one man-show pulling in another
$100k per year and seeing that you could increase the business to $150k a year if you had another 20
hours a week to put in. Should you quit your job?
Assuming that you want to maximize your income, no. $200k (your current income) + $50k (increase
from the business) – $100k (lost earnings from your job) = -$50k
Hiring an employee to work 20 hours a week at your business for $35k a year on the other hand:
$200k (current income) + $50k (increase from business) – $35k (employee salary) = $15k
So, I’m not against long term relationships, I’m not against monogamous long-term relationships,
hell, for all I care get married but before you decide to play the game on ultra-hard mode at least take
some time to familiarize yourself with it so that you don’t Dunning-Kruger yourself into a situation
that ends up ruining your life long-term. It’s so easy to go for what seems like a simple solution in the
short term, but ends up costing you a lot more long-term. I take the same position with men who are
freshly divorced who get right back into a long-term monogamous relationship without actually
processing, understanding and working through their previous relationship, then a few months or a
few years later they are back in the same position, doing the same things and expecting different
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results.
One of our major benefits as men is that our fertility does not have an expiration date, we can have
children well into our 60s and 70s. I probably wouldn’t recommend waiting that long if you want
kids, but you can do it. So, my position is that before you make a decision that could potentially
impact the rest of your life, make sure that it’s the decision you want to make. Once you have
children, you will have to have a relationship with not only your ex-wife, but with your former inlaws for the rest of your life. If you move in with a woman, that break-up could potentially take 3 –
12 months (depending on the lease/mortgage), the more long-term consequences and risks a decision
has the more knowledge and experience you should have before making it.
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Tinder and Automated Analytics
March 29, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
Earlier this week as I was logging entry number 3000 into my Tinder statistics I found myself going a
bit up in levels of abstraction. The type of work I’m doing with the Tinder statistics is very detailed
and looks into specific workings of the algorithms and systems that Tinder uses in order to make the
app work. One of the recent developments is a little piece of legislation called the Global Data
Protection Regulation (GDPR for short) that gives people the right to request the data that companies
like Tinder and Facebook have collected on them. Thanks to this, a gentleman was able to request all
the data Tinder had on him, and as a side-effect we figured out what data they track on every user.
The classical personal information such as name, email, age, and age bracket selected is not very
interesting, what is interesting is that they track among others:
Your swipes (Right and left)
How many people who swipe left and right on you
Matches
Messages sent and received
Profile completeness
The reason why I found this interesting, is that if we start to reverse engineeer how Tinder works,
those tracked data are the perfect tool for it. Odds are that Tinder also stores other “match related”
things such as time spent looking at a profile before swiping, how many of the people you match with
you actually have a conversation with, we know they track how often you get reported, and so on.
This becomes important later.
If we think of Tinder and other apps as a bar, we all know what a bar has to do in order to do well
(sportsbars and cigarbars excluded), and that is get a lot of hot girls in the door. If your bar has hot
girls, the men will follow and buy them drinks. The girls are attracted to “how cool the bar is” the
guys are attracted to “how hot the girls who think the bar is cool” are. From this perspective, we can
thus outline the 3 major success criteria for Tinder:
A) Keep the girls happy
B) Maximize your user base
C) Keep the men around
Just like a bars revenue is based on a mixture of cover charges and drink sales, Tinder’s revenue is
based on advertising, subscriptions to Plus and Gold, in addition to sales of consumables such as
superlikes and boost. In the night club analogy, sending a girl a super-like is the equivalent of sending
a girl a drink, a boost is equivalent to the club promoter shaking your hand and taking you to your
reserved table with bottle service.
However, the most important man in the bar is the doorman, you see, his job is to:
A) Maintain a good mix of men and women
B) Keep the creeps out
C) Get rid of any troublemakers.
A bar without a solid doorman rapidly becomes a very unpleasant place to be. In the same way,
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Tinder has to walk a fine line between maintaining their female user-base, maximizing their user-base
in general and maximizing the revenue from subscriptions and consumables (which I assume are
mostly bought by men). How does Tinder do this?

The Algorithm and Pattern Recognition
Note that the following is my educated guess at how Tinder’s algorithm works, to begin with I think
it’s a two, potential 3 component concept that is composed of your behavior, the other people on
Tinder’s behavior and general pattern recognition based in a software that is constantly looking for
“Red Flags”.

Your Behavior:
We can start with your behavior, I suspect that Tinder’s analysis starts with the following behaviors:
Swiping Pattern
Matching Pattern
Open Pattern
Response Pattern
Conversation Pattern
Unmatches and Reports
Your swiping pattern comes down to
A) How often do you swipe right or left
B) How quickly do you do it?
It used to be that you could just swipe right on everyone and it would work just fine, however this
behavior demonstrates that you are not very discerning and that you’re hunting for matches rather
than connections. In essence, you are going into the club, grabbing the DJ’s mic, tearing your pants
off on the stage and screaming “Does ANYONE WANT TO FUCK??” Tinder doesn’t like that type
of behavior. Secondly, the behavior can easily be mistaken for automated behavior and Tinder is not
too fond of the various bots selling premium snaps, instagram and porn sites. Hell in some cases
alternative dating sites. On the other hand, a person who purely swipes left is punished as well,
because they are seen as not really wanting to match.
The Second is your matching pattern, how often do you match with people you swipe right on. What
this comes down to is a simple question “Are you playing within your league”, we all date
aspirationally, meaning we try to get someone who is 1 – 3 points above us in SMV, but are you
going way out of your league? I think the reason why Tinder punishes this is that it’s often associated
with the bots, but also because they want people to match.
The third thing is your open pattern, do you open most of your matches or do you leave most of them
hanging? What Tinder is trying to encourage is that people should match, start conversations, go on
dates and whatever else happens afterwards. If you are matching but hardly ever contacting your
matches, then Tinder thinks you are simply match hunting for validation.
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The Fourth thing is response pattern, how do your matches respond when you message them? Do
they respond or do they leave you hanging, while I doubt that Tinder parses all the messages sent
through the service and estimates a response, I do think they view a large amount of non-responders
as you either being unable to come up with a good opening message, or you saying something that
turned the other person off.
The fifth thing is conversation pattern, how often do you have what Tinder deems as a good
conversation with your matches? Are all just you sending a few openers and getting no response, or
do you have longer conversations that Tinder can interpret as being positive but “Decided we didn’t
click well”?
The sixth and last variable is unmatching and being reported. Generally someone unmatching you
right after an opener or reporting you is probably interpreted negatively, while being reported
probably also makes them watch your account harder.
Why do I think these are the main things Tinder is doing with your data? Because it’s exactly what I
would do if I was building a service that aimed to give people the chance to accurately match with
other people. We have to keep in mind that Tinder’s business proposition to its users is “Match with
people you are attracted to who you can build a relationship with” and yes I know it’s more or less a
hook-up app, but Tinder wants the matches to be as accurate as possible.

How the Girls Respond
To go back to my club analogy, if a regular 6/10 dude starts making problems in the club, making
girls cry, annoying the staff and so on, he will be kicked out, and probably have his ass kicked for
good measure. However, if a 10/10 dude, probably a celebrity, or someone with a ton of cash starts
making trouble in the club, he is given a rather wider berth, simply because he is a guy who gives the
club a lot of income. All of us put up with some extra shit from great customers, whether that’s the
guy who comes into the cafe every day at 11 am but orders off the menu or the client who calls you
up at 11 PM on a Saturday to put an order through that nets you a huge commission.
The reason why I suspect Tinder implemented this is that we all know that there has to be two sets of
rules, if Tinder bans a bunch of highly attractive men because they are behaving like bots or get
reported a lot, that makes Tinder less attractive to the women. Secondly, on the girl side, if Tinder
banned all the “bot-like” women who are using it to market their instagrams, by having a profile with
3 – 4 risque pictures of themselves and only having their insta-handle as their bio, Tinder would have
a lot less hot girls. The club doesn’t give a shit if the 10/10s are acting like total cunts as long as men
are buying them drinks all night.
So you can engage in most, if not all of the bad behaviors I outlined above, provided that many of the
opposing sex swipe right on you and open. That seems to offer a certain degree of balance. I think
this is simply a case of the algo being a weight of the former and the latter. For instance, lets say you
score a -8 for your behavior according to points 1 – 6 in the earlier section, however you keep getting
right-swiped by accounts Tinder views as highly desirable, you get away with it.

How Tinder Responds
Unlike the club, Tinder doesn’t have to kick out people who misbehave, it can simply reduce their
visibility to 0, prevent their messages from being seen by anyone, block their super-likes and render
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their boosts ineffective. What this does, is that it effectively makes the app look like it’s still working
you just get very few if any matches, and your response rate goes through the floor. This has the
added benefit that it keeps people paying for subscriptions, buying consumables and swiping, instead
of cancelling their subscription and deleting their account.
If you just simply got banned, then Tinder loses the revenue, and their user-base goes down.

Best Practice if I’m Right
In order to make this somewhat practical, I decided to write out a “Best Practice” if I’m right with an
associated graph. This is based on two things:
A) Knowledge of which data Tinder records
B) Some knowledge I may or may not have about how to set up automated systems to analyze,
categorize and respond.
The graph is pretty simple and is based on some very simple ideas. When it comes to the swipes, bots
are going to be swiping 100% right, because their goal it to distribute their message to the

highest number of matches possible. A
lot of men are also going to swipe 100% right because they are simply looking to maximize their
number of matches. Validation seeking girls with no intention of meeting up with, or even talking to
their matches, or who are there to market their instagram feed to thirsty betas are also going to swipe
right a lot more, but they will never respond.
The core principle here is simple, only swipe right on girls you would be happy to match with and
that you have a 90%+ chance of opening if you match with them.
When it comes to matches you want to be in the 30% – 100% range to be honest. I wrote 30 – 70%
because I suspect that 100% matches would trigger a few automated systems at Tinder HQ because
it’s rare to have a 100% match rate, at least if you are swiping normally and not using Tinder Gold. If
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 1074 of 1188

you are within 30 – 70%, or ideally 50 – 70% you are playing within your league enough that it won’t
set of any Red flags.
For opens, it comes down to the fact that if you match with a lot of people but never talk to them,
then Tinder assumes that they were not good matches. You have to remember, Tinder’s business idea
is to match people up, if it fails to do that, it will eventually go out of business. If you do not open
your match and your match does not open you, it assumes it was a poor match. Also keep in mind
that Tinder does track the length of your messages, and whether you are sending the same message to
multiple people at the same time, and this may set of “Bot flags”.
For responses it goes to the same thing as above, if you get very few responses, rarely get a
conversation out of it, the girls unmatch or even worse, report you, that negatively impacts your
account because Tinder assumes it was a poor match and that you are an asshole in the club. If you
are the hot, rich, asshole in the club you are probably fine, but if you are not then you have a problem.

Summary and Conclusions
My idea behind writing this came from the fact that I’m recording a lot of Tinder data at the moment,
and I want to have a baseline assumption of how everything works until I get colored by the data. In
writing this, I tried to conceptualize based on what data Tinder saves about you, how I would go
about setting up an automated detection system that acts as a bouncer in the club while maintaining
for the best of the enterprise as a foundation principle. This is similar to why I tend to use mute on
twitter rather than block, if I block someone they get that delightful screenshot that they can brag
about, they know I’m no longer seeing their messages and they can create a second, third or fourth
account to keep pestering me. If I mute them, they keep screaming into the blue nothing, doing
nothing except wasting their energy.
I’m not sure that if I’m correct with my assumptions and guesses in writing this essay, however from
the perspective of the fact that Tinder has to automate most of the processes that decides the visibility
of users, by avoiding behaviors on the negative extremes (all right or all left swipes, being out of your
league, never opening, never getting responses and being reported) you will stay under the radar of
the automated systems that are designed to catch bot behavior. I would also recommend that instead
of doing 1 massive swiping session every day, split it up into multiple smaller sessions.

A Final Note on Dating Apps and Text Game
Traditional text game has some rules:
A) Never respond immediately, ideally take [her time to respond+x] to give her an illusion that
you’re busy.
B) Keep a 2:1 message ratio
C) Never write longer messages than her
D) Keep texting to a minimum only use it to set up a meet
I’ve followed these, and still do for my snap, text and whatsapp game, however for Tinder given the
potential risks of the algorithm, I would recommend doing a longer, and on point opener, while
sticking to the rest of the rules, with the exception being D. I suspect that occasionally having longer
conversations in chat on Tinder may avoid triggering some detection flags. This is purely based on
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the fact that Tinder doesn’t know that the 3 messages that were exchanged resulted in a meet up, and
a lot of short, but highly successful messages may be interpreted as something else.
The downside of most commercial grade behavioral analysis software is that it can only identify the
“What” it cannot identify the why. For instance if you text a girl “Hey, meet up at 18 [insert
location]” and she writes “OK” back to you, the software only sees that you sent 1 short message,
then she responded with a short message back, and then no more conversation. This was a highly
successful interaction for you, but for the software it looks like a mismatch.
Most software like this cannot make sense of the patterns that it sees, Tinder’s algo is similar to
Facebooks in that it just locks you harder and harder into an echo-chamber, if you liked a story by
Fox News, you get more Fox news, if you keep liking accounts who never swipe right, never respond
to messages, have no bios except their insta-handle, and are ran by thirst-miners, then Tinder will
keep giving you more or them.

For your information:
I will be on Red Mornings tomorrow with Rian Stone, catch us live at 9 AM EST for the only Red
Pill Morning show: https://t.co/H2LSfrKIia
I will also be on the Red Man Group as usual at 11 AM EST:
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCY0fILilUr601SPy-wc0XUQ/videos
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Alpha and the 1%
April 3, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

The longer I write and participate in this space, the more
I’ve come to appreciate the definition that Roissy came up with for Alpha years ago, a simple,
quantitative, outcome oriented definition [1]. The reason why I’ve come to appreciate this more and
more is that it strips away all the unnecessary veneers that men like to add and leaves us with a single
question “How attractive is he to women?” because, quite frankly that is all most of us are trying to
do, define what women find attractive in men, then help men cultivate those traits in themselves in
order to improve their standing in the sexual market place.
This is also the source for most of my irritation with what I tend to deem “trad-cons”, “moralists” or
other groups, that unfortunately made their way into this space due to a few manosphere staple
authors deciding to launch side-hustles as political pundits. Namely, their muddying of the waters
when it comes to alpha.
Let me clear it up, the term “Alpha” as used in discussion in the Red Pill space tends to mean “Man
who is in the top 10 – 20% of mating success” and is manifested by behaviors and traits that build
attraction. A man can easily be an anti-social man, who is a horrible father, horrible citizen, burns
religious texts every weekend and piss on the flag. The conflation of “Pro-social” with “Successful
mating” had muddied the waters of alpha for the past year or so.
Conversely, the term “Beta” is not a personal attack, a value statement or a slur, it refers simply to
those men who are in the bottom 0 – 80% of mating success, and is often associated with behaviors
and traits that build comfort. A man can easily be pro-social, a solid tax payer, a great father, a deeply
religious man who hoists and salutes the flag on every weekend, yet not be alpha.
Either extreme end on the spectrum has it’s own problem, a man who manifests pure alpha behavior
is likely to never be able to have a decent long-term relationship because he lacks the comfort
behaviors that are necessary for one. While a man who manifests pure beta behavior is likely to never
be able to have any romantic relationships because he lacks the attraction qualities to obtain one.
I*m writing this long and rather self-indulgent definition because I think it’s very important to be
outcome oriented, and to keep in mind:
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A) Simply what these terms mean.
B) What type of men we often deal with in the manosphere.
The terms are quite clear by now, but I decided to bring up the B point because most of the men who
find themselves in this space are not lacking in “Beta” qualities (comfort) they are sorely lacking in
“Alpha” qualities (attraction). This is important to keep in mind, because what their target outcome
consists of, is them becoming a more attractive man.
Not to society, not to their peer group of men, not to their fellow citizens, their religious affiliation, or
the tax man, but to women. Add to it, that these men are often not very well-versed in what women
find to be attractive, thus they may fall for the encouragement to double-down on their ego-invested,
“Good Boy” qualities, it’s less uncomfortable for them.
Also, by advising them to do so, you are sending a man who is desperately thirsty, and who asks you
for water, and sending him to a spring with only salt-water. When some of us tell men “Get into the
top 10 – 20% of men in terms of attractiveness to women” we can give them concrete advice such as
grooming, lifting, self-improvement, good financial habits, sorting out their logistics and so on. This
helps them more from anywhere in the top 0 – 80% towards the top 20% with a clear, objective,
outcome oriented program.
You can even add KPIs for it:
[Number of Gym sessions in the last 30 days]
[Progress on lift A, B, and C]
[Visited the barbershop]
[Money saved]
I’m sorry I’m great with KPIs but even I can’t come up with a solid set of KPIs for a man’s spiritual
journey, his metaphysical growth or his progress towards self-actualization.

The Top 10 – 20%
This is a continuation of a discussion I started with Rian on our last Red Mornings, on how I think a
lot of guys are conflating the Top 10 – 20% with the Top 1%. If you can get into the top 1%,
Donovan has a great point that being A+ at one thing gets you laid more than being B+ at everything,
however the A+ is a very difficult brass ring to reach. People who are able to grasp it are often people
who view grasping that ring as an end in itself, rather than what it is for most of us, namely a means
to an end.
To give you an example, I enjoy lifting, my weeks aren’t the same if I can’t get to the gym at least 2 –
3 times, but I have no aspirations for being a competitive powerlifter, strongman or bodybuilder. I lift
purely for esthetics and I do so to get laid more. This means that unlike someone who is trying to be
an IFBB bro, a fitness model, I’m not willing to go past those diminishing returns. I do the 20% of
the work to get 80% of the results, then I leave the rest on the table.
This is what I mean by getting into the top 10 – 20%, Get the 80% of the results that you can get
without a huge effort, then focus on building value in other others. To illustrate this I’m going to refer
to Martin Bekhan of Leangains and his Maximum Muscular Potential of drug-free athletes [2]
Martin’s formula is simple, understandable and a great example for this:
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(Height in centimeters – 100) = Body weight in kilo (“shredded”, i.e. 5-6% body fat)
So a guy who is 180 cm (5 ft 10) has a maximum muscular potential shredded of about 80 kg (176
lbs)
Add a bit of body fat and he’ll be sitting at maybe 185 lbs normally (10% BF), with a lean mass
around 175 lbs. This is the peak lean mass for his height, combined with low, but maintainable body
fat. This puts him in the top 1% of drug-free physiques, and most likely within the top 2 – 3% of total
physiques.
So what does say top 5 – 10% look like, 175 lbs lean mass, 190ish lbs total weight, that’s about 15%
body fat, still high lean mass, but a bit more body fat. Perhaps, 185 with slightly less lean mass, lets
say 170 lbs of lean mass, 14 – 15% body fat, or variations that are within that range.
The above can be maintained by a fairly dedicated, but not particularly obsessive or focused lifter,
and combined with other pleasures in life such as dating, enjoying good food, good drinks or missing
a lifting session or 3 once in a while.
I’m writing this because I’m becoming somewhat concerned that there is a perception among some
content consumers within this space, that unless you’re Lee Priest in contest shape, you’ll never get
laid. Unless you got Dan Bilzarian money you’ll never get laid, unless you have Peak-Mystery level
game or a beard as glorious as George Bruno’s, you’re never getting laid, and this is setting yourself
up to fail.
I’m not saying “Sell yourself short and slack off”, I’m saying find a happy medium between the guy
who’s 450 lbs, sitting in a 1 room apartment, collects disability and plays COD all night and the
outlier within a given field. Plus, do not become so narcissistic that you think you’ll be able to outdo
people who are very focused and experts in their area.
Whether you are in the bottom 1% or the top 10%, you should always aspire to be better, and to
achieve your target outcomes, but if you are only focused on how everything in your life will be
perfect once you reach that top 20%, top 10%, top 5% or top 1%, you’re setting yourself up for
disappointment, A great physique is built 1 rep and 1 spoonful at a time, keep working on anything
with dedication, commitment, knowledge and direction and you will move forwards and get better
every day. If you fuck up, it can be fixed, it’s not the end of the world, but do not expect a 19 year old
playboy model to drop into your lap the second you get that six-pack.
Focus on becoming better, and dating hotter girls, one step at a time.
Sources:
[1] https://heartiste.wordpress.com/2007/09/19/defining-the-alpha-male/
[2] https://leangains.com/maximum-muscular-potential-of-drug-free-athletes-updated-dec-31st/
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Hypergamy and Looks
April 13, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
I have a lot of respect for Rollo Tomassi, The Rational Male, for all the criticisms he has levied at
him on a day by day basis, there is very little use in attempting to deny the contributions that he’s
made to our collective understanding of female sexual selection. However, on some occasions, I find
myself wondering if the sheer volume of legendary essays he’s produced over the past decade
contribute to the fact that critics and fans alike, fail to understand some of his more salient points.
He’s sheer proclivity and productivity can on occasion make it difficult to grasp the salient points.
Very few places is this more obvious than in discussions of hypergamy and looks. Rollo himself
authored two great essays on looks that I would recommend for all men the classic “Looks count”
and “Have a look” however Rollo also authored many essays on the concept of Hypergamy, which is
a fancy word for saying “Women are looking for the best reproductive deal at all times” (I would link
various essays by Rollo on Hypergamy but I only have 2k words to write this essay).
Many men seem to read either both sets of essays or merely one and then make their conclusion
“Looks do no matter, I’ll get fat, dress like shit and skip my shower” or “Looks are everything, if I
was born 5 ft 8 and with red hair I’m fucked”, neither of these are correct.
Just for the sake of proving once and for all that the red pill is not a cult, I will point out that I
disagree with Rollo’s quote from “Looks count”
“Your bulletproof Game and charming personality wont make you look any better when your shirt
comes off.”
In that in my experience, one my shirt comes off, the girl is already naked and there is no going back.
However, this is a digression from the main point of this essay. The way I view it, hypergamy is
quantitative, “Does this guy measure up?”, “Does he have enough value to be inside me?”, “Is he tall
enough for me to ride him?”.
Looks are qualitative, “Is this my preferred way of scratching my itch?”. On a recent Red Man Group
episode Jon from Modern Life Dating explicated this in the statements “OMG that guy has a pink
jacket I want him to fuck me right now” vs. “OMG that guy has a fucking pink jacket, he has to be
gay”. It’s very easy to fall into the trap of thinking that as long as you are high enough SMV, have a
strong enough frame, show enough dominance traits and so on, a woman cannot help herself. Women
become mesmerized in the presence of high value men. However this is not the case.
Having a high value will grant you more mating opportunities, you get shot down less, you get laid
more however you can never hit that 100% hit ratio. If it was merely a qualitative judgment by the
women, then it would naturally follow that if you hit high enough value, then all girls would find
your irresistible. However, this is a phenomenon in poorly written literotica novels more than a facet
of reality.
This is where the qualitative aspect kicks in, some girls like musicians, some girls hate musicians,
some girls love men in uniforms, some don’t, and female preference is the difference between a “Hell
Yes” girl and a lukewarm prospect. Women do not see men who are lower than them in SMV, a man
who is lower than a woman’s self-perceived SMV may as well be invisible. However, women do see
men who are at the right SMV level, yet do not quite hit the spot. This is where “He was hot … but
…” comes from.
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Women have preferences in the same way men have preferences and being “hot enough” is not
enough, if the man has a specific preference for a given type of woman. You can be a perfect value
for a woman, but not be “her type” and this is the major challenge with developing “bullet-proof”
frameworks to help men become successful in the sexual market place.
We can teach you the game, get you lifting, sort out your diet, get rid of those trash shoes and cargo
shorts, however we cannot guarantee that the specific look that your particular one-itis is looking for
will automatically land you in bed with her.
That’s why I think the Red Pill catch phrase has to be akin to “We cannot get you that girl, but we
can get you those girls” because we cannot promise that you will get that one girl you really want, but
if you do what we tell you, you will get plenty of other girls for whom you fit their model.

Summary and Conclusions
To summarize in this rather short rant, there are general, quantitative things you can do in order
improve your position in the sexual market place. This would be the business equivalent of
improving general product quality, service deliverables and so on. Then there are qualitative things
that you CAN do in order to improve your results in the sexual market place, which relate to
differentiation.
I wear a suit for work every day, some girls love a guy in a suit, some girls view it as the embodiment
of male privilege, dominance and surrendering individuality for financial success. You cannot please
both 100% of the time, however you can make a cold-read on a girl and estimate which group she
falls into. However, if you fake your look for that one date, and she becomes a plate, that requires
more work to maintain.
Thus, the point of this rant, is that even if you dial your sexual market value to 11, you cannot get
every girl. Women have preferences, just as men do and this is what I think a lot of men are confused
about.
“If I can make myself a 10, I’ll have every girl I want!”
No man, if you make yourself a 7 with the right look, you can get certain types of girls, if you
maximize your SMV to 10, without a look you become the best toilet paper that doesn’t make a girl’s
ass sore.
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Meta: Game and Manipulation
April 19, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

Ever since I got into game many years ago, I’ve been
told that “Game” is manipulating women to have sex with you. When I looked up the term
“manipulate” I found two definitions that are both applicable to this context:
1. control or influence (a person or situation) cleverly or unscrupulously.
2. handle or control (a tool, mechanism, information, etc.) in a skilful manner.
The former is clearly what the critics of game are referring to with their accusation, and I can
understand their perspective. After all Game is a collection of tools that allow men to become more
successful in the sexual sphere and in relationships, thus one could easily argue that a man who
employs game is not being his genuine self, he is using a framework in order to be a better version of
himself or a different person all together.
This was one of my major criticisms of the highly scripted game models that were in vogue in the
early 2000s until about 2010, that were based on accurate and detailed models of what to do, what to
say and how to behave. In this context game is manipulation, if we look into the morality of utilizing
game, I suppose that one could argue that it could fail the test of the categorical imperative, it could
also fail in terms of social rules that tend to be anti-manipulation, however the funnier thing here is
that we all constantly manipulate each other subconsciously. Much of what constitutes the field of
“Leadership” in modern business is a string of tactics that permit the manipulation of employees with
carrots and sticks.
Then one moves into consequence ethics which is perhaps the most interesting area and where the
shades of grey become very clear. If we take the Married Red Pill subreddit for instance, it is a
collection of men attempting to help other men salvage and improve their long-term relationships. If
this helps in making both the women and the men happy, is that not a good thing? On the other hand
if a man utilizes game to sleep with hundreds of women without any intent beyond the sex, one could
argue that this is a bad thing. However, from my perspective as long as the women enjoyed
themselves, the men enjoyed themselves, both parties got something good out of it. This is also where
I think “Leave her better than you found her” is accurate, when you take a girl home, out on a date or
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wherever, make sure she gets a good experience.
I hope you can see by now why I tend to shy away from arguments based in morality when it comes
to game, namely because it is very easy to get trapped in a quagmire of differing moral perspectives,
rules and judgments without making any real progress or even coming closer to an answer. Morality
is great fun in discussions, but rarely leads to rapid, sustainable progress.
I can also understand why women take offense to game, there are two primary reasons that come to
mind:
1. If game works in a reliable, predictable way, then it follows that women are not the complex,
intuitive, snowflakes that they like to view themselves as.
2. If game works, that takes away a woman’s self-perceived right to be the arbitrator of both who
gets sex and who gets a relationships.
The latter is the most interesting thing from from my perspective, in that in an ideal world women
would like to know every single thing about every single guy that they sleep with. There is little more
repugnant to women that a guy who “doesn’t get it” can be perceived by her as a guy who “just gets
it“, and thus slips one past the goalie.
In this sense, game is bad because it allows men who aren’t the high value guys she wants, to appear
as if they are. Perception is rarely reality and thus the consequence is that she will potentially be
saddled with the offspring of a guy who isn’t a good hypergamous bet for her.
So what is my view?
In an ideal world, game and The Red Pill should not need to exist. Likewise, in an ideal world men in
their 30s and 40s wouldn’t need a Jordan B. Peterson to tell them to stand up straight, clean their
room, wash their penis, tuck in their shirt, pull up their pants and get the fuck off his lawn.
In a normal world, men should learn game from their friends, their male family members and it
should be a part of the socialization process. In the same way that we learn things like “Say please
and thank you“, that we should keep our pants on in public and how it’s completely unacceptable to
punch someone in the face. We should learn how to interact with women, how to build tension,
attraction, and how to be a solid man.
The first rule is: Be attractive
The second rule is: Don’t be unattractive
However, most men today have not been told how to be attractive and how not to be unattractive,
they are raised in front of computer monitors, with few if any competent brothers, uncles, or other
male family members. Most of the time the men who find the red pill and game, including myself are
men who did not learn this when they were teenagers as they should have.
The teenage years is the time when boys and girls learn how to interact with each other. So, when a
boy is told “be nice to her to get her to like you” he interprets this as “never do anything that has the
potential to upset her“, so he doesn’t tease her, never breaks rapport, never touches her without
explicit consent, waits for IOIs to be sure that he isn’t intruding and that his approach is desired.
When a boy is told “Buy her a drink“, what he hears is “demonstrate that you are a good provider”
so he plans a 17 step first date that costs $8000 and then is shocked when she is a bit put off that he
would invest so much in a person he doesn’t even know.
Perhaps most importantly when a boy have been told all these things, have tried them out many
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times, with little if any success, and then observes “Chad” with the neck-tat, pull a girl off the dance
floor, and proceed to bang her in the bathroom, this fuels resentment. After all Chad hasn’t paid his
dues with dinners, flowers, movies, and being nice. He just pulled her off the dance floor and showed
his tongue down her throat. As it goes, he sees Chad do this over and over again, he might just check
out from the SMP, he may develop resentment towards both Chad and the women who prefer being
banged out by Chad over wooed by a traditional gentleman such as himself, and he may end up doing
something very stupid.
In a way, our current social order are setting men up to fail, because young men are not being
socialized to interact with women in a natural way, look at how boys and girls around ages 4 – 10
play with each other. Most young boys are “Alpha” by default, they pull the girl’s hair, teases them,
accuse them of having cooties, randomly walk away when something more interesting happens, and
so on. However, once a boy hits puberty or thereabout, we set about beating their natural alphaness
out of them in favor of making them “upstanding, good young men who will become productive
citizens“.
Thus, the ironic turn of events is that the final test of a young man’s alpha is whether he maintains his
frame as teachers, parents, and other adults try to beat the alpha out of him. If they succeed you
become beta, if they fail you become sexually successful.
Therefore, in a sense what I view the role of game and the red pill as, is not as a way of turning men
into something they are not, I view it as reverting them to what they were supposed to be before
society broke them.
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An Update on Gendernomics
April 20, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As many of you are aware, Gendernomics has not been available for
purchase for the past 3 – 4 months. I took it down to do a little bit of work on it in preparation for the
launch of Gendernomics: Building Value which is the follow up title.
I’m happy to announce that the original Gendernomics and Gendernomics: Building Value will be
available again on Amazon.com, hopefully next week.
There haven’t been many changes to Gendernomics, just fixing a few issues with the previous
version, however both books will be featuring new cover art by Rian Stone.
For those of you who are interested in what Book 2 is about a gentleman by the name of Jack Napier
was kind enough to do a preview for me on youtube where he reads the introduction to
Gendernomics: Building Value
He is very talented when it comes to doing audio and I’m grateful that he took the time to create the
above clip.
Gendernomics: Building Value is currently being read by some of the highest profile men in our little
corner on the internet and barring feedback that will require a lot of fixes, I should be good to put
both books back up by the end of next week.
Best regards
Carl
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Of Carrots and Sticks
May 1, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In the last couple of weeks, I’ve received a couple of
really interesting reader questions that I think have some synergy. One gentleman spoke of how he as
a red pill men can find other red pill men to hang out with, because he finds it very tiring to only hang
out with “blue pillers” and secondly, he would like to have a group of men who can support each
other on the journey.
The second gentleman asked me a fairly straight forward question of how I manage to both work in
corporate and be red pilled. The implicit idea being that as a red pill man you have to employ law 38
“Law 38: Think as you like, but behave like others” Robert Greene
The reason why I view these questions as having much synergy, in that they are both reflective of the
same desire, in the case of the former question, being able to be surrounded by men who share your
perspective, have similar goal and act as a tribe, in other words; being included. In the case of the
latter, the balance between being your authentic self, while you are surrounded by people who do not
share your perspective, and would be likely to exclude you, if you reveal your authentic self.
Inclusion vs. Exclusion, feeling united by a common bond and shared goals vs. feeling alone and
frightened in the crowd.

