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Tom Leykis - The Benefits of Marriage (A Red Pill Nuke)
39 upvotes | May 25, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HirqjAU-7iA
This guy fucking kills it. Most people here know marriage is bad for a man and all but practically
pointless for him, but hearing it reaffirmed from a guy who knows his shit and can eloquently
articulate those candid oh so liberating red pill insights into female behaviour and how they abuse the
institution of marriage doubled up with the entertainment of him "battling" the dumb blue pill women
who phone up screaming "NAWALT!" using themselves as an example and taking it extremely
fucking personal, is not only satisfying, but practically fucking red pill genius in action to listen to.
Enjoy, it's a fucking delight to listen to. He's insanely spot on with this shit, a very red pill dude.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/tom-leykis-the-benefits-of-marriage-a-red-pill.4543
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/1f0h28/tom_leykis_the_benefits_of_marriage_a_red_pill/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HirqjAU-7iA
https://theredarchive.com/
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If you were/are beta previously, what made you want to become
Alpha?
12 upvotes | May 31, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This shit has been edited out.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/if-you-wereare-beta-previously-what-made-you-want.4631
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/1fdrpy/if_you_wereare_beta_previously_what_made_you_want/
https://theredarchive.com/
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"I don't need a man BUT..."
82 upvotes | July 8, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=juR74OYiegY
Just listen to this shit. It calls out feminism on many of it's contradictions.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/i-dont-need-a-man-but.5371
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/1hv4v8/i_dont_need_a_man_but/
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=juR74OYiegY
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 11 of 355

So where did all the good women go?
38 upvotes | July 19, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Let's engage in some irony, we always hear this question directed at men and good men but where the
fuck did the good women go?
I mean being self-entitled, slutty and neurotically illogical (hamster) are not traits I'd want the mother
of my kids to have and yet ironically so many women feel entitled to have kids because they WANT
the kid. As a man I find that vile. Women having kids because they want a kid, fuck logic. Having
kids should prioritise the well-being of the kid and giving it the best possible life which includes
keeping the father around (something many dumb hos think is irrelevant), being a dumb broody ho
shouldn't give you the right to bring life into the world, quality over quantity is my line of thought
here.
Validating dark triad assholes and the short-term over strong long term providers is dumb. Alpha
fucks beta bucks fucking sucks. Betas deserve respect for what they bring to the table but I don't
agree with feminist culture making men sissy, weak and overly liberal and tolerant of everything,
being alpha and not being dark triad is a rare combination in today's society due to this and it blows,
both as a man trying to find his way and as a woman wanting a "good man" that isn't unattractive but
not a complete cunt either.
Where did the good women go? The ones pre-feminism like your gran, the smart chick who believes
in complementing a man, not competing with him, and treating a man as a human, a partner, not a
tool to better her life. A woman that doesn't betray you at the drop of a hat, an actual partner, not a
glorified child full of disneyland esque expectations and nothing but an over-rated fuck hole to offer.
If you're interested in my line of thought, by all means, please share your thoughts. I don't want to
hear 20 yr old kids telling me how gaming chicks is great and going on about SMV, I'm talking
serious family building shit here. Also, how the fuck is red pill women going? If that can generate
some quality women I'll commit to such a woman and we'll have babies, but man, these low quality
women (the majority) ain't getting shit, not money, not respect, not anything.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/so-where-did-all-the-good-women-go.5652
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/1inw5z/so_where_did_all_the_good_women_go/
https://theredarchive.com/
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Is this a paradox? I'd like your interpretations
9 upvotes | August 10, 2013 | /r/askTRP | Link | Reddit Link

Little background on me, I'd consider myself pretty unplugged, I've been on TRP for some months
now. Even before I found TRP I wasn't a complete sap/beta/idiot, but there were definitely some
things that needed adjusting with my LTR game and my own self-improvement track.
I realise how if a guy doesn't stay on top of his game, he will ultimately get burned by a woman. I've
been to hell and back with a girl and I'm pretty far down the road to recovery, I had the "fortunate"
experience of dating a "good girl" (rollos definition of a good girl:
http://therationalmale.com/2011/11/10/good-girls-do/) who was very sweet and charming, but also
happened to be a complete psychopathic sociopath.
Her bullshit is what brought me to TRP, how she moved on effortlessly and went on to use other
people, men and women, to get her emotional validation despite the culmination of our association
being topped off by some effortless betrayal and grade A manipulation on her part (so naturally, I
said fuck this and told her to fuckoff)
Now here's a question I have and it may be tough for most people to answer with any reasonable
degree of accuracy other than, conjecture, but I'm going to ask anyway because it makes me curious.
Despite realising how things are with women in general, I'm naturally a kind person and quite
romantic when I really like a girl, you could say I enjoy being soppy and cute and all that "eugh" shit
when I really like a chick. Now don't get confused here and tell me "you haven't swallowed the pill
properly blah blah blah" I have. I know how to be an asshole, almost effortlessly, I don't have my
heart on my sleeve I know the philosophy and I live a lot of it in my day to day interactions, but
despite knowing it's bad/beta, naturally, I like to do cute things with a girl I really like, even though I
know that's the quickest way to get fucked over because the girl will lose respect and start throwing
shit tests.
Is being red pill aware and still harbouring romantic tendencies a paradox? I don't think I can unplug
anymore, I can improve sure, but there's no other revelations that need revealing to my psyche, I
understand the BS - I know how to attract girls, confident, aloof etc, but at the end of the day, in my
heart of hearts on the inside, I'm a pretty sweet person and when I like someone a lot I like to help
them, this means I'm a romantic with women whom I value (I don't value most women I meet past
sex so it's rare, but when I do view a girl as more, it's very possible.)
Romanticism, is it a byproduct of blue pill brainwashing, an actual personality trait or what? If you're
red pill aware and know you have a capacity to be romantic, what's your take on that? Seeing as
romanticism is essentially equated as being weak/beta/needy.

https://theredarchive.com/r/askTRP/is-this-a-paradox-id-like-your-interpretations.138164
https://old.reddit.com/r/asktrp/comments/1k2had/is_this_a_paradox_id_like_your_interpretations/
http://therationalmale.com/2011/11/10/good-girls-do/
https://theredarchive.com/
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From the Bottom to the Top - Owning Fear
27 upvotes | August 22, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CeNpVbTGBD0
Short post:
An interview done by 50 Cent with the BBC on the subject of fear in relation to the book he
collaborated on with Robert Greene, The 50th Law. I know many people will be prejudice against 50,
think he's just some dumb rapper or whatever, but hear the guy out, he's wise beyond his superficial
appearance, you can learn a lot from him and apply it to your own life, your career, your interactions
with women, people, whatever.
Coping mechanism: 50 never knew his dad and lost his mother when he was 8 years old, whenever he
goes into a situation he remembers how it felt losing his mother and goes in with the mindset that this
situation can't hurt him as much as losing his mother did. Personify this mechanism and use it to help
you fight your own fears/anxieties.
Abundance mentality and outcome independence are traits of fearlessness, when you are confident
enough to get things done, you accept failure and move on to replace the aspect you have failed at
with another attempt somewhere else (a job, a favour) or with someone else (a relationship)
fearlessness essentially allows a level of persistence most people cannot achieve, because their
failures convert to insecurity which can then convert to fear of said insecurity/paradigm which can
lead to many different manifestations of fear at different levels of severity such as: trauma, anxiety,
introversion and unconfidence.
These are things which not only hold you back but are perceived by society as being low value.
Fearlessness is one of the highest states of confidence, although paranoia in small doses is good for
keeping momentum and staying alert to potential threats, paranoia isn't out of insecurity but rather out
of preservation - this is a vital distinction to make.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/from-the-bottom-to-the-top-owning-fear.6388
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/1kv3bx/from_the_bottom_to_the_top_owning_fear/
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CeNpVbTGBD0
https://theredarchive.com/
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Woman in love with a Dark Triad asshole can't change him,
goes on national TV to try make it happen.
44 upvotes | September 12, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=NbxYPFv847M
If you listen carefully she cohabits with him, waits on him and watches him fuck other girls in her
presence. What people say here about woman rather share an alpha than have their own beta is 100%
true. Have a red pill example of it right here.
If you wanna analyse and post your observations please do. I may post my analysis later on if the
topic goes dry.
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You really can't make this shit up
27 upvotes | September 21, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I see through the bullshit but i like other peoples opinions, this chick wants to come sleep at my
house in a few days because "she's missed me" (didn't speak to her in like 8+ months.) OK. but I said
to her "no girl sleeps in my bed unless i'm havin sex with them" and she goes "you're sleeping on the
floor then" and I said "yeah right, you're taking the floor" anyway she wants to come over, she says
she'll never cheat on her boyfriend (she has one) I said to her "why are you coming to stay at mine
then?" she had no real answer just giggling what are your thoughts?
Background on the boyfriend: beta as fuck, she runs the relationship with him, shes dependent on the
emotions he feeds her cuz she can get unstable. I know I'm on the receiving end of an alpha fucks
beta bucks here, but I'd really like to hear thoughts on this dynamic, I kept putting her on the spot but
she kept trying to be coy.
I just want opinions, don't go all superior than thou on me, I know played this well and I don't want
tips, just opinions because hey what can I say, I love a good third person analysis.
More info: I shit tested her "you gonna get permission from your boyfriend to stay over?" She said
"I'll tell him afterwards, I'm the boss what I say goes." I said "you won't be the boss when you come
to mine" she said "maybe I'll change u, I'll train u" I said "challenge accepted but I'd like to see u try"
If anyone here is with a ho who acts like that u need to dump her straight up. If u hate me rather than
the ho, you're forgetting who the gatekeepers to sex are. The solution is to stop being beta and letting
hos run rings on u.
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You Really Can't Make This Shit Up (Part 2)
38 upvotes | October 1, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