Surrounded by The Red Pill
To be quite honest, the only time I spend with Red Pill men is the time I spend engaged in the
community, either on twitter, as a panelist on The Red Man Group, and doing Red Mornings with
Rian. The rest of my time, I work a corporate job, I go to the gym, I go on dates, hang out with plates,
and most of that time, I’m dealing with civilians.
Hanging out with Red pill men has it’s upsides, because you have men who keep you accountable,
take away your ability to rationalize, and friendly competition between men have always been a great
tool for progress. I told the story of how myself and a few friends who also ran game would go out
and have a contest where the guy who had the most spectacular blow-out in a set would drink for free
that night. This is an example of how being surrounded by other men on the same path can be very
beneficial in the same way that having a work-out partner who is slightly more into training than you
can be beneficial.
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Not only are they a great source of information and a partner to swap notes with, they are also there
to be motivated when you are not, be disciplined when you are not, and shame the crap out of you
when you are slacking. Very few people have the discipline and motivation to not fuck up a meal or
skip a work-out in a year.
However, I think being submerged in the Red Pill subculture on a constant basis can be a bad thing,
because we have to keep in mind, most of our time is spent interacting with civilians. Now, I hold the
position that women are both naturally red pilled, while at the same time it is impossible for women
to be red pilled. I realize that this sounds contradictory, however, what I mean by that is that women’s
instincts and sub-conscious behavior is naturally red pilled, women’s conscious mind and logos are
not.
The simplest way to understand this dichotomy is watching what a woman does, and then comparing
it to what she says. Over the past 4 – 5 years since I got back into the community after a long hiatus,
we have ample examples of “Red Pill Women“, usually in their late twenties to late thirties, who
while on one hand argue that men need to embrace their masculine duty, be virtuous and get married,
who simultaneously sleep with and slide into the DMs of community leaders.
This means that even if all the men in the world went red pill, you would still need to interact with
women as civilians, in a world where at most 1% of men are red pilled, you are constantly dealing
with civilians. Thus, training yourself to compartmentalize your red pill persona is important.
I’m going to quote something Rian said on last week’s Red Man Group episode “White belts talk the
most about karate”.
You are not your brother’s keeper, it is not your duty to spread the gospel to other men. Pick your
moments, perhaps share an episode of The Red Man Group, Red Mornings, or one of our essays or
books when you see that the man would be receptive to the idea. If a guy was just cheated on, give
him a copy of The Rational Male, if a guy is complaining that he can’t get girls, offer to take him to
the gym, clothes shopping, to get a decent haircut or otherwise help him out with the physical
problem he has, then deal with the perspective later.

Red Pilled and Corporate
The corporate environment is rather complex to be in, and the red pill perspective is not really the
only thing you have to hide about yourself. I have very strict rule-sets for what I will and will not
discuss or talk about at work, which does mean part of my authentic self is suppressed. The struggle I
suspect the gentleman is suffering from is feeling as if he is “faking it”, it’s a problem of
compartmentalization.
One of my early lessons in the corporate world was that adaptability and personae control is
paramount. If you are a military man, you have to deal with the fact that the military has a strong
hierarchy that at all levels depends on every man following orders (within certain parameters) in
order for the large machinery that is a modern military to work. It doesn’t matter if you think your
CO is an idiot or that the top brass have no idea what is going on on the group, you follow orders.
Corporate is often very similar in that you have to navigate a hierarchy, you have to deal with people
with widely different personalities, perspectives on life, who are from different generations and have
different backgrounds, your job is to make that work. You do that by being a “smooth operator”,
which means that you at all times think in a goal-oriented fashion, “What are we trying to
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accomplish“, and efficiently “What is the best way to accomplish our goal“. The nature any
organization is that you will have different groupings and people who have different ideas about the
best way of doing anything, what is the most important thing that should be done, and even about
what the best possible outcome is, your job is to navigate that as a “smooth operator”.
Quite frankly, I think having to deal with the former is great training for a red pill man, because your
learn how to be Machiavellian, how to work the system and how to operate like a diplomat rather
than as a despot.
This is where I suspect the gentleman who asked me the question is struggling, tailoring his approach
and persona to different situations, contexts and groupings. I get it, tailoring your image is hard work,
you have to consider a lot of different input variables and determine the best approach to getting your
desired outcome, and it’s just so much more comfortable and easy to “Just be yourself“.
His solution to this problem was entrepreneurship, however I think that owning and running your
own company gets much too good a reputation in our sphere. Running your own business in most
cases, as long as “your own business” is more than an online “one man show“, perhaps with a single
digital assistant helping you out with emails requires a higher degree of smoothness, pragmatism,
efficiency and goal oriented thinking. On top of that it requires that you constantly be aware of
various value chain interactions.
As an entrepreneur you are always walking that fine line of maintaining pragmatism, goal-oriented
thinking and efficiency, while maintaining happiness among your employees, your suppliers, your
buyers, your partners, and minimizing drama and conflict among those parties.
This is very similar to game on an abstract level, because you must remain pragmatic, goal oriented
and think in terms of efficiency to maintain your value, keep your supply chain going, you need to
maintain a degree of happiness among your plates, you need to minimize drama and conflict.
Authority is an important factor here, but the larger and more complex an organization grows, the
more difficult it becomes to govern it with authoritarianism. If you are managing a restaurant and one
of your servers is creating drama, you can fire that person and replace them fairly easily on short
notice. If you are managing a large business, perhaps one that is dependent on knowledge workers,
has heavy training requirements and so on. The lead time on replacing someone can be months, and
while you’re working on replacing them, you are losing money and business because you are
operating sub-maximally.

Summary and Conclusions
Every way you elect to live life, has consequences. If you elect to move 2000 miles into the
wilderness, live on a small homestead, hunt for food, gather wood, erect a small log-cabin and go for
that Henry-David Thoreau lifestyle, then you can be more your authentic self, because you are not
dependent on other people at all.
If you work a corporate job, have a family, or otherwise elect to include people in your life, the less
authentically can you be yourself because you always have to walk that line between yourself and
others. When I get told something like “Yeah Shelly cheated on Dave with John, apparently the affair
has been going on for months” at work, I say something like “That’s so sad, I hope they work it out”
then I move on. I do not feel the need to explain that we’ve all seen that Dave has been complacent
for years, have skipped out on doing the work, and probably hasn’t gotten laid in years, and that
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Shelly has stayed in shape, handled her business and that what happened was just hypergamy in
practice.
I also do not feel the need to explain in detail, via rant in public that the reason why initiative XYZ
went to shit was that all the people they put on it were incompetent, the plan was not reality-checked
and that the whole thing was a pet-project that is not in line with corporate strategy. I simply request
permission from my boss to do an evaluation, citing that the project could be a source of
organizational learning, that could assist in developing useful policies and procedures to prevent such
events in the future.
It would be a hell of a lot more satisfying to dress down people you do not respect, who have gotten
their positions due to politics rather than merit, in public in a rant that makes Alec Baldwin in
“Glengarry Glen Ross” look understated, subtle, and indirect, but it would not lead to the desired
outcome and would elicit a lot of blowback against you that will come back to bite you in the ass in
the future.
However, that is “just be yourself” in a corporate setting, just like vomiting emotions and
compliments at a girl that you just took to a $1000 first date dinner is “just be yourself” in a game
setting.
To end on an observation, the smoothest operators I meet are rarely the men who have never had a
boss, the entrepreneurs who have always been their own boss and always had their ass on the line.
These men can be successful, but even Steve Jobs learned to temper his despotic tendencies in his last
tenure at Apple.
The smoothest operators are often the men who have worked extensively in some form of liaison
capacity, where their job is to get multiple organizations, with very different cultures, complex
stakeholder configurations, to cooperate, while having no formal authority over the resources they are
dependent on to realize the outcome. These people have their stick taken away, they do not have
much of a carrot to use either, so they are purely dependent on persuasion and people management
skills to get the job done.
The best skill-set you could elect to include in your skill-stack is the ability to read and manage
people without formal authority. You have no formal authority over the women you run game on,
you also cannot outright pay them in cash, well you can but then your game is not the reason you are
getting laid. Good game, is being able to get laid, without formal authority, and without paying the
girl off, it’s persuading her to work with you to realize an outcome that you both enjoy, and which is
what you wanted to begin with.
To end this on my favorite quote by Machiavelli
“The lion cannot protect himself from traps, and the fox cannot defend himself from wolves.
One must therefore be a fox to recognize traps, and a lion to frighten wolves.”

A Note
I recently re-released Gendernomics and released my new book Gendernomics: Building Value on
amazon.
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Of Clubhouses and Civilians
May 6, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

One of the phrases I’ve coined in my time back in this
space was “A spoonful of sugar makes the medicine go down, but for a man to take the red pill
requires a kick in the balls” , I’m sure a lot of people just assumed this was a funny turn-of-phrase to
highlight how difficult it is to get a man to take the red pill, however the serious meaning behind it, is
that The Red Pill has a very narrow market appeal. Game, Pick-up material, work-out advice, style
advice, grooming advice, hell even a cooking show for men has a huge broad market appeal. After
all, what guy doesn’t want to look good, feel good, get laid and eat well?
However, the “Red Pill lens” is a very hard sell for one simple reason, it requires accepting some
very harsh truths about men, about women, about intersexual dynamics and about the world at large.
In many cases, it requires you to accept that you’ve put years, maybe even decades of effort and
resources into investments that never had any value. The right mindset to be willing, and even
grateful for the opportunity requires a man who has been pushed to a limit where he is feeling so
much pain, frustration and anguish that he is willing to try literally anything to improve.
This is why the majority of the influx that come to The Red Pill specifically are men who have dated
crazy women, gotten hit hard in divorces or otherwise live in abject misery. For most men, they need
to be pushed to a crucible, where they find the catalyst for not only wanting to change, but being
forced to change. When you come to The Red Pill, the medicine hurts almost as much as the sickness,
and nobody is going to subject themselves to chemo unless they have cancer.
My favorite Rational Male essays are “Betas in waiting” and Saving the best” these are Rollo’s finest
work, but they are also the most jarring. A man who reads these essays without being in the right
mind-state is just going to outright reject the narrative within them and run back to his illusion. Thus,
there is an ample market for the “purple pill”, which is a less harsh, and more marketable worldview
because “A woman can never love you how you want to be loved” is just plan too harsh.
It’s correct, but it’s harsh. For this reason, The Red Pill has become something of a clubhouse for
only men who have been pushed to that point. It reminds me of the military in that before they can
build you up, they have to tear you to shreds. The world tears these men apart, and The Red Pill
builds them back up stronger.
To be quite frank, we are seeing a lot more of what Rian Stone referred to as a “Balkanization” of
The Red pill and the manosphere in general. We have Red Pill men, TRP subreddit veterans,
Tradcons, Pleighboys, MGTOW, and various groups all advocating for their particular take and
prescriptions. The funny thing about it, we all seem to agree on the core materials, but everyone has
their take on the prescription.
I get it, this little clubhouse is fun, but if we keep infighting, splitting the community into little
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kingdoms each with their own views on “Now that you know the red pill, here is what you should
do“, as long as people do not put cooperation first, the community will not reach a critical mass
where it can break into the mainstream, at least among men, prospective recruits will be turned off
from the community because it appears like a bunch of douchebags all fighting to be top dog, and
most importantly you are making it easy to split the community pizza into an increasing number of
slices, until little remains other than a bunch of people taking shots at each other over the prescription
counter.

Fuck the 4th Wall
I could leave the Carl mask on for this, but to be fucking honest, I’m going to let the Carl Persona
take a little well-deserved break, he gets a little spergy sometimes, and I’ll have John the corporate
psychopath jump through the 4th wall and tell you exactly why this keeps happening:
We all love to talk about what happens when women enter a male space, the focus of the space
slowly shifts away from the activity the men were working to accomplish and towards the goal of the
woman, which is to lock down the highest value male. This results in that a previously cooperative
group of men start fighting each other for the top spot in the hierarchy, which has the effect of
breaking down group cohesion. Without this cohesion, the men no longer associate, and thus their
project ends up never being finished.
What we have here, is a big clubhouse that is slowly breaking down into many small clubhouses
because everyone wants to be top dog, that’s how this shit works. Men try to establish themselves as
the top dog and shot-caller in the main group, when they fail to do so, they manufacture a public
conflict to give them a legitimate reason to break away. Usually this plays out over a some time
where they slowly build support behind the scenes, plan their strategy, then at an opportune moment
when they sense weakness, they strike and try to create division so they can hijack the main group or
at least try to take a good chunk of followers with them.
This is really fucking easy to do in the manosphere, because a huge part of the community are gossip
hungry drama queens who love to watch daddy and daddy fight. A large part of the community have
fuck-all social skills and the only two game techniques they ever learned were AMOGs and negs. But
not even good AMOG, just “MOAR ALPHA” and shit talking, you know, the type of AMOG tactic
that if used in the real world would get you a beating. Add to it some overblown egos, some
narcissism, and the fact that most men do not bother looking behind the curtain and a competent
Machiavellian could probably blow up the manosphere in 30 days or less.
In doing so, they frequently manage to establish themselves as top dog in a breakaway group that has
less influence, less adherents and less power. This gets them what they ultimately wanted, their own
little kingdom, however it comes at a terrible cost to the big picture. Not only do such schisms cause
the larger group and movement to lose momentum, influence, and power. It also turns prospective
new members off, and negatively influence how outsiders see movement. The Manosphere already
has a massive freaking public-relations problem, we have a reputation for being misogynists, bigots,
sexists, for being overly aggressive idiots with hair-triggers who cannot get along with anyone. The
worst part is that most people who are involved do not stop long enough to realize that they are
pawns in a gambit for queens bid to be king.
However, they are not doing it to get access to the few women that associate with the red pill (for the
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most part), largely we are talking about men who are after status and notoriety, they want narcissistic
supply and admiration, more than money. I’ll be honest, I’m more concerned about these men than
the grifters, because at least you can tell quite easily if an account owner is only after money, because
they always take a lb of flesh for each oz they leave.
This type of man would rather be king of the ashes than an equal partner in prosperity, because what
matters to them is not the community, not income, not helping others, not producing content, but their
own status and the recognition they get simply for being a top of the hierarchy. However, the
manosphere is largely a meritocracy, the men who are at the apex are there because they put in the
work, and continue to put in the work. Creating content, networking, being available on social media,
answering emails and blog comments, doing podcasts and everything else. It is as the old adage goes:
“If you cannot blind them with brilliance baffle them with bullshit”
So instead of men competing at creating the most value for the community, we get men engaging in
twitter beef, AMOGing, trolling, which at best is a distraction, but at worse lead to content creators
spending their time deflecting and dealing with drama instead of creating content. This is a lose-lose
proposition for anyone except the poorly disguised Machiavellian only out for their own status and
willing to burn this community to ashes in their pursuit of status within it.

Summary and Conclusions
I think of what we are trying to do as a noble pursuit. The world kicks the crap out of men, then once
their have been shredded much in the same way the military shreds a new recruit, they come here and
we try to build them back up. However, a lot of men kill themselves, many never find us and suffer in
misery, the content and the men willing to help them are here, but they have no idea we exist. In
order for them to find us, we have to be more visible.
I would like more men to be able to be able to take the journey I’ve traveled myself, because in the
end all that pain and suffering I went through helped me become a man who lives life on his terms. I
want The Red Pill to have more influence and be more well-known. This is largely why I decided to
approach every man who creates content in this space with an outstretched hand offering cooperation,
and why I block very rarely.
Have I been perfect in this? No, not at all. However, to my knowledge, I’ve never started a beef, I’ve
only partaken in them when I felt it was absolutely necessary. Not because of being conflict avoidant,
but because I see the game for what it is, men wanting to maintain their clubhouse which is the only
place they have any status, or men wanting to create a clubhouse where they can have status.
Don’t let the big picture be ruined by men who are only out to maintain their status as a 3 eyed fish in
a toxic, sludge filled puddle, when we could invited many more fish into a great big lake.
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Of Criticisms, Complaints and The Red Pill
May 9, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I normally do not make it a habit to address various
Twitter and other forum beef in long-form essays, for the most part I attempt to keep the blog
separate from other forums, except for sharing content. However, I find that there are a few
complaints and a bit of criticism that is often launched on other forums that I feel should be dealt with
on here.
Now, before I go into that, if you are a Gendernomics or Gendernomics: Building Value owner, I
welcome all feedback on the books and my twitter DMs are open, specifically as customers, I want to
hear and appreciate your feedback.

Complaints
By far the most common complaint that I get on twitter or other forums is “[Insert content creator]
blocked me“, let me make this clear, I have in the past intervened when a content creator I know
blocked a long-term follower of mine, or someone that I know, I will not intervene for someone I
have no relationship with.
Secondly, when you run a large twitter account, you log-in to a lot of notifications, and when you
tweet about the topics that myself and other content creators within this space write about, you get a
lot of hate, especially from new accounts with barely any followers, so I do not blame any large
account for blocking accounts that open with insults, ridicule or any form of disrespect.
If this is why you were blocked, I suggest some charm school classes.
A second common complaint are those that act as if the Red Pill has a set formal hierarchy, expect
content creators to police other content creators, and quite frankly seek to create beef for the
enjoyment of the peanut gallery. Alternatively, those who seek to start beef with larger accounts
because they want attention. Sorry, I’m not my brother’s keeper, if a content-creator or other high
visibility Red Pill persona does something I disagree with, I may talk to them in private or I may
distance myself from them to avoid getting caught in the cross-fire when they start drama, but I’m not
going to duke it out in public unless it’s absolutely necessary.
In those few instances where I’ve been involved with public beefing, I always talked to one or more
of the parties in private first, and only partook in the public actions because I deemed it absolutely
necessary.
The third complaint, gets its own chapter, because it’s somewhat an amalgamate of the first two;
those who’s complain goes something like “I criticized [Insert content creator] on twitter (funnily
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enough it’s always Twitter), and he blocked me!”
In short form, Twitter is not a good medium for discourse in general, nor is it a good medium for
debate. Secondly, most high profile accounts (read as those with 10.000 or more followers) tend to
get a lot of mentions and notifications, it’s easy to get lost in the mire. Thirdly, and perhaps most
importantly, few if any of the content creators use Twitter as a debate medium, nor enjoy spending
their whole evening responding to drive-by criticisms. Finally, and perhaps most importantly, I
personally use Twitter with the following objectives:
A) Share content and thoughts that are not suited for a long-form essay (jokes, Tinder tips, general
game advice, observations on topics non-related to intersexual dynamics).
B) Interact with people who buy my books and read my blog.
C) Interact and build relationships with other content creators.
D) As a marketing channel for my blog and my books.
If I spend a whole evening debating one person, that does not contribute to any of those four
objectives. It steals time that I could use talking to my readers, answering questions I get in DMs
from men who want my help, planning RMG or Red Mornings, or entertaining myself and others
with funny tweets.
However, I do recognize that a lot of men have criticisms of The Red Pill and Red Pill theory and
would like to share their take on it, so I’m going to offer what I think is a good avenue for it.

Criticisms
Let me begin by saying that the Red Pill does not have a formal hierarchy whereby people are
promoted and demoted. There is only one way to climb the ladder to a position of influence, and that
is your contributions to Red Pill Theory. Rollo got nicknamed “The Godfather” because he is the
most prolific and influential writer in our niche, not because of starting beef with the top guys when
he started writing. Every influential “Red Pill Man” is influential because of his Body of Work,
regardless of which format he prefers.
However, I said I would give you a method for writing critiques of The Red Pill, so here we go. Let
me preface, that this next section deals with how to write a critique of the actual theoretical
framework. If you want to make arguments about morality along the lines of:
“If all men bang hoes you are ruining Western Civ”
“Don’t you realize that you are turning our future wives into Alpha widows”
“Don’t you see that by telling men to put themselves first and be their own mental point of origin you
are creating psychopaths”
and the likes, then you are not criticizing Red Pill theory, you are criticizing it’s application, and one
potential set of consequences. I cannot speak for other content creators but I I generally tend to view
a desire to respond to such concern trolling as a sign that I’ve had too much to drink and should go to
bed.
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A Methodology For Red Pill Critiques
For years we have had the red pill subreddit (reddit.com/r/theredpill) this is perhaps the biggest forum
of Red Pill men in existence, men on all steps of the journey from blue to red pill, from the guy who
just started to men who have been around for over a decade. The moderators have a reputation for
being harsh but fair, and Red Pill School (the head moderator) has a long history in the sphere.
If you want to critique a specific part of Red Pill theory, whether that be from Illimitable Man, Rollo,
myself, Donovan, Rian, Roosh, Roissy, or any other prolific content creator, this is a great place to
post it, all you have to do is register a Reddit account (you can do so anonymously if you like) and
write your criticism.
Some general tips for writing a good critique is that you need to familiarize yourself with the topic.
For instance, if you want to criticize Rollo’s writings on Hypergamy, you should visit his blog, locate
the relevant essays, read them well enough that you understand them, then sit down and write a
critique of his actual writing. Not a critique of what you think he said, not a critique of the tone that
he said it in, no theory of his psychological state when he wrote it, but what he actually wrote.
You also want to ensure that the sources are organized from oldest to newest, if you write anything
for longer than a few months you can expect that perspectives change, perhaps gain more nuance, or
that the writer decided to clarify or expand upon the subject in a later essay. The person may have
already responded to your critique at length.
I would strongly advice that you include quotes, with links and references to the essays or otherwise
where it was written. If you are including a critique of the sources, I recommend including those as
well, especially if you are making an argument that the person who wrote the original essay engaged
in cherry picking, failed to interpret the data correctly or made other methodological errors.
If you take these steps to heart, and follow them, then it’s actually possible to have some discourse
regarding your criticism, and perhaps come to an agreement that perhaps the theory needs to be
amended, expanded upon, or requires additional source data.
Writing such a critique also lays the groundwork for debate, because the content creator whom you
want to respond to your critique has a chance to understand where you are coming from, what your
perspective is and how to best tackle it. Speaking from experience it’s very hard to have a good
discussion or debate, especially on Twitter or if you call in to Red Man Group, simply because you
may have spent months thinking about something, but the person you are challenging is often not
equally prepared.
If I get a call in, or a twitter comment where they ask “Carl, in Methods of Female Madness” you
mention [XYZ] how does that relate to the manifestation of BPD In men?” I usually have to go back
and re-read my own essay to give a good answer. If I get that question in writing, I can go back when
I have a chance and give you a much better response.

Summary and Conclusions
To be honest, every Red Pill content creator I’ve had the pleasure of interacting with does spend quite
a lot of time interacting with their content-consumers, and most of them enjoy that part of the gig the
most. I can only speak for myself in this, but the most aggravating thing to me is entitlement mixed
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 1095 of 1188

with being lazy, which often takes the form of someone feeling entitled to a content creator
responding in long-form to a critique that took them all of 15 seconds to tweet.
I’m reminded of a brilliant quote about John Forbes Nash, the genius mathematician about whom
Sylvia Nasar said the following
“Nash acquired his knowledge [not] from studying … but by [seeing the] truth for himself.
… Einstein once chided him for wishing to amend relativity theory without studying
physics.”
The takeaway being that if you want a content creator to spend his time addressing your criticism, at
least put the amount of effort into making it, as you expect them to spend responding to it. That
means doing the research, reading their material, making sure that they have not addressed that
criticism before, or updated their public stance, and taking the time to write a solid critique. I suggest
posting it to the Red Pill Subreddit (reddit.com/r/Theredpill) where countless content creators will
have a chance to respond as well. That is, if your critique is made in good faith.
I’m sad to say that a great majority of the time, the critiques that come in, especially in the chat
during Red Man Group or on Twitter, are not real critiques, they are AMOGs, grandstanding and
people attempting to get a more prolific content creator to give them a platform that will garner them
status. Which is why my advice to the men who keep getting provoked into debates has always been:
Never debate them until they:
A) Publish a well-thought out, long-form essay so you know what their position is.
B) Agree to a topic in the classical debate style, for instance: “Is hypergamy real”
C) Agree to either an Oxford style debate format, of Introduction, audience challenges, closing
argument or a debate format of opening statement, rebuttal, closing argument. With the debate
featuring a mutually agreed upon moderator.
The goal being to have a fixed target that you are debating so that it doesn’t turn into rhetorical
grandstanding and using the platform as a marketing tool.
What I just spent almost 3 hours writing and 2000 words saying is, if you want your criticism to be
taken seriously and maximize your chance of getting a response instead of a block, put in the work. If
you expect a content creator to spend 2 hours reading and formulating a response to your critique, at
least being willing to spend that much of your own time writing it in the first place.
I think more red pill content from intelligent, well-informed men with strong reasoning capabilities is
always a good thing for this space. Especially if it improves the theoretical framework and helps
other men.
What I do not think contributes value is drive-by critiques, which if not responded to leads to
complaining and blowing up someone’s mentions, which leads to being blocked, which leads to a
new round of complaining about being blocked.
I’m sorry to say it, but to repeat my block policy, but on a side note, in Welsh, “LL” is pronounced as
“C”, back to the policy, “I don’t block people for disagreeing, I block people for being llunts about
it“
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The Empathy Key
May 23, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I was challenged on something a while back, which was
the red pill and empathy. I always find empathy to be a questionable topic to engage in because most
people have an internal picture of what constitutes empathy, which if we drew up a Venn diagram
would overlap greatly with sympathy and compassion but also with less desirable emotions such as
pity. This on it’s own is a recipe for getting off to a rocky start, but such discussions are further
complicated by the simple fact that when discussion emotions people will tend to be self-referential,
thus there are substantial ego-investments that lay the foundation for non-productive discourse.
Empathy is often divided into two subtypes, cognitive empathy and emotional empathy, where the
latter is what we often think of when someone mentions empathy. Cognitive empathy is covered as
part of theory of mind, which is the ability to cognitively understand and put oneself in the position of
another without necessarily being affected by their emotions. Emotional empathy is the ability to feel
the emotions of another person, and in a sense mirror them. This is distinct from emotional contagion
where one is swept up in the emotions of a mob or another person.
The reason why I draw this distinction is that in my conceptualization of Red Pill Theory and Game,
cognitive empathy plays a very central role, in that you have to be able to understand the woman you
are interacting with in order to run solid game. Part of the reason why scripted game became so
popular, was that it was a crutch for men with poorly developed theory of mind, they didn’t have to
understand why a woman reacted like she did, they simply knew what to look for and what puzzle
piece to put into place to influence it.

Cognitive Vs. Emotional Empathy
The problem that most men face in their relationships with women is not that they lack in emotional
empathy, in fact most of their relationships with women are entirely governed by the woman’s
emotional frame, and the man’s reactions to said frame. The woman feels sad, the man runs to fix it,
the woman feels elated the man basks in the light, the woman is pissed the man does whatever he can
to get her back to happy and so on. This is the classic relationship pattern that the blue pill
encourages and suggests in order to make relationships work, empathize with the women on an
emotional level, be emotionally expressive and explicit. Feel her inner states as if they were your
own. In this situation the man is not the anchor that keeps her at bay during strong winds and heavy
storms, he is the sail that catches both the brunt of the storm and the brunt of the ship’s motions.
The reason why we have bullet point lists of shit-tests is that many men are unable to adequately step
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within her frame and understand that it’s a test and for what she is testing. One takes things at face
value, rather than attempt to interpret the context, thus ending up with a flawed analysis of the
situation. Just because we tell you maintain frame, doesn’t free you from having to understand her
frame. This is where the “MOAR ALPHA” guys come in, they are men who do not understand that
in order to truly make this work, you have to be able to not enter her frame or let her control the
frame, but understand very clearly what her frame is based on cognitive empathy.
In my essay on the various cluster-b iterations of women, I outlined the fact that psychopaths in
particular often have amazing cognitive empathy, meaning that they show a highly developed ability
to not only understand, but to predict which people make easy victims, which actions people will
take, and what approach will work the most effectively to manipulate them. This is based on being in
the rather unique situation of being able to see the signal without all the associated noise. What I
mean by signal and noise, is that most of us are capable of both emotional and cognitive empathy, the
cognitive empathy is the signal, and our emotional empathy is the noise. Our ability to put ourselves
in the situation of another allows us to understand their perspective, behavior and potentially future
actions, however our ability to put ourselves in their frame with reasonable objectivity hinges on
minimizing emotional contagion or empathy.
In essence, a psychopath can empathize with someone on a purely cognitive level, that means without
feeling any of their emotions, meaning that they understand what the other person is feeling and why
they are feeling it, and they have the ability to predict and influence how they can impact and
influence other people’s emotional state. A person with Asperger syndrome or an autism spectrum
disorder can empathize with someone on a purely emotional level, meaning that they feel what the
other person is feeling, but do not know why, nor do they have the ability to gauge how to they can
impact other people’s emotions.
In reference to shit tests, if one responds with amused mastery, agree and amplify or by blowing it
off, one passes, this is based on an underlying understanding of the fact that the woman is trying to
provoke a reaction, and will base her judgment on how you respond to the stimuli. This is no
different than when one shocks a group of caged rats every time they hit the food button, to see how
different rats respond to electric shocks on variables such as “How many shocks until they stop hitting
in the button“, “Are there individual differences“, “How fast does the average rat take to learn not to
hit the button” and so on. This is cognitive empathy in practice, understanding her motivation and
desired outcome, then utilizing that knowledge to achieve your own desired ends. In practice, a game
of chess.
If one responds by getting emotional, getting in her emotional frame, or be altering one’s behavior,
then one fails the shit test, because the woman now knows which buttons to press to get a given
reaction. For instance, if she throws a tantrum, and the man’s response is to agree with her, try to talk
her down and so on, that means that she was able to control his behavior and he is entirely within her
frame.
What the red pill teaches is that you need to cognitively empathize with the woman, meaning that you
need to understand her emotional states, and be able to read the signs of them, which is encapsulated
in the statement “The Medium is the Message“, you need to understand what her behavior is telling
you, and in order to do that you need to empathize with her cognitively. Meaning that you are able to
step into her frame and view the world from her perspective, without being swallowed up by that
gaping abyss.
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Empathy and The Red Pill
If we go into what The Red Pill implicitly says about empathy, it does not discourage use of it, or
suggest that all men should train themselves into sociopaths. What it tends to recommend is a
philosophy such as stoicism, often combined with something akin to exposure therapy in order to
build up a resistance to being emotionally affected by female behavior.
For instance, when a man grinds out his 100 approaches, the goal of this is not to get great at game,
hell you can do 1000 approaches and still be bad at game. The goal is to reduce approach anxiety.
When I used to play the game with my friends back in the day where the man with the most
spectacular blow-out of the night would drink for free, this was to build up a tolerance to rejection. If
you’ve had a woman throw a drink in your face in a full bar, and have had 200 people watch it
happen, you pretty much don’t worry about rejection again.
The goal is not to become free of empathy, but to lesson the effect your emotional empathy, and your
own emotions have on you. To be frank, a man who practices game actively cannot be an open nerve,
just in the past 6 weeks, I’ve probably been rejected by on average 1 – 2 women per day, some of
them 2 or 3 dates in, I’ve dealt with girls who got back together with exes, girls who threw tantrums,
girls who were emotionally manipulative and every other variant of woman that has a potential to
affect my emotions. If I empathized emotionally with all these girls, plus the ones I’m dating, plus
had to deal with a full onslaught of my own emotions, lets just say half of that alone would drive a
man to insanity.
Think of a medical doctor. A medical doctor at a hospital may have to walk into a room 5 – 10 times
a day and tell a patient and his family, that the patient is going to die, or that the patient did die. After
doing that, their family is not going back to work that day, the medical doctor is, thus he must build
an emotional shield. This does not make the MD a psychopath, it is a requirement for him to fill the
role that he has taken on.
In the same regard, when you date a woman, especially in an LTR, part of your job description is to
be “Her Rock”, meaning that when she spins out emotionally, you are not there to spin out with her,
you are there to anchor her back back. When she tries to emotionally manipulate you with tears by
crying in the bedroom for a few hours, you are not supposed to be in there crying with her, you are
supposed to show her that she cannot emotionally blackmail you.

Summary and Conclusions
I’ve spoken of my experience with BPD women before, and the key they use to manipulate you is
your empathy, a person who has empathy will always be in a weaker position than a person who does
not. A person with strong cognitive empathy will always be in a stronger position than a person with
only emotional empathy.
To utilize an analogy, if one conceptualizes a relationship as running negotiation between two parties,
this would be no problem if both parties shared the same understanding and prioritization of the
desired outcome(s). However, in reality the case is often that both parties will differ in significant
areas, this may be regarding which outcome(s) are desired, the best way to reach those outcomes, the
timeframe for achievement, or many other things.
However, in the end, I think much of what some men think is an empathy for the girl, is in fact fear,
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obligation and guilt in themselves. Fear of being alone, being rejected, losing social position, losing
their esteem in the eyes of others and so on. An obligation to old social contracts and codes, to their
own code of honor, and sense of duty. Finally, guilt about finally putting themselves and their desires
first. Instead of owning up to it, and being honest with themselves, they put it on the girl, and frame
themselves as sensitive, empathic, and kind men who are acting in the best interest of the girl, instead
of what they really are.
It also liberates them from having emotionally control of themselves and owning their desires. For
instance, if you are the type of man who would say something like “I would cheat, but I don’t want to
hurt my wife” or “I would get a divorce, but I don’t want to hurt my wife” then you are making her
responsible for you not doing what you want to do, instead of having a talk with her about an open
relationship, or that you are not satisfied with the life you share, you elect to put it on her, and frame
yourself as the good guy. It’s all about you and maintaining your image of yourself as “A good man”,
that’s not empathy, that is a covert contract.
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Red Pill Logic: The Bargaining Phase
May 27, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

A lot has been written about how a man who finds The
Red Pill will go through the Kubler-Ross model of grief, also known as “the 5 stages of grief”. I
myself have written two essays on the subject, one dealing with the 5 stages in general, and one
focused on the anger phase. The interesting thing is that while a lot of energy has been spent talking
about the anger phase, very little has been spent on the other 5 stages.
I suspect that the reason for this is that while a great majority of men who find The Red Pill, will
either end up in the denial phase or the anger phase, there is much drop-off during the anger phase.
To be frank, many men who find the red pill find themselves incapable of moving beyond the anger
phase and simply remain there, utilizing a wide range of defense mechanisms to avoid having to deal
with the problem.
The most common ones being:
Reaction formation where the person who still desires women but feels betrayed by womankind
lashes out at women that he is attracted this is very commonly done via the “Chad & Stacy” meme.
The lashing out at “Chad” is the same defense mechanism whereby the person wanting to be the
target of Stacy’s affection, lashes out at the man who is actually the type of man Stacy desires. In a
sense, this is the utilization of Law 36,
Law 36: Disdain the things you cannot have: ignoring them is the best revenge
Except, they forgot about the “ignoring” part and instead spend much time and resources lashing out.
Projection, is something I hate to reference simply because it’s over-used to the point of reaching
cliche or meme levels, however in this case, I find it to be rather accurate. Frequently this takes the
form of a man in the anger phase, who is struggling to balance his remaining blue pill ideal of being a
“Good Man” with his internal turmoil. As a result, he projects his anger, disillusionment, entitlement
and the result of his ego-injury to women or alternatively to the men who woke him from the illusion.
Sublimation, can quite easily be referenced through the common statement “Self-improvement is
masturbation“, the man in this case channels his anger towards productive ends, such as developing
their body and/or mind. I’ve advocated this as the best alternative among these reactions, because as
a man’s value increases the better the world responds to him, thus giving him some of the results that
he desires.
Displacement, the final of the common anger defense mechanisms is displacement. I would to some
extent characterize this as less damaging than reaction formation and projection, however it tends to
be the reaction to the anger phase that causes the most damage to The Red Pill Community. This is
where the man feeling immense anger at having his illusions broken, shifts the target of his anger
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from targets that would get him in trouble, to targets that will not. The typical case being that instead
of the anger being focused on a wife, girlfriend, parents or society at large, it is targeted at men who
shattered his blue pill illusion.
This is the cliffnotes version, and I would like to do a larger essay on this subject in the future,
however I decided to write this as an introduction to the topic of this essay, namely the bargaining
phase.

Movement in the Stages
The Kubler-Ross model is somewhat designed like a process model, when one only reads the short
version, it appears very much like a straight forward A-B-C-D-E model, as depicted below.

This
model seems pretty straight forward, a person progresses from Denial, to Anger, to Bargaining,
Depression and then finally reaches a stage of acceptance. They have adequately processed their
grief, and can move on in life. However, the reality is a bit more messy, as it often is, which is
depicted in the second process model.
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In this
model, there is only 1 change, which is the addition of being able to transition between stages, in the
first model, there are only 2 stages, you are either in a phase, or in the next phase. In this model, you
can move forwards, backwards or remain in the same position, this ability to move both backwards
and forwards in the model is a central explanatory concept.
A man finds The Red Pill [because reasons], at this point there are two options, if he has not walked
up to his crucible, he will most likely write it off and move on. If he is at his crucible, usually an
event that caused a glitch in the blue pill illusion, he may become intrigued and continue to read the
material in order to familiarize himself with it. Should he continue, he is likely to arrive at the anger
stage, where he becomes angry for a multitude of reasons:
A) His ego investments are challenged
B) His view of women and men are challenged
C) His view of the world is challenged
Once in the anger phase, the man has 3 potential outcomes, he can regress to denial, stop engaging
with the material and move on to other pursuits. He may remain in the anger phase forever, this often
manifesting in either anger with women, anger with men, or general anger towards the world for
having wronged him, this gives rise to bitterness and disgust and an incel is formed. He may revert to
the denial phase and go about his day to day life, always having that nagging knowledge in the back
of his head. The third possibility, he moves on to the bargaining stage.

The Bargaining Stage
Once the man enters the bargaining stage, things become quite interesting. In the anger phase the man
faced the potential loss of his ego investments, had to come to terms with the challenge to many of
the axioms on which he had based his life, and thus has to accept a great deal of sunk costs. As the
anger subsides, they enter the 3rd stage, bargaining, summed up very well by an anonymous
Wikipedia author:
The third stage involves the hope that the individual can avoid a cause of grief. Usually, the
negotiation for an extended life is made in exchange for a reformed lifestyle. People facing
less serious trauma can bargain or seek compromise. [1]
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In the bargaining stage, the man seeks to negotiate for the continued investment in his blue pill
illusion and his idea of being the good boy. This is often where the Hegelian dialectic becomes of
great interest to them, being that it is based on the fact that a thesis, in this case the blue pill, gives
rise to an antithesis, namely the red pill, and thus they start to search for the final piece, synthesis of
the two. The compromise between Blue Pill and Red Pill that would permit them to retain some of
their previous world-view and ego-investments.
The primary reason why this is such a predictable path, is that the same schism took place already,
several hundred years ago when Continental philosophy split from analytic philosophy, primarily
driven by Immanuel Kant for which his motivation is summarized in Critique of Pure Reason as the
following:
“I had to deny knowledge in order to make room for faith.”
In the time, analytic philosophy primarily rooted in Britain had in short order throughout the
renaissance and enlightenment laid waste to many deeply held beliefs about our world. Men like
Thomas Paine led an assault on religious thought in a philosophical battlefield, while men like Isaac
Newton dispelled many of the established beliefs about how the world worked.
However, many people, including Kant saw this transition towards materialism and rationalism as
being the death blow to faith and meaning. Thus, Kant wrote the two works that gave rise to
continental philosophy, namely “Critique of Pure Reason” and “Critical of Practical Reason“, the
former being a treatise on the limitations of reason, the latter a manifesto on the limitations of
empiricism.
Kant’s thinking gave rise to what is now known as the Continental school that includes such
philosophers as Nietzsche, Hegel, and Kierkegaard. The core differences between the analytic and
continental schools being, that in the analytic school the pervasive view is that the natural sciences is
the most accurate/only method for understanding natural phenomena. Secondly analytic philosophy
often treats problems as discrete, meaning that they can be analyzed as separate from their context,
whereas continental philosophers most frequently hold the view that a problem must be seen as being
influenced by conditions such as space, time, context, language and culture. The third and perhaps
most important aspect, is that analytic philosophers view themselves as interpreting the world (The
end of philosophy (the means) is the interpretation) wheres continental philosophers view the point of
philosophy as being creating change.
The Red Pill Framework is a work in the analytic (Materialist, empirical rationalism) and to some
extent Austrian tradition (economics) primarily relying on Praxeology, being the deductive study of
human action as a methodology and taking the form of a distributed grounded theory project. The
inputs being research in the fields of human behavior, evolutionary psychology, biology, combined
with field observations and testing.
For instance the early Pick-up artists that laid the foundation for what is now The Red Pill
framework, observed the behavior of women, and the behavior of men that were successful at seeking
and achieving mating success, created hypotheses, that were then field tested in experiments, and
thereafter the results published in field reports. The hypotheses and theories that arose from this was
then field tested by other men and found to result in an increased success in mating.
Over time, people developed a curiosity that went beyond simply, “how does it work?” and “What to
do?“, and started working on “why does it work?“. This is what gave rise to the red pill. It is a work
of research grounded very firmly in the empiricist tradition, of observing nature, formulating a
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theory, formulating hypotheses to test the theory and then adjusting the theory to fit with the results
of the experiment. Secondly, in the rationalist tradition of extrapolating from the data, meaning
creating logical arguments based on premises.
The bargaining stage requires that the man reject empiricism, much like Kant had to reject
knowledge. This gives rise to “The God Pill“, which is a flippant term used to describe a man who
either comes to bargaining from anger or regresses to bargaining from depression.
To be anecdotal for a minute, I’ve often seen men who were very successful with women and reached
the acceptance stage where they were able to love and cherish women for what they are, rather than
what they ought to be, only to face a new crucible, frequently a form of ad hoc gap analysis between
their blue pilled dream world and their red pill reality. Where they find themselves regressing first
into depression, then back into bargaining, where they find “The God Pill”.
The regression can be a result of many things, however it has one common denominator among all of
them, which is the shift of focus from a materialist-empiricist world-view to one which is much more
conceptual and abstract. This is a natural progression for most men, however there is a difference
between progression and rejection.

Summary and Conclusions
The scope of Red Pill theory as it pertains to intersexual dynamics, has always been rooted in
empiricism and analytic philosophy meaning observing a given problem or set of problems as
removed from context, and viewing the world as is, rather than trying to change it. This does
introduce some natural limitations, or gaps if you will, that men in the bargaining phase are apt at
exploiting, and that unscrupulous persons may use to manipulate these men.
For instance, the “Uncle Ben” fallacy [2] can easily be exploited, as we have seen when women enter
the red pill with the perspective “It’s all true dammit, but now that I admitted it, you have to use the
Red PIll to improve the world for the Sisterhood“.
The Red Pill being focused on determining materialistic, empirical reality of intersexual dynamics is
also greatly focused on evolutionary biology arguing that forces such as hypergamy and Briffault’s
law, are innate adaptations in all animals. Further, that adaptations such as solipsism is a consequence
of humans being the only species (that we know of) that both has the capacity to, and need to
rationalize our behaviors.
The Red pill is concerned with the laws of nature, not the laws of man, and ideology, meaning,
morality, religion, are all human inventions. If a man were to kill 6 billion humans and all the animals
of the Earth, our human conceptualizations would without a doubt label such a man as wicked, if a
virus or a comet does the same, that is neither wicked nor good, it just is.
The materialist-empirical view can appear quite bleek, Rollo Tomassi, ever the optimist is fond of
saying “Hypergamy doesn’t care“, myself being more realistically inclined tend to say “The Universe
doesn’t care”, this is the reddest pill to swallow, the universe does not care if you live or die. Most
people don’t care either, most people do not give a shit about you.
This is the realization that sends men into the depression phase, and then running back to bargaining,
as willing victims to anyone who can offer them an ideology, a world-view, a “God Pill” or some
form of compromise that allows them to maintain the illusion that any one of us matter in the large
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scheme of things.
I’m hardly the world’s biggest fan of Jordan B. Peterson, but his paraphrasing of Nietzsche that when
one removes religion, one leaves a void in a man that is then ripe to be filled by something else, is
quite correct. It’s also supported by one of my favorite quotes by Karl Marx
“Religious suffering is, at one and the same time, the expression of real suffering and a
protest against real suffering. Religion is the sigh of the oppressed creature, the heart of a
heartless world, and the soul of soulless conditions. It is the opium of the people.
The abolition of religion as the illusory happiness of the people is the demand for their real
happiness. To call on them to give up their illusions about their condition is to call on them
to give up a condition that requires illusions. The criticism of religion is, therefore, in
embryo, the criticism of that vale of tears of which religion is the halo.” Karl Marx [3]
The Blue pill illusion offers men the belief that all their follies, failures, and experiences as related to
intersexual dynamics have a greater meaning, that if they persevere they will be rewarded with the
mythical “One” which will usher in a new era of their life where their life is complete. Which will
grant their life meaning and make their suffering worth it. Much in the way religion told the starving,
the hungry and sick that they are suffering now, but they will inherit the Earth in the end.
The Blue Pill illusion is there because men live in a condition that requires illusions, by removing the
illusion before they have found the means and the purpose to rectify that condition, they are left with
a gaping hole that they are bargaining with anyone to fill.
Join me next time when I’ll be talking about the Depression phase.
Sources and references:
[1] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/K%C3%BCbler-Ross_model
[2] “With great power comes great responsibility”
[3] http://marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1843/critique-hpr/intro.htm
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A Statement
June 4, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
I was hoping I wouldn’t be required to write a statement on this issue due to being a more tangential
associate of 21 Convention due to being a frequent panelist on Red Man Group, rather than alumni
speaker. However the volume of DMs and questions, do necessitate that I make a statement of my
position.
I do not want to add more fuel to the garbage fire that has been raging through this space for the past
12 – 18 months. Where various disparate groups of men who do not create content or any value have
competed to pour the most fuel on the fire to establish their kingdom of ashes.
Sometimes you find yourself having to defend something, not necessarily because you want to, but
when caught between a rock and a hard place you weigh value propositions and select the least
problematic one.
Caught between an event that included some of the men I respect the most in this space, among
others Rollo, Rian, Rich, Donovan, Ed Latimore, Hunter Drew, Goldmund, Dr. Robert Glover, Dr.
Shawn T. Smith and Pat Campbell (list not exhaustive), I defended the men who consistently produce
content of value, from attacks that came from men who do not. However, with the recent situation
between Rollo Tomassi and the 21 Convention, I’m not going to maintain an association with the 21
Convention.
I’m also going to suspend my association with The Red Pill Reddit, I respect Red Pill School and the
work he does, there are some good content creators that still post over there, many of us have
participated there for years. However the lunatics have been permitted to run the asylum for too long.
I’m not going to close the door on future cooperation from my end and I would be happy to work
with The Red Pill reddit again, if they elect to clean the place up. I’d rather not get racism and
antisemitism on my shoes.
As of now, I’m working to maintain my association with the content producers I listed earlier and
others. I enjoy consuming their content and will happily cooperate to create more great content with
them, I hope this feeling is mutual.
My stance on this is always going to be Rule 0, I’m here to talk about intersexual dynamics, and to
help men build their value so they may live the lives they want.
Status in a group of men is based on production for the group, whether that is who is the best hunter,
warrior or salesman, in this space, it is contribution to our shared body of knowledge.
Best Regards
Carl
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What is The Red Pill?
June 12, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

There have been a couple of very good essays written in
the past few weeks, the two I want to call-out by name is Troy Francis’ “Reclaiming The Red Pill”
and Rian Stone’s “Container words”, the reason why I link these specifically is that they point to a
similar, issue, one that I believe is the cause of much of the conflict surrounding The Red Pill and
manosphere community in the past couple of years.
Everyone has noticed what Troy pointed out in his essay, that especially since the 2016, there has
been an influx and mixing of “The Red Pill” as it pertains to intersexual dynamics with a lot of other
supposed Red Pills, “Red Pilled” about politics, finance, news, and countless others. Add in the
attempts to mix “The Red Pill” as it pertains to intersexual dynamics with various other things,
whether philosophy, Myers-Briggs type indicator, Astrology, Numerology, various occult topics, and
ways of “Woo-woo” thinking and many others. Ultimately, this serves not only to dilute, but also to
obscure what has been the core message of this space.
Ultimately, I think this is a bad thing, for the same reason that a lack of will to make strategic choices
ultimately kills a business; doing too much, to please everyone and instead ending up alienating
everyone. The more tangential things that are added, the more controversial things that are added, the
higher the probably of a product being rejected, simply because the side-effects are too many and too
severe.
So, for this reason I’m going to ask a simple question: “What is The Red Pill?”
Based on your perspective there are a few different things you could answer. The most commonly
accepted one is that “The Red Pill is a descriptive Praxeology focused on intersexual dynamics”, this
is also largely my own personal position on the matter.
In this case Praxeology is defined according to Merriam Webster dictionary as:
the study of human action and conduct [1]
Then there are those who argue that The Red Pill is an ideology, following one or more of the
definitions below:
a
: a manner or the content of thinking characteristic of an individual, group, or culture
b
: the integrated assertions, theories and aims that constitute a sociopolitical program
c
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: a systematic body of concepts especially about human life or culture [2]
The Red Pill as an ideology is wider than The Red Pill as a praxeology, because the red pill as a
praxeology is limited to the study of human action and conduct, whereas an ideology using definition
C, is a systematic body of concepts especially about human life or culture.
A praxeology can be a part of an ideology, or serve as part of the foundation for an ideology,
especially ideology expanded into the following definition:
a set of beliefs or principles, especially one on which a political system, party, or
organization is based: [3]
This highlights an important distinction between praxeology and ideology, where the praxeology is a
source of new knowledge based on the study of human action and conduct, an ideology is not a
source of new knowledge, but rather the systematic and integrated concepts, beliefs, principles, and
knowledge within a group, program and organization.
Then we have the red pill as a verb, or rather as a descriptive term for having one’s eyes opened to
reality, a given reality, which also gives rise to The Red Pill as a brand, or marketing term, which
translates into “Seeing the truth”, thus when someone refers to their particular area as
“Being/becoming Red Pill about [insert]” they are implicitly, saying that they are seeing reality.
Which from a propaganda perspective is very effective, because it is implicit in the definition that
every perspective which does not align with yours is untrue.
I wrote that rather tenuous introduction to lay out the differences between a praxeology, an ideology
and a branding term, because it would be my assertion and starting premise that this is the foundation
for much of the recent disagreement within the community between both persons and groups.

The Praxeology :
In the case of the red pill as descriptive praxeology related to intersexual dynamics, meaning the
study of human action and conduct as related to intersexual dyanmics, it would rest solely within the
realm if epistemology as in
“of, relating to, or based on epistemology : relating to the study of the nature, origin, and
limits of human knowledge” [4]
One is attempting to decipher objective reality behind human action and conduct as related to
intersexual dynamics, utilizing accepted methods for determining objective reality, hereunder among
others reason, and the scientific method.
Within this container, the implications of the knowledge, or its application is not a primary driver or
concern, one is attempting to answer questions such as “What is”, “Why is it”, “How does it” thus, the
scope and scale are very well defined.
What are we studying: Human intersexual dynamics.
Why are we studying it: In order to determine the objective reality of intersexual dynamics and how
they function.
How are we studying it: By using a deductive study of human action and conduct.
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The Ideology
The red pill as an ideology is in many ways much more expansive than the red pill as a descriptive
praxeology. This is because an ideology moves well beyond descriptive terms, and beyond objective
truth, in that it includes not only objective knowledge, but may also include beliefs, principles,
concepts, values, and the interrelation between these, and specific recommendations for their
implementation in praxis.
“perhaps the most important usage in contemporary philosophy and politics is narrower
and more normative, standing for a collection of beliefs and values held by an individual or
group for other than purely epistemic reasons, e.g. bourgeois ideology,nationalist ideology,
or gender ideology.” [5]
This is perhaps the most important distinction, which is that the ideology concerns itself with beliefs
and values held by an individual or group for reasons other than epistemic reasons, epistemic reasons
being defined as:
“Epistemic reasons are reasons for believing in a proposition through being facts which are
part of a case for (belief in) its truth (call such considerations ‘truth-related’).” [6]
Whereas the beliefs in a proposition under the praxeology is purely a case of epistemic reason, within
the Red Pill as an ideology, other considerations come into play that are not based in objective fact,
or other form of epistemic source.
Such examples can include, but are not limited to performance requirements for group belonging or
requirements to adopt beliefs and values for non-fact reasons. Such as the adoption of a given
philosophy, lifestyle or religious beliefs, this list is not exhaustive.

The Red Pill as a Rhetorical Weapon and Brand
This is perhaps the most simple one to grasp, when on has a phrase, wherein that phrase “objective
truth” is implicit, this becomes a very powerful rhetorical weapon. This is due to merely by saying
“I’ve taken the red pill about [insert topic] and you have not” the speaker is establishing themselves
as immune to counter-argument on two fronts.
1. They have not given the objective facts that support their position as being the one most closely
aligned with reality.
2. It means any counter-argument can be automatically disqualified based on “you are not red
pilled” or “If you were red pilled like me, you would agree”
It also builds a powerful in-group vs. out-group rhetorical position, where those who agree with you
are elevated in position, and those who do not agree with you are put in a separate, less enlightened
out-group.
This is perhaps the biggest elephant in the room, everyone wants control over “the red pill”
branding. It is a very powerful analogy.
Blue Pilled: Living within an illusion
Red Pilled: Living in reality
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 1110 of 1188

The implications of this is obvious, everyone wants to own a monopoly on the truth, because being
perceived as being the one that has a monopoly on objective truth, is a position of immense power.
Whether that was as a prophet or pharaoh, being perceived as the sole-source of truth is a position of
power. Secondly, the expansion of the analogy into other areas “I became Red Pilled about politics”,
“I became red pilled about Jesus”, “I became red pilled about fornication” can in many ways be
nonsensical in factual terms, but make perfect sense in rhetorical terms.
If one presupposes an objective world and adds that in science a fact is a repeatable careful
observation or measurement (by experimentation or other means), also called empirical evidence.
Then by use of the correspondence theory of truth, we could say that in science the measurement
(empirical evidence) corresponds perfectly to that natural world provided that we have the current
capacity to measure it, and based on how accurately we can measure it at a given point in time.
All other things that are not empirical evidence, would correspond in a lesser manner to the scientific
measurements because:
1. The statement relates in a less accurate way to the world.
2. The statement describes the world in a less accurate way.
Thus, for instance becoming “Red Pilled” about politics, where “Red Pilled” is synonymous with
“Seeing the reality” of politics, presupposes that one could find the political equivalent to an
empirical factual measurement. Something which is an impossibility as politics is based on ideology,
and ideology is a composite of facts, values, principles [5], furthermore, politics is not concerned
only with “What is” but also preferences of what “ought” to be.
The goal of scientific knowledge (STEM) is not to tell us what ought to be, but to measure what
actually is where as the goal of an ideology is to influence a person or group towards what it ought to
be.
The power of “The Red Pill”, “Red Pilled” and so on within areas such as politics is thus the
perception of transforming “ought” into “is”, and subjective elements such as preferences and values
into a synonym of truth.