OK part 1 I posted a week or so ago where I got a bunch of slack from newbies about premeditating
the idea of having sex with a girl who already had a beta bf, I would link to part 1 but you can't link
in this sub anymore so just search "You really can't make this shit up" if you want the preamble to
this.
This post is the follow up to that. Tonights events are more fresh in my mind than last weeks, but I'll
try to be as concise as possible (this all happened about a week ago, I've only just had the free time to
type it up and share it though.)
So 2 days after I posted that last topic we met up in town and we went for coffee. She was nervous as
hell but it was hidden under a veil of confidence which my perception was able to pierce through, she
kept talking about random shit but that's how I like it, I suck at small talk and I don't value it enough
as a skill to practice it, I like to keep my own frame and I'm comfortable with silence. In fact at one
point I even said that to her, she wouldn't shut up and so I said "I'm comfortable with silence you
know" she replied "Wait do you think I'm talking to much?" I said "Yeah you are, and I think you're
nervous, and if there's gonna be silence then don't worry, I'm comfortable with that there's a nice view
here" (and looked cheekily at her) - I was setting the frame that I really didn't give a shit about the
conversation here and that even if we had nothing to talk about, I'd still be comfortable.
I acted very aloof, like I had better things I could be doing with my time than sit there listening to her
go on (and really, this girl could talk for her country in a contest.) I'd look at my phone and smile,
look to the side and outside for like 30 seconds or so, then look back at her, hold eye contact until she
broke it, then go aloof again, responding to her both whilst I stared at her and other times while I
wasn't. We went to sit outside because she wanted a smoke. We talked more shit about life, she
started mentioning her parents and other crap I wasn't really paying attention to, I'd just smile at her
and look at other girls walking past. I got bored of sitting there, despite her ability to make great
conversation out of shit I don't even care about or find interesting, so I told her we were going and to
bring her drink, which she did.
The "coffee date" lasted about 20-25 minutes, she wasn't shit testing much but I thought she might
flake, she tried to dominate the frame somewhat before we met up, one of her texts was "you've got
long legs walk quicker" I replied "aw already missing me x" her response was "maybe xx" I saw that
maybe and I was like "LOL, that was too easy."
Post coffee date we went to grab some alcohol before we went back to mine, she started talking about
politics (she's an academic) and got quite riled up, I didn't enter her frame with it, I didn't really care,
I agreed with her shit and moved the topic on to discussing the nights plans. She doesn't live in my
part of town so naturally I was leading her everywhere (which is always good for an alpha frame,
take notes) she was somewhat nervous and asked "are you sure its ok if I stay at yours tonight?" I was
like "it's fine, don't sweat it, I said you could so you are."
Once we bought the alcohol (we hadn't started drinking yet, I was carrying a large crate of cider) she
started to show IoIs, very overt ones. "I like the smell of your perfume", "You're so tall, I like tall
guys it's sexy" (I'm 6'2) to both of which I replied "I know I smell like heaven" and "Yeah, most girls
do." I didn't really escalate off the IoIs at this point, because I was so confident I was going to fuck
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this girl I didn't feel the need to "seize the moment" I already knew it was a done deal, I mean she
was sharing my bed with me that night for heavens sake.
About 10 minutes later after we finally get out of the supermarket we sat down for a bit before going
back to mine and I decided to escalate from her IoIs here, I start staring into her eyes and thinking in
my head "I want to fuck you" with a cheeky face, I keep doing this and she keeps breaking eye
contact, this happens about 4 times, she laughs nervously and I reply with a stern "what?" she says
"how you look at me... I don't know" and I reply "I like looking at you." I switched here from being
aloof and nonchalant to holding eye contact steadily and waiting for her to break it, I was
communicating non-verbally to her that I was going to fuck her. I was giving her the "I'm gonna fuck
you eyes" and I could tell despite her coyness, she loved it.
Eventually she becomes avoidant, but not in a bad way, I can tell she's flustered as in "I've
overwhelmed her" but she smiles and gets in the ride with me. On the way home we're talking (it
escapes me about what now, exactly) and she says "I'm really surprised because I didn't expect to find
myself so being attracted to you" I smiled and said "Well life's just full of surprises isn't it"
We got home. Went into my room. Told her "I'm putting a movie on" (lol, you know the drill,
plausible deniability for her and all that good responsibility shifting shit) she was sitting so
uncomfortably on the bed, it was making me cringe. Bad. I tolerated it for about 5-10 minutes, then I
took the initiative. I said "come here" she moved towards me i grabbed her head and started kissing
her. She was a crap kisser, she had passion I guess but she felt restrained. It was underwhelming, but
whatever.
About 20 minutes later we're kissing more heavily, I still contend this girl cannot kiss to save her life,
she thinks my lips are to be prodded rather than caressed, but OK. LOL. Anyway she seems to be
enjoying it. She starts getting quite flustered and sexual sounding and I said to her "I'm gonna fuck
the shit out of you tonight" she lapped it up, we kissed some more, neck involved etc.
Then I got some fucking weird LMR, I told her to jerk me off to get me ready for sex and she says
"for some reason I feel I'll be OK having sex with you and be able to live with myself by not telling
my boyfriend, but if we have foreplay, that'll feel worse and I don't think I would be able to" I say to
her "that makes no sense, you're fine with me being inside you but jerking me off is a no-go? You got
it back to front girl!" then I laughed at her.
She then started saying all this weird shit about her BF, how she really really wants to fuck me but
she doesn't know if she'll be able to live with herself, she's never cheated on anyone before blah blah
blah. I say to her "if any of this was a problem for you, you wouldn't be here in the first place, you
wouldn't of agreed to come and stay with me - in my bed, and you wouldn't of lied to your BF that I
had a spare room" she says "good point" but maintains she didn't come over to have sex with me or
otherwise cheat on her boyfriend, I know she did, she knows she did, but hamster will not allow her
to say so verbally. I think to myself "OK - there's too much talking and not enough fucking going on
here."
So I start putting her hand on my dick, she resists a few times, then finally she's so into things she
goes with it. I reward her "good girl" and I start playing with her nipples, I thought this girl was
gonna fucking go exorcist off my bed no word of a lie her body was rising up from the sheets on
foreplay alone. LMFAO. Them nipples were like red nuclear weapon launch buttons. 10 minutes
later, she's taking her undies off, legs spread and my dicks going in. I say something along the lines
of "you've been waiting for this all night" and start pounding her pussy against the sheets.
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Afterwards we fall asleep. The next day I wanted to kick her out, but she would not fuckoff. It was
kinda good, kinda bad. We end up having some pretty red pill conversation. She tells me she loves
being with me, I'm really attractive, she can get lost in me and all this other shit. I know what she's
doing here. I'm not stupid. Naive guys would think "this girls in love with me" I know this girls not in
love with me, but it would suit her to be because she considers me an upgrade from her current BF.
She's trying to branch swing here from her current BF to me.
I've analyzed her already. She's far too unstable to be my GF, she can be a mistress but not a GF,
she's not GF material cuz the girls too crazy and wow, way too overt with her sluttiness. I tell her
under no uncertain terms I'm not gonna be her man and even encourage her sexual plurality (which
we discuss here) I say "he will put up with shit emotionally that I won't, he'll deal with your mood
swings and general craziness, whereas I won't, you get out of line with me and I'll cut you off,
however I'll provide the excitement that he can't" I said essentially she'll have a tough time finding all
the qualities she wants from a man, in one man.
Reason being she wants an alpha, but at the same time she enjoys the comforts of a beta, she said
"she needs a guy she knows she can control" but she likes me because "I make her feel a way he
can't" and "actually stand up to her" it's like her feminist ideals and natural instincts are having a
cognitive conflict or some shit (hence why TRP exists - LOL), it's entertaining and perverse at the
same time, but in the end I decided to encourage alpha fucks beta bucks, myself as the alpha in this
specific paradigm, obviously. She really wanted to branch swing to me, but I wasn't having it, no girl,
you lack the value required.
So she agreed to see me in secret without telling him, and she'd come stay over at mine every week.
She's telling him she's seeing a female friend every week now (who will cover for her) rather than
telling him that she's coming over to ride me.
We had some very red pill convo, she's unhappy with her boyfriend. I don't really want to hear about
a girls boyfriend or ex boyfriend EVER, but I had to address her concerns as she literally put it on the
table she would branch swing to me "tell me you'll be with me and I'll ring him up right now and tell
him it's over" I didn't want that shit and to end up lumbered with her so I basically told her to stay
with him.
Anyway, to the gritty, she said he's too emotional, that whenever she shouts at him or attacks (shit
tests) he apologises and gets emotional, she thinks its pathetic, its annoying to her etc etc, she said
shes tired of having to sort out every little thing with him, whereas with me it's not like that. She even
said "I feel like I have to mother him" and I dropped some RP on that girl and said "and what, with
me it's like you're the daughter?" and she thought for a second and said "yeah, you're like a rock" -
now I know this sounds too red pill to actually be true, but it is and funnily enough, this girl is
massively influenced by feminism, which is what makes it all the hell more funnier.
God that sounds so fucked up. Haha. Ok. Rip it to shreds people. And please, can all the butthurt
betas stop complaining I fucked a girl with a boyfriend, you sabotaged the last post with your
butthurt, keep it redpill, if you're going to criticize don't white knight, I shouldn't even have to say
that in TRP but read Part 1 and you'll see why I am.
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Dave Chappelle on Male & Female Psychological Differences
44 upvotes | October 2, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5ZRflz-93JA
Funny as fuck and yet, very red pill. Enjoy.
Nuggets of wisdom from Mr. Chappelle in the video:

Don't undermine a woman's feelings, they're her world.
Feminism ruined relations between men and women because women be taking too much advice
from other women when it comes to men, rather than listening to men themselves. EG: Cosmo
magazine, the nefarious Jezebel that gets posted up here etc.
These same feminist magazines make women feel like shit by showing them photoshopped
crap and making them feel like "they're not good enough" because the girls in the magazine
depict insane levels of beauty, the insecurity that manifests fucks women up and makes the
relationship shit for any guy who's seeing said woman.
Women dress like whores and act surprised when men treat them like that, uses the analogy that
if you saw a man wearing a policemans uniform, you'd think he were a policeman, so if you're
not a whore and you dress like one - don't be acting indignant when there's a case of mistaken
identity.
When women "want to talk" it's about shit they think you're doing wrong, when they're doing
shit wrong they never want to talk about it and get on the defence with you - exposing a
commonly perpetuated gender double standard here.
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GTA V Feminist Satire on West Coast Talk Radio - Funny as
Hell
55 upvotes | October 5, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8prb7OWnWr0#t=1655
This is gold. Rockstar really went out of their way to caricature and parody the bullshit effects of
third wave feminism here, enjoy! The innuendo, mockery, double entendre.. it's priceless.
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Real life example of a girl cheating on her beta bucks, "coming
clean" after feeling guilty, deciding not to cheat again... and
then ironically decides to come back and fuck again. Hamster
gymnastics!
121 upvotes | October 14, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

OK I posted a while ago about this chick I banged, I thought the sub would find it interesting because
you'd get to see TWO angles, the alpha fucks angle (my POV) and the beta bucks angle. This girl
tells me about her BF, generally I don't talk to girls about that kind of shit, but with this girl I do, I
learn a lot about how a beta gets treated without being the beta, so I somewhat encourage it purely for
the sake of validating RP philosophy from the real world and being able to add to my own experience
of it without actually being in that position.
I iced the chick out for quite awhile, not picking up her phone calls, texting her back days later and
etc. Anyhow last night I decide to ring her and see what's up. She shit tests the fuck out for me for
ages, there's far too many shit tests to list, she tells me about other men buying her stuff, her new boss
who's a multimillionaire and how she's going to dress sexy for him and all this other crap, trying to
see if I'll cave or lose frame, which I don't. I'm very nonchalant and indifferent.
Eventually we get to this dialogue:

"I told beta_boy about what happened with us"
I said "really, you broke his heart, why?"
she says "I just couldn't keep it to myself anymore, I felt so guilty" (validates the theory
someone posted here recently that women cannot keep secrets to themselves)
I say "how did that go down then?"
she says "well, I changed it a little bit, I said we just kissed and that it didn't go any
further than that"
I say "well technically, you're not lying"
and she goes "I know, right?" basically, it did go further, we fucked, but she had some LMR
where she said she wasn't going to cheat on him, I acted like I didn't give a shit, quashed the
LMR and then we fucked.