Summary and Conclusions
The reason why I mentioned the essays by Rian and Troy in the introduction to this essay, that will
most likely be horrible for readership, is that “The Red Pill” has in many ways become a container
word, which Rian defined as:
“A container word is a box, a box with a label on it. You take this box with a label on it, and fill it
with emotions, feelings, and ego. You seal the box and throw it at someone else. they have their own
box, and it’s filled with their own emotions, their own feeling, and their own ego.” [7]
And Troy very accurately pointed out the distinction that forms the basis for this essay [8]
“Alpha male”, “Tradcon”, “Red Pill”, these are all container words in a sense, and we all fight for
our version of the container to “win” when we engage in an ideological battle over which container
should be the chosen one. Some fight with memes and personal attacks, some fight with word salads,
but we are all trying to browbeat each other into accepting our version of the container.
This is where our conflict stems from, we can’t even decide on what the box is, let alone what to put
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in it. Like I said initially, I used to see “The Red Pill” as a descriptive praxeology, however, I’ve
come to realize that we need to split this up a bit more. Because we do have a lot of components here.
A) The descriptive praxeology that describes the reality of intersexual dynamics.
These are the contents that seek to describe the mechanisms at play, and their given effect. For
instance, describing the mechanics of hypergamy and solipsism and how they influence the mating
market.
B) Various perspectives on how one should utilize the information from A.
These are those contents that seek to describe how to put yourself in an advantageous market position
to exploit the core mechanics. For instance, how to deal with hypergamy in an LTR, what to do to
maintain her preference for you as her chosen partner, and how it affects her mate choices.
C) Various individuals and groups that utilize A as part of their foundational material, but who
have added other elements to build a full individual or group ideology.
This includes all the content that brings in philosophy not pertaining to strict epistemology and logic
applied specifically to the area of intersexual dynamics, such as conservativism, liberalism, fascism,
liberalism, progressivism and various religious or spiritual doctrines. (List not exhaustive)
D) Various hucksters, cult leaders, scam artists, con-men, and opportunists who utilize brand
to benefit themselves only.
This includes the content that only seeks to exploit the branding side and that add components that
are not related to intersexual dynamics to build a value proposition to make a sale, or to encourage a
group identity where they can elevate their position to one of high status.
These categories are by no means exhaustive, and there is quite a bit of overlap between B, C, and D.
Thus, my suggestion from a purely practical perspective is to stop referring to the materials covered
under A, as “The Red Pill”, as an acceptance that doing so, may have been sensible at one point in
time where A constituted and was limited to the information related to the empirical truth of
intersexual dynamics, and this was the only use of the term “The Red Pill”, however to accept that
this has changed and in order to preserve and insulate A from B, C and D, action is required.
This is not much different from when “Natural philosophy” split from epistemology, ethics,
aesthetics, logic and metaphysics, quite some years ago. This allows for two very important things:
1. It allows A to remain apolitical, amoral, and dedicated to truth.
2. It enables a clear distinction between “Natural Red Pill” and “Philosophical Red Pill”
3. It creates a clear distinction between description and prescription
Overall, I think this is the best solution. That way, those of us who prefer to keep “The Praxeology
formerly known as The Red Pill” about the harsh truth about intersexual dynamics can do that, and
those who as Troy put it, prefer “the version that is increasingly served up these days, watered down
with corn-fed, barbecue-dad faux-wisdom, right-wing politics and other ephemera?” [8] or my
personal pet peeve version the one composed of equal parts Marxism, Neo-fascism and first-world
problems can do that.
Now, for those of you who have suffered through this essay, at least reading it wasn’t as bad as
watching Rian’s shirt for 4 hours and 8 minutes on Red Morning.
Sources:
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[1] https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/praxeology#h1
[2] https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/ideology
[3] https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/ideology
[4] https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/epistemological
[5] http://page.mi.fu-berlin.de/diederic/downloads/Oxford.pdf 1027
[6] https://www.princeton.edu/~msmith/mycourses/Raz-Reasons-Practical-Adaptive-draft.pdf
[7] https://www.rianstone.com/blog/2019/4/29/container-words
[8] https://realtroyfrancis.com/2019/06/04/reclaiming-the-red-pill/
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On Reflections
June 17, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

For the past 3.5 years or so, I’ve developed somewhat of a
routine, every Wednesday night, I pour myself two fingers of Scotch, I collect my notes from that
week and I write that week’s essay. I actually quite enjoy writing these because it allows me to
elucidate what has been on my mind that week, not just to those of your who read this, but also to
myself. It’s not uncommon for me to have concepts, constructs and components circling in my mind,
just beyond the tip of conscious thought. That’s why I also enjoyed doing the podcasts, because often
times I’d be left with ideas to complete for the following week.
One of the first things I made clear to every man I’ve worked with in this space over the past 3.5
years, is that my association and participation in this space is because I want to be part of it, not
because I need to be part of it. This is why I warned them all, “I will work with you, however once the
faggotry of the space hits peak 2007, I’ll probably take a few years off again“, simply for the reason
that I’m all about the value propositions.
From my perspective, the biggest issue within this space, is specifically that many of the men who
participate in it as teachers and guides, do not participate because they want, but because they must.
The space is for them perhaps the only space in their life where they can achieve high status and a
reasonable high income, for a quite frankly pretty damn low effort. Note, that I’m not saying that
many of the content creators do not work hard, simply that if you can build 10.000 twitter followers,
a decent sized email list, and start to sell consults at $100 – $200 in hour, plus add some affiliate
marketing on top of that, a great majority of the men invested in that particular venture most likely
increased their income 10x over.
Richard Cooper, a man I’m proud to call a friend, and a man who does not need to participate in this
space, but does it because he wants to, put out a great video last week, entitled “The Problems With
The Manosphere” where my primary contribution was “Too many one-eyed men selling glasses to
blind men“, I do suppose some of you got that based on the fact that I’ve got somewhat of a habit of
speaking in metaphor and analogy. The thought behind the analogy was simply that much of the time
in the “sphere” we double up on Dunning-Kruger, a man with a little bit of knowledge tell men with
no knowledge what to do, can make a decent income and even build himself his own niche where he
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acts as the “guru”.

Value Propositions
Rich asked perhaps the most salient question I’ve heard and what is probably the biggest contributor
to this space in terms of thought this past year “Would you trade lives with this person?” If you
wouldn’t trade your life for his, or at least some part of your life for his, why are you listening to his
advice, his criticism, or his perspective? I realize this is a bit of a “shoot yourself in the foot” question
coming from an anon is it is a pretty ethos-loaded question, after all, how would you know if you’d
trade your life for that of another person without knowing and seeing some proof of the life that the
person lives?
On the other hand, it’s easy to fake a lifestyle for social media, you post those 2 times a month you
go out to a restaurant and have a nice 3 course meal, you rent a car or two and do a photoshoot, you
rent a penthouse, cut down to 10% body fat, etc and you got material to build a pretty solid ethosfeed. Once you’ve got that, it’s not overly complicated to milk that content for a couple of years, then
do the same thing over again. It reminds me greatly of those people who come to you with investment
opportunities who provide you with glossy printed material, great looking branding work, and are
wearing a nice suit, but cannot tell you the difference between revenue and net profit if asked.
I don’t mean to shoot down the personal brand guys, but it’s a relatively easy thing to fake, and the
value proposition is rather implicit in that. “I can tell you how to life my life” and that would be great
if they lived the glossy print material life, however many don’t.
They are the equivalent of the BPD girl who is hot, exiting, amazing in bed and love bombs the crap
out of you, only to steal your credit card, file a fake domestic charge and take off to L.A on your
cards for a couple of weeks while you’re busy dealing with the cops. The value proposition looks
amazing at first, you only notice that it put revenue front and center and said nothing of sustainability,
value over time, or nets.
All in all, for me my participation in this space is a question of value propositions as well, you can
choose to believe me or not, I know I’m anon and that is much fertile ground for sowing all sorts of
doubt. When I decided to come back, it was because the space looked like a great value proposition at
the time, The Red Pill subreddit was growing like a weed, a lot of great authors were busy producing
great work, including but not limited to Illimitable Man, Heartiste, Rollo, Roosh as the major
mainstream guys, there were also a lot of guys producing great niche content within various forms of
self-improvement. Plus, the trend was towards classical liberalism, Gamergate had a great deal of
momentum, ideologies with little empirical or rational backing were facing a backlash in the
mainstream for the first time in many years, and perhaps the most important thing was that “the
manosphere” was on the cusp of greatness yet again. Just like it was back in 2005 – 2007. Neil
Strauss had published “The Game”, Tucker Max and a couple of other men were producing literature
for men that was impacting the mainstream, Robert Greene put out great work, and Mystery’s “The
Pick-up artist” TV show was perhaps the first time “Game” and our space made it into the
mainstream. Then the faggotry happened.
In 2016 when I came back, this looked to be a new chance for a more mature and ready
“manosphere” to make a mainstream impact, the literature had been greatly expanded, and unlike the
2005 – 2007 period, there was empirical backing outside of the pure “We know it works because we
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tested it”, there was mainstream research being done that supported long-standing concepts and this
was why I made my return. My whole first year and a half of writing, including the publishing of
Gendernomics was focused on expanding on, and fleshing out the foundations and demonstrating by
way of statistics and other empirical data, that the theories were accurate.
It’s very easy to dismiss PUA stuff, and complex theories based in rationalism and small samples, it’s
much harder to dismiss a fleshed out theoretical framework backed by mainstream research and data
from OKcupid, Tinder, Google, and various other reputable sources. That first year, to two years
from early 2016 until mid-2017 was a great time for this space, a lot of new content was being put out
and much of it was built on empirical foundations. Then Jordan B. Peterson and Donald J. Trump
happened.
I like some of Dr. Peterson’s work, however his focus on the spiritual, non-tangible, and nonempirical sent this space careening off a cliff where the focus was drawn from the empirical and
rationalist type of writing, towards mysticism, metaphysics and and more “Non-tangible” subjectmatter. This was further exacerbated by the 2016 election that caused many conservative voices to
intermingle with the manosphere, because there were and still is some overlap between conservative
values and the manosphere theoretical framework. The major issue in my view is that the traditional
conservative influx included a lot of religious, and otherwise non-espistemic perspectives that were
permitted to intermingle a little too much with the space.
While this was going on, another major trend within the manosphere was “Personal Brands”, you
may ask “Carl, why are you bringing up personal brands?” and the answer is simple, the foundation
idea behind the “Red Pill” metaphor is that when you take the red pill, you see reality, absent your
illusions. A brand is what we in corporate would call “an intangible asset” that does not have to
conform to, be measurable or map accurately with reality. In essence, there was an influx of men and
the idea into the “sphere” that were advocates for various illusions whether they be MBTI, religion or
ideological values or constructs that are not based in reality.
Another factor was the fallout post 2016 election also created a much more hostile media and
political climate, that I would argue culminated with the red pill reddit becoming quarantined and that
continues to result in increasing degrees of censorship of political and ideological ideas. Lets just say
that Heartiste was not taken down because of the 16 commandments of poon.

Summary and Conclusions
This is a bit of a disjointed rant on the state of the space, one of my major issues with it as I outlined
with the metaphor I gave Rich is that much of the time, the men giving advice in this space aren’t
“Apex level” men, they aren’t the men who are successful with business, with women and in other
areas of life. Lets be realistic for a second, if you’re the type of guy who pulls in $100k in real life off
a corporate gig or a business, why would you spend your time doing $50 – $100 consults or selling
$247 courses?
You would need to sell 1000 consults p.a (roughly 2.73 every day) or 404.85 courses (1.1 per day) to
match that corporate income. I get it, “passive income” but selling consults that income is hardly
passive, and if the course includes some form of personal feedback, then that’s hardly passive either.
You may say that “1000 consults each lasting an hour is 1000 hours, that’s way less work than a full
corporate gig” and you would be right. However, think about the time spent outside of those consults,
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selling them, setting them up, handling the accounting, foreign payments, tax issues, and so on.
You’re not “just” working 1000 hours a year.
I get it, when you threaten people’s income or online status, they get upset and they attack, often in
packs. However, one of the major reasons why I never saw the need to go after the various
unscrupulous people in the space, was that quite frankly, men need to learn how to spot them for
themselves. I deal with these types of people in corporate all the time, I’ve dated quite a few of them
as well, and once you’ve been screwed out of a few promotions, some pay raises, had a girl almost
stab you and so on, you learn to spot the red flags. Learning to spot them is probably the best
investment you can make.
To be honest, the funniest thing to me about the “Red Pill” space, is that if it should have one major
hangup, it’s wanting to align your world-view as closely with objective reality as possible. Back
when I first met Rian he asked me to troubleshoot his diet, and I went pretty hard on him, and pushed
him on whether he was accurately tracking his calories and macros. Turned out he wasn’t. However,
after I did, I told him “That’s just my perception though, do what you want” or something similar to
that, and that’s when he said:
“Don’t backtrack, when I ask a Red Pill man a question, I want the truth”
The truth is, this space is in trouble.
I know, it’s not fun to be “unplugged”, it’s not a great source of enjoyment to feel alone in a room
full of people, it’s not a great feeling to hear a co-worker, a friend and a brother sit there and
complain about his relationship knowing you could help, but at the same time perfectly aware that
they could not hear you speak, even if they so wanted. It’s not fun, to accept your own agency, that
you are the source of your misfortune and misery, and I trust me, I understand the impulse to look for
something… to look for anything to mitigate those feelings. Part of me does feel like Cypher at times,
and I would love to be plugged back in, however, it’s a short-term solution for a long-term problem.
My favorite book on investing is “The Intelligent Investor” by Benjamin Graham where he says:
“In the short run, the market is a voting machine but in the long run it is a weighing
machine.”
The ideas that are most often popular, are those that you suffer from in the long-term. Take a shortterm perspective on diet you get fat, short-term perspective on lifting you get no progress, short-term
perspective on money you go broke, short-term perspective on intersexual dynamics you get a
divorce or BPD girlfriend, picking comfort and complacency over conflict and competency always
leads to more pain.
Now that you know, what are you going to do about it?
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Red Pill Logic: The Depression Phase
June 20, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

In last week’s essay, I talked about the bargaining phase
of the 5 stages of grief, characterized by a desire to negotiate and seek compromise in order to put off
or lessen a negative outcome. For instance, bargaining for a little bit more life, or being able to retain
some part of your blue pill illusion. This week’s topic is the depression phase that follows the
bargaining phase, and often represents the most mentally challenging step to take when going through
a red pill awakening.
A man who reaches the depression stage has gone through an anger phase where he is angry at the
world for a variety of reasons, He could also have been angry at women for being what they are,
rather than what he thinks they ought to be, this is quite common among many men who find the Red
Pill. Lastly, he might have had a “shoot the messenger” phase during the anger stage where he
displaced his anger at the world, at women at the men who finally told him the truth about intersexual dynamics.
After that he went through the bargaining phase, where he tried to find compromises between his
previous world-view and his newly found reality, in order to preserve some of his ego-investments,
avoid taking the full sunk-cost of his previous resource utilization and to retain some part of his
idealized view of mating.
Once he realizes that he cannot bargain to retain some of his previous investments, be they in
resources, dreams or desired outcomes, the man begins to experience the depression phase of the Five
Stages of Grief. The depression phase being characterized by pulling away, withdrawing from life,
wondering if perhaps it is even worth living anymore, or even trying. This is how you know that
you’ve hit the depression phase.

The Depression Phase
To give a little background, if we assume that most men start looking at girls when they are about 12
– 14 years old, and at that point start to formulate their game, a man who finds The Red Pill at 20,
will have invested 6 – 8 years of his life into his particular style of game. The man was most likely
also raised on idealized stories about how love “works” from Disney cartoons to fairy-tales to the
idealized story that his mother tells about how she and his father met.
The boy has been raised on concepts such as “The One”, “Unconditional love”, “Soul Mate” and
various others, that create certain patterns in his mind. For instance, if we assume that there is a
“one”, that implies that you have to find that one in order to live happily ever after. Secondly, it
creates a buffer in that if a man dates a girl who treats him poorly, or does not live up to the idealized
view of women, she simply was not the one. As a side note “She was not the one” is just an adapted
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“No True Scotsman” fallacy.
When one adds the man’s idealized view of women, as being made from sugar and spice and
everything nice, this crash back to reality will be very brutal.
Imagine a man who thought that his girl was “The One”, viewed her actions through rose-colored
glasses, and finds himself coming out of the FOG, after perhaps 10 – 20 years in a relationship with a
girl who has borderline personality disorder. Add on top of that, the convenient social convention that
it’s a man’s job to maintain a marriage, and to put in the work to keep her happy, after all “Happy
wife, Happy Life”. Plus some general zeroing out, losing access to his kids, living in a one-room
studio apartment at 55, and working three jobs to afford food. One can understand why the
depression stage hits men hard after the bargaining phase.
After all, they built much of their idealized future on a foundation that was not real. The depression
phase is often characterized by what people refer to as “Nihilism” but which is simply that a person
after the bargaining phase accepted that the meaning of his life, that he had been raised with is now
gone, and he has not yet found his new purpose and meaning in life. In this sense, the depression
stage represents that last challenge to a man, to in his sorrow, misery and grief located that which will
give his life meaning going forward. This is the same thing Marx says about religion in perhaps his
second most famous quote:
Religion is the sigh of the oppressed creature, the heart of a heartless world, and the soul of
soulless conditions. It is the opium of the people. The abolition of religion as the illusory
happiness of the people is the demand for their real happiness. To call on them to give up
their illusions about their condition is to call on them to give up a condition that requires
illusions. The criticism of religion is, therefore, in embryo, the criticism of that vale of tears
of which religion is the halo
The meaning behind this quote is that religion is a painkiller, and is needed because people are in
pain, to take away someone’s pain medication before fixing their pain leaves a void. This is the crux
of the depression phase, you have gotten angry, you have begged for salvation, you have realized that
no one is coming to save you and you are left to your own devices.
This was the realization of my own depression phase some years ago, a man cannot rely on anyone
else for happiness. The Blue Pill illusion creates a path towards happiness that is sold to men in order
to utilize them as means towards a society’s desired end. Thus, I think the crucible of the depression
phase is two-fold. For the first time, a man is faced with the prospect of being responsible for his own
outcomes in life, but he’s also faced by the harsh reality that he is not promised a happy ending.
Now I realize that the term “Happiness” is somewhat wishy-washy and hard to measure, however I
think it is a good catch-all term for the idea outcome of the depression phase. In reality the depression
phase isn’t about coming to terms with sadness, so much as it is coming to terms with the fact that
many of the dreams you had that relied on the blue pill illusion are not achievable in reality. This is
the stage where many men revert to the “God Pill” or any other promise of taking the pain away.
This is perhaps one of the more severe things that the men in the depression phase have to grapple
with, the fact that they are responsible for their own lives, rather than there being a pre-ordained
progression that if he just keeps working down his checklist he will eventually receive the ending he
imagined. People often despise responsibility for the simple reason that this requires not only
thinking, but acting.
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Knowing that you are responsible grants you great liberties, but also places upon your person great
responsibilities to navigate this world of ours not only in your mind, but in your body and spirit as
well. If you fight your inner risk fear of self-reliance, you will progress through, tiny action after tiny
action until you emerge on the other side, having slowly re-constructed your mind and body from the
shattered pieces.
The depression phase is a man’s realization that he’s alone in a foreign land, far from everything he
has ever known and the anchors that at the same time gave him a sense of safety in a storm, yet kept
him firmly in place.

Summary and Conclusions
Out of the 5 stages, I’d argue that depression is one of the easiest once you frame-shift, but one of the
hardest if you do not. There is an old adage, “if you are going through hell, keep going” and this is
pretty much what the depression phase is about. If we put it in analogy form:
The Denial phase is that you and you’re people are doing great in Egypt, why would you ever
leave.
The Anger phase is the triggering moment that causes you to lead go to Pharaoh and lead your
people from Egypt
The Bargaining phase is realizing that you’ll be walking around in that bloody desert for 40
years, maybe we could find a god with a slightly faster timetable so you seek to build that
golden idol.
The Depression phase is realizing that you may never see the promised land, but showing your
fortitude by leading your people towards it anyway.
Denial, Anger and Bargaining all feel purposeful for a man, but depression just appears as a pointless
slog, but one that must be accepted for what it is. You can revert from depression to bargaining, or
depression to anger, or you can resolve to move forward and fill that empty hole with something else,
such as your mission.
Quite frankly, it is more common for men to revert to bargaining, this is why there is such a large
market for factory-finished prescriptions, whether ideological, religious, or otherwise. This is why
among others Jordan Peterson did so well, he was able to offer a take that was practical, prescriptive,
yet kept you trapped in an illusion of his making. This is what you get when you construct a system
of:
Facts
Values
Spirituality & Belief
You get a blueprint to life, you never have to deal with the freedom of making up your own mind,
thinking for yourself, finding your own world-view, defining your own boundaries, perspectives and
cobbling together a strategy guide for your own life if someone else can FedEX it to you overnight,
but that means you are living their life, according to their facts, values and beliefs rather than your
own. You’ve traded the collective delusion of your society, with the individual delusion of a man you
deemed more trustworthy, smarter, stronger and better than you. That is perhaps the greatest frame
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loss imaginable.
The depression phase is ultimately the Sphinx of this journey you are on, it asks you the questions
and you can either heed the call and work out the answer for yourself, never figure it out, or take the
cheat sheet from someone else, in which case you will return to bargaining. You will have the illusion
of progress where none was made, because you are still having your reality, and ability to navigate
within it defined by someone else.
To end on a Matrix reference, when one takes the red pill, one sees reality for the first time, your eyes
are hurting because you have never used them before. What was the point of escaping the Matrix
built by The Architect, just to be plugging into a new matrix made by another Architect?
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Gendernomics: Value Propositions
June 26, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When I came up with the idea for this essay, I was
actually surprised that I hadn’t written it before because the idea of a value proposition is so central to
Gendernomics. Investopedia defines a value proposition in the following manner:
“A value proposition refers to the value a company promises to deliver to customers should
they choose to buy their product. A value proposition is also a declaration of intent or a
statement that introduces a company’s brand to consumers by telling them what the
company stands for, how it operates, and why it deserves their business.
A value proposition can be presented as a business or marketing statement that a company
uses to summarize why a consumer should buy a product or use a service. This statement, if
worded compellingly, convinces a potential consumer that one particular product or service
the company offers will add more value or better solve a problem for them than other
similar offerings will.” [1]
When we interact with other people, or move about our daily lives, we are constantly being inundated
by various value offerings and propositions from companies and other people, some of these are on
point, some of these are exaggerated, but the shared characteristic of all of them is that an exchange is
being proposed. You give them something, and they’ll give you something in return. What
determines if you engage in a trade is whether you consider the price being asked is smaller than the
value being delivered.
To clarify the former statement, if I have $5 and you have a sandwich that you want to sell to me, in
order for the transaction to take place, I will have to value the sandwich as being worth $5 or more,
and you have to value the $5 as being of equal value or higher value than your sandwich. If both of us
make the judgment that we prefer what we already have, then no trade can take place. This is Ludwig
Von Mises subjective value theory in practice. When someone buys a $487 course, then they value
that course at $487 or higher, and they expect to be able to get more value out of it than they paid.
The accuracy of their judgment being the determinant of the outcome. If you consider paying a
personal trainer $200 in hour, you expect to get results that deliver equal or higher value in order to
justify your investment. It’s basic what is the cost of investment and what is the return on the
investment?
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Value Propositions in Life
As mentioned, we are constantly assaulted by value propositions as we go through our day to day
lives. Whether this be the intrusive street salesman, the course seller, the “life coach”, or countless
others that are making sales pitches to us on a constant basis. Developing good, and sound judgment
when it comes to making accurate judgments of the value offered vs. the value asked is a central skill
that all men must develop. This was the reason why I never went really hard after what I viewed (and
still view) as poor value propositions aimed at vulnerable men within this space, because when the
men go into real life they need to develop the skill to discern that for themselves, instead of trusting
someone else to do it for them.
Quite frankly, most men need to walk through a Turkish bazar a few times to get used to saying no,
haggling and dealing with pushy unscrupulous salesmen. So, I suppose this is where I tell you how to
judge value propositions when they pop up. I tend to rely on a few different points:
A) What is the cost to me?
B) What is the value I’m being offered in exchange for incurring the cost?
C) What is the risk I have to deal with?
D) What is the opportunity cost?
These four questions will help nail down the reality of a value proposition.
A) The cost deals with the required investment on my end, accurately identifying this helps me to see
the opportunity cost of a given action, and thus I can get into alternative ways to invest or utilize this
cash. An easy illustration of this is if I’m offered to buy into a company at a given valuation, I could
invest that money into alternative investments, so at that point it’s how much am I paying per share.
B) The value proposition, deals with what I can expect in terms of a return on my money, this
identifies what I’m getting out of the investment. For instance, if I buy X shares for Y money, what
dividends can I expect, what appreciation of the security can I expect and so on.
The opportunity cost represents the value generated by the best alternative foregone, for instance you
could have put the $487 you spent on that course into an investment, or used it to buy something you
want.
Finally, the risk represents the probability that something will interfere with my expected return. For
a bond the return is fixed, so there is no risk. For a shares in a company, there is always a risk that
something will happen that results in my return being less than expected. If the investment is in a blue
chip (large, stable, mature enterprise) then there will be less risk than investing in a start-up. This
different risk vs. reward ratio, means that since there is more risk associated with the start-up, the
potential return should be greater.

Value Propositions and the Sexual Market Place
When we talk about “leagues” in the sexual market place, this is a judgment of our own value relative
to that of another person. When one says that “She’s out of my league” what one has really done is
make a judgment about one’s own value proposition (What can I offer) vs. the other person’s value
proposition (What do they offer) and one has found oneself to be wanting. When I advocate that men
should increase their value, this is a statement to the fact that they need to improve their value
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proposition in order to attain the dating success they desire.
Everyone hates getting a bad deal, and this is in essence what hypergamy breaks down to, a woman
will always be very aware of the deal she made, and whether it was a good or bad deal. This is
understandable, in nature a woman who is impregnated by a man who is a poor value proposition
takes on great risk in becoming pregnant by him. Pregnant women are both vulnerable during the
pregnancy, there are many pregnancy related illnesses, and child birth in nature poses a grave risk to
a woman’s life. She wants that risk to be compensated for by higher value. The mental firmware of
women is still adapted to a world in which modern medicine has not reduced pregnancy related risk,
nor provided contraception.
Plus, there is the human thing about not wanting to feel like you were taken for a fool and cheated.
When we make statements such as “Women break rules for alpha men, and make rules for beta men”
what this refers to is the fact that a woman is willing to neglect rules for a great value proposition, but
will impose rules to improve a poorer value proposition. With the poorer value proposition, she’ll
think along the lines of, “Ok, I can keep him around to get X and Y, but it’s going to be purely on my
terms and he has to cater to me“. Whereas with the great value proposition, she is desperate to make
a deal and willing to do virtually anything to make that deal happen.
We can even speak in terms of commitment and the adage that “Women will rather share one high
value man than be stuck with a low value man“, in this case it demonstrates a value proposition so
great, and so in excess of the woman’s self-perceived value, that she’ll rather have 5% of a million
dollars over 100% of $20K.
It’s also readily apparent in the men who DM myself and quite a few other notable figures in this
space asking questions like:
“Hey man, I met this great girl, she’s 5 years older than me and has a kid, but she’s really great in
bed, really nice and I want her to move in with me, can I do it?”
“Hey, I’ve been seeing a girl for 5 years, her parents are pushing me to marry her, is it OK?”
These men know that they are being offered a poor proposition, so they are asking someone they
perceive as an authority for permission to do what they know is probably a bad idea.

Summary and Conclusions
The biggest issue when you are trying to make an accurate estimation of a value proposition is that
much of the time there are a lot of intangible aspects that you need to consider. Corporate value
propositions are quite simply because the two elements cost and return can be estimated with some
degree of accuracy.
In personal relationships on the other hand, the overriding factor is always going to be intangible, be
it ego-investment or choice criteria. It becomes very difficult to compare one girl with another,
especially for a longer-term investment simply because you do have to consider more intangible
assets (personality, value added etc) on top of her appearance. For a one-night stand it’s easy:
Is she hot enough
Is she up for it
Those are the only two evaluation criteria you need. However, then there are those value propositions
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where there is an objective cost to you, and where the return is entirely intangible. Charity work is
one such case, doing the work has a definite cost to you in terms of either hours spent or resources
donated, yet the return is recognition, and good feelings.
Value propositions are everywhere, and when you run a fairly large account on the internet within
any space, you can expect to get emails or DMs wanting you to get involved in something. Whether
that is affiliate marketing deals, joint-ventures, cooperative models or various other value
propositions. I tend to reject most of these because it’s very rare that you’re going to be offered a
value proposition that offers sufficient value for the work you will be expected to put in.
Unfortunately, reality is such that most people are looking out for number one, you should as well.
The sad thing is, that much of the time in this space, and in the real world, you have the equivalent of
the guy who approaches a successful man and asks him to take on the role of mentor. Being a mentor
is long-term time investment, and while it’s largely done for intangible reasons, a man of value will
always seek to avoid poor investments. No man of value is going to mentor a loser. No woman of
value is going to sleep with or date a man of lesser value.
No sensible person is going to deal with people who do not demonstrate how they will bring value to
them. Take your value proposition in any context, and view it from the perspective of the person you
are presenting it to, would you accept in their position, and why?
Most of the time for me, it’s a case of “Yeah, I get how I bring you value, but how are you bringing
me value?”
Sources:
[1] https://www.investopedia.com/terms/v/valueproposition.asp
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Neglecting the Mean
July 1, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As long time readers will be aware, I tend to view most things in
the sexual market place as conforming to the normal distribution. What this means in practice is that
tens and ones are extremely scarce, fives and sixes extremely common, and the rest are somewhere in
between. I used this as an example because in this space it’s extremely common to rely on the
outliers as both the examples of top and bottom.
Top, the perfect 10 trad girl who is just like your great-grandma, a symbol of femininity, grace and
dignity. Bottom the crazy BPD chick with a notch count in the high 4 figures, 8 divorces, 88 false
rape accusations running a hedge-fund of child support. The 400 lb dude who lives in his mom’s
basement, smokes weed all day, eats nothing but hot-pockets and hasn’t been laid ever. The 19 year
old billionaire with 9 girlfriends, who does nothing but jet-setting and driving lambos.
These are hyperbolic examples that draw attention away from the real, and realistic discussions we
should spend more of our time on. Instead of talking about how the slightly below average guy can
go from 4 to 6, we talk about reaching the apex of perfect Alpha dude. Instead of talking about how
the average woman is … average, the only two positions seem to be:
A) All women are goddesses because they smell nice.
B) All women are succubi only out to tear your heart (and wallet) out through your penis.
On some level, awareness of outliers is a good thing, because once in a while, you do come across
one in the wild. It could be the 0.1% of crazy, exploitative, or even huge value added, however most
people are painfully average. We need to recognize that, and it needs to inform our discourse in this
space to a much larger degree than it currently does.
Troy Francis said something akin to “The average guy just wants to not have to go to an office, get
laid and have more control of his time. He doesn’t need to drive a lambo and bang models to improve
his life.” This is not a quote, but I think my paraphrase is close enough to the sentiment.

The Worst of the Bunch
My “Crazy bitch” series covering Axis-2 personality disorders deals with the women who are among
the worst and most destructive you can come across, psychopaths, histrionics, narcissists and BPD.
These make up perhaps 5% of the population, so if you’ve dated 20 girls, odds are you’ve dated one
or two. Their negative traits overpower their positive traits in the medium to long-term.
These tend to be the women represented when content creators in this space retweet or share news
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stories:
The teacher who cheated on her husband of 10+ years with her 13 year old student.
The woman who killed her children because she was about to lose custody to her ex-husband.
The woman running a child-support hedge-fund who has 11 kids by 13 different dads.
The girl who has been divorced 8 times by the time she turns 30 and is speculating in divorces.
The single-mom with a BMI over 40, 4 kids, no education, no income, with “If you’re not 6 ft+
with a 6-pack making 6 figures don’t even talk to me.
These are also frequently the women some MGTOW and similar groups use to justify their “No touch
vagina” position, and I get it, running into one of these can throw a serious monkey wrench into
every part of your life. Luckily these women are fairly rare depending on location. I’d argue that they
make up 2.5% – 15% of the female population, filling the distribution from bunny-boiler to pain in
my ass.

The Best of the Bunch
On the other side of the distribution, we have the best woman-kind has to offer, these are the women
that inspire men to improve themselves. Nurturing, feminine, down-to-Earth, free of mental issues,
confident, poised and self-assured. They’ve put work into value-added, yet still are in that 8-10 in
looks. For these women their positive qualities greatly overpower any negative traits.
These are the women often cited when blue- or purple pilled men need examples to inform and
market their perspective on the SMV.
The grandmother who devoted her life to her husband, children and extended family.
The virginal trad church-girl, who cooks, cleans and always smells like she just had a shower.
The women juggling a career, workouts and raising a family.
The model/actress that always appears prim, proper and poised.
These are usually the women who are held up as representative for the average, when the trads or
other groups want to justify their “Get married, be fruitful and multiply to save western civ” position.
A woman like this can be a great boon to your life and add a lot of value. However these women are
just as rare as their counterpart, making up 2.5% – 15% of the female population. Plus, many of them
are locked down rather early, and very limited supply of them exist beyond 25 years old.

The Average
These are the women who are largely neglected by the space on both sides on the Red-Blue scale.
These make up the great majority of women that men are exposed to in their life. They have an
average distribution of qualities and negative traits.
Feminine and always looks good but can’t cook
Has her shit in order, but is high-maintenance.
Nice and caring but becomes a bitch when she’s on her period.
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These women make up about 60 – 70% of the population and sit around 5 – 7 in SMV. They are
largely neglected by most of the space because they do not serve the dichotomous positions people
often take. A woman like this vacillates between being a positive contributor to your life, a negative
influence on your life, but most of the time, she’s neutral.

Binary and Extreme Examples
One of my major issues is that much of the time I struggle with figuring out what the major issue is
with discourse in this space. In fact, much of the time I wonder if people are talking past each other,
deliberately misinterpret each other, playing power-games or if they are simply so caught up in their
own subjective perception that they cannot understand other positions. Alternatively that their egoinvestments preclude any concession because it would result in the house of cards crumbling.
I’ve just observed that any attempt at reasonable discussion is met with ad hominem, “point and
sputter” Gish-gallops, proof by verbosity or word-salads. I’m guilty of most of this myself on
occasion. The focus is on not being perceived as “losing frame” and appearing to be right, rather than
being correct, it’s the old “Lawyer vs. Engineer” situation. Instead of sticking to the topic, using
source references, good reasoning and good faith, most of the time it becomes attacks on a person’s
character, or poisoning the well, and that’s not good for the audience.
Most of the time it becomes a case where no-one is persuaded, no additional clarity is achieved, no
new information is generated, and a lot of time is wasted for all the involved. Ultimately I think this
comes down to the fact that mane people treat this space, the information and community in it, as
very binary.
High-T or Soy
Alpha or Beta
Conflict-seeking or Conflict avoiding
Warlord or War-bride
Hypergamy or No hypergamy
AWALT or NAWALT
In-group or Out-group
At some point we need to be able to stop talking in “Yes or No” questions and start talking in Likert
Scales.
“Are all women hypergamous?” Yes… but this does not mean your girl will go get Gorilla-fucked by
all your friends because you got a post-nasal drip.
“Are all women like that?” Yes… but not necessarily to the same degree, meaning that a BPD will
have a veritable rogues gallery of orbiters, a “normal” woman will have a couple.
Once we stop treating these as strict binaries and stop acting like these are zero-sum games, we can
move forward within the established framework. Ultimately I think a lot of this stems from the fact
that the heuristics such as AWALT are stated in a binary way, because the recovering blue pill man
(and many men on the red continuum), would love to find that one exception, and will engage in
untold mental gymnastics to convince themselves that they did. The high T alpha male archetype
exists for a similar reason, most men who come to this space have no problems with comfort
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behaviors, but cannot build attraction, even if he “overdoses” on alpha for a bit, he won’t be Warmachine.

Summary and Conclusions
I think the major disservice this community does to men who need help is two-fold:
A) Adding too much bloatware to the OS upgrade.
B) Presenting X or Z when in reality it’s about A to B.
As my regular readers know, I’m very fond of the normal distribution when it comes to SMV. The
reason for this is that value distribution in genetics tend to follow it, height and IQ, Penis size, but
also because most of the population inherently just float along on the river of life. Then some positive
outliers got lucky in a lottery and some worked very hard with high efficacy, some did a bit of both.
Some negative outliers just got plain unlucky in a lottery, some are self destructive, and for many it’s
a little of A and a little from B.
I advocate getting into the top 20% of men who do 80% of the fucking. Note that I said “Fucking”
there is a reason for that and it’s female agency, Gawd don’t we all hate that damn term. PUAs want
to hack it, tradcons want to build a firewall around it and corporations want to pander to it to sell
more useless shit. I used “Fucking” for mathematical purposes. If I said “20% of men get 80% of the
women” that works out like this:
Out of 1000 men, 200 get girls (and thus laid), 800 don’t.
If I say fucking it works out like this:
1000 bangs, 800 go to the top 20% of men, 200 to the bottom 80%.
See the difference?
AWALT sounds harsh, but it’s not that different from always treating a firearm as if it’s loaded. All it
really says is that all women have the capacity for a range of behaviors that can ultimately lead to
large negative consequences for a man’s life, being aware of them permits you to utilize good risk
management and risk mitigation techniques.
I realize that much of what we tell you sounds “Negative” and “Dark”, but to a man who who spent
his life in a dream, reality is a nightmare. However, these things are not deterministic, your girl is not
destined to leave you, however if you break Rule 1, by getting fat, not teasing her, letting her run the
relationship and not smacking her ass, she might. If you also break rule 2 by becoming clingy,
whining, complaining and begging for sex, she’ll probably end up getting the hell out, and I don’t
blame her, she’s not a lesbian and why would she want to date another girl?
I once said that I’d love for all men in this world to become purple pill, because that is a step in the
right direction. Going from 35% bodyfat to 25% bodyfat is a step in the right direction. Going from
$100k in debt to $50k in debt is a step in the right direction. Going from not having sex to having sex
is a step in the right direction.
Don’t focus on where other people are, focus on where you are going.
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Blue Pill Alphas and BPD Girls
July 9, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

One of the discussions on last week’s Rule Zero that I felt I wasn’t
able to complete was on self-filtering/self-selecting systems. This is a fairly simple concept that has
large implications on the SMV. To illustrate the concept, any group centered around an activity has a
way of filtering people within the group into a rank within the group, but also filtering people intoand out of the group. As an example, take professional bodybuilders, that population is largely
composed of the people who are top 1% of people who:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Started lifting early
Have lifted consistently over a long period of time
Have been consistent with their recovery and nutrition over time
Are in the top percentages of respondents to strength training
Are in the top percentages of respondents to “enhancements”

These are just a few filters but it illustrates the concept. A population centered around an endeavor
will over time become dominated be an increasingly homogeneous group who shares many of the
same physical, behavioral and psychological traits. Generally the selection filters work both to
construct, maintain and screen for traits that permit advancement, but also to filter out negative traits.
In a corporation for instance, a frequent source of issues with corporate hiring is that screening for
“snakes in suits” is very difficult because psychopaths and narcissists usually have great interview
skills, it’s hard to see through glibness and superficial charm during a 45 minute interview.
Conversely, people with great skills for the job but poor interview skills tend to not get hired. Hence,
over time a corporation gradually gets more and more dominated by the wrong people.
This is the same thing with the SMP over time it self-selects down to a point where very few good
prospects exist within your age bracket as you get older. Once you hit your 50s and 60s expect
women in their 50s and 60s to chase you because they have no options left, can’t go younger, don’t
want to date a 70 or 80 year old man.
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Relationships and Self-Selection
To illustrate this concept mathematically, I’m going to take some statistics on marriage [1]. By 25,
38% of women have married at least once, by 35, 74% have married at least once. The corresponding
numbers for men are 21% and 67%. The average age of first divorce is 30 [2] and researchers
estimate that 41% of first marriages end in divorce, 60% of all second marriages end in divorce and
73% of all third marriages end in divorce. The average length of marriage in the US id 8.2 years and
3/4 remarry after 3 years [4].
To make this a bit easier I made the table below:

In the table I normalized the data into three distinct groups, this is more categorical than how it often
is in real life, however it lays the groundwork for the next step.

Here I’ve added in the divorce rates roughly aligned with how many marriages will end in divorce.
I’m playing a bit fast and loose with the stats here, after all by age 30, less than 50% of men have
married and 60% of women have. However the stats themselves are more illustrative than a statement
of facts here. By age 75 96% of women have been married at least once, and the same goes for men.
Thus, lifetime we can say that 96/100 people marry at least once, out of those a minimum of 40 end
up divorced, out of those 40, 30 remarry. Out of those 30, 18 get divorced again, out of those 18, 13.5
remarry, and 10 (9.85) get a third divorce.
This is a great example of self-selection. As more and more people marry, the pool becomes
increasingly dominated by those people who lack the character traits to “pull off” being in a longterm relationship. In a population of 100.000 men and 100.000 women at 18, there were 68.000
people of each sex that pulled it off, 42.000 that did not. After the second rush of marriages and
divorces using those 42.000 eligible, you remove another 16.800 from the population. Leaving
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15.200, out of which only 4104 pulled it off.
The pool of people available for an LTR becomes more and more dominated by those who are not
good prospects for an LTR. Once you get into your fifties there might be an influx of “fresh blood” in
the forms of women and men who’s first partner died young, but it does little to better the outcomes
in aggregate. This is why you often see older men marrying younger women, because the pool of
women age 20 – 30% has not yet been hit with the full force of self-selection. It is for this same
reason that some of the older gents I talk to often complain of slim-pickings in their own age group.
Over time this group will be selected towards women and men with lower SMV and RMV. Thus it
becomes important to know the signs otherwise you end up white someone who barely turns you on
and makes you want to jump out a window.

Sexual Market Value Vs. Relationship Market Value
I decided to split SMV a bit for this, much for the reason I’ve grown used to referring to “Alpha” and
“Beta” using only 2 definitions:
A) Attraction vs. Comfort
B) Sexual Success defined according to Heartiste.
When we talk about “Female SMV” it usually has a way of breaking down into the classical
biological traits youth, fertility and beauty, for good reason. These three traits arguably make up 80 –
90% of men’s “raison de baiser“, the remaining being largely availability. However, just because a
girl has the above desired traits in spades doesn’t necessarily mean she is worth keeping around after
you’ve slept with her. This is the reason I decided to bring up RMV or Relationship Market Value.
Some of the more orthodox people in this space may view RMV as covered by SMV, however I think
they are better if conceptualized as separate, because it’s done intuitively by men very frequently. A
bit anecdotal here, but every guy I know who has been active in the SMP for a while has had girls
he’d ONS but not plate, girls who he’d plate but not LTR and so on.
To make an attempt at defining RMV, it would include traits such as being low-maintenance,
nurturing, low emotional lability, low narcissism/dark triad, a higher level of maturity, not conflict
seeking, good conflict resolution skills and so on. What often characterizes the women in the group
mentioned in the last section who are unable to function in an LTR is not necessarily low SMV but
low RMV. Hot girls with mental disorders can have very high SMV but their RMV is very low,
meaning that they are self-absorbed, devoid of nurturing skills, are highly emotionally labile, high
dark triad and so on.
This is similar to the “Blue Pill Alphas” who have attraction traits and behaviors in spades, but end up
with five and six divorces under their belt because they cheat in every relationship they have, yet
cannot conceptualize a long-term relationship outside the bounds defined by the blue pill paradigm.
Blue Pill Alphas often get some of the worst SMP outcomes because they fail to learn from their
mistakes until it’s too late. Take the “I’ll defend milady’s honor” high school QB who knocks up a 15
year old, marries her because “that’s what you’re supposed to do“, loses his scholarship gets a job as
a car salesman and regularly cheats on his wife, gets hit with divorce papers, knocks up another girl
and repeats until he dies at 58 paying child support to 5 different women because “that’s what a real
man does“.
These people, both men and women have high SMV but low RMV. A simple way to think of this,
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SMV gets you into relationships, RMV maintains relationships. The exchange between RMV and
SMV depends on desired outcome for a ONS all SMV, Plate 70-80% SMV, 20 – 30% RMV, LTR 60
– 70% SMV 30 – 40% RMV.

Summary and Conclusions
The only real thing I advise men not to do is get married. I realize saying that makes the “Trad”
cohort rise up like “There goes Carl, always hating on marriage” but I don’t always hate on
marriage, I have to get some sleep once in a while. The reason I advise against it is simply that in the
modern marriage convention, it is all upside/no downside for a woman and all downside for a man.
I’ve held this position for years and I have yet for someone to present an empirical argument to what
advantages marriage has over cohabitation for men.
I also recommend dating multiple girls over a period of time, not so much to relive the last days of
Caligula, but to do three things:
A) Learn your preferences (Do I actually want an LTR or do I just think I do?)
B) Learn about women (How is this woman compared to my overall sample of women?)
C) Close the knowledge and experience gap between yourself and girls.
Girls start swapping notes about boys when they’re like 12, they often start dating around 13 or 14,
and have a string of older partners all thorough their teens. Boys often start out 2 – 3 years behind
girls, and in the case of many of the men who enter this space 7 or more. If you do decide to get into
a relationship at this point, the girl you do that with will have had much more time to learn her
preferences, develop her relationship skills and confidence. This means you are at a disadvantage by
default with little opportunity to bridge that gap. Add to it that you’ll be making a big portion of your
rookie mistakes with that girl, while she’s made them all before and I hope you didn’t get the state
involved.
In the end, if you hit 30 without at least a handful of ONS/FWB situations, you’re missing something.
If you hit 30 without at least 1 monogamous LTR lasting 1 – 3 years, you’re missing something.
The Red Pill is not anti-LTR so much as it’s anti-LTR from a position of weakness and necessity.
The old saying goes women are the gatekeepers of sex, men are the gatekeepers of commitment, and
most men are shitty gatekeepers. The older you get, the more being a good gatekeeper becomes a
valuable skill, because the dating pool becomes filled with more Vampires who should not be invited
into your life.
Sources:
[1] https://flowingdata.com/2017/11/01/who-is-married-by-now/
[2] https://www.wf-lawyers.com/divorce-statistics-and-facts/
[3] http://www.hopesandfears.com/hopes/city/city_index/214133-city-index-marriage-lengths
[4] https://www.mckinleyirvin.com/family-law-blog/2012/october/32-shocking-divorce-statistics/
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Truth and Reality
July 12, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

A couple
of weeks ago, I sat down and I wrote a fairly long, intricate essay entitled “What is The Red Pill?“, I
was somewhat puzzled that I had to do such thing but I decided to write it out, if for nothing else to
make the distinctions and delineations clear in my own mind. To me it was always very clear from
the Matrix quote where the metaphor comes from:
This is your last chance. After this, there is no turning back. You take the blue pill – the
story ends, you wake up in your bed and believe whatever you want to believe. You take
the red pill – you stay in Wonderland and I show you how deep the rabbit-hole goes.
The options being, that if you elect to take the blue pill, then you wake up within your illusion, and
believe whatever you want about your world. If you take the red pill, you see reality and truth. Of
course, this is based on an axiom that there is such a thing as objective reality which which we can
measure and interact with to determine truth. Which I tend to think is accurate, because that is the
basis for much of people’s lifestyles these days, from the TRT they take to make up for their testicles
not producing enough, to the scientific work that had to be done for me to be typing this on a
computer, in an air-conditioned room, and being able to talk to the world. We can identify the truth
defined as [1]:
The quality or state of being true.
‘he had to accept the truth of her accusation
1. 1.1 also the truth That which is true or in accordance with fact or reality.
‘tell me the truth’
‘she found out the truth about him’
2. 1.2 count noun A fact or belief that is accepted as true.
‘the emergence of scientific truths’
‘the fundamental truths about mankind’
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However, then I got into a debate at a party with a mentor of mine, where I pointed out the distinction
between facts as in the natural sciences, meaning the density of materials, the interactions of
chemicals under given conditions, biological laws, and the Laws of Nature. As opposed to “facts” as
in the social sciences, politics, popular vernacular and journalism, that are not so much facts, but a
mixture of data and interpretations in a nice ratatouille of hodgepodge.
His response to me, as he swished some nice Cremant around in his glass, funnily enough was:
“[Carl], you have to have an IQ of 125 just to understand that distinction”
I didn’t think much of his statement at the time, however as I’ve let it swish around my mind much as
the Cremant in the glass, the statement has made me understand quite a lot more about the social
sphere of the human species, and some of our sub-processes so to speak. Based on the IQ Bell curve,
approximately 91.1% of humans cannot understand the difference between the law of gravity and a
post-grad report in sociology based on survey methodology with a sample size of 30 people.
The law of gravity is somewhere in the 90% range true (there are probably details about it that we do
not know of yet or are unable to measure) and the post-grad survey if I’m being generous is perhaps
80% true of the sample where the data was collected, however it is perhaps 8% true of the general
population, it could be as low as 0.8% of the population or even worse. Yet both of these are regarded
by 91.1% of people as equivalent facts.
The goal of science if one were to ask most humble scientists with a degree of Dunning-Kruger
defense, is not to necessarily give us 100% iron clad truth, it’s to give us the closest possible
approximation of objective reality. For instance, viruses are smaller than bacteria, so we discovered
bacteria earlier than viruses. This was a revolution at the time because before that people the most
accepted explanations of why people got sick was “bad smelling air” and “punishment from God“.
Once we knew of bacteria, it was possible to theorize that there were even smaller organisms that
made us sick, which wasn’t commonly accepted, yet was our closest possible approximation based on
extrapolating from data we had and were able to measure.
This is why I like this comic strip from back in the day:
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Degrees of Truth
In one of my earliest econ classes, my professor made a statement that I wrote down verbatim,
because I think it encapsulated much of the problem with economics as a field, especially in the
popular media. My professor’s statement was:
“As economists we make judgments of value, not value judgments”
What he meant by this statement was that an economist can tell you the economic consequences of
producing more guns vs. more butter, but he cannot tell you whether producing more guns is good or
producing more butter is bad. Many popular economists have fallen into this trap, most recently and
most high profile is Paul Krugman, who’s political and social preferences frequently influence his
economic judgment when he writes for newspapers. However, the same could be said for Mises,
Rothbard, and many others. They mix their economic logos, with their pathos and ethos.
This is a pretty human thing to do, if I gave each of my readers $100, I would most likely have as
many opinions on how to best utilize that $100 as I have readers. Some would prefer to save it, some
to invest it, some to consume it. Plus, everyone would have preferences for what savings method,
what investment opportunity or what to buy with the money. These are all based on individual
preferences. You may see some patterns in the preferences, and you may be able to create a
probabilistic model based on big-data to identify groupings of preferences in aggregate and on
various group levels, but it could never with 90%+ accuracy determine what an individual’s
preference would be.
In my essay on “What is the red pill” I attempted to draw a distinction between the different areas
that permeate this space, and that have become more balkanized in the past couple of years,
especially since the 2016 election.
A) The descriptive praxeology that describes the reality of intersexual dynamics.
These are the contents that seek to describe the mechanisms at play, and their given effect.
For instance, describing the mechanics of hypergamy and solipsism and how they influence
the mating market.
B) Various perspectives on how one should utilize the information from A.
These are those contents that seek to describe how to put yourself in an advantageous
market position to exploit the core mechanics. For instance, how to deal with hypergamy in
an LTR, what to do to maintain her preference for you as her chosen partner, and how it
affects her mate choices.
C) Various individuals and groups that utilize A as part of their foundational material,
but who have added other elements to build a full individual or group ideology.
This includes all the content that brings in philosophy not pertaining to strict epistemology
and logic applied specifically to the area of intersexual dynamics, such as conservativism,
liberalism, fascism, liberalism, progressivism and various religious or spiritual doctrines.
(List not exhaustive)
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 1136 of 1188

D) Various hucksters, cult leaders, scam artists, con-men, and opportunists who utilize
the brand to benefit themselves only.
This includes the content that only seeks to exploit the branding side and that add
components that are not related to intersexual dynamics to build a value proposition to
make a sale, or to encourage a group identity where they can elevate their position to one of
high status.
A is in this case, the most truth and fact oriented, it’s based on attempting to more closely align
human perception and the objective reality of intersexual dynamics. B, is the second most fact and
truth oriented, as it seeks to apply the knowledge gained in A, to the world, both as a means for
bettering the individual’s lot in life, and as a means of field testing through experiment the theories
generated in A.
C is where it starts to get a little bit muddy, because this is where other things start to be included that
are not necessarily truth oriented. A mixing of truth and preferences starts to occur here. The most
obvious example of this is applying intersexual dynamics truth generated under A), to achieve a
desired end-state for society. In this case politics and the descriptive praxeology of intersexual
dynamics are mixed, to create a cocktail that is part subjective preference and part truth. This is
where you hear the talk about “We have to create tribes to fight feminism” or “We have to create our
own communities in order to protect our kids and wives from outside influence“.
Finally D, is where it goes haywire and it becomes “Red Pill in name only” and play off subjective
preferences and value judgments more than one does judgments of value in order to establish a cult or
make a sale. This is where most of us get the comments in our comment section like “So you’ll
accept the intersexual dynamics Red Pill but not the [insert their MY TRUTH] pill with little if any
truth-based backing.
Most people who operate in C and D like to pretend that they are operating in A and B, in the same
way Gender studies likes to pretend that the “facts” generated from their discipline is the equivalent
to the facts generated in physics, biology and chemistry. Always discern in which area someone is
operating in:
Are they dealing in Facts or “Facts”
Truth or “Truthiness”

Summary and Conclusions
When I made my way back to the manosphere, it was in search of truth. I wanted to understand what
had gone wrong with my application of old school PUA techniques in LTRs over a period of almost
10 years. I got that answer pretty swiftly. When I started contributing to this space with my writing
my goal was to help clarify and support the truth of intersexual dynamics by using statistics and data
on the subject from disparate sources in essays like Book Value, this culminated in the publication of
Gendernomics which is a book based on this work. Identifying the source of data, applying economic
principles to it, and making judgments of value about the outcomes.
However, I do recognize that there is a much larger market for a complete “identity makeover” rather
than just learning the truth of intersexual dynamics. It was one of the things I struggled with when
some very good friends of mine decided to get on the Jordan B. Peterson “Meaning” train, which lead
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me to write “Beyond Red and Blue Pills” and a few other essays, outlining why I thought that as in
my view “The Red Pill” is about the truth of inter-sexual dynamics and applying that truth, it was not
realistic nor possible to create a moral system or a system that would give meaning to it. In fact,
doing so, would replace “The Truth of Intersexual Dynamics” with “MY truth of Intersexual
Dynamics“, and would be as nonsensical as trying to find morality in nuclear physics or meaning in
chemistry.
Morality is to a large degree subjective, even though most of us can agree on a certain number of
points such as not stealing, killing and raping. By large morality deals with acceptable human
interaction, some people view taxation as good, some as theft. Some view minimum wages, labor
unions and employee welfare regulations as good things, some view them as government intrusion
into the right of individuals to negotiate their deals freely.
Meaning is perhaps even more subjective, in that if you view it as synonymous with Maslow’s “Selfactualization” in the top of the Hierarchy of needs, as you move of the hierarchy you move from
highly objective (we all need food, shelter etc) to highly subjective “What makes you feel like you
have made the most of your life and your gifts?”
This is no different than when one tries to create a religion or ideology based on “The Red Pill of
Intersexual Dynamics“, it becomes a mixture of “Is” and “ought” because an ideology or a religion
always contains subjective elements to a large degree. Even two comparable ideologies can have
differences in terms of their preference on various scales including taxes, and public services.
In my view “The Red Pill” needs to remain firmly within “Is”, as in determining the reality of
intersexual dynamics. Based on that truth, men can develop strategies and tactics for navigating the
sexual market place. Most men want and need better, more fulfilling relationships with women
regardless of race, creed, economic policy, political philosophy, religion and much else. Bundling the
red pill with political philosophy, religion, economical preferences, race and so on will have 2
effects:
A) It limits the persuasiveness vis-a-vis men who do not share those preferences. Let’s be honest,
does anyone need the red pill more desperately than progressive white knights?
B) It reduces “Truth and Facts of intersexual dynamics” to “Truthiness and “facts” of intersexual
dynamics”. It goes from biology to gender studies.
Is this really what we want?
Sources
[1] https://www.lexico.com/en/definition/truth
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Tailoring Game
July 17, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

tailoring

Some of the most annoying questions I get are “How do I get a girl” and “How do I get that specific
girl” the reason for why I hate both questions lie on the same continuum, the first one is not specific
enough, is the latter is far too specific.
The reason I dislike the first one is that I could flippantly answer “$100 bucks and an online escort
site“, and the reason I dislike the latter is that it views Game and The Red Pill as a Gamespot Strategy
Guide for 100 completion with all achievements for the “Chicks” game. What they both have in
common is a lack of understanding of what game and the red pill is, however, this is a trait that they
share with many other men, women and children. This idea that the Red Pill is a book of rules with a
process model that if you follow it to the T you can get any girl.
I’m sorry to tell you that the Red Pill and Game will never be a 100% guarantee to get any girl you
want, or any girl at all. If you implement it correctly, make it a part of your life and do the work, it
will help you get more girls, but not all girls.
The same mindset lies behind “If you were only alpha enough” or “If your frame was strong enough”
or “I bang nothing but 9s and 10s and lay more pipe across North America than North American Oil
& Gas Pipelines Inc.” LARPing is not that hard to spot.
Now, I started this essay with this little rant, because I want to cover an important topic today,
namely tailoring. Before we get to that point of the essay, I want to define how I conceptualize the
red pill and game.