She's rewriting history by using her memory selectively to only reveal parts of the truth rather than
the full truth, which is omission of truth, the lack of full disclosure is an indirect lie when you
purposely leave out crucial information, which is what she's doing here with her beta bf.
When she told him about it, he got really angry and almost left her (her words) bare in mind this
reaction is based off the trickle truth that we merely kissed and that things went no further than that,
which is a lie. If you're ever on the receiving end of this and it's "just a kiss" or a "handjob" or "a
blowjob" or "she just watched" don't believe her for a second, she's trickle truthing your ass.
She then threw an ultimatum at him "if you're going to leave, then leave now and don't come back"
(now there's multiple reasons she threw him this ultimatum - #1 is she wants to branch swing to me
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even though I told her I want no exclusivity with her, she's fucking silly, she's still trying for it
anyway, #2 is she wants to control the frame of her relship and keep him enthralled by suggesting
shes indifferent to whether he leaves her or not, either way she wins) after that little stunt, her "i dont
give a fuck attitude" towards him is successful, with his rage wearing off, he starts blaming himself,
saying if he'd worked less (guy does 12 hour shifts and works like a fucking boss) and paid more
attention to her then maybe she wouldn't of felt the need to go off with another guy and cheat.
He takes all the blame for it and she lets him. She even believes her own hamstering afterwards
which is quite funny, she says to me "if he paid more attention to me we'd probably never have had
sex" (trying to steal my power by saying I'm not attractive in and of myself, I realise what's she's
doing) so I reply with "you shouldn't be left alone with me because you can't resist me." (Narcissism
always works THEY EAT THAT SHIT UP.)
She tells me that me and her can't do that again (I know this is a shit test) and I say "If that's your
choice then fair enough" (acting like IDGAF!) we talk some more and we're flirting back and forth
over the phone, she's flirting with shit tests and I'm batting back, she loves the banter, she's giggling
and getting turned on (her voice becomes increasingly sexualised and feminine in tone) then
eventually she says "so what are we gonna do about this situation?" I play my asshole game, I
know she wants the plausible deniability and for me to ultimately make the decision that leads to her
doing something naughty so that she can blame me for it later on, but instead I say "whatever you
want I don't care" she goes "Noooooooooo tell me!" in a girly voice and I say "Haha, winding
you up, come and stay at mine at the weekend, wear sexy underwear" she's like "OK, I'll
message you tomorrow to arrange logistics" we flirt some more, and then say good night.
TLDR: fucks me, tells her beta bf we only kissed, he gets pissed and almost balls up, she throws an
ultimatum, he falls for that BS and stays, she tells me she isn't going to fuck me again, I say "OK,
that's nice" flirt with her, now she's coming back for round 2. LOL.
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Feminism is Socially Accepted Bigotry | Men and the Red Pill
56 upvotes | October 20, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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An Analysis of "The Red Pill" - Dissecting The Red Pill
39 upvotes | October 27, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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This is what happens when a woman refuses the sisterhood by
calling feminism irrelevant (/r/redpillwomen)
97 upvotes | November 1, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Being alpha doesn’t necessarily mean being popular
26 upvotes | November 4, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Red Pill Comedy
55 upvotes | November 6, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Dissecting The Red Pill (Part 2) - Q&A
32 upvotes | November 10, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/dissecting-the-red-pill-part-2-qa.232514
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Women being red pill about sex - todays discussions
4 upvotes | November 16, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Understanding the Dark Triad
40 upvotes | November 17, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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The Destruction of Family and Other “Liberating Legacies” we
can Thank Feminist Social Engineering for
17 upvotes | November 25, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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BBC News - Clare's Law Expanded to England and Wales -
Women are now Allowed to Do Police Background Checks on
New Boyfriends to see if he has a history of violence.
10 upvotes | November 25, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Utilising the Dark Triad – Machiavellianism
21 upvotes | December 2, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/utilising-the-dark-triad-machiavellianism.232259
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/1rxe4y/utilising_the_dark_triad_machiavellianism/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 34 of 355

Feminism & Women’s Logic
19 upvotes | December 5, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Feminism Helps Ethnically Displace Caucasians
10 upvotes | December 9, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Never Outshine the Master (Machiavellianism) (LONG READ)
19 upvotes | December 11, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Italian girl ‘sexually assaulted’ riot cop with a kiss
19 upvotes | December 16, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This is too funny not to share:
http://rt.com/news/italy-protester-kiss-police-271/
Hilarious when the BULLSHIT sexual harassment charges are flipped on their side isn't it?
Funny because they tried to pass it off as "peaceful protesting" but she wrote on her facebook:

“No peace message… I would hang all these disgusting pigs upside down”
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Understanding Social Market Value
52 upvotes | December 17, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Respect yourself more than you respect her
146 upvotes | December 21, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I'll post a more detailed FR in the monday thread but long story short, went out last night, place was
dead, saw a cute chick smiling at me (who was with a guy, but I gave no fucks) so approached, spoke
to her, guy got upset or some shit, dont know, wasnt paying attention to him, he fucked off leaving
me with the chick, we had some random inane conversation, told her to stick her number in my
phone... she gave me 2 fucking numbers.
Guy comes back. Introduces himself to me, we chat, I tell him his girlfriend just gave me her number
after just a few minutes of conversation when she hardly knows me and he needs to look out for that
shit. At the start he was being all blue pill saying shit like "why are you taking her number" as if it's
not her fault, its mine. I said "look if she didn't want to give me her number, she didn't have to" but
she did - she wanted to - it's her choice - and she's meant to be here with you. Don't tolerate that kind
of shit. You have to be careful with women because they're constantly pulling shit like this. (Yes, I
wasn't out looking for pussy, just in the joint with my boy out of boredom... distilling that redpill
goodness like I'm a fucking field medic.)
Should have seen her. Starts giggling/behaving submissive while maintaining eye contact with me as
I say this shit to her BF. Like she's getting moist over the truth or some shit.
How fucking beta/morally degrading is that, that you put yourself through that for what is probably a
18-22 yr old mexican HB8-9? Doesn't matter how fucking hot she is, respect yourself first. She's
betraying his trust, she didn't give me a fake number or any other BS, nothing but the token resistance
"I have a boyfriend" before putting her number in and I crushed that with a simple "so, who cares?"
LOL. WOW. She's not even trying to blag it.
If you're the kinda guy whose frame is so weak a girl will do this to you, you've got far to go.
If you're the kinda guy who has frame but your girl is just a cunt and does shit like this anyway
relegate her to the fuck-zone or tell her to get lost. Such a chick is not worthy of the
emotions/time/money of a LTR. This chick was young with a good ratio of cute to sexy, but violating
the guy. There was no fucking boundaries set in place for that kind of behaviour judging the
weakness of his frame, and if there was, she was overstepping them anyways, making them pointless.
This whole interaction just reaffirms the reality that even if she was a quality chick (I don't really
know her well enough to gauge her personal qualities from this simple interaction), if you're going to
be weak she's going to betray you and look for the strongest man she can get. I'd say this one's ready
to branch swing to the nearest available upgrade. That is the red pill reality of male to female
relationships.
Respect yourself first and foremost, before the girl and more than the girl. Don't pedestalize the
fucking pussy, I have no idea how many times this has been said, but it seems its something that can
never be said enough because too many of you fucks are doing exactly that.
I felt a strange mixture of pity/anger for this guy.
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Success is Alpha, Failure is Beta
13 upvotes | December 26, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/success-is-alpha-failure-is-beta.231962
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Dark Triad - Researchers use Facebook status updates to find
potential psychopaths.
11 upvotes | December 27, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/dark-triad-researchers-use-facebook-status-updates.231945
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Utilising the Dark Triad – Psychopathy (VERY IN-DEPTH,
LONG READ)
37 upvotes | December 28, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/utilising-the-dark-triad-psychopathy-very-in-depth.231940
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/1tuczp/utilising_the_dark_triad_psychopathy_very_indepth/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 43 of 355

Wake the Fuck Up
74 upvotes | December 30, 2013 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/wake-the-fuck-up.231905
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20′s Men – The Quest for Power, The Decade of Empire
34 upvotes | January 3, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Long Term Inner-Game - You can't be dependent on her love
and you can't share your weaknesses with her if you want to
keep her, among other nuggets of wisdom (bullet pointed)
217 upvotes | January 15, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Full article: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/01/14/mans-burden-the-feminine-conundrum/
My newest article as usual is a long one, except this time I've gone to the trouble of summising most
of the major points for you:

Never be dependent on a woman for her love.
Do not convey too many significant weaknesses to a woman, for it shall instill doubt into her
about your value as a man and destroy her attraction for you.
Women don't love us in the way we love them, they love differently and thus expecting from
her what she expects from you will doom you to failure.
As soon as any of your weaknesses are made abundantly clear she will begin to feel
disenchanted and this will cause her to start a process of weighing up her options.
You will feel it is your duty to fix her emotional issues as will she, this is an unspoken
agreement, however the reverse is not true (in LTRs, obviously not one night stands et al)
Women are great at saving face and even better, believing earnestly in their own bullshit, their
reality and position on things is in a constant state of flux (they're not credible.)
Women are not bound by honour - it is a male abstraction.
Many men underestimate the power of the feminine, that which is the allure of the submissive
and fail to understand the inherent control and influence that this has upon you. They are not
weak, their power is just non-tangible, ad nauseum: Men love to play this game of convincing
themselves that they're in control in their relationship with a woman when in fact they are
falling slowly into her grip.
Those who think relationships are not war (due to their conflictual nature) are naive.
You are maintaining the war and optimally do so that it balances in your favour, however
victory is prohibited, for winning the battle means losing "her love", love is metaphysically a
state of constant conflict, without conflict, there is no love, without conflict there is boredom,
passionless.
The beauty is in the game itself, not the outcome of the game. If you don't enjoy the game, you
cannot take the lead in it. (Applies to everything, not just women.)
She will always put herself before you.
You are not special to her as an individual, your strength and power is what causes her to be
attracted to you, nothing more, nothing less, ad nauseum: women do not love you, but the idea
of what or who "you" is.
They are incapable of loving you in the way in which you idealise, the hierarchy of sacrifice
is men > women and women > children of either gender, it does not operate in reverse and your
expectation that it should is futile. This is also why the idea of gender equality is perverse as the
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expectation of sacrifice is not and cannot be equally distributed among people regardless of
their genetic identity much to the dismay of western idealism.
You are completely disposable to women.
Men are humanity's true romantics (sacrificial love - male is more intense than utilitarian love
- female) hence man's deeper mourning for lost lovers of days gone by.
The bottom line in all elements of life is VICTORY or FAILURE, relationships are no
exception.
Realise the limitations of womankind, accept them.
A man is always truly alone, there is nobody "higher up" for you to depend upon, you're
the end of the line, in the absence of a belief in God.
Every man has a burden he must carry, none of you are exempt.
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Feminism Explained (Funny as Fuck)
109 upvotes | January 19, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=05ro6fcj6Ek
This shit is hilarious, an argument with a feminist in the hypothetical reality where they say what they
think without the smoke and mirrors. LMFAO. Red pill as fuck.
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Play On People’s Need to Believe – 48 Laws of Power/Dark
Triad
55 upvotes | January 29, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2014/01/29/play-on-peoples-need-to-believe-exemplified-and-explained/
48 Laws of power related. As always, it's long as fuck. Grab a coffee and enjoy!
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Value Your Time to Gain Value
26 upvotes | February 2, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/value-your-time-to-gain-value.231408
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Positive and Negative Narcissism - Creating Attraction
12 upvotes | February 6, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Narcissism is the most relevant dark triad trait when it comes to creating attraction either
romantically or non-romantically. "Positive Narcissism" is what allows one to game everybody
around them, it is the embodiment of charisma. "Negative Narcissism" is what repels everyone
around the individual exhibiting it. I'm going to write articles more at length on these subjects quite
soon, however I'll tease you for now with this post and throw you some bones, bullet points. Great for
those of you with the attention span of a cat preoccupied by some yarn.
Negative Narcissism:

Weak frame/insecure/tense body language
Low confidence - fearful
Does not believe in themselves (inferiority complex)
Easily offended as they value others opinion so much
Averse to criticism (can be confrontational, but will blameshift focus away from themselves,
prone to taking a victim position)
Diffuses responsibility for mistakes
Overly concerned with others perception of them as a matter of projection because they do not
perceive themselves very well
Despite the previous point paradoxically exhibits baseless pride due to lack of accomplishment
Believes they are better than others but doesn't feel like they are, it's not their fault, they are
perpetual victims
Demonstrates low value
Cares about their physical appearance, worries if it is not up to scratch

The negative narcissist is your typical single mother who's fucked up in life and is stuck in a poverty
trap.
Positive Narcissism:

Strong frame/emotionally secure/strong posture
Overconfident - fearless
Obsessed with their own brilliance (god complex)
Difficult to offend as your opinion means so little to them
Loves to confront criticism, will disregard you as inferior
Doesn't give a fuck about others opinions as they value themselves so obsessively that external
validation is a bonus not a requirement
Diffuses responsibility for mistakes
Very proud, previous accomplishments only validate and exacerbate said pride
Feels entitled to the best of everything and believes they will get it.
Demonstrates high value.
Cares about their physical appearance, gets slightly turned on seeing a reflection of their six-
pack in the mirror.
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The positive narcissist is your typical high-flying boardroom C.E.O.
Occasionally there can be some cross-lap, although it's not typical. EG: a negative narcissist can feel
entitled to the best things in life. Look at the bullet points and ask yourself which list you most
identify with. Be truthful with yourself.
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[Re-post] Explaining the Red Pill (for all the new subscribers)
56 upvotes | February 7, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

/u/blazingblue16 said it in a succinct manner 3 months ago and it still applies now

This sub really needs to sticky quality answers for women or men who come here just to be
like "I'm a woman!" "I'm new!" "Answer my questions since I am confused and haven't read
the side bar nor took the time to think about anything presented in the side bar..."

Understanding the Red Pill (Part 1)
Article - http://illimitablemen.com/2013/10/27/dissecting-the-red-pill/
Understanding the Red Pill (Part 2)
Article - http://illimitablemen.com/2013/11/10/dissecting-the-red-pill-part-2-q-and-a/
Original Reddit Post of Part 2:
/r/TheRedPill/comments/1pw1da/i_am_somewhat_confused_about_trp_and_how_it_views/cd6o7le
If you have any further questions or contentions to make, feel free to do so here, or if you're so
recently subscribed you can't post yet send me a PM and I'll get back to you. I'm sure any other
endorsed contributors who drop in here will do their best to assist you too.
Best of luck everyone, we're all gonna make it.
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Stories of sadistic bitches, got any?
27 upvotes | February 8, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

If you have, please describe her personality/mannerisms, anything that stuck out specifically about
her. Any stories which demonstrate her predilection for schadenfreude (enjoying other peoples pain),
etc etc.
These women are typically so mentally unhealthy and so far gone they are not even loveable people,
however their insanity is intensely interesting so please, even if you need to make a throwaway do
share any stories you deem relevant.
Thanks in advance.
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Reading List
33 upvotes | February 8, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Some of the books in my personal library of books I own or books I wish to read, lots of red pill
knowledge and ideas are contained within these texts:

1984 (Nineteen Eighty Four) - by George Orwell - Political distillation of today's western
police states delivered through a dystopic fiction tale. Revolutionary for predicting the state of
Britain in 1984 when released in 1948, many of the prophecies came true.
48 Laws of Power - by Robert Greene - Tenets and principles of Machiavellianism, this is a
MUST read. You will come back to this again and again for advice on strategy in a particular
social paradigm you find yourself in.
50 Philosophy of Science Ideas - by Gareth Southwell - Nice little philosophy book I stumbled
upon in a book shop. Very red pill, I'll screenshot the contents as there's a lot covered and I
don't want to drag out this descriptive section, no section is particularly long, it is something of
a brief book covering many topics, but nevertheless useful and insightful for introducing you to
other topics which you may not have otherwise been aware of which you can go and research
more in-depth should you wise. Good light reading on heavy topics, easy to pick up and put
down. http://i.imgur.com/k71Tc24.jpg
An Anatomy of Addiction: Sigmund Freud, William Halsted, and the Miracle Drug
Cocaine - by Howard Markel - Looks at how high grade cocaine was the motivational driving
force behind the success and discoveries of Freud and Halsted to both psychology and medicine
respectively.
Animal Farm - by George Orwell - Haven't read this, just had it recommended to me countless
times.
Art of Seduction - by Robert Greene - Psychological Female Seduction Archetypes - I haven't
read much of it, I haven't been able to tolerate it thus far, I will go back to it. Everybody else
rates it highly, can't personally endorse this one yet despite having shelled out the cash.
Art of War The Ancient Classics (Capstone Classics) - by Sun Tzu - Machiavellianism
Philosophy with a militaristic strategy approach
Atlas Shrugged - by Ayn Rand - Fiction, heavy reading, meant to be very precise. Haven't read
it but has come highly recommended a couple of times now.
Mastery - by Robert Greene - Self improvement with an emphasis on the power of the
persistence of focus, persistence trumps natural talent.
Outwitting the Devil - by Napoleon Hill - Psychoanalytic self-help delivered with crude,
succinct satire.
Rational Male - by Rollo Tomassi - Sexual Strategy - Manosphere book with all the lingo
you're accustomed to.
The 33 Strategies of War - by Robert Greene - a more contemporary Art of War as retold by
Greene, outside the context of Ancient China.
The Alchemist - by Paulo Coehlo - bought, not read. Fiction tale. Can be read in a day (light
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reading)
The Prince - by Niccolo Machiavelli - Machiavellian satire.
The Wealth of Nations The Economic Classic: A Selected Edition for the Contemporary
Reader (Capstone Classics) - by Adam Smith - economics book on how nations acquire
wealth.
The World as Will and Representation Vol.1 - by Arthur Schopenhauer - Mind blowing
philosophical work looking at the metaphysics of sexual love among other things.
The World as Will and Representation Vol.2 - by Arthur Schopenhauer
Zen in the Art of Archery by Eugen Herrigel - meditation for frame control and stoicism.

Have always been recommended some Friedrich Nietzsche works, but cannot remember the titles in
question for the life of me, shame. He's on my to read list also.
Also check out /r/redpillbooks for more reading suggestions.
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How to not give a fuck - Elliott Husle
20 upvotes | February 12, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zp-U79tlScw
Inner-game stuff, good video about not giving a fuck, basically the jist of things is to be detached and
remain objective both in the face of PRAISE and CRITICISM.
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The Psychology of an intelligent Crazy Bitch aka "Lucifer's
Daughter"
28 upvotes | February 17, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Article link: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/02/17/lucifers-daughter/
Summation of articles principle assertions:

Generally they were raped/abused or otherwise corrupted early on within the developmental
process, I have a loose theory there is a possibility of being biological "Lucifer's daughters" but
have no frame of reference to base such a theory on and thus have not further explored it.
They view reality through a perception of victimhood and use this to condone their immorality
as acceptable "tu quoque fallacy."
They are incredibly manipulative and proficient in deriving utility from people, often with their
powers of perception finding uses for people that they themselves didn't they know they would
be good for.
They are incredibly sadistic, they enjoy causing people emotional pain and using said pain to
control them.
They are attracted to extremely weak and extremely strong people for alternating reasons, the
weak for the perversity they can enage in, the strong for the utility they can provide. They tend
to avoid average people for being "too boring" and lacking any unique application for her
personal desire.
They are intelligent, unintelligent crazy bitches are your run of the mill cluster B's who implode
in on themselves and have breakdowns and other such shit, these bitches may feign a
breakdown but are very much in control of themselves and their surroundings due to the sense
and level of control they possess.
They harness their sexuality to complement their psychological perversions, however even in
old age a Lucifer's daughter can adequately exercise power, she will employ beauty privilege as
a useful asset but she is not bound to it due to her machiavellian intelligence. She is good at
cashing in her fertile years for maximum gain and effect.

As usual it's a long piece (you should really be prepared for that by now) so grab your coffees.
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The Psychology of an intelligent Crazy Bitch aka "Lucifer's
Daughter" [X-post from /r/TheRedPill]
10 upvotes | February 17, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

Article link: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/02/17/lucifers-daughter/
Summation of articles principle assertions:

Generally they were raped/abused or otherwise corrupted early on within the developmental
process, I have a loose theory there is a possibility of being biological "Lucifer's daughters" but
have no frame of reference to base such a theory on and thus have not further explored it.
They view reality through a perception of victimhood and use this to condone their immorality
as acceptable "tu quoque fallacy."
They are incredibly manipulative and proficient in deriving utility from people, often with their
powers of perception finding uses for people that they themselves didn't they know they would
be good for.
They are incredibly sadistic, they enjoy causing people emotional pain and using said pain to
control them.
They are attracted to extremely weak and extremely strong people for alternating reasons, the
weak for the perversity they can enage in, the strong for the utility they can provide. They tend
to avoid average people for being "too boring" and lacking any unique application for her
personal desire.
They are intelligent, unintelligent crazy bitches are your run of the mill cluster B's who implode
in on themselves and have breakdowns and other such shit, these bitches may feign a
breakdown but are very much in control of themselves and their surroundings due to the sense
and level of control they possess.
They harness their sexuality to complement their psychological perversions, however even in
old age a Lucifer's daughter can adequately exercise power, she will employ beauty privilege as
a useful asset but she is not bound to it due to her machiavellian intelligence. She is good at
cashing in her fertile years for maximum gain and effect.