Conceptualizations of The Red Pill
The Red Pill is a theory of intersexual dynamics founded in evolutionary psychology and
evolutionary biology and game is the practical application of that in the mating market.
I think this distinction is important for the reason that there are a lot of things that are viewed as
intimately linked with the Red Pill and Game (to a lesser extent) that are not a part of the theory or
the practical framework we call game. Weight lifting, weight loss, gaining muscle, dialing in your
diet, self-improvement, financial advice, and a host of other things are very linked to The Red Pill
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and Game, but are not part of it. I view many of these as being “pre-game“. They are things you do to
get your value in order so that game can work as a value multiplier.
Quite frankly, I would be somewhat inclined to argue that my own little niche of “Gendernomics” is
not entirely part of the Red Pill theory either, in so far in that it largely consists of the analysis of the
sexual market place and sexual market dynamics market dynamics, in the same manner that a
financial analyst would analyze the oil & gas market without necessarily being part of it. However, I
also recognize that Gendernomics, The Red Pill and Game are complimentary fields, the same can be
said for self-improvement.
Red Pill theory will tell you “Why” the sexual market place market works the way it does,
Gendernomics will tell you “What” the market does and will do, Game will give you the “How” so
you can take advantage of it towards you own end. Finally, self-improvement will help you position
yourself to take advantage of it. These are all important parts of the total picture, knowing what the
market is doing and how you can take advantage of it are perhaps the most important pieces, but I
find that knowing the “Why” helps men move from scripted, predictable routines to more natural
game. Despite the old claims that “You just need game man“, that’s not really true, you do need
something real as a foundation.
Knowing that the reason why that fantastic opener worked was not because of what you said, but
what was conveyed by the way you said it, helps men devise tactics and strategies for themselves.
and to tailor it to their personality, presentation, preferences and perspective.
The reason I find this to be a set of important distinctions is that Self-improvement is all pre-game.
You can be the most red pilled man on Earth, have studied every piece of game material in existence,
understand Gendernomics better than I do, but without having built yourself into a reasonably
valuable man you will see little if any success. Each component is important in order to guard from a
given level of risk, and enable a certain level of leverage.
In my view, the complete set of things, Red Pill Theory, Self-improvement, Game, Gendernomics,
and so on all form a large framework. The idea behind a framework is that you have a way of
approaching things based on prior learning. You have the red pill theory, you have game, you have
self-improvement, and together these tells you the truth, and how to leverage that for maximum
returns while minimizing risk. This is how The Red Pill and Game are supposed to work.
The old school game community was pretty simple, devise a piece of material or theory, go out, field
test it, write a field-report, get other men to test it, then based on the feedback it is either adopted or
discarded. Over time, this created a large knowledge base of things that men have tried, swapped
notes on, and collectively created. We got night game, day game, online game, text game, tinder
game, scripted game, natural game, asshole game, jerk game, and a bunch of others.
These are all subsets of the same thing, and are built on Red Pill theory, they are tailored applications
of the Red Pill Theoretical framework.

The Concept of Tailoring
The idea of tailoring is that you adapt a framework to your particular situation. A typical case would
be running a business project according to PMBOK, if you are running a $100m project with 100
people, and 30 stakeholders, you will require more of the framework than running a 10k project with
2 people involved. Running the $100m project with a minimal toolkit leads to a lack of control over
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TCQ, running the 10k project with the full framework means you spend more resources on managing
than producing.
Day game for instance, was born from Night Game and is the theoretical framework tailored for a
specific context and environment. This is why I really like Roosh V’s “Day Bang” because he
actually compares and contrasts the major differences throughout the book. My favorite being the
analogy of girls in the club being like dogs and girls out in the day-game wilds being like cats. This
helps men see how Day game and Night game are similar, yet different applications.
Another example would be the London Daygame model, which in my view is one of the best
daygame models there are, however there may be situations where you do not need to work through
the whole process model. this is what tailoring is about. Taking a solid framework and adapting it to
fit your context and personality. I’d personally argue (as a non-expert in the London Day Game
Model) that a central element isn’t to follow the model slavishly, but rather realizing where you are in
the process and knowing what to do at that stage of the process. Then you can tailor and leverage that
framework to get the best returns in the most efficient manner.
I’ll share my own tailoring paradigm. I hate crowded bars and clubs, they get too loud, too sweaty
and too stupid for my tastes. In addition some of my strongest game-related abilities are
conversations, story-telling, teasing and humor, none of which are very useful in a place where the
music is loud and the pace hectic. I much prefer a 45 minute coffee or drink date in a quiet venue
with comfortable seating, where I can leverage my strengths. I still need some degree on night game
in that I need to be able to bounce a girl to a second venue, create hook points, escalate and take her
home. However I avoid my weak points related to hanging out in night clubs by picking venues that
play to my strengths.
You take what works for you, and build on that.

Summary and Conclusions
It’s very easy to get caught up in someone else’s tailored framework. The best example is the
peacocking era back in the Mystery days. Guys in tophats, platform boots, rings on every finger and
black nail-polish. We identify someone who appears successful, adopt and implement their
framework and never realize that tailoring is an option.
In the 15 or so years that I’ve been in this space, much of the time has been less enjoyable because I
was tailoring my life to game, rather than game to my life. I’ve kicked my ass in the gym to put on
mass, avoided drinks, sweets, and foods I enjoy to drop body fat, had a 700+ day streak in
myfitnesspal. Spent a lot of time in clubs I did not enjoy and god knows I’ve ground out approaches
day in and day out.
The fact is, for many of us this journey starts as a way to improve an area of our life, then it
transcends into obsession.
“Be attractive” turns into “Fitness model physique“, Chiseled jawline, perfect hair, the right eye
color.
“Don’t be unattractive” morphs into “Be attractive to everyone”
“Handle your money” turns into “Be a millionaire”
“Get laid” becomes “Only bang 10s”
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In the end, you give yourself such a workload that you don’t have time for girls, plus the constant
focus to be perfect makes the process non-enjoyable. The worst part of it, is that in your pursuit of
becoming Chad, incarnate you lose the strengths that give you a competitive advantage. Basically,
you focus on turning all your weaknesses, real or perceived into strengths, but in that process you
also end up sanding off your real strengths.
This is the same mistake the modern educational system is making. If you’ve got a lot of natural
affinity, talent and interest for STEM, so you’re getting top grades in all the STEM classes, then your
teacher tells you that you need to take that English grade to a top grade, rather than getting even
better with STEM.
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Reality Testing
July 24, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

One of the most interesting things about the seduction
community and the red pill is the development of the methodologies and theory. Unlike most
research projects where strictly controlled conditions and smaller samples are often used for
exploratory theory, the red pill took the form of a decentralized grounded theory project. What this
means in practice is that a very large group of motivated men, got together, developed theories and
then field tested these theories. Over time this built a theoretical framework that outlined many of the
major concepts that are now considered foundation material:
Alpha Fucks/Beta Bucks
AWALT
Hypergamy
Solipsism
The War-bride dynamic
Cocky & Funny
Ovulatory shift
Field-testing thus serves a very important role within this community, in that the field reports from
hundreds if not thousands of men who have attempted to implement the theory into their life both
helps give confirmation, but also gives feedback on new concepts that need to be developed. For
instance, the reason why Style’s “Who lies more, men or women?” opener became the most used
opener back in the told PUA days was that not only did it work for Style, it also worked for thousands
of other men. It worked so well, that it actually became a casualty of its own success, because it
became so well known even among women, that by using it, you betrayed the fact that you were one
of those “game guys“.
The more accurate a given concept in theory is, the more accepted it becomes in the greater
community. The more consistently a man can produce theoretical concepts or verify theoretical
concepts, the more central his work becomes to the space. Chateau Heartiste became one of the most
influential blogs in this space precisely because of almost unprecedented contribution both theoretical
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and in terms of field reports. For a group that has no real gatekeeping mechanism like for instance
science does, this combination of contribution over time, verification of theories, and field reports are
the only gate that exists.
In academia, gatekeeping takes the form of degree requirements in order to ensure familiarity with
both methodology and the theoretical framework of the field. This is to ensure that people who seek
to contribute are familiar with both the research that has been done within the field previously and the
methodology for expanding, or challenging that knowledge. My favorite example being when John
Forbes Nash, a brilliant mathematician was chided by Einstein for wanting to amend relativity
without studying physics. Once one gets past that gate, peer review and replication/verification
studies for a second barrier.
Researcher 1 conducts a study, that is then submitted for publication in a journal, in order to qualify
for publication it must be peer-reviewed, meaning that other researchers within the field read and
critique the study. Then once it has been published, other researchers within the field conduct
verification/replication studies to see if they get the same results. If many replication/verification
studies are conducted that confirm the findings of the original study, the original study is
strengthened.
If we compare this to how it works in The Red Pill community this is similar to how things used to
be:
Someone makes an observation in the field and generates a theory. (The research)
The theory is published on a blog or forum. (Publication)
Other men critique the theory in comment sections or forums (Peer review)
Other men test the theory in the field and report back in field reports (Replication study)
Over time, some concepts become deeply ingrained in the theoretical framework of The Red Pill, and
the experimental framework of game. For instance, some linked concepts are DLV and DHV, shittesting and hypergamy. A man in a game situation attempts to maximize displays of higher value, and
minimize displays of lower value, shit-testing is a female’s natural response to verify if the man’s
value to her hypergamy. LMR (Last minute resistance) is also part of this cycle in that it arises as a
response to doubt about a man’s value, in essence the positive consequences vs. the negative
consequences for the woman resulting from the mating encounter.
A man approaches a woman and begins the seduction process. Throughout the interaction he displays
a mixture of DHV and DLV that taken with the other aspects of the interaction leads to the woman
forming a judgment of his value, to confirm her judgment she engages in “shit-testing” which is
really congruence testing, which is the woman seeking to answer the question “Is the value I assigned
him correct?“, it’s a form of due diligence. If he fails the tests the interaction ends soon thereafter,
should he pass the tests the interaction continues down the path towards the close. Once the isolation
is complete, and the man and woman are alone with sex being the next logical step, the woman may
exhibit Last Minute Resistance (LMR), which exists as a second-layer of congruence testing. Thus,
both shit-testing and congruence testing is a results from doubt. The foundation theory that underlies
this interaction is hypergamy.
As with many if not all of the core concepts, the theoretical construct of hypergamy is testable in
reality, however as with a lot of research it’s easy to miss variables that have an effect. For instance,
it’s impossible to do controlled tests in detail of many concepts because the same man cannot
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approach the same woman and do one test using game, one test not doing game. It’s also very
difficult to account for all the involved variables.
For instance, lets say a man starts lifting, and builds his physique, this will also give him additional
confidence. If he sees his mating success increase, is it due to physique, confidence, both and in what
proportion? These are good questions, but I’m afraid that they are questions to which we’ll never be
able to find a satisfactory answer. Not because I doubt in our ability to either identify these factors in
individual cases, and not because I think we would be unable to identify the important choice criteria
in aggregate, but because the “I need to know exactly for this particular girl” perspective is unlikely.
A probabilistic estimate could be generated, but not clear cut strategy guide.
There are always individualized variants and influences in play in each individual woman that means
one can never be certain. It goes back to the same as the argument with big data predictive analytics,
if we study one person closely, odds are we can predict their preferences and thus their behavior to a
large degree. If we study a population closely, odds are we can predict the populations preferences
and thus behaviors. However, we cannot predict the preferences and thus behavior of all the
individuals in the population.
For instance, All Women Are Like That (AWALT) is often criticized from the perspective of “You are
saying all women are the same” when what is meant is that “All women have this underlying capacity
to varying degrees“. AWALT can be seen as saying “Always treat a bomb as if it is armed” while
some people strawman the position as “The bomb is always armed with 1 second on the timer“.
Again, other people like to argue that all bombs are not bombs, some of them are just clocks wired to
a pack of sausages.
When dealing with individuals, once must always keep in mind that one is dealing with an individual.
When applying probability or heuristics generated from a group to an individual person one must
always be careful to not shoehorn the person into the dataset. For instance, if 5% of girls have BPD, it
would be erroneous thinking to treat all girls as if they have BPD, however treating them as if they
could have BPD until proven otherwise may be advisable because of the large negative effects a
woman with BPD can have on a man’s life.
As you interact more and more with an individual, the more precise your reading of that individual
will become, and judgments can be made about how much she conforms to the mean. Meaning,
below average, above average or average. This is perhaps the greatest error, viewing things as binary
when most times they exist on a Likert scale. The question isn’t “Is she hypergamous“, it’s to what
degree does she manifest hypergamy on a scale from 1 – 7. The question isn’t “Is she crazy”, it’s
“How crazy is she on a scale from 1 – 11“.
This idea with women as “either-or” is the biggest source of superficial criticism of The Red Pill
there is, a man finds the red pill, reads “AWALT” as “100% of women are the same“, practices that,
naturally has some success with it, gets into an LTR, starts to see that women are individuals, with
their own personalities, traits, preferences and perspectives and reverses to No Women Are Like
That, because of emotional investment.
However, I think the most important thing here is to remember how and why the seduction
community and The Red Pill came to be, exactly because men had been told a lot of things about
women.
All women are just looking for that special someone
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There is a soul mate
Women and men are the same
Open communication
Men and women love identically
Just be yourself
Men acted in accordance with these axioms and got very poor results, ranging from men never
achieving sexual success, being zeroed out, being cheated on, and so on. If we look at the type of
advice that most men are given when they come of age:
Buy her a drink/gifts
Show her she is special by going for an elaborate first date
Take her to the dance and buy her flowers
Just be yourself
Don’t escalate towards sex
Tell her how you feel
Most men who come to this community have tried all of these things and have not achieved the
results they desire, so they are looking for a different way, a way that works. I’ve spent some time
lately reading the “Married Red Pill subreddit“, a subreddit that should come with “Abandon all
hope, ye who enter here” tagline. It’s filled with men who have followed all the advice above, and
now find themselves being served with divorce papers, living in dead bedroom relationships, and
have no idea what the hell just happened. I give the contributors on that subreddit all the credit in the
world for taking the time out of their day to explain the following to these men:
They lived a certain way that they had been told would give them the results they desired. Doing the
same thing over and over again and expecting different results is the definition of insanity.

Summary and Conclusions
It’s very tempting to be taken in by things that sound good. When Rian tells men that the secret to
relationships is “You gotta hate her a little bit“, while funny, it does not sound good. Telling someone
to focus on themselves and what they want more than on their partner and what their partner wants,
does not sound good either compared to the mainstream advice. Especially since all the mainstream
advice is centered on how men need to identify with- and be subservient to women.
Telling someone “All women are human beings with flaws, driven by biology shaped over millions of
years of starvation, warfare, infant mortality, death in childbirth and thousands of other factors.
Which means sometimes they do shitty things for no reason” sounds worse than “Girls are made of
sugar and spice and smell nice“. However, saying so is no different than saying “The human male
was shaped by millions of years of evolution as hunters and warriors“, it’s just a statement of fact.
“Only women, children and dogs are loved unconditionally” sounds a lot worse than “If you find the
right girl she’ll love you unconditionally”
“I guess she wasn’t the one man” is much better consolation than “What did you expect? You got fat,
lost your job, and stopped showering.”
Often this is done because theories and frameworks within the red pill and PUA are only judged on 1
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criteria, how useful they are as tools. Where usefulness is determined by their efficacy in getting a
man to his desired outcome. If a man wants to get laid more, he cares about whether the technique,
method or theory will help him do so, he does not care if some would judge it immoral, destructive to
western civ or blasphemous. This also used to be what was the gatekeeper in this space, how many
men verified and found your contributions to be useful in getting their desired outcomes.
In the end, I still think this is the ultimate gate in this space, “How useful is your content for men in
building the lives they want“, however such a gate is easily eroded by the introduction of the nonquantifiable. Lifting is quantifiable, approaches are quantifiable, number closes, dates, k-closes, fcloses and notch count are quantifiable.
How good of a man you are, how god fearing you are, how much you contribute to the maintenance
of Western Civ, are not quantifiable, they are qualitative judgments, they can make you feel good, but
that’s about it. Ultimately though, I think that’s what a lot of people want, they want the rush of
telling everyone they are going to start going to the gym and lose 50 lbs on social media and getting
likes, but they don’t really want to stop eating pizza and start going to the gym.
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The Truth Vs. “My Truth”
July 31, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

When selecting research methodology for a research
project, the budding researcher is often caught between two paradigms, positivism and
phenomenology, both have their own strengths, and they also have their own weaknesses. The best
example of the power of positivism is the census, the sample size is literally “every person in the
country”, and we get data that is 100% applicable to the whole population of the country. When you
employ positivism, you aim to identify objective truth, with general applicability, meaning that you
need a sample large enough for your data to be applied to the general population.
The major limit of positivism though, is that it’s purely a quantitative approach, and seeks to establish
things as hard facts, and to discover the causal relationship between those as hard laws. The role of
the researcher within positivism is as an observer, a data collector and interpreter of quantitative data
[1].
The five main principles of positivist research are summarized thus [1]:
1. There are no differences in the logic of inquiry across sciences.
2. The research should aim to explain and predict.
3. Research should be empirically observable via human senses. Inductive reasoning
should be used to develop statements (hypotheses) to be tested during the research
process.
4. Science is not the same as the common sense. The common sense should not be
allowed to bias the research findings.
5. Science must be value-free and it should be judged only by logic.
Interpretivism arose due to a desire among some researchers to go beyond what can be established
quantitatively by positivism, and introduce a degree of interpretation into the study. For this reason it
focuses more on qualitative methods and seeks to find the meaning in the data. One can break down
interpretivism [2] into multiple areas, but the one must applicable to The Red Pill is Phenomenology
[3]. Phenomenology as a research paradigm is focused on experiences, events and occurrences with
disregard or minimum regard for the external or physical reality. It also has issues with analysis,
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interpretation and lower levels of validity and reliability than positivism.
See the table below for the compare and contrast:

The Red Pill Theoretical framework is very much a work that leans more towards positivism than
interpretivism. A core axiom of much of the work is that there is a single, tangible, objective reality
in which we all live. The goal of much of the work is to explain and predict behavior within the
sexual market place.
The focus of interest is what is general, average and representative of women (especially) and female
behavior, and which laws that govern the sexual market place, regardless of time, context and values.
The desired information is how women (as a group) conduct themselves in the sexual market place,
and the laws that govern their behavior.
I’d argue that the one place where The Red Pill could be argued to deviate, is in the rigid separation
between the subject(s) (women) and researcher, as much of the research data is generated by field
observations. Most of this data is also not strictly quantitative, but rather in the form of descriptions
of interactions in text.
This data can be quantified if one so desired, for instance, a field report into a given opener, could be
formulated as a hypothesis, could quantify success or failure as 1 and 0, and be plugged into a dataset
generated by all the field reports on that same opener.
However, this is also where the methodology of praxeology comes into play, the deductive study of
human action based on the action axiom, that permits the drawing of conclusions about human
behavior that are both objective and universal. The major difference between praxeology and
positivism being how one generates data and draws conclusions, the positivist relies on data sets and
statistical inference, the praxeologist relies on observation and logic.
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The Red Pill Context
I wrote that rather dry introduction, mainly to establish the paradigm within which generation of red
pill knowledge exists. As perhaps the red pill writer that utilizes the most quantitative data in my
writing, my goal has always been to establish what is the objective reality of the sexual market place.
Secondly, how men can take advantage of this knowledge and apply it to their life to reduce the gap
between their present situation and their desired future state.
The two major areas where the red pill is often criticized, is in
A) Truth vs. My Truth where people seek to intermingle non-objective theories, perspectives, values
and so on with the objective truth of The Red Pill, I spoke about this at length in my essay “What is
The Red Pill” which is concerning people who desire to mix politics and The Red Pill, Religion and
The Red Pill or morality and The Red Pill.
B) Objective knowledge vs. Interpretation, which is what I hope to tackle in this essay.
For instance, when it comes to “context” the idea behind a law, and absolute knowledge is that it’s
valid across all contexts with some caveats, for instance the law of gravity is equally true on the
Moon and on Earth, however the effects of gravity on you is different depending on whether you are
on the Moon or on Earth. Hypergamy is equally true in the United States of America and in Poland,
however the manifestation differs based on social norms, religious affiliations, group hierarchies and
so on. Much of our older social order was in fact created to direct sexual energy towards productive
endeavors and away from non-socially desirable consequences.
Men, completely unrestrained by social codes, genetic heritage, norms and so on, would simply fight
each other until there was only one, then the women would mate with that one man. It’s like
Highlander, but for fucking. It’s slightly more complex than that, but human tribes from all over the
globe have a history of granting mating privileges to men based on merit. This system is no different
than the laws passed after The Great Depression to restrain the worst aspects of capitalism. A stable
society cannot exist if 70 – 80% of men have no chance to mate, and 20 – 30% of the men have huge
harems. The amount of men unable to find a mate has to be kept rather low, simply because a society
where more than perhaps 30 – 40% of men are idle, with no chance to mate, will at worst result in
revolution and at best in the departure of productive men from the workforce. This is what we’re
seeing in parts of the West where productive men, who are unable to mate in their native countries
expatriate to other countries where they are more sought after.
This is an example of sexual market value being in part contextual, a 5 in Miami can be a 10 in Boise.
An American black man can be a 5 in the states but an 8 in Brazil. A white man can be a 5 in the UK,
an 8 in South America and a 9 in Thailand. This is no different from how women in more patriarchal
countries such as India and Pakistan get more STEM degrees than women in Western Europe and the
U.S, it’s not because Pakistani and Indian women are more interested in STEM in this countries. It’s
because STEM degrees offer more independence through being well-compensated and secure. This is
called nuance and context.
Much of the time when people talk about nuance, and interpreting things from a wider context, what
they are doing is engaging in a rhetorical move to shift from Position A in “What is The Red Pill”
A) The descriptive praxeology that describes the reality of intersexual dynamics.
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These are the contents that seek to describe the mechanisms at play, and their given effect.
For instance, describing the mechanics of hypergamy and solipsism and how they influence
the mating market.
to positions B, C or D
B) Various perspectives on how one should utilize the information from A.
These are those contents that seek to describe how to put yourself in an advantageous
market position to exploit the core mechanics. For instance, how to deal with hypergamy in
an LTR, what to do to maintain her preference for you as her chosen partner, and how it
affects her mate choices.
C) Various individuals and groups that utilize A as part of their foundational material,
but who have added other elements to build a full individual or group ideology.
This includes all the content that brings in philosophy not pertaining to strict epistemology
and logic applied specifically to the area of intersexual dynamics, such as conservativism,
liberalism, fascism, liberalism, progressivism and various religious or spiritual doctrines.
(List not exhaustive)
D) Various hucksters, cult leaders, scam artists, con-men, and opportunists who utilize
brand to benefit themselves only.
This includes the content that only seeks to exploit the branding side and that add
components that are not related to intersexual dynamics to build a value proposition to
make a sale, or to encourage a group identity where they can elevate their position to one of
high status.
Moving from position A to position B is fine, but as you move further down from A, the further you
move away from objectivity. Every man has to decide what his desired end-state is and how to utilize
the objective information generated at A). Whether that is to maintain a long-term relationship, date
multiple women or building himself a harem, for instance. Game resides firmly at B, so does the
marriedredpill subreddit, and quite a lot of content on the red pill subreddit.
Once you reach point D), you are dealing with someone that is “Red Pill in Name Only“. Meaning
that someone will amend the red pill to allow for more “context” and “nuance” but what is really
being done is to hollow out the “Objective truth of intersexual dynamics“, to make room for “My
truth of intersexual dynamics“, which is where the need for classification comes in.

Containers and Classifications
The need for classification comes from the need to tell one thing from another.
First of all, the idea that this movement is “binary” is provably wrong, if it wasn’t then there’d be no
purple pilled dating coaches. Perspectives range from the socially constructed blue pill perspective to
the objective red pill perspective. This could be arranged as a Likert scale, from 1 – 5, 1 to 7 or 1 – 10
or whatever, where the outer points on each end are the red pill and blue pill respectively. So if you
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are Blue pilled at 1 – 3, Purple pilled at 4 – 6, Red Pilled from 7 – 9, then this is not binary, it’s a
scale where you are classified according to your perspective. Once you go from a 7 to a 6, you are no
longer red pilled, but you are more red pilled than the guy at 4.
I do concede that we have gone from a medicine cabinet to a full-on pharmacy as of late, “Red Pill“,
“Blue Pill“, “Purple Pill“, “Crimson Pill“, “Black Pill“, “God Pill” are all convenient ways to
classify where people’s perspective on the sexual market place. Instead of having to explain at length
that:
“This man accepts some red pill truths such as hypergamy but he’s also a firm believer in that when
you meet the right girl that will work itself out” it’s easier to say “He’s purple pilled“.
“This man accepts the red pill truth in full, but he takes it a bit beyond what can be proven” it’s
quicker to say “Crimson pill”
“This man used to accept the red pill truth in full but he hit the male epiphany phase now, found
religion, rejected his old lifestyle, and believes that God will fix his life” much simpler to just say
“God Pill”
These exist so that we can tell the difference between the different perspectives, calling someone
“purple pill“, “blue pill“, “red pill” or “black pill” is not a value judgment, it’s a judgment of the
ideas that person holds and/or espouses as pertaining to intersexual dynamics. To some extent it can
be a warning, along the lines of:
“Hey man, I saw you talking to [Purple piller], keep in mind that he’s mixing his truth with the truth”
It’s no different than how Alpha and Beta are used, they are not judgments of a man’s inherent worth,
they are classifications of attraction behaviors vs. comfort behaviors. Attraction requires building
tension, comfort releases tension. There is no law that a man with a ton of attraction behaviors must
always build and maintain tension, it’s fully possible for such a man to release tension and engage in
comfort behaviors, what matters is proportion.
So, when a purple pilled coach tells you he has “The truth of intersexual dynamics”, from the red pill
perspective, he has “His truth of intersexual dynamics mixed with The Truth of intersexual
dynamics“. This is no different than how Erich Von Daniken’s “Ancient Aliens” theory is based on
real proof and objective facts, such as the Nazca lines, Pyramids and leaps in technology throughout
documented human history, these elements of his theory are [The Truth of human history],
however his interpretation that aliens came to Earth and gifted mankind with technology and inspired
them to build the structures is [His Truth of human history].
I find it very telling, that among the challenges to the red pill theoretical framework of intersexual
dynamics, I have yet to see long form criticisms based on established facts when it comes to:
Hypergamy
Briffault’s law
Bateman’s principle and the consequences thereof
Or the many other biological principles that underline the red pill which I briefly talked about in
Basic Premises: Biology Part 1 and Part 2 heck, Rollo’s Year 1 writings have been around since 2011
on his blog, and before that on So Suave, and I can’t remember having read any long-form critique of
any of his basics based on errors of facts, errors of reasoning or errors in methodology.
The case made against the red pill tends to very frequently be based in ethics, ideology, values,
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 1152 of 1188

religion, emotions, ideals or other intangibles, and never it seems as part of a search for truth.
Sources:
[1] https://research-methodology.net/research-philosophy/positivism/
[2] http://research-methodology.net/research-philosophy/interpretivism/
[3] https://research-methodology.net/research-philosophy/phenomenology/
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Of Illusions and Individuality
August 7, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

On the tail end of my recent trip, in a blur of dates,
hook-ups and matches, I found myself reading a post by Kyle Trouble [1] that gave me some pause. I
especially enjoyed this reflection:
“Once you become educated in the way of women, it’s natural to become a bit jaded. Over
time, this passes, as I’ve discussed—you must let go. If you don’t, you’ll just end up a
miserable old hack.
But learning the true nature of how male and female dynamics works does something else.
You can get the women you always lusted and desired for. You can have sex with them, and
you can even keep them around in a happy and fulfilling relationship. But it all comes with
a trade off. Things will be different than the fantasy world that you grew up in.” [1]
The reason behind it is quite simple, Kyle hit on something that I’ve thought a lot about, especially in
periods of my life when I run very active game. One of the habits I developed early was to keep
rather comprehensive notes during these periods, not only to keep track of the different girls, but also
because I think they are very valuable as a tool to help me improve my game. If something blows up
in my face, I can go back and review, see where I went wrong and then take steps to avoid that
happening again.
Let’s be fair, you can over-game, under-game, over-comfort, under-comfort, be too entertaining, not
entertaining enough, too sexual or too non-sexual, horny instead of sexual and many other things.
Most of these are dials that have to be adjusted based on the girl, the context, the culture and many
other things. If one of my stories, or a sequence of my anecdotes is more effective at achieving my
goal, I want to be able to put that into a pattern, to increase my efficiency.
So, I like my notes for this reason, they are my impressions shortly after the meeting, significant
moments are recorded and I can go back, look at the variables, make my adjustments and improve.
This makes me more efficient and gets me more results, however it also removes some of the organic,
natural parts of the interaction. It’s a bit like playing Starcraft for fun vs. Starcraft as a pro gamer,
sure the pro gamer is better at the game, but it’s all automated, there are few if any surprises in it.
However, sometimes you get hit with a surprise.
What Kyle touched on, but didn’t make explicit was the trade-off between two sets of things, set 1
are the principles that make up Red Pill theory, hypergamy, solipsism, AF/BF, communication
differences, the adventure bubble, escalation and such things. The second set are the dynamic
variables that to some extent are both objective and subjective. These are shared among all girls, but
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the dials are set to varying levels, a good example would be the ovulatory shift, a girl who is in her
proliferative phase can be escalated faster than a girl who is not. If she’s also got 3 drinks in her, has
been without sex for a month, is in a foreign country and is under 25, she can be escalated even
faster.
Starcraft has rules, and an optimal strategy, the Red Pill has principles and heuristics.