Feel free to ask me questions, I have no issue in explaining anything, we often think of the dark triad
as merely a masculine phenomenon, however the dark triad female is merely a different flavour of the
same phenomenon. In fact everytime I say dark triad here I'm using a misnomer, a Lucifer's Daughter
is better described as dark tetrad for they are sadistic as fuck. I'm saying "dark triad" as most people
don't know what dark tetrad is (it is the triad plus the trait of sadism.)
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Understanding the Friend Zone Scam and the Role Marriage
Plays in it (Part 1)
114 upvotes | February 20, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

URL:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/02/20/understanding-the-friend-zone-scam-and-the-role-marriage-pla
ys-in-it-part-1/
This article is mainly aimed at new guy betas who have friendzone problems as well as guys who
have found themselves in sexless marriages due to an inability to hold frame and set boundaries with
their woman.
Main themes explored:

Identifies sexless marriage as an often overlooked form of friend zone with harsher penalties in
place making escape more difficult.
Synoptically links marriage to the friend zone by exploring the concept that the friend zone can
be applied retroactively to a relationship by a woman once sex has already taken place because
she [the woman] has attained the ultimate security of your provisioning via the institution of
marriage.
Looks at value exchange between men and women and why women have no motivation to
elevate a beta from the friend zone into relationship status "she doesn't want to ruin what you've
got" more aptly translated as: "you're giving me everything I need already so I don't need to
fuck you to get what I want out of you."

Enjoy. Special thanks to /u/Archwinger and /u/Human_v2 for inspiring the blog post.
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Red Pill Antibiotic Nuke, Come and Feed
959 upvotes | February 23, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This post is now available off-site too.
http://illimitablemen.com/understanding-the-red-pill/red-pill-constitution/
This post contains a lot of generalisations which embody fundamental beliefs of the red pill
philosophy, this list is extensive but not exhaustive. These are bullet points and thus there is not a
case study for every point made and there is not necessarily an explanation given with each bullet
point. This is because this information has been designed to be snappy and easy to absorb, not an
academic dissertation on each belief and concept shared. Think of it as something of a partial
codification of many different RP beliefs.

Feminists claim they want equality but what they really want is power without responsibility.
They desire both male and female privilege consolidated into one, thus upsetting the gender
balance. They want the privileges of being women (privilege such as being economically
provided for, getting opportunities based on their beauty and protection from physical harm by
others) as well as male privilege (authority, respect for having a career, to not be judged so
harshly based on appearance etc) which is neither pragmatic nor realistic, it ignores the
biological basis for how the genders perceive each other in the ignorance that "everything is a
social construct!" and we are mostly "the same" when quite evidently this is not the case.
Women are irrational and inconsistent, they have a capacity for logic but it is not their modus
operandi, that is to say that they must exert effort to be logical as it is not their factory setting.
A logical woman is easily baited into becoming emotional; women are easy to compromise.
Their decisions are based on their current emotional state rather than the abstraction of logic.
It's this proclivity to change so quickly which causes them to act inconsistently and in
contradiction.
Women are machiavellian in nature, this means they are comparatively proficient at being
manipulative versus the typical male. The evolutionary theoretical basis for this is due to
smaller size and inferior musculature women had to learn to use men as tools rather than
directly oppose them in a physical conflict (as they would undoubtedly lose in all but very few
scenarios) this makes the pronunciation of their strength a propensity to be mentally rather than
physically violent. Physical violence is outlawed whereas mental abuse is not, this allows
women to get their way without being held accountable by a system of law. The law does not
legislate interpersonal morality to this extent. Where a man's instinct is to hit, a woman's is
to do a big shit in your mind instead.
Race does not matter if you are rich. A lot of you are small-minded and stuck on the superficial,
white-black-arab-indian-asian whatever, you have a certain perception of the world based upon
your culture, perhaps where you live the white man is god, but know all racial barriers are
overcome by power, money is power, if you're a 5' asian with a 2 inch dick that girls laugh at a
7 digit bank balance is sure to offset that. Focus less on your race and more on your success,
your insecurities will get you no where. The real segregation is between rich and poor and that
is even more true when it comes down to women, never forget that. Rich vs. poor is the only
thing that matters in this world, white vs black, west coast vs east coast, all these other "beefs"
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are a minor, they are all symptoms of wealth inequality, the bottom line is wealth. Rich vs poor
motherfuckers.
Women are hypergamous they feel entitled to a superior mate. You have to be richer than her
or at least equally rich, more educated than her or at least equally educated. You need to be
better looking than her or at least equal looking, you need to be more popular than she is or at
least equally popular. You can offset one area (LMS - looks, money, status) with another, but if
you're lower in at least 2 areas just forget it.
Buying into the last point, this is why 20% of guys are fucking 80% of the chicks, women date
up, men date down and yes this has created rising social inequality since women entered the
professions
If a woman thinks she is better than you she can't respect you, if she can't respect you she can't
love you. Women love men differently to the way men love women. Woman's love is based on
adoration, adoration is a concentrated amount of respect. Respect is derived from power. Be
powerful if you want to be loved, or you will never be loved. You will be held in contempt for
being weak.
Women rely on men to be emotionally stoic, we often call this "holding frame" you have to be
mentally strong so she can lean on you, she finds that attractive. You cannot lean on her, there
is a double standard, if you lean on her the relationship will fall apart, she will not be able to
handle your problems and she will no longer find you attractive. You are a man. You have to be
better than her, which means to be stronger than she is. This is why women get to be emotional
and we have to be unreactive, we are strong and ignore our emotions so they can indulge in
their emotions and enjoy the ride. They find it far more difficult to be logical than we do and
thus it is our burden to be the reasonable ones.
Always set boundaries, with everyone. Do not be a pushover. This is probably the most
important bulletpoint here.
Buying into the last point women have little sympathy for weak men, despite the fairer sex
bullshit you may be accustomed to hearing a man is far more likely to assist a weak man
financially or emotionally than a woman is.
Women are more selfish than men are in matters of money and love. Man's love is expected to
be sacrificial, woman's isn't.
Women love pragmatically and have no capacity to love unconditionally for romantic partners,
only their children. Men can love women unconditionally. There is a hierarchy of love: Men >
Women > Children.
Women have a pronounced gender group bias which means they typically de facto side with
other women in a conflict regardless of logic or argument, women are herd like and stick
together closely, they form cartels and use the power of the group to hen peck/destroy enemies.
Women have a sexual plurality, if you are a nice guy with money you are husband material that
can nail her after 12 dates and she's had so many glasses of wine she forgets how on a primal
level you're not that attractive, just cute. If you are an asshole with nice muscles you're the guy
who gets to nail her after 2 hours of meeting. We call this sexual plurality in rather rhythmic
slang: "alpha fucks, beta bucks"
Women do not care about male weakness and neither does society, if you are weak, depressed,
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small, poor, uneducated, unconfident, not powerful then nobody cares. People only care about
you when you're powerful or a pretty woman. You have to pull yourself up by the bootstraps
because nobody gives a fuck about you. Society will always have a safety net for women, white
knights will charge in, the state will provide and etc, as a man you have no such luxury, your
propensity and ability to gain power is much higher than a woman's but your ability to hit rock
bottom is far more pronounced too. As men we are more extreme than women. Women are
typically average and don't move much either side of the bell curve, as men we are either highly
successful geniuses of repute that feminists can but scoff and be jealous of, the posterboys for
their esteemed patriarchy, or the ignored voiceless poverty stricken peasant class that nobody
gives a flying fuck about.
The law prioritises female safety and well-being over logic, honour and justice. Family law has
been corrupted and is now controlled by feminist ideological dogma. The constitutions
equitable maxims are rewritten by modern statutes, Rollo Tomassi of Rational Male did a very
relevant article on this topic here:
http://therationalmale.com/2014/01/14/the-second-set-of-books/
Western females (typically anglosphere and western/northern Europe) are self-entitled and
come from a psychological position of thinking they're better than you are. They believe that
shit despite their numerous insecurities because they have been raised to view men as
instruments for their desires, they have been told they must be impressed,that a man must wine
and dine her and ultimately the onus is on him to win her heart, she will obsess over her
relationship status frantically and doll herself up but ultimately her part is entirely passive. She
comes from a position of superiority and illogically believes she is superior to all but the most
high value of men. Part of the red pill is realising her capacity for brilliance is lower than yours,
which brings me on to the next point.
Women need men more than men need women. Men generally want sex and perhaps a
family so they have a genetic lineage to leave their worldly goods and knowledge to once they
die (so they may live on through their offspring) however women need men for their logical
minds and stoic consistency, to make her emotionally stabilised "being the rock in her storm",
and also need a partner just to "feel complete." Just look at single mother households and all the
older women who are single, they are miserable. These women NEED a man to be happy, men
DO NOT need women to be happy, men need SEX to be happy. A bachelor is a not an unhappy
guy, a bachelorette is.
Women are depreciating assets, their major asset and unique selling point is their sexual beauty
and fertility. Most of them squander their best years on "riding the cock carousel" which means
fucking lots of different guys in nightclubs, having flings, being generally irresponsible and
riding through life on easy mode getting ahead for no real talent, but because she's pretty and
can give head. Women are born, their ability to conceive children is what makes them women.
Men are not born they are created. Poverty, difficulty, heartache, oppression, pain - these are
the things that make men out of boys. This is why you came to TRP. This is why boys come
back from the military as men. Conflict and pain is what forges the masculine mindset, men
cannot grow without conflict and learning from their mistakes, men need to apply their logical
minds to problems which arise, elevate, and transcend their previous selves to become more
powerful. Men are never born, they are always bred in the bloody fields of battle and war be it
economic, mental or physical. A man is a soldier of differing kinds, a man has learnt to repress
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his fear so he may overcome and achieve.
Men take more risks than women and are expected to do so, being fearful, unconfident and risk
averse as a man leads to failure. You must be confrontational and risk-taking.
Single mothers [typically] breed boys not men (without outside intervention.) Boys do little
except play xbox and eat pizza with no direction in life, they have little luck with girls and end
up drinking themselves to dead smoking pot in their 40s. There's more women in education
than men now. Think about that shit for a second. The system has been set up against you, pull
yourself up by the bootstraps.
The red pill is about pragmatism and truth based on observation, it is not idealistic, in some
ways you can say it is liberal - but it is not liberal in the idealistic pseudo academic sense your
institutions have taught you to perceive it as. Liberalism has become corrupted. Liberals today
censor and silence opposing opinions, I'm not talking about political parties I'm talking about
ideologically left leaning people, their thoughts and ideas are based in idealism not directly
measurable truth, liberalism has become the religion to pragmatisms science.
Social market value is everything, something a low value man says which is "creepy" when
said by a high value man is "flirty" or "sexy." Always be focusing on your physical appearance
and make it the best that you can, this will make your life easier in all areas, not just sexually
but financially too as caused by a phenomenon explored known as the halo effect
Your value is everything you should always be improving yourself, if you're not then you
cannot compete in the world and your life will be miserable, anesthetized by nothing but the
introversion of the four walls you reside in kept docile by xbox, porn, pizza and some online
friends. Break free of the mediocrity.
Your diet and exercise place a certain handicap on your ability to utilise your potential. The
obese and those who eat poorly (but aren't necessarily fat) are typically low energy and thus
waste a lot of time unproductively as they are not in the right mental state to get anything done.
You need to take care of your body so then your body will allow your mind to implement it's
will onto the world. You must be physically active so that you can mentally put your plans into
action. Procrastination is the slow acting poison of one who lives a sedentary lifestyle.
Physically active people make things happen in other areas of their life too. Exercise is
invigorating. Stop putting it off. Do it.
Your body is the temple that houses your mind, following on from the previous point higher
testosterone will help you increase your abilities and leave you feeling more energetic - lift, it
will give you a rush of energy like nothing else and further increase your T creating a positive
feedback cycle. Jog/do cardio - a runners high again is like a drug, you will feel awesome after
a jog, your anxiety goes right down and your confidence rises. Keep it up and the effects stack
and become part of your personality.