Principles and Individuality
When I did my long reading of Ethics from Aristotle to Kant, one of the core elements of ethics as a
discipline was an attempt to establish objectively what is good and what is evil. As I’ve expounded
on in prior essays, the study of ethics is one wrought with disagreement for how to devise principles.
In deontology one starts with a rule, and one judges by intent, if your intent was good according to
the rule, then the act was good. In consequentialism, one starts with the outcome, and if the outcome
was good then the act was good. In virtue one starts with a set of virtues, and if behavior is in
accordance with those virtues, one is a good person.
As one can easily see, the 3 of these can easily be at odds, if one sleeps with that 20 year old with the
intent that both involved parties have a great one-night stand, then it is good according to deontology.
If the consequence is that the 20 year old then loses her ability to pair bond with her husband and
ends up divorced 5 years later and this contributes to the breakdown of the nuclear family, furthering
the decline of western civ, then it was bad according to consequentialism. If lust is a vice and
prudence a virtue, then by sleeping with that 20 year old, one is quite clearly being lustful, however if
pleasure is a virtue and asceticism is a vice, then it is good.
However, what these 3 share is the understanding that one must have principles that act as guides for
human behavior, lest we embrace chaos. If all men and women behaved as young children do, as
completely self-centered beings without much concern for those other than themselves. If they as
children do, viewed all other human beings as means by which to satisfy a never-ending list of
demand from their ID, then I would posit that we’d have a problem functioning as a group.
This is where Smerdyakov’s statement from “The Brothers Karamazov” becomes very apparent, “If
there is no God, everything is permitted“, the core truth being that if there are no principles that are
greater than humanity, then what will restrain humanity from acting on its worst impulses?
After all, the role of ethical principles is to govern our behavior in the group so that we do not lead to
its destruction. We get the golden rule, the 10 Commandments, and various other ethical rules so that
we do not engage in acts motivated by individual benefits but that come at a great cost to the group at
large. It’s the famed trade-off between Group and Individual that was subject to much writing during
the Enlightenment Age, what liberties should an individual give up in order to belong to a group,
which liberties can an individual never give up, and which liberties can a group never take from their
members.
When used correctly, principles add paths to our map of the world, so that we know which paths we
can take, which are not sound to take and which we should stay far away from. When applied as
weapons however, they can rapidly destroy a great culture or group in a very short time. Too much
ethics frequently translates to zealotry, such as that demonstrated by Torquemada during the
Inquisition or in numerous other situations that have played out through our history when we become
rigid, inflexible and righteous, where morality is used to hammer the witches, rather than guide the
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weary.
This is the area in which some purple pill profiteers operate, through sowing confusion by using
questionable rhetoric and solipsism, they switch between rules, consequences and virtues to
indoctrinate men to act as Good Boys and give up their best interest. When one argues that a lifestyle
of hedonism, self-interest and indulgence is evil, the argument takes one of three forms:
Deontological:
Rule: Getting married and raising children is best for society.
Thus, one must conclude that any behavior that is not towards this end is by implication not good.
Consequentialist:
The consequences of acting in your own self-interest and eschewing marriage and children
undermines Western Civilization and will lead to a more rapid decline of an already declining
Western Civilization.
Virtue:
Hedonism/Lust/Self-indulgence/etc is a vice, the correct life is to build ones virtue, thus this behavior
is bad.
If you look at any of the preceding arguments, notice one thing, never once is there talk of what is
best for the individual. The deontological argument favors the group, as does the consequentialist,
and quite frankly I’m not certain if I would say that hedonism, lust or self-indulgence are inherently
bad unless done to the point of personal irrevocable harm. There is obviously a case where too much
of a good thing turns that thing from a positive to a negative. However, where this line is depends
very much on individual preference.

Summary and Conclusions
Back before The Red Pill, when I was just running game, it was challenging but for the most part it
was a fairly easy lifestyle. The Red Pill on the other hand is not easy, because quite frankly it always
forces you to do what is the least comfortable choice. If you’re still single in your 30s, 40s and 50s
you face a lot of social pressure, if you’re in shape and healthy you face a society that wants you to
be fat and sick. Everyone has a prescription for you, everyone is ego-invested in their prescription,
and very few of them consider what is right for you.
The easiest thing a man could do in life is good grades in high school, get a good college degree and
get a steady job. Get into an LTR with the first girl who’ll sleep with him, get a couple of kids, then
just follow the script through to retirement and inevitable death. This is what society wants you to do
regardless of what the trads tell you.
One of the things I’ve frequently criticized both in essays and on twitter is idealism, not because I
think it is an inherently undesirable trait, but because I think it often clouds our judgment. Over the
years I’ve spent quite a bit of time and money improving my judgment, making sure that I think
things through, consider all viewpoints and have enough facts on my side to make a sound
conclusion. This was necessary for the work I do in my day to day life, otherwise I would be rather
poor at it. It’s easy to be swallowed up by excitement, exuberance and enthusiasm, I think this is a
core part of our firmware. This is why we need to learn about ourselves to understand our own
perspective apart from the group, but also why we need principles and heuristics to guide us when we
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cannot trust our own mind.
The principles and heuristics laid out by the Red Pill get a fair bit of criticism, just voicing some of
the opinions get blowback, not only from women, but also from a wide cadre of different men,
relationship coaches who depend on the red pill not being true for their income. However, they exist
to safeguard men from making mistakes that can have drastic consequences to their ability to live
their best possible life.
The core of this post is quite simple, it’s easy to abide by principles when they do not have pretty
eyes, long, flowing hair, a pert butt and great breasts, all apparently made by girlfriend material. It’s
very easy not to cheat when no girl will date you, or when no other woman than your wife/girlfriend
wants to sleep with you. It’s bloody hard if you’re a rockstar with groupies throwing their panties on
stage. That’s when you need principles and heuristics.
The Red Pill principles exist as a guide for men so that they can make the right choice, not the easy
one.
They exist so the individual man can see if a girl is for real or an illusion created by his own mind
and desires.
Sources:
[1] https://thisistrouble.com/2018/06/26/the-devil-on-my-shoulder/
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It’s been a while
November 20, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
It’s been a while since I posted here.
Now being the rumor-mill and gossipsphere it always was, I’d like to think that at least they came up
with some juicy rumors about my absence.
“Carl got a girl pregnant”
“Carl converted to Christianity”
“Carl’s MBTI profile is obviously not suited for the long-term exposure he was taking on”
“Carl got married”
“Shit, Carl really was a Russian spy and the NSA just got him”
“Shit, Carl must have died”
Only one of those are partially true.
Long story short, went in for some surgery back at the start of September, there were complications,
then there were infections and here we are a little over 2 months later. Quite frankly, you’d be
surprised how much catching up to do you have once you aren’t able to work at all for 2 months, it
takes some time to get a handle on the critical factors of your life, such as being able to live it. To be
honest though, I stayed away a little while longer than I had to, I’m sorry that I didn’t keep Rian
updated, nor anyone else while this was going on, but I felt like I needed a break from the
manosphere. If for no other reason than to reflect on the space as a whole, its many parts and things
that have gone down over the past year or so.
3 months without any content, any contact with other content creators and no contact with the space
really clears the head. Add in almost dying and you realize how petty and pointless many of the
squabbles really are. Most of all they detract from content that is useful, and that’s really where I
failed towards the end, I was uninspired to write for the longest time, because I felt like I was
rehashing the same topics from a different angle on a constant basis, never getting into producing
some new and useful information. Quite frankly, there is a limit to how many times you can repeat
“Women chase the best deal“, “Men prioritize availability over price and quality”
I’ve got some upcoming ideas for content now that I’ll be working on, and until next time, best of
luck.
Best regards
Carl
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Balancing acts
December 31, 2019 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As I sit here preparing to cook this year’s News Years
dinner, I found myself contemplating the year that is soon to be behind us. It’s been a very eventful
year, starting with great strife within this space, and culminating in myself almost passing during the
fall. During all this, I found myself teetering for lack of a better word between the various parts of my
life, and how it’s constructed. I say “constructed” because as I outlined in Gendernomics: Building
Value, I believe that men build their lives, women have life build them. Man happens to life, life
happens to woman.
Once you find yourself in very much a weakened state, you find yourself challenging many of your
previous assumptions and coming to some new perspectives, which is what I want to talk a little bit
about today.
One of the more regular questions I used to get, was “How do convert other men so that they may
become Red Pill men?“, “How do I teach men what I now know to be the truth of male-female sexual
dynamics?“, “How do I change myself to become more red pill?” and many variations on what is
essentially the same question. “How do I integrate The Red Pill and my current life?”
A major cause of the schism earlier this year, was how to answer this question, prescriptively and
concretely VS. descriptively and abstractly. I tend to prefer the latter, for the simple reason that each
man has some shared variables and quite a few unique variables. However, I’ve also come to realize
that the downside of the latter, is that excessive abstraction and description of abstract concepts, often
renders ideas unable of application. Whereas, the downside of excessive prescription and
concreteness tends to become dogmatism and control. Thus, with Gendernomics: Building Value, I
attempted to bridge the two sides of the chasm through leading out principles and prescriptions from
the abstractions.
This was a balancing act, as with many others we deal with from day to day, but we do not think
about. We balance our personalities between our family life, our friends, our work, and our general
social image, however we also have a personality that often becomes dominant when we find
ourselves alone. It is this balancing act a man must find between his new-found perspectives, and
those of his old life.
One of my own balancing acts that I struggle with is investment, not as in financial investment, but
with time management and how personally invested I permit myself to become. As I had my
reflective period post-problems, my perspective shifted a bit in that I saw that while this space has
been exceedingly good to me, as of the most recent year it had morphed into something else. Rather
than a mostly cooperative space founded on volunteer work by many men who offered their time,
thoughts and experiences, it had become an avenue for telemarketers and evangelists. I suppose a
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way of putting it would be in the beginning helping yourself and helping others was the goal and any
financial gains were incidental, as of last year financial gains and helping yourself became the goal
and helping others was incidental.

Dealing with Balancing Acts
Many men when faced with a balancing act, will seek out prescriptions, “How do I balance work and
free time”, “How do I balance my moral perspective with my desires” and people have been happy to
provide prescriptions for this for thousands of years. However, no prescription is ever perfectly
tailored to the individual, heck even prescription medication is largely based on aggregate numbers,
and what one expects to find, which is why one can occasionally get some fairly catastrophic results
when individual biochemistry deviates from the average. This is also why my reading
recommendations tend to not be focused on “What to think” but “How to think“, because inevitably
we all have individual needs, knowledge, patterns, preferences, circumstances, contexts and
situations that we deal with on a continuous basis that all interact with each other for which no
prescription can account.
It’s a variant on “Teach a man to fish“, based in the fact that most men who find this space have
similar problems that often come down to many of the same variables, that can be fixed first, with
little risk of a downside.
Get in shape
Fix your finances
Dress better
Sort out your grooming
Learn some social skills
I stand by that Game in the earliest variations, meaning the written routines, the strict process (such
as the London Day Game model), are training wheels for social skills, adapted to men who are
stunted compared to their peers in their ability to interact with other human beings (not just women).
Much of the time this is due to them having failed to balance their own comfort with the need to
challenge themselves, thus they have self-isolated, or they have been ostracized for any number of
reasons and thus have decided to adopt a fairly reclusive lifestyle.
The balancing act principle comes into play here, that take any of the above bullet point items and do
it to excess and you actually start to become less successful. Why would I say such a thing? Because,
if you become obsessed with being 8% bodyfat year around with an above average amount of muscle
mass and lifting heavier loads than anyone else, then eventually you become the type of man who
masturbates using equal number of strokes with the right and left hand to avoid muscle imbalances.
This is what I mean when I talk about context, goals, circumstances, and so on. The first rule is “Be
attractive” the second rule is “Don’t be unattractive” however these are containers and most of the
time the confusion has arisen from putting “things” in the wrong containers. For instance, some
deeply devout men, would be inclined to argue that being a “Good, upstanding, Christian man who
does right by God and does his duty” should be in the “Be Attractive” box, and perhaps it is in some
contexts, for instance if you’re at church dealing with a single-mom who has found god, then I
suppose it is. However, I can scarcely imagine an attractive woman has ever moaned the words “Oh
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baby, tell me more about the Corinthians“.

Conclusions
I sat down to hammer this out before I start cooking because the New Year is upon us, and many men
will be working hard to make their 2020 different and better than their 2019. What they mean by
different and better is up to them to define, but if they hope to make their sex life better in 2020, it’s
important that they start off on the right foot, and don’t fall off the edge of a cliff. It’s very easy to get
on the “Self-improvement” train and become one of the men who have read everything written on this
subject, who works out, has his grooming in order, dresses well, has social skills, has money, and
hasn’t been laid in 2020. All this is based on a hope that if he just becomes the most valuable man in
the world, women will flock to him, push him down on a bed and mount him.
So, if I were to offer a piece of advice for when you pursue your goals in 2020: Avoid the extremes.
Get a decent haircut, but don’t become a damn stylist.
Get some decent clothes that fit and that have colors that suit you, once you can explain the
difference between heliotrope and magenta, you’ve gone too far.
Get in shape, but once you start doing assisted chain-board pressed off a 73 degree incline, you’ve
gone too far.
Be informed about things, not obsessed with them.
Focus on becoming a well-rounded person who knows his preferences, and has an idea of his goals
and the life he eventually wants. Explore new things to find your preferences, do things that are new
to you within reason and things that take you out of your comfort zone. Within reason here being “Go
for a hike” not “Climb Everest“. Just do things you would not normally do, push yourself every day,
and balance your obsessions, and make sure you are obsessed with things that align with your goals.
I’m reminded of my old dating motto, “I’m either getting laid, getting a good story, ideally both“.
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House of Spergs
May 14, 2020 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

I’ve made a little bit of a comeback to the soyosphere as
of late after going through a few things in real life, that makes this somewhat difficult to write. It’s
been quite a while since I’ve written in Carl’s voice, so I’m a bit like bambi on the ice here trying to
catch my footing and collect my thoughts for this post. There isn’t any new knowledge in here, quite
frankly, it’s been a long time since there was any content in the manosphere that isn’t a re-statement
at best or straight plagiarism at worst, alternatively, “Red pill take on” which is more like
commentary on the news using the basics.
In my time spent in this space off and on for going on 2 decades, I’ve seen the same cycle play itself
out again and again, and I’m starting to get that “Red pill prophetic” vision. Right now, I estimate
that the “sphere” is at the storming phase, just as it was at the performing phase before the great
upheaval of 2019. The cycle repeats itself, every time there is a dark age, then a Renaissance, then an
enlightenment, but before we can make it to the industrial age, someone spergs the fuck out, and we
have to start over again.
I think this is good to some extent, as it cleans out the space, so that new plants can grow, but it’s also
bad, because in my experience the people who make their “fuck it, I’m out” calls, are never the ones
you want to fuck off. The people who stay are often the ones with no other options, the ones who
leave are often the ones who have other options.
So against my better judgement, I thought I’d rip off a movie title (I really wanted to go with The Big
Sperg to stick with a financial theme), and guess what the downfall is going to be this time.

Focus on Receipts over Content
This is sort of obvious for me as an anon, who is also quite a prolific writer and content creator in this
space. However, if we look at the most recent example of sperging out, it didn’t come from anons, it
came from men who in their own words “Put their face, livelihoods and families” out there. There
wasn’t a single anon in that group, and early on the “face out there” heavy hitters (in terms of original
content production) such as Rian and Rollo, rapidly withdrew their association. Prior to this there had
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been wide condemnation of anons within this space, for some reason I’m the exception to that rule.
Anyone who disagreed with the widely accepted strategy were condemned not on the basis of their
content being of poor quality, but rather because they failed to show receipts.
My stance on this has always been that content speaks for itself, if the content has a certain level of
quality, contains enough insight, teaches you something and inspires you to action, then that content
is good. If that content is of questionable quality, contains no original insight, doesn’t teach you
anything you couldn’t get from the bargain bin at walmart and doesn’t create a desire for action in
you, then that content has no value. Action is the most important part, because no-one ever got laid
by being able to quote Rollo, Rian, myself or any other content creator. They got laid by going out
into the world, fucking up simple shit, going back out into the world, nailing the simple shit, fucking
up the more complex shit, then repeating that until they get the hang of it.
My continued insistence and support for content creators and members of this community retaining
their anonymity is that I know many of the men who participate in this space, and among them there
are among others:
Directors at major companies who influence corporate policy.
Lawyers working inside the family courts to change the currently pro-female bias.
Psychologists working on the inside of the establishment to influence the DSM in a positive
direction.
High ranking military men seeking to “Make the Military Great Again”
Owners of small and medium businesses who have great influence in their domain.
Politicians, elected officials and people within the political space.
These are all people who can influence the direction of society in a beneficial direction for men,
much more so than a random guy building his personal brand from a cheap rental, who spent his
ramen budget on a professional photoshoot on instagram so he has glossy marketing photos.
However, the men that actually have something to lose meaning they actually have jobs, families and
livelihoods, as opposed to people with a twitter account, rented instagram models who are going
broke, require anonymity in order to participate in this space.

Oversaturation of the Market
I wasn’t sure I wanted to mention this, but to make a WWE analogy, it used to be that you could only
watch Wrestling at occasional local shows and once a week on television. Now there is:
Raw on Mondays
Smackdown on Tuesdays
NXT on Wednesday
Main Event on Thursday
Superstars on Friday
Monthly Pay-per-views on Sundays
Just keeping up with all of this is easily 20 hours a week, add other brands of Wrestling, dirt sheets,
news, and other programming it could probably reach 40 hours a week. Same thing with the content
in the sphere, I know bitching about there being “too much content” is a bit strange, but I do actually
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believe in that. Between weekly posting schedules for long-form articles, 2 – 3 hours of daily
podcasts (probably more), the marathons starting with Red morning at 9 am Est. and Ending with
Red Evening at midnight, that’s a full 14 hours of almost continuous content. Add to it the back
catalog of hundreds of content creators, hell I’m pretty sure just reading all of Rollo would take you
close to 6 months .When are people supposed to go the gym, get laid, eat nothing but
meat/vegetables/raw/boiled/steamed, build their personal brand, build their business and tan their
asshole?

Continued Commercialization
Another sacred cow… back when Illimitableman wrote his “Monetization of the manosphere” essay,
he caught a lot of flack, and was misinterpreted to a great degree both willfully and by second-hand
reports. The main takeaway from that essay for me was that if commercialization becomes too easy,
and anyone with a domain, twitter account and 5 hours of time can create 50 posts, spam links on
twitter and make a few hundred a month from it, then that becomes a threat to the intellectual
integrity of the space, and it makes this niche very attractive to scam artists. He was right in that, the
onslaught of derivative brands I ran into when I logged back into my account after 6 months without
logging in was not so much an onslaught as an avalanche.
All of them with the same 3 word intro, all with the “I teach you how to live life more X by Y contact
me at Z” all following the same post-post-pitch pattern, all using the “dick-ride bigger accounts”
strategy, proves that in retrospect Illimitableman was right in a lot of what he said in that essay. This
space has been invaded by snake-oil salesmen and clout chasers all out to market products they do
not have, with content they haven’t created, on websites with the same wordpress theme, through
social media profiles that look more like 1 guy running a massive pyramid scheme than authentic
individuals.
These will be the cause of the next “sperg the fuck out” phase, as the tradcons using the exact same
tactics were the cause of the last. When their easy money made for little work, becomes threatened,
expect the same thing to happen that happened with the trad-marketers.

Closing thoughts
I marked Storming as green in the graphic, because I think that’s roughly where the space is right
now for the main content creators as I see them. I’m by no means calling all of the soyosphere spergs,
just observing that in this space they probably make up the majority, if not a sizable minority of the
population.
Post-spergopolypse Rule Zero was formed and I was happy to be there for the forming and most of
the norming phase, and the guys seem to be storming on very well and will move into performing
very soon. I’m very happy for them, and hope they’ll have me on as a guest whenever I can jump on,
though my involvement in this space will be somewhat limited for some time to come due to issues in
my real life.
I hope to be a more frequent guest and work more with Rian on Day Drinkin’ and Shit Talkin’ erm..
Red Morning, because I genuinely enjoy doing the show with Rian in our “We have a general idea
of where we’re going with this, but for the most part we run our mouths” format, because I think it
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demonstrates that fluidity and flowing with topics is a necessary skill for human interaction.
Lastly, I hope to continue to write here as the fancy strikes me. I originally stopped because of real
life issues, but then I didn’t come back to it because I felt like I didn’t really have anything original to
write, and I don’t want to lower the quality of this site by repeating myself over and over again just to
keep up with a posting schedule I created.
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Life After The Red Pill
October 29, 2020 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
Last week I dropped into Red Evening with Jack Napier and Rob, I’d like to go back it was a solid
talk. During the course of the broadcast we had a talk on how their content is almost completely free
of jargon, there is very little red pill conversation even though they are very knowledgeable about the
topic, it’s not the focal point of the show. For the most part it centers on interests outside of the red
pill space. I found this to be quite interesting, because from my perspective and a major reason I
stopped writing here is that I’m sorta over “Looks, Money, Power, Status, Game” thing, that seems to
repeat itself on a never-ending 3-6 month cycle. I could churn out “Gendernomics” articles twice a
week on topic for profits, I just don’t want to, it’s not original and just boring, basic, bland and
formulaic. Quite frankly it’s back breaking bargain basement material.
The plot is the same, the structure is the same, the characters are the same, the soundtrack is the same,
and every-other city we go, and every-other video, it’s the same ho. Looks, money, power, status and
game haven’t changed in importance since 2006. Yet, if you want hits, write an article or do a skit on
“[insert one of the 5] is the most important shit” and you’ll get rich. “Women in 2020 are the most
savage and feral ever, they go HAM, You need my program. It’s brimming with plenty, plenty of hard
posts beating the average peril being clever, you’ll fuck hoes of the gram or you get a free sluts 2020
sweater”
My view is that the red pill space is purgatory, it’s like Rick and Morty, if you catch the story, get out
before you turn douche and we have to start the mourning. You want to spend as little time here as
possible before moving on to a better place. This place wasn’t designed for you to hang around here
forever, the fire code is ereased, there are not enough bathrooms to go around and for some fucking
reason the showers are always cold. Our buffet only has steaks and tofu, it’s on you to pick between
black coffee and even blacker coffee, not to mention there are enough fuckers wilding out on a
weekly basis that we should be hosted by Nick Cannon and sponsored by Worldstar. Think of the red
pill like a bank robbery, if you’ve been here longer than 2 mins, the alarms sounded and the cops are
on their way in.
We have 20 years worth of videos, audio books, podcasts, books and essays, but have anyone written
what are you supposed to do after you’ve actually done the red pill rat-race, tried to save food and not
look like a boob? What do you do once on the first day of Red Pill your true coach sent to you, an
email calling you n00b. On your second day of red pill your true coach sent to you, two emails
calling you a screwed, and an email calling you n00b. On the third day of red pill, your true coach
sent to you, a DM with 3 girl’s nudes, two emails calling you a screwed and an email calling you
noob.
How many 6 foot dicks, 6 inch height requirements, 6 lambos, 6 figure notch counts do you need to
fail at before you realize it’s a scam? Do you continue to hustle or do you fall for the next hyperbolic
douchebag who points out that your beard growth is patchy and buy his “how to grow a beard like
mine in 7 days” (hint day 2 – 4 is recovering from the hair transplant). Is this shit turning into the
Groundhog pill? Is this for real? Even Final Fantasy has a max level to the skills, it’s sorta fascinating
how the red pill is morphing into a game where Asian nerds get themselves killed.
“Red Pill acolyte”: “OMG I just got a 6 foot penis all it took was hustling 22 hours a day for a year”
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Coach 2 mins later: “Is your cock under 11 ft? You’re not even a boy, I’ll teach you how to get here”
Are we there yet? The illusion of a path is that it goes from A to B, but see, the profit isn’t in the cure,
it’s in continue to receive, admire excess for free, want a piece, pay up sucker and excise it. I’d hate
to be divisive, but what I see and what strikes me, is that it might be, that we encourage dependency,
for a certain fee, we tell a man that he can be free, and receive his dreams. It’s crack philosophies,
where the first hit is free, but after the change is undergone, and not before long, the man just out to
get a home, needs red pill methadone, because the meta-approach, is to make some bones, and when
the light is shone, it’s all hinged on the next step of the bridge, LEVEL UP, THE NEXT LEVEL,
THE NEXT STEP. Every hero’s journey has a beginning, middle and an end, but if the interest is in
selling riddles, there is no payoff at the end. If they no longer need Pfizer, but Pfizer needs them, to
remain high in a sense, the pill is a circular friend. Am I making any sense with my 2 cents? That a
passing interest to solve a problem, should not hold you hostage and then some?
Us as content creators, we aspire to greatness, it starts just wanting to aid friends, but months or years
in have we gained any traction? When our content keeps point out the same sins and problems?
Seems senseless to not push onward, hoping that our readers will soon be gone with the knowledge
the pill offers, but off it, in that they cured their afflictions. Do we want to cure them of their demons
or just keep them coming to meetings, in all seasons, always citing the pledge of allegiance,
“Hi I’m Carl I’m a bluepillholigic, it’s been 2 years since I bought a girl flowers, I don’t think of
baby showers, I just want to plow and choke girls. I earn 7 figures driving a hearse, I can deadlift
1000 lbs for reps while wearing a “I’m a spartan” T-shirt, my sidechick had a baby early and I ate
the afterbirth, PROTEIN. I’ve been on the scene since Style’s hair had a nice sheen and “VH1 the
pickup artist” was just a pipe-dream, but I put out auto-logic like Rage against the machine.”
Am I the only one who sees the problem with this, when people have been here for 2 years and
haven’t talked to a chick? Think about it, gym membership for 2 years, didn’t lift any weights. Been
on Jenny Craig for 2 years, didn’t lose any weight. Been a Catholic all my life, don’t have any faith,
girl shot me twice on our date, finally some penetration, this must be fate, Oh did I mention she’s
late? At what point do we see that this approach ain’t working, when after years of reading, and guys
are still stuck jerking like Peewee Herman, and being jerked by craftsmen like a penis-ad person?
The question is, are you a problem solver that holds men accountable and do not absolve them, a man
who leads who make men better in their own life, or are you are problem-creator, with no
accountability, who builds your life on men’s lives.
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This shit is a slog
November 21, 2020 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
Something I’ve picked up on the last few years is that a lot of men use their journey in this space as a
buffer, it’s somewhat ironic that despite Rollo’s great article on it from some years ago, it seems
many readers aren’t aware that indulging in the content produced by the manosphere can be a buffer
in and of itself.

We have live examples every day of men who spend much of their time consuming podcasts, reading
blog posts, following twitter, facebook, insta and so on. They are always 1 gumroad course away
from being 6 ft, 6 figures, 12 inch dick and 24 inch rims.
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Why Are You in the Manosphere?
I think this is an important question to answer, because if you can’t answer it then you’re not going to
derive a lot of value from being here. You need to know what the ideal end-state for you looks like,
otherwise you cannot make decisions and act on them without running a major risk of ending up
where you don’t want to be.
On top of that, a barrier against outside influence is a strong vision that acts as a guide, every time
you get an offer to buy a gumroad course, a book, take on an internship or a job, you ask yourself “Is
investing time into this conducive to realizing my vision for myself?”
If the answer is no you move on, if the answer is yes, you do a little bit of research then you pull the
trigger on the product or action. This space has a lot of resources for improving most aspects of life
that men are interested in, money, sex, excitement, strength, and power. Deciding which you want
and which are the low-hanging fruit for you is important.
First you identify the problem, then you establish an understanding of it, then you identify potential
paths forward, then you make a call and put that into action. It’s an OODA loop, and a very solid
problem-solving tool.