Visit http://illimitablemen.com/ for more medicine.
Listen to http://beigephillip.com/ and youtube "black phillip" or "patrice o neal" for more red pill
goodness.
Subscribe to /r/redpillmusic for red pill music and /r/redpillbooks for red pill literature. Immerse
yourself and actualise and you'll live a life you never thought was even attainable, it will be a long
slog but if you focus your mind on it you will make it to that top 20%.
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All men with game are just good salesmen [X-post from
/r/alreadyred]
29 upvotes | February 23, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://redditlog.com/snapshots/268657
Some great game theory which exemplifies social dynamics using the analogy of women being
consumers and men being salesmen this is detailed by depicting men as needing the skill to "make
the sale" (attract) so that a woman "takes the plunge" (buys into his offer) so to speak. It's a very good
analogy and emphasises how women don't really need to put a lot of effort into attracting the opposite
sex whilst men do, men have to make passive improvements (physical) as well as active (game)
where women only need to concentrate on passive. I won't say much more here as it's all evident
within the redditlog.
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The Western Dichotomy - Idealisation vs. Pragmatism
4 upvotes | March 3, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2014/03/01/the-western-dichotomy-idealisation-vs-pragmatism/
Topic of the article is about the state of western civilization due to idealism, the main theme is critical
of how diversity is embraced at the cost of solidarity.
I posted this before under a different title but I removed that topic for two main reasons:

There were enough run-on sentences to kill an olympian on a treadmill, I was too eager to
release it and not eager enough to edit my own stream of consciousness so I mistakenly
published a rough albeit almost finished draft.
We had a mini-brigade from SRD burying comments.

Enjoy and discuss.
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The Machiavellian Friend Zone - A Lesson in Leverage [Dark
Triad]
6 upvotes | March 6, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

If you consider yourself to be a righteous or moral person, this article comes with a huge trigger
warning as the methodologies discussed are far from moral, consider that your first and only warning.
Full article:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/03/06/the-machiavellian-friend-zone-a-lesson-in-leverage/
Excerpt from the first 2 paragraphs:

I've recently been devising a social strategy that machiavellian alphas can use to fully play
to their strengths, this can be used with both sexes, however speaking as a man all the
"sexual machiavellianism" within assumes you are heterosexual and is therefore written in
reference to women. Readers of the red pill philosophy in general or even just this site
should know about the dark triad, however the vast majority of people never reach all 3
peaks of the triad, that is to say, clinical narcissism, psychopathy and machiavellianism, in
fact the neural plasticity to induce psychopathy seems far more difficult to cognitively
rewire than the pathways needed to induce machiavellian and narcissistic personality traits,
it seems psychopathy is far more genetic in basis whilst narcissism and machiavellianism
are much more easily induced by the presence of permitting social factors.

The economy of dark secrets is a rich and lucrative one, needless to say however, like the
law courts require, a machiavellian interested in the procurement of dark secrets and
utilising them as leverage for either exploitation or self-preservation needs to have evidence
that will convince the target's supporters that the secret is valid in order to ensure success,
you should always crush your enemy totally (law 15) because in the secrets trade, if the
secret cannot crush totally - it may not be able to crush at all, or at the very least, have it's
effects mitigated so profusely that your ability to exercise leverage is vastly diminished.
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Why all forms of feminism are inherently damaging to the
male-female social contract
59 upvotes | March 7, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I've seen some self-proclaimed moderate feminists trying to permeate the sub by trying to convince
rpers of the good feminism can do (no, not concern trolling, merely making reference) now this is
something I see other ideologies do in an attempt to defend themselves, moderate muslims will first
announce they are moderate by distinguishing themselves muslims, and the radicals "islamists", once
the distinction is made they use that as a shield to justify their position along the spectrum within the
ideology they follow, they use this as a smoke and mirrors to deflect criticism from a component of
the ideology that does apply to them by saying it doesn't apply to them and only applies to those
who are on a different end of the ideological spectrum. Even if the tenet in question is a key element
to the ideology as a whole such as with feminism that men and women should be treated as
equals. Now like the muslim example, feminists do this too, in fact - pretty much followers of all
ideology utilise this bait and switch technique to try and "fight for the merits of their chosen ideology,
whilst dissuading critique of it."
Now fair enough, radical feminists are way worse than a post-feminist or sex-positive feminist or
whatever subset denomination of feminism one wishes to identify with, however, in reference to
reality and what men find attractive, as red pillers, I think despite some of the weaker forms of
feminism offering some positives, the negatives far outweigh the positives.
Why is this? Well recently I've been reading posts about why men don't find rich women attractive,
as in, they don't fall in love with them. It's all about power really. A rich powerful woman is simply
not attractive to a man, a woman (especially one scorned, or who falls within that description) will
rationalise this lack of attraction as "being intimidated" and unable to "handle a powerful woman"
however, this isn't the case for most men, it may be for some - but that is a separate, smaller issue
when present and ignores the larger problem at hand.
The main issue is men simply don't find power in women to be attractive. Men like to feel needed
when they love a woman. Men like to feel they can provide for a woman. Men are inherently
attracted to female vulnerability. A rough around the edges woman earning all her own money in a
high powered career with a sharp tongue, to a man, is not attractive at all - if anything, she's putting
herself out of the market. To a man, she seems too masculine in mannerism - masculine personalities
are not attractive to men, we seek opposites - not similarities. Opposites attract, like magnetism, that
shit isn't wrong.
Women who try to act like men are projecting what they find attractive in men as women and are
mistaking that as a schematic for how they should be if they want to attract a high quality man. This
is foolish, short-sighted, and doomed to failure. A quick google search on career women who can't
find love should put to rest any uncertainty about this notion.
If you are an intelligent woman, an academic woman, your skills should by no means be wasted,
however if you choose to take on too many masculine qualities, that's on you. You will make yourself
unattractive by behaving too boisterously. Let me repeat it, one of the sexiest things to a man is
female vulnerability it's why the whole "damsel in distress thing" works so well, men find female
vulnerability attractive and they feel happy with themselves for fixing problems. Men are fixers, they

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/why-all-forms-of-feminism-are-inherently-damaging.12300
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/1zu7ke/why_all_forms_of_feminism_are_inherently_damaging/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 69 of 355

like to fix shit, if you're so strong that he feels like a spare part, the relationship probably isn't going
to last, furthermore if you actually become richer and mentally stronger than most of the men in the
world, you're going to find yourself unattracted to the majority of men because you find male strength
attractive and in relation to your own strength, most men will seem weak or only marginally stronger
in comparison.
I know it may be hard for women and maybe some very deluded blue pill men to possibly
understand, but it's one of the huge fundamental differences between the sexes which is obvious to a
red pill man.

Men are attracted to female vulnerability.
Women are repulsed by male vulnerability.
Men are repulsed by female domination.
Women are attracted to male domination.

Obviously, these are not absolutes, they fall on a spectrum. Men don't want women incapable of
anything and women don't want men who won't let them do anything, but generally speaking, a man
should tilt towards domination and a woman should tilt towards vulnerability if there is going to be
long lasting attraction. Through opposition, we can have complementation. Through
complementation, we can have cohesion.
It really is that simple and it's for this reason any attempt to equalise the genders, to make women just
as powerful or if not, more powerful than men is doomed to fail, it is why all forms of feminism no
matter what sect they claim to be inherently damage the social contract between men and women,
because feminism is a cultural pressure which violates what we find attractive. What we find
attractive isn't logical, its hindbrain powered and feminism has been unsuccessful in making weak
men sexy to women and strong women sexy to men.
Powerful women are made miserable by their own hypergamy, if you're at the top, it's hard to find
someone stronger than yourself.
Just food for thought next time you're convinced some forms of feminism are OK, in terms of
attraction and pair bonding, feminism is fucking terrible - all of it.
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Why all forms of feminism are inherently damaging to the
male-female social contract [X-post from TRP]
34 upvotes | March 7, 2014 | /r/RedPillWomen | Link | Reddit Link

I've seen some self-proclaimed moderate feminists trying to permeate the sub by trying to convince
rpers of the good feminism can do (no, not concern trolling, merely making reference) now this is
something I see other ideologies do in an attempt to defend themselves, moderate muslims will first
announce they are moderate by distinguishing themselves muslims, and the radicals "islamists", once
the distinction is made they use that as a shield to justify their position along the spectrum within the
ideology they follow, they use this as a smoke and mirrors to deflect criticism from a component of
the ideology that does apply to them by saying it doesn't apply to them and only applies to those
who are on a different end of the ideological spectrum. Even if the tenet in question is a key element
to the ideology as a whole such as with feminism that men and women should be treated as
equals. Now like the muslim example, feminists do this too, in fact - pretty much followers of all
ideology utilise this bait and switch technique to try and "fight for the merits of their chosen ideology,
whilst dissuading critique of it."
Now fair enough, radical feminists are way worse than a post-feminist or sex-positive feminist or
whatever subset denomination of feminism one wishes to identify with, however, in reference to
reality and what men find attractive, as red pillers, I think despite some of the weaker forms of
feminism offering some positives, the negatives far outweigh the positives.
Why is this? Well recently I've been reading posts about why men don't find rich women attractive,
as in, they don't fall in love with them. It's all about power really. A rich powerful woman is simply
not attractive to a man, a woman (especially one scorned, or who falls within that description) will
rationalise this lack of attraction as "being intimidated" and unable to "handle a powerful woman"
however, this isn't the case for most men, it may be for some - but that is a separate, smaller issue
when present and ignores the larger problem at hand.
The main issue is men simply don't find power in women to be attractive. Men like to feel needed
when they love a woman. Men like to feel they can provide for a woman. Men are inherently
attracted to female vulnerability. A rough around the edges woman earning all her own money in a
high powered career with a sharp tongue, to a man, is not attractive at all - if anything, she's putting
herself out of the market. To a man, she seems too masculine in mannerism - masculine personalities
are not attractive to men, we seek opposites - not similarities. Opposites attract, like magnetism, that
shit isn't wrong.
Women who try to act like men are projecting what they find attractive in men as women and are
mistaking that as a schematic for how they should be if they want to attract a high quality man. This
is foolish, short-sighted, and doomed to failure. A quick google search on career women who can't
find love should put to rest any uncertainty about this notion.
If you are an intelligent woman, an academic woman, your skills should by no means be wasted,
however if you choose to take on too many masculine qualities, that's on you. You will make yourself
unattractive by behaving too boisterously. Let me repeat it, one of the sexiest things to a man is
female vulnerability it's why the whole "damsel in distress thing" works so well, men find female
vulnerability attractive and they feel happy with themselves for fixing problems. Men are fixers, they
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like to fix shit, if you're so strong that he feels like a spare part, the relationship probably isn't going
to last, furthermore if you actually become richer and mentally stronger than most of the men in the
world, you're going to find yourself unattracted to the majority of men because you find male strength
attractive and in relation to your own strength, most men will seem weak or only marginally stronger
in comparison.
I know it may be hard for women and maybe some very deluded blue pill men to possibly
understand, but it's one of the huge fundamental differences between the sexes which is obvious to a
red pill man.

Men are attracted to female vulnerability.
Women are repulsed by male vulnerability.
Men are repulsed by female domination.
Women are attracted to male domination.

Obviously, these are not absolutes, they fall on a spectrum. Men don't want women incapable of
anything and women don't want men who won't let them do anything, but generally speaking, a man
should tilt towards domination and a woman should tilt towards vulnerability if there is going to be
long lasting attraction. Through opposition, we can have complementation. Through
complementation, we can have cohesion.
It really is that simple and it's for this reason any attempt to equalise the genders, to make women just
as powerful or if not, more powerful than men is doomed to fail, it is why all forms of feminism no
matter what sect they claim to be inherently damage the social contract between men and women,
because feminism is a cultural pressure which violates what we find attractive. What we find
attractive isn't logical, its hindbrain powered and feminism has been unsuccessful in making weak
men sexy to women and strong women sexy to men.
Powerful women are made miserable by their own hypergamy, if you're at the top, it's hard to find
someone stronger than yourself.
Just food for thought next time you're convinced some forms of feminism are OK, in terms of
attraction and pair bonding, feminism is fucking terrible - all of it.
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How Women Argue
74 upvotes | March 9, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2014/03/09/how-women-argue/
Excerpt:

The fundamental difference in what women say they want and what they actually want in
practice is a product of the notion that women tend to exercise rationalisation, not reason in
and of itself. Most women have extremely weak reasoning, you'll notice in arguments with
them that they will try to attack the credibility of your logic to try to make themselves look
better, this is the classic "I can't beat the competition so I'll try to make the competition less
effective" strategy that women employ on a grand scale with ideas like fat acceptance, but
applied on a micro-scale in their interactions on a one-to-one basis.

Questioning a mans logic and credibility is a way a woman essentially "brings a man down
to her level of absurdity." There comes a line of questioning so invasive, so interrogative
and so unreasonable, that a man, feeling like he is on the defense, will yield his logic to his
sense of frustration, and then the woman who deliberately and calculatingly imposed this
form of mental tyranny in her sense of outrage will then use this frustration as a weapon
against the man to further reduce his credibility by pointing out quite proudly that he is in
fact no more logical than she!

Women will hold you to your logic as it forces you to take responsibility for things they do
not wish to, but they are bound by no such logic themselves because they have no prevailing
internal dialogue that is actually based on logic, at best they tend to have segmented ideas
based on emotional thought layered with rationalisation that works to present a veneer of
intellectual credibility, which is later necessary for the purpose of saving face. What women
are doing here is exploiting the nature of logic and the sense of duty to the truth which is
inherent within it, they make you feel bad by making you feel like you violate your own
sense of duty to the truth whilst simultaneously feeling no such duty themselves. This gives
them an edge in verbal combat as once you are emotionally compromised within your own
frame of reference, questioning your own sense of logic due to your emotionally provoked
slip-up, they can then exploit this momentary weakness to dominate the agenda.
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How Women Argue
32 upvotes | March 9, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2014/03/09/how-women-argue/
Excerpt:

The fundamental difference in what women say they want and what they actually want in
practice is a product of the notion that women tend to exercise rationalisation, not reason in
and of itself. Most women have extremely weak reasoning, you'll notice in arguments with
them that they will try to attack the credibility of your logic to try to make themselves look
better, this is the classic "I can't beat the competition so I'll try to make the competition less
effective" strategy that women employ on a grand scale with ideas like fat acceptance, but
applied on a micro-scale in their interactions on a one-to-one basis.

Questioning a mans logic and credibility is a way a woman essentially "brings a man down
to her level of absurdity." There comes a line of questioning so invasive, so interrogative
and so unreasonable, that a man, feeling like he is on the defense, will yield his logic to his
sense of frustration, and then the woman who deliberately and calculatingly imposed this
form of mental tyranny in her sense of outrage will then use this frustration as a weapon
against the man to further reduce his credibility by pointing out quite proudly that he is in
fact no more logical than she!

Women will hold you to your logic as it forces you to take responsibility for things they do
not wish to, but they are bound by no such logic themselves because they have no prevailing
internal dialogue that is actually based on logic, at best they tend to have segmented ideas
based on emotional thought layered with rationalisation that works to present a veneer of
intellectual credibility, which is later necessary for the purpose of saving face. What women
are doing here is exploiting the nature of logic and the sense of duty to the truth which is
inherent within it, they make you feel bad by making you feel like you violate your own
sense of duty to the truth whilst simultaneously feeling no such duty themselves. This gives
them an edge in verbal combat as once you are emotionally compromised within your own
frame of reference, questioning your own sense of logic due to your emotionally provoked
slip-up, they can then exploit this momentary weakness to dominate the agenda.
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Schopenhauer on Marriage
31 upvotes | March 11, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

In our part of the world, where monogamy is in force, to marry means to halve one’s rights
and to double one’s duties. When the laws granted woman the same rights as man, they
should also have given her a masculine power of reason. On the contrary, just as the
privileges and honours which the laws decree to women surpass what Nature has meted out
to them, so is there a proportional decrease in the number of women who really share these
privileges; therefore the remainder are deprived of their natural rights in so far as the others
have been given more than Nature accords.

For the unnatural position of privilege which the institution of monogamy, and the laws of
marriage which accompany it, assign to the woman, whereby she is regarded throughout as
a full equivalent of the man, which she is not by any means, cause intelligent and prudent
men to reflect a great deal before they make so great a sacrifice and consent to so unfair an
arrangement. Therefore, whilst among polygamous nations every woman finds
maintenance, where monogamy exists the number of married women is limited, and a
countless number of women who are without support remain over; those in the upper
classes vegetate as useless old maids, those in the lower are reduced to very hard work of a
distasteful nature, or become prostitutes, and lead a life which is as joyless as it is void of
honour. But under such circumstances they become a necessity to the masculine sex; so that
their position is openly recognised as a special means for protecting from seduction those
other women favoured by fate either to have found husbands, or who hope to find them. In
London alone there are 80,000 prostitutes. Then what are these women who have come too
quickly to this most terrible end but human sacrifices on the altar of monogamy? The
women here referred to and who are placed in this wretched position are the inevitable
counterbalance to the European lady, with her pretensions and arrogance. Hence polygamy
is a real benefit to the female sex, taking it as a whole. And, on the other hand, there is no
reason why a man whose wife suffers from chronic illness, or remains barren, or has
gradually become too old for him, should not take a second.

He's saying that giving women equal rights would result in less marriage in the 1800's when
feminism was but a small movement. Over a hundred years later his prophecy has come true. Food
for thought. Great man, check out his books.
The World as Will and Representation Vol.1 and there's a Vol.2 also.
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BBC realises men kill themselves more than women because
nobody gives a fuck about them, derides a vague definition of
"macho culture" and then transitions into waffle about mental
health illness without making an explicit connection to
feminism. LOL.
381 upvotes | March 13, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Haven't posted a blue pill example in the longest time, this one was too good to resist.
Article: http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/magazine-26543095

There has been a significant reduction in the suicide rate among females, with the number
of women taking their lives having almost halved in the past 30 years. In this same period,
however, the number of men taking their lives has actually increased.

Oh deary me, seems that equality isn't going to well. One group is killing themselves less and another
killing themselves more? I wonder why that could be?! Time to expose THE SUICIDE GAP! LOL.
Oh wait, nobody gives a fuck, never mind.

When I was growing up, Saturday afternoons were spent with my dad going to watch
Crystal Palace FC play. Never before had I seen grown men express their emotions in the
way they did on the terraces. It was the first time I remember seeing a man cry in public,
and probably the only time I've seen men not trying to conceal their tears.

I've been to football gamers (soccer to you yanks) they are probably one of the few large institutions
in this nation (UK) where men can all act like men and gynocentrism is kicked to the curb. Nobody
gives a fuck about what women think in a football stadium, men are shouting, crying, whatever -
passion for the game trumps everything and it's a nice socially acceptable way for men to show
emotion and get it off their chests cathartically without the social stigma that normally comes when a
male decides to emote.

Society seems to like dictating how we should act as males. A magazine last week dedicated
an issue to How To Be A Man, By Women. We were advised to "go out, earn some money,
come back and look after the children. Men should be men."

TLDR: perform both male and female traditional roles. The fish trying to educate the fisherman on
how to be fisherman yet again, haha, like women know what it takes to be men! Oh the irony. Tells
you a lot about English women. Generally speaking, AVOID THEM. Few gems in the rough, but
that's the same as anywhere else.

it was the fear of not living up to such expectations that led me to almost taking my own
life. What stopped me was another man's understanding of how I was feeling.

Yep, men typically have way less interconnected friendship networks than women do. We need more
male spaces to facilitate camaraderie, again, it shows how the invasion of women into male spaces
whilst creating exclusively female spaces without a reciprocal measure for men has affected men and
how they socialise. Off the top off my head, the two spaces we have left in the UK which tend to go
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hand in hand and act as "predominantly male spaces" are football stadiums and pubs. If you're in the
construction industry then perhaps the workplace.

stop telling males to "man up", and start showing them that grown men do actually cry.