The Nature of Problem-solving
When I wrote Gendernomics Building Value , it was a response to many questions on “Now that I
have this knowledge, I have no idea where to begin or what to do“, I totally understand where these
guys are coming from, they are hurt, we know that since no normal men ever enter the manosphere.
Every man here has suffered some damage, that they want to avoid in the future.
The problem for many of them is that they have no idea what lead to their wife leaving them, their
girlfriend cheating on them, their male friends not respecting them, being everyone’s bitch at work,
or all of the above.
So I decided to write Building Value as a step-by-step guide to how to productively work forward,
because in the end knowledge does not generate value unless applied, but you can’t apply knowledge
without understanding your situation, which requires knowledge. Seems a bit chicken-and-eggish
doesn’t it?
The issue with knowledge is that while it can add a lot to your ability to problem-solve is that it can
also buffer action since as long as you are gaining knowledge on a subject, it feels like you’re
working on the problem. In reality many men work themselves into analysis-paralysis, or find
themselves enjoying the “boys club” in this space so much they lose sight of their initial problem.
“Did you hit on any girls?”
“No, not yet but I did read 2 blogs, watch 4 hours of 2 dudes talking about red pill legos and 8 hours
bitching about the election on twitter”
That’s not working on your problem, that’s like the people who post “Finally got a gym membership,
20xx is the year I get into shape” on Jan 1st, who then spend 2 – 6 weeks curling pink dumbbells in
the squat rack, only to never be seen again. They get the good feelz from saying they are doing
something, they do a little bit of it, then they live off that for a year or two, sinking further into the
bottomless pit of Netflix.
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Rian is a fan of OODA loops, “Observe, orient, decide, act”, a concept invited by military Strategist
John Boyd. I like this concept and Building Value in a sense is a detailed guide to executing an
OODA loop related to your sexual market value.
Meaning first you observe the situation, in order to build a comprehensive picture of it, with a
maximum amount of accuracy. I.E. you have to understand your context and where you fit within it.
The second step is orient, which is all about connecting with reality through mental models, adding
more mental models and improving the accuracy of your existing mental models in order to lay the
foundation to make a good decision.
The third step is decide, step 1 and step 2 should have created plenty of ideas on which decisions
could be made, now you decide. This is not as simple as just deciding, at this stage you have to test
your decisions to spot their flaws and include issues that pop up in future observation stages.
The fourth step is simple: Act. All the steps lead to this one, your goal here is to put your decision
into action and take with you what you learned from that action.

Connecting with yourself
My goal with this post is to get you thinking and being discerning about what things contribute
positively to your vision for where you want to be, then start executing those OODA loops in order to
move forward. The primary reason why I’ve been anti-politics and anti-culture war for the last few
years is that I’ve seen too many men get involved in the grand project of owning the libs or beating
the SJWs as a buffer for the things they need to do in their own life.
While I do recognize that politics and the culture war has a negative influence on masculinity in
aggregate and the context within which we operate, all they are doing is making rules, and women
make rules for betas. Jordan B. Peterson pointed out the problem in his metaphor of “clean your
room”, that means fix the things in your own life before trying to fix the world. For most men, it’s
very easy to get involved in the grand undertaking of fixing the world, it’s very hard to look at
yourself with an objective lens and trying to fix that trainwreck.
To quote my King James
Thou hypocrite, first cast out the beam out of thine own eye;and then shalt thou see clearly to cast out
the mote out of thy brother’s eye.
It’s very easy to point out what’s wrong with other people, the world and the universe, it’s even easy
to hot-take in solutions or fall into the thrall of the greater organism and spend all the time you could
have spent on yourself on something that seems to offer progress, admiration and accomplishments,
but which is really just slacktivism.
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We have to go back!
December 2, 2020 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
I was going to do this as a twitter thread, but about halfway in I realized it would do better as longform content. Now, I’m not going to share tweets in here, because I’m for the most part against
giving people who cry for attention what they crave.
To summarize how I’d define “Trad Twitter” the best summation is “Appeal to tradition”*, this is an
informal fallacy that usually takes the form of “This is right because we’ve always done it this way”.
We could go into depth about the presumptions of this fallacy, and why they create a problem,
however I find it much more interesting to make an analogy.
One of my more pleasurable pastimes when I’m not participating in this community or working, is
playing old games from my childhood. Within the community for such games, there is always “that
guy“, the guy who got dominated at the game when he was young, so now he’s come back to get his
vengeance and the status he deserves, 5 – 15 years later, with perfect information, on how to
dominate. The problem with this player is that he assumes that the context around the game has been
static and he’s the only dynamic variable. What I mean by this is that if he travelled back in time with
his current knowledge, he would most likely dominate, but in the years that have since passed, all
variables around the game have been dynamic.
The way people play it has changed
The type of people the players are have changed
New strategies for meta-gaming have been created
New game-modes have been introduced such as speed running
Upon discovery of this the player type in question engages in complaints of “how the game isn’t
played the same way“, “People are ruining the game” and so on, despite the fact that most players are
simply doing what he was planning to do, and he’s still coming up short. The fundamental truth being
that, what this player was after was an edge so he could dominate at the game. Once he goes back,
fails again this usually results in emotional “fuck you guys, fuck the devs, fuck this game, I’m leaving”
posts that litter various game forums all over the web.
I went through that rather long anecdote, because I think it illustrates the “trad-mindset” very well,
generally they are men who struggle with adapting to many of the “changes to the game” that have
been introduced in the past 70 years or so:
No longer having economic power over women
Working your whole career for one company not being the modern way
Being able to get a job at the factory right out of high school, then have a house, 2.5 kids and a
wife for life
However, instead of accepting that the world has changed, this person advocates that we should
revert to how to game used to be played, back when he understood and knew the game and where he
thinks he has an information edge.
I can understand the impulse, with nostalgic glasses on, it’s easy to imagine a “perfect” time in
history where you think you were perfectly adapted, a time where they’d appreciate a faithful, loyal,
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hard-working, dad, who puts God, Country and Family first. I’d personally love if all the unhealthy
foods I like had the nutrient profile of eggs or broccoli, but this is the game we are stuck playing.
Even if we could revert back to the values of old, perhaps just to the 1950s, they still wouldn’t be the
50s, because European and Asian manufacturing hasn’t been bombed flat, we have smartphones, the
internet, and many other technologies and ideas that we can’t just put back into the tube of toothpaste.
Even if we by magic found ourselves with social values and ideas set back 70 years, your future
“good wife” would have a smartphone, how long until she started taking ankle pics for her
Instagram?
Summary and Final thoughts
I’ve often entertained myself with thought experiments of how I’d react if I was transported back to a
given time in history. The appeal of it is that if you could keep all the knowledge you currently have,
which is far beyond people who lived a mere 200 years ago in terms of technical fields, you could
easily set yourself up in a high status and very wealthy position.
Heck, if you could go back to 2016 you could buy bitcoin at $380, hold that until Dec 19th 2017,
short the crap out of bitcoin on the same day, close out your short Dec 18th 2018, then ride it back
until now where bitcoin is $18K per coin. The people I know in finance usually laugh at such
theoretical moves, because they are just that, theoretical. Can you luck out like that once in your life?
Sure, are you more likely to mistime the market in your attempt to catch a falling or flying knife? For
sure.
The converse to the trads are the people who appeal to novelty, I like new things, but not all new
things are good and the implementation of new ideas should be done in a reasonably controlled
manner. However, we cannot fight progress, the world will develop whether or not you accept it, so
the best thing to do is adaption, as our world favors those who are most able to adapt to changing
contexts.
The funniest thing about the whole situation to me, is that all sides, including the status quo group,
are all fighting to bring about a world where they have an innate edge that they didn’t really have to
earn. Instead of learning how to play the game, they work very hard to change the game.
If you suck at playing the mating game, you probably want arranged marriages or a state
mandated girlfriend so that someone else solves your problem for you.
If you suck at playing the money game, you are more likely to support communism or UBI,
since that means someone else solves your money problems for you.
If you suck at playing the lifting game, you can always go on TRT at 18 and use fake weights
for your instagram profile.
The jock wants to play football, the nerd wants to play chess, the cheerleader wants to create spirit,
and the badboy… well the badboy gets laid regardless so whatever.
The most important point is that these are all strategies to try and outsource the things you are
responsible for, but not competent at, so instead of stepping your game up, putting in work and effort,
you try to outsource it under a “noble narrative“. The argument boils down to “It would be better for
EVERYONE, if ALL OF YOU support my ENTITLEMENT COMPLEX“.
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*https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Appeal_to_tradition#:~:text=Appeal%20to%20tradition%20(also%20
known,always%20done%20it%20this%20way.%22
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The Conundrum with Change
December 16, 2020 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
For those who follow my twitter feed, the fact that I’m quite far from a conservative should be quite
obvious by now. Part of this is driven by the fact that if one looks to history, I think one would face a
monumental challenge to argue that a majority of changes have had negative human consequences.
Of course, once can cite issues such as the breakdown of the nuclear family, the fact that most of us
are at best tacitly tied to our communities, and quite a few others, however from my view the cost of
these issues is dwarfed by:
Penicillin and modern medicine in general
Lifting people out of poverty in the third world at an accelerating rate
The democratization of information in the form of the internet
And many others, the fact that people can throw off dictators through the use of social media is quite
astounding quite frankly. However, I do understand the concern, while change has always been a
central part of the human condition, rapid change has been less so. I consider myself an adaptist, I
view humanity’s greatest competitive advantage as being able to adapt better and faster than most.
We have the capacity to adapt the environment to ourselves, which gives us a great edge vs. other
organisms in that they adapt through generations, we adapt through neural plasticity.
When our species moved from hunter/gatherer to agricultural this took tens of thousands of years.
When we moved from agricultural to industrial, it was faster but it still took 200ish years from the
dawn of the industrial revolution to what I’d consider as it’s peak around 1970. The information
revolution started in the 70s and now a mere 50 years later, virtually everything about our lives have
changed, and we are struggling with adapting to this new area.
I notice a great difference in the generations, from a handful of “boomers” who have adopted
technology on the surface level, to Gen X who are doing decently depending on early or late Gen X,
to millennial generation who span the space from those born in the early 80s who are doing quite well
but struggling with the social landscape changes more than the tech, and late millennials who are our
first generation of “digital natives“. The key here is that people have the capacity to adopt to the
current environment, and by doing so they can adapt that environment to them.
Both Gendernomics and Gendernomics: Building Value are books based on the fundamental axiom
“Men can change”, which leads to the premise that “Men can change their sexual market value”, if
men cannot change, then men cannot change our sexual market value, which means that your
reproductive success is 100% based on your luck in the birth lottery.
What I’ve come to realize is that while all men can change, many men (and women) do not want to
change. They want to adapt their environment to them, so that they do not have to do the
uncomfortable thing and alter themselves. In order to accomplish this, they seek allies who have
similar views, and push for their desired end-state. Of course, this isn’t a purely “left or right” issue,
it’s a human issue and we see the same tendency on both sides. It’s all a fight to adapt the
environment rather than the individual. The downside of this is that even if they realize their goal
about their desired end-state the law of unexpected consequences tends to screw it up for them.
If we take the idealized structure of the 1950s in the United States, you need 2 things that the “We
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have to go back” people never account for:
1. You have the bomb the shit out the manufacturing infrastructure of every other industrialized
nation.
2. You need to kill enough of your men to create a meaningful lack of men.
Even if you did that, #2 would still be dependent on the various social structures that existed around
marriage, contraception, pre-marital sex, and various other things that meant that the only way to
have a kid was to be married. If we did 1 + 2 in the modern United states, odds are we’d land on more
polygamous relationships, or more likely a modern social democratic welfare state, where everyone
works to take care of Chad’s kids. There is simple no way to push the toothpaste into the tube.
So, why do people want to go back?
Ultimately, I think much of this comes down certain inborn traits in us that we all tend to value. Most
of us have a preference in risk vs. reward, stability vs. volatility, new experiences vs. stable
experiences and so on. Many of these things factor into our preference the old social order is
comforting because everything is broken down into a set of rules, that are supposed to never
meaningfully change. Sure a few new things are introduced but in isolation they do not change things
by a lot.
The washing machine, the water heater, the gas/electric stove, the dishwasher didn’t change the
families that got them much, but they did free women from housework to be able to think about other
things they would like to do, which in part, if not completely drove much of the “female liberation”
movement in the 60s and 70s that continues to this day. One could in fact argue human history as
periods of great and rather rapid change, followed by a calm period of quiet and incremental change.
Certain groups of men are born to be the forces of order, some are born to be the forces of chaos, and
they are born in varying proportions all the time. When the forces of chaos outdo the forces of order
we get large changes, when the forces of order outdo the forces of chaos we get incremental change.
Final thoughts
I’ve joked that in order to change anything meaningfully in medicine, a generation of doctors have to
die. This isn’t because doctors are stupid, do not take in new knowledge or are extremely resistant to
change, it’s simply because of our tendency to become ego-invested in things. It takes a average man
to build a career in any field, it takes a great man to move his field forward through investing in it
over a lifetime, it takes a rare man to admit that he’s spent his life on the wrong path.
I’m sorry to say it, but in order for the world to change, conservatives have to die. By that I don’t
mean that we should hit the streets with pitchforks to promote change. What I mean is that just like in
a negotiation, humans have anchor points in their life. Most people start off as liberals, then become
conservative as they invest into things they want to conserve.
As an example, a conservative born in 1950, wants to preserve that imprint of the world, that is his
anchor point. In the same way a liberal born in that same year, wants to build on and move on from
that imprint, but not too far. This is where those old labels like “Radical” and “Reactionary” used to
serve a purpose, in that they denoted either a liberal who wanted to … radically progress the
structure, or a conservative that wanted a time machine. There are degrees to change and degrees to
which we are comfortable to move away from those anchor-points.
The reason why conservatives never really conserve anything, is simply that when the conservative
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born in 1950 had his kid in 1970, his kid imprinted on the values in the 70s, so that becomes his
anchor point. When the conservative born in the 70s has his first kid in say 1995, that kid imprints on
1995, and so it goes.
So, knowing all this, what is the best and most pragmatic approach? Adapt to your environment, you
can attempt to influence it as well, but you’ll never be able to adapt your environment sufficiently to
realize a competitive advantage. Once that environment is adapted to your liking, you have to start
competing with other people within it, and we start the adaptation cycle again.
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Fuck your pet ideal
December 29, 2020 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
In the aftermath of my last essay on this blog dealing with adaptability and Law 31, I received some
criticism, in the wider sphere I create content on, this essay addresses those criticisms. The central
theme of the previous essay was the dichotomy between politics and realpolitik, with the added
variable of success of the best adapted. “The success of the best adapted” is somewhat of a hijacking
on my end of the central principle in Darwin’s theory of evolution by natural selection, of which my
interpretation is that as we are living in a Universe which is in a state of constant change as we
perceive it, the “most fit” organism is that which can best adapt to these changing circumstances,
quickly.
To summarize that in a manner that is generally understood, if species do not adapt to changing
environments, they die. The criticism leveled against the concept of being adaptable to your present
circumstance was that this makes you all sorts of nasty things, a traitor, a collaborator, a quisling, not
for being successful but for not perishing with your fellow men who are unwilling to adapt. They are
incapable of adapting not because their family line ran for a few hundred thousand years of men who
adapted from being hunters, to being farmers, to being industrial workers, military men, leaders and
countless, but because this particular generation has decided to sit on their ass and go “WAAAH”.
They identified a pet ideal or a pet cause, and they’re sticking with it even if it means they die broke,
alone, fat and unsuccessful as long as they can bitch on twitter.
I do realize that this is somewhat of a Patton style speech to the rogue’s gallery of dialing autism to
11, so let me break it down. A cornerstone of being a “red pilled” man, has always been letting go of
your blue pill ideals, usually these are limited to “the soul mate myth”, “the story of The One”, “the
white picket fence” and so on. However, it goes much farther than that. If one breaks the soul mate
myth or The One down, those things are stories that act as carrots in order to make you act against
your own best interest.
That’s not isolated as a concept in intersexual dynamics, it goes much beyond that. Trads are
conforming to a blue pill idealism, so are the guys championing Evola, Vegans, Carnivores,
Religious people, Nationalists, Globalists, Right-wingers, left-wingers, centrists, all these things are
blue pill ideals, with their own dedicated narratives, hero’s journey, set of rules, morality and much
more, designed to make you work for the best interests of someone else other than your own.
I would argue that every time a group forms, that group lays the foundation of their leviathan, that
will grow with the group as they recruit more members to their way of thinking. The Leviathan
transcends the group and becomes something beyond the mere practical and pragmatic. It becomes a
thing in itself, that develops it’s own goals, ideals, wants and needs, then one starts doing things
without knowing why one is doing those things. His name was Robert Paulson.
This does not mean that groups cannot be respected, I have respect for people who are vegans,
carnivores, money twitter, PUA guys, religious men, regardless of our principled disagreements so
long as they offer useful tools without requiring you adopt their blue pill ideas along with said tools.
Mental Point of Origin is a central Red Pill Concept, and I would argue it transcends the red pill, it
got that name here, but the concept goes far back in our history, it means being the protagonist in
your own life. This doesn’t mean that you can never cooperate with anyone, reasonable, limited
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cooperation on select issues with aligned individual incentives is what drives our species forward.
Closing thoughts and summary
Realpolitik was a term invented by a German writer named Ludwig von Rochau and it advocates
politics and diplomacy based on given factors and circumstances rather than ideological notions or
ethics. It’s the introduction of pragmatism and the practical as replacements for the ideological or
ethical. Most of the blue pill ideals I see men cling the most to, aren’t related to women, they are
related to “am I a good man”. They’ve been told “Good men do X”, “Good men think like ABC”
their whole life, they’ve absorbed it, and they have acted it throughout most of their life. They are
Boxer of Animal farm, steadfast, loyal, believe any problem can be fixed if they just work harder, but
as they end up working for other people and causes than their own best interest, their end is being
sold up the river for a pint of whiskey. However, in death they are elevated as the ideal by those who
in life used them in order to inspire the next generation.
These men often think they are the protagonists in their own life, but in reality they are extras in the
life of others, if they are lucky they may occasionally get to be a supporting character. However,
going against this type-casting, they batter against their ego defenses, instead of doing what they deep
down know they must do to get the part, they find something larger than themselves and attach
themselves to it, hoping that this will finally solve their problem.
They would rather attend 1000 rallies than clean their room.
As a finishing though, I don’t really care about your blue pill ideals, in fact fuck ’em. I care about
helping you get the practical tools you need in order to establish the pragmatic life you want. There
are no knuckle-pushups, no compulsory Evola courses, no slogans, no t-shirts, no mugs, no Truck
nuts, just a rejection of ideology and ethics as the Star of Bethlehem of your life.
If you’re going to ditch 1 blue pill ideal, you may as well throw the others out with it.
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The P words
January 14, 2021 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link

As I finished up my work today, I found myself thinking about the past 6 years. I made this blog in
December 2015, I signed up for twitter in Febuary 2016, and over that time I’ve met a lot of people,
written a lot of essays, written two books and done countless podcasts. Most of it’s a blur, I can’t
remember most of my essays, nor most of the podcast appearances, but I do remember a lot of what
happened on twitter.
About 3 years ago now, I was having a series of debates both in public and in direct messages about
philosophy with someone who was a friend back then and who loved nothing more to run away from
the world into his head. I identified a bit with this because it took me much work to cleanse myself of
that particular preference. From my perspective, I was making an attempt at saving this man from
overthinking, from disappearing into a blue nothing of ideas, concepts and constructs, that had little
of anything to do with the world as it exists. From a philosophical perspective it was reminiscent of
analytic philosophy and continental philosophy, one focused on empiricism and reason, the other on
pure reason. It was a significant enough of a schism back in the day that Kant took the time to write
two tomes about the different stances.
The main contention was, as I remember it was about the usefulness of philosophy, this was around
the time Jordan B. Peterson was the new darling of the manosphere, and one cannot listen to Peterson
without respecting his level of scholarly knowledge. This was an aspiration I had as a young man as
well, to be erudite, to be able to quote countless authors, to summarize, to synthesize and to
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understand the mechanics of the world. I’m still on that quest now, however in my mid-twenties after
spending countless hours studying the world through the eyes of others, I came to the conclusion that
one can never understand anything one has not experienced.
This is not the classic “can’t understand it unless it happens to me“, for instance Dick Cheney being
anti-gay until he had a lesbian daughter, it’s more of the difference between the theoretical and the
applied parts of a science. It’s fully possible to calculate perfectly what your hand weighs, and how
fast you would need to accelerate it in order to knock someone out cold, however it’s quite different
to actually punch someone in the face.
I was a poor teacher back then, and I still am, what I was attempting to get across was “worry about
the theory later“, children understand this intuitively, they pick apart objects, struggle to put them
back together, over time if they’re smart they’ll learn which parts do what, and what works. Once
they’ve learned that, they can take classes, go to college or read books on engineering to figure out
how and why it works.
This was my take on politics that I attempted to get across on Rule Zero yesterday as well. I’ve been
paying taxes for over 20 years, in multiple countries, and who is in charge doesn’t really matter, right
or left, my tax bill is more or less a constant. It makes very little sense for me to get involved,
especially emotionally involved, because the other side of things, the social freedom side can be
gained easily by moving to a different country.
What I attempted to say on the last episode of Rule Zero was that getting emotionally invested in
politics or philosophy is going to be a negative force in your life in almost every situation. Whether
that means alienating family members, co-workers, friends, robbing yourself of opportunities or of
time trying to reclaim a feeling. Alternatively, spending a ton of time angry, upset, sad, miserable,
because you are obsessing about something that an individual has limited influence over.
However, this isn’t to say that philosophy, psychology and politics should be ignored and one should
act as if they didn’t exist, it is to say that they are systems you should understand and leverage to
move towards your objective desired outcome.
Summary and final thoughts
The reason why politics and philosophy are such dangerous topics for young men, along with religion
and a handful of others, is that it offers the entrance to the hero’s journey. It’s very easy to imagine
oneself making progress when part of an echo chamber fighting for a political cause or an intellectual
group of “wrong thinkers”, you are going to change the world, now you are small, but once your
great movement makes it, you’ll be remembered in history.
This is much like the old bodybuilder being interviewed in the movie “Bigger, Stronger, Faster” who
had 1 credit in an Arnold movie in the early 90s, and was still living in his Van outside Gold’s Gym
in Venice 20 years later thinking he would make it or the 50 year old who has been playing with his
bands since the 80s and still think that they just need that one break.
The grand narratives are seductive, but very rarely useful for the individual looking to improve his lot
in life, as these narratives are often constructed specifically to make men go against their own best
interest. When I originally started writing here, it was mainly motivated by a desire to share my notes
with other men, but also to benefit from the arrangement by learning from other men. In the past 6
years, I’ve done a lot of both, but the one thing I’m left wondering is how many men I saw, raised by
women, who reacted like women, and let their emotions take control when reason would have been a
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better guide.
Whether that was the guys who went deep into:
A) New age bullshit like tanning your asshole, energy, crystals, astrology, MBTI, or various other
things.
B) The guys who went into politics with a fervor, those who took the god pill
C )Those who went down a rabbit-hole of conspiracy theories, some did
D) Those who did all that shit
It rarely if ever ended well for them, when I look at where they were early on, and where they are
now, the lucky ones are still stuck in the same rut they were in 5 – 6 years ago.
However, what makes me appreciate the way I’ve spent a lot of time over the past 6 years, are the
guys who have made tremendous progress, and in the end which men ended up where depended on a
single choice:
“Do what is hard because you must or do what comes easy because you can”
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Make it measurable
January 19, 2021 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
As I relayed in last week’s post, I’ve had two distinct periods on Blacklabellogic.com, the early initial
period resulted in Gendernomics, which was my analysis and contextualization of the sexual market
place. The latter period, which we are in now has been much more focused on the practical aspects of
the sexual market place, and was created for Gendernomics: Building Value.
Building Value was created because in the first 25 years of my life I very much drifted in a sense, I
didn’t really have any goals in life other than short-term pleasure. I studied all those “fun but
impractical” topics, politics, philosophy, sociology, literature, art, psychology, and some of this is
fairly evident in my twitter feed and podcast appearances. The major motivation behind it was a
desire to understand the world, and for me that all clicked once I added computer science and
economics to to the mix. They are also the two most useful topics I’ve studied in my life, and the
ones that laid the foundation for my current career.
The introduction here is to contextualized this essay, there is an old adage in business administration
“If it can be measured it can be managed”, the inverse of this is “If it cannot be measured it cannot be
managed”, this latter state is the state in which many men find themselves, and to which Building
Value is dedicated. It sets out a process model to go from a man who has no idea what needs to be
fixed, how to do it and how to prioritize tasks. This is driven by the fact that most men arrive in this
space without defined goals, without a solid understanding of their situation, their context or what
their desired end state looks like.
This is generally the problem I see most men have, they have no idea where they are, where they
want to go other than away from their current state, they come looking for help, without knowing
what their problems are.
The solution is what I provided in Building Value:
1. GAP Analysis – Figure out what your life is like now, what you’re dissatisfied with and what
you are happy with.
2. Prioritize problems – Some problems can be solved easily, some require more time or more
thinking.
3. Define Key-performance indicators for each area.
1 and 3 are the most important the GAP analysis tells you what is not working for you now, the KPI
tell you if it has gotten better. If you can’t come up with a KPI, find one. You can’t work on your
“energy flows”, you can work on your bank account, your physique, employment opportunities,
education and many other things. In order for something to be measured, it cannot be a feeling, it’s
that simple, anyone selling you “progress” in the form of “feels” is selling you cocaine.
It feels good in the moment and makes you feel like you’re at the top of the world, but in the end you
crash with an empty wallet.
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You’re not Dorian Yates
January 28, 2021 | by Black Label Logic | Link | Original Link
Last week’s post on here was about the importance of letting SMART (Specific, Measurable,
Actionable, Realistic and Time specific) goals govern your life rather than LOFTY (Limitless,
Obtuse, Fictional, Theatrical and Yabbering) ideals. As it is to be expected, this always brings on the
same brand of low-brow dipshits with their “akschually“, parroting the latest nice sensible sounding
soliloquy that just happens to be in vogue that morning, fortunately, by making things measurable I
can just block them because spending time on them is not productive. They can take something as
simple as “Water is wet” or “The sky is blue” and turn it into a 48 hour twitter argument, about
“What about water in it’s gaseous state” or “What about when it’s cloudy huh?” this is essentially
what that “gotcha” or “owned” trend on youtube did to social media.
What happens here is that something simple, accurate enough, and effective enough is argued against
because the person doesn’t want to do it, so it’s disqualified for being “bro science”, or because it
doesn’t cover 100% of cases, or because it’s not elegant, complicated or convoluted, and worst of all
can’t be monetized. It reminds me of that guy who shows up at the gym (god I miss the gym), every
once in a while, fresh lifter, no experience, natural, no dialed in diet, either underweight or
overweight, and starts wanting to do board-presses with chains, reverse hypers, platform deadlifts and
power cleans as his starting program.
There is no denying that all of the above are useful, but they aren’t useful to him because he’s not
there yet, if he was there he wouldn’t be on the net searching for advice on what to do, he would
already be doing it. This is not to promote simplicity above all, but I wrote Gendernomics: Building
Value from the perspective of a guy starting from 0, that’s why the case study of Dave was as bad as
it was, grossly overweight, no job, living off fast food in his mother’s basement, that guy has no way
to go except up, and many of his problems have simple and effective solutions but they take the key
variable: Time.
Many of the “fear-based” marketing techniques we see all day on social media are based on the
concept of “You’re currently missing out, if you don’t get huge results immediately you’ll miss out
even more, so buy my program/book/coaching to get extremely fast and big results.”
“Lose 20 lbs in 2 weeks without changing or doing anything”
“Get rid of your debt in 2 easy steps, first step is putting my $1257 course on your credit card”
“Bang 9s and 10s in hours…. by buying escorts”
They have a few things in common with “It’s too simple” guy, they are based around this idea that
something has to be complex, a dark secret, something “nobody talks about”, it’s that once piece that
everyone except you seems to “just get”.
It just can’t be as simple as “squats and milk”, “Just talk to girls”, “stop eating paint” and “stop
spending money on dumb shit”, there has to be “The Secret”, quite frankly hard work, discipline and
focus are simple, but not easy. That’s the big secret, anything that actually works is boring,
monotonous, fairly simple, very easy to create goals for and very hard to monetize.
When Rian and I did our podcast this weekend on the unmeasurables we went in circles, because the
things that are simple, are always measurable and if something isn’t measurable then it means you
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haven’t done the work with making it concrete. Once you know your desired end state, you can create
a theoretical process that will get you there, once you have your end-state and your process, you can
come up with a metric to measure it, once you can measure it, you can create a timeline, and once
you create a timeline you can measure “expected progress” against “actual progress”.
There is no shame in trying things that don’t work, we all do. The reason why I’m as knowledgeable
about philosophy, politics, sociology and psychology, subjects that I generally warn your men
against, is that I wasted a ton of time on them in my youth. That’s why I’m as adamant about
focusing on your current problems in a very concrete fashion, and avoiding the abstract until you
have enough of a foundation under your feet.

Once you’re Dorian Yates you can start doing board presses and inventing your own lifts, once
you’re Warren Buffet you can invent your own investment strategy, when you’re Don Juan you can
come up with your own version of game, but until then stop putting the cart before the horse.
If you had the knowledge, experience and ability to figure out what to do for yourself, you wouldn’t
be in the market for courses, books, coaching and all that other shit, you’d just know, but you’re not
Dorian Yates, you’re just being a dumbass.
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