I don't like "man up" as it's often used to shame and not actually be helpful. I do not encourage crying
though, stoicism all the way. Only cry to yourself, women cannot be trusted with your tears. There's
enough accounts here of women freaking the fuck out when they saw their man fall to bits and then
subsequently leaving him, you don't need me to tell you this shit.

However, across the UK, the most recent statistics show the number of males taking their
own lives is the highest it's been since 1999, and that suicide is now the leading cause of
death for men between the ages of 20 and 49. The latest figures for 2012 show that more
than 4,590 males took their lives.

Seeing as women suffer from depression more than men do BUT men are killing themselves more
than women, it leaves us with quite the conundrum on what deductions can be made from these
findings. Might explain why you have all these miserable nagging bitches creating diatribical sound
pollution everywhere they quack whilst their male counterparts are no where to be found (offed
themselves!)
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Enter Actions with Boldness.
22 upvotes | March 17, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2014/03/17/law-28-enter-action-with-boldness-simplified/
These are my personal notes on Law 28 - "Enter Action with Boldness" from Robert Greene's
bestselling book "The 48 Laws of Power"
Typically I go more in-depth with laws but I've flipped the script here and gone simpler to make it
easier to read for those who are "wall of text averse."
Eventually every law with an exemplified essay and a simplified essay, but it is a huge undertaking
and will take some time to come to complete fruition, I reveal this intention to you so that you are
aware more and more dark triad material will become available on my blog.
Loosely related: I think the reason Patrice O'Neal was loved so much by so many was because he was
such an audacious motherfucker except he typically didn't calibrate his audaciousness like Greene
suggests, but was relentlessly audacious.
Summary excerpt:

Law 28 is about the power of audacity whilst highlighting and condemning the weakness of
timidity. Timidity can be weaponized once one is already in a position of power, such as
exercising authority within an institution or in the game of romance, being aesthetically
desirable. One could equate audacity with confidence and timidity with a lack of
confidence, audaciousness being the “10 out of 10″ on a sliding scale of confidence whilst
timidity in its sincere absolutism as a “1 out of 10.”

Under red pill philosophy law 28 directly relates to the idea of holding frame as well as the
PUA move known as “to agree and amplify.” Holding frame is another way of saying
“maintain your composure” to be bold, one must be capable of maintaining their boldness
whilst not letting anyone else cause them to regress to timidity. The way to fight attacks
upon your composure is to be even more audacious than you were to begin with, upping the
ante as to say, not becoming less audacious, as by being less audacious you lend credence to
the jabs of your detractors. By retreating into one’s shell after a challenge to a recent display
of audacity, you effectively hand victory to the would-be detractor.
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Women of Substance (High Quality RP Women) are MADE,
they are NOT born.
36 upvotes | March 21, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Full article: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/03/21/women-of-substance-are-made-not-born/
Bulletpoint summary:

The average woman has typically little to offer of value to a man other than her body.
Very few women will actually admit they are nothing other than a glorified excuse of a series
of fuck holes, because such “dehumanisation” harms their ego.
Having any negative opinion about woman no matter how well justified or well-reasoned it
may be is automatically misogynistic in the eyes of women. You harm their egos by being as
critical of their group collective as they are of men.
You can get women to speak the truth, the delivery matters far more than the content when
interacting with a woman, less straight-talk, more powertalk.
Society downplays, justifies and otherwise ignores the weaknesses of women with cultural
ignorance that mislabels objective criticism as misogyny, whilst it simultaneously and quite
ironically misrepresents women in a positive light by projecting all these unsubstantiated
idealistic qualities onto them, claiming that such qualities are fundamentally innate merits of
the universal female identity.
Those living in todays anglosphere and western European civilizations should typically expect
very little of women, so few are worthy of anything more than a rumble in the hay simply
because they haven't been raised right.
All red pill women are trained by men, they are not magically born out of the womb, a
"unicorn" is merely a high quality red pill woman raised, cultivated and overseen by men of
value, integrity and intelligence. Whether that man is her father or later on, a serious boyfriend,
she is trained and maintained by men to be a quality woman (unless she finds the rpw
subreddit)
Often a woman who is of quality from a young age, non-promiscuous, good-natured, talented,
intelligent, humorous, not hateful of men and emotionally stable is a woman who has had a
good relationship with her father.
Good girls will turn bad in the absence of a strong male figure.
Good women are not only made by men, but must also be maintained by men. In the absence of
such leadership, women take on detrimental qualities in the name of "freedom".
Red pill women are not "unicorns", they are women capable of curbing their instincts whilst
using logic to be more desirable in an effort to secure provisioning in their old age, effectively
they're investing in the long-game and have been made self-aware enough to realise that being
a slut getting by on her sexuality and youth is not a gravy train that is going to last forever.
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Women of Substance (High Quality RP Women) are MADE,
they are NOT born.
17 upvotes | March 21, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

Full article: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/03/21/women-of-substance-are-made-not-born/
Bulletpoint summary:

The average woman has typically little to offer of value to a man other than her body.
Very few women will actually admit they are nothing other than a glorified excuse of a series
of fuck holes, because such “dehumanisation” harms their ego.
Having any negative opinion about woman no matter how well justified or well-reasoned it
may be is automatically misogynistic in the eyes of women. You harm their egos by being as
critical of their group collective as they are of men.
You can get women to speak the truth, the delivery matters far more than the content when
interacting with a woman, less straight-talk, more powertalk.
Society downplays, justifies and otherwise ignores the weaknesses of women with cultural
ignorance that mislabels objective criticism as misogyny, whilst it simultaneously and quite
ironically misrepresents women in a positive light by projecting all these unsubstantiated
idealistic qualities onto them, claiming that such qualities are fundamentally innate merits of
the universal female identity.
Those living in todays anglosphere and western European civilizations should typically expect
very little of women, so few are worthy of anything more than a rumble in the hay simply
because they haven't been raised right.
All red pill women are trained by men, they are not magically born out of the womb, a
"unicorn" is merely a high quality red pill woman raised, cultivated and overseen by men of
value, integrity and intelligence. Whether that man is her father or later on, a serious boyfriend,
she is trained and maintained by men to be a quality woman (unless she finds the rpw
subreddit)
Often a woman who is of quality from a young age, non-promiscuous, good-natured, talented,
intelligent, humorous, not hateful of men and emotionally stable is a woman who has had a
good relationship with her father.
Good girls will turn bad in the absence of a strong male figure.
Good women are not only made by men, but must also be maintained by men. In the absence of
such leadership, women take on detrimental qualities in the name of "freedom".
Red pill women are not "unicorns", they are women capable of curbing their instincts whilst
using logic to be more desirable in an effort to secure provisioning in their old age, effectively
they're investing in the long-game and have been made self-aware enough to realise that being
a slut getting by on her sexuality and youth is not a gravy train that is going to last forever.
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The Loyalty of Women in Long Term Mating Strategies - Pair
Bonding and the Differences Between Men and Women in
Sexual Affairs
102 upvotes | March 24, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I posted this on the thread about the guy who lost his wife to another man through polyamory:
My theory is that women can only pair bond to one male at a time and that is what makes them "seem
like a good woman" or basically, its the pair bond that causes her to engage in a heightened display of
positive qualities she does not show to others, once she has sex with another male she begins to
release oxytocin and associate it with him and thus starts to form a bond with this other man.
Compound this with the problem she is no longer associating oxytocin releases with her husband (as
they're no longer having sex) and you have a woman who is no longer pair bonded or in love with her
husband but has indeed "checked out" and is now bonding with a completely different man, despite
for all appearances, being married to "her soon to be ex."
Once they branch swing or have already undergone lengthy preparations to ensure the branch swing
is successful as it appears this woman is doing, the pair bond is broken. In fact the pair bond is long
broken before she actually commits to the branch swing, the pair bond was destroyed the very
moment she started enjoying regular sex with another man, that is not just her body enjoying such an
arrangement, but her mind too.
Whilst pair bonded to you a woman is a completely different person than from when she is not pair
bonded to you. The cold indifference is a stark contrast from the loving woman of perhaps a month or
two prior. It's the difference between her relationship with you in a pair bonded and a non-pair
bonded state. I think many, many men can relate to this behaviour from their own experiences.
Many men have noted how easily women seem to move on and how effortlessly they branch swing,
even after long long relationships lasting years, they seem to have this ability to easily find
meaningful relationships elsewhere, whereas a man who had a long relationship with a woman
typically does not find it so easy to just replace his wife out of the blue because things got boring, add
a mistress to the rotation? Sure, but he's still there for his wife and he's still willing to fuck her. Men
don't just stop loving you because you don't make them tingle anymore, unlike women. Men stop
loving you when you stop displaying femininity towards them.
It's as if women are programmed only to respect and respond well to the man fucking them the best,
if a woman runs a harem of men she'll love whoever fucks her the best despite who her husband is
meant to be. If a man runs a harem he's still capable of loving his wife despite all the side pussy he's
getting, he doesn't think "oh shit this airheads pussy is so nice I'm going to leave my wife over it!"
Cheating on your partner seems to affect the genders differently. I would love for them to do studies
on this shit. Backup the conjecture of my observations with some science.
Also, notable comments worth adding:
As posted by /u/Evolved_Red:

Sexually-induced pheromones like oxytocin, testosterone, endorphins etc are also in need of
more reference here IMO. Pair bonding is a science in itself that should be touched upon by
red pilled men to better understand human sexuality.
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As posted by /u/Archwinger:

Never, ever underestimate the ruthlessness of a woman who's lost her attraction to you.

It goes far deeper and far colder than a woman who never liked you to begin with. A woman
who was attracted to you, then you lost her attraction, feels burned, cheated, raped, used.
Like you kept her from her new lover(s) for years, like you were trapping her and holding
her back. It's hard, if not impossible, for her to remember what it was ever like being
attracted to you, or that she ever was. In her mind, you were always a loser, and your
relationship was never right. She's already rewritten history, and you're the villain, not the
other men, not her. And a long-time loser like you isn't worth two seconds of her time. You
wasted enough of her time already.

Never underestimate the ruthlessness of a woman who's lost her attraction to you.

As posted by /u/veggie_girl

I've said it numerous times. A man can live multiple women at once without dismay. A
woman can only love one man at a time. It is directly related to our reproductive strategies.
A man can impregnate multiple women at once, but a woman can only carry one man's
baby. When men cheat it is all about sex and the only negative side of it is the lying. When
women cheat they completely stop caring about their husband. There is a reason history has
no record of female lorded harems of men.

Discuss.
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If your SMV is low, EG: you're fat, poor, unpopular or
whatever then forget women/socialising/doing pointless shit for
a good year 6 months to a year - just be utterly selfish forget
everyone else and go do your own thing.
791 upvotes | March 25, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

If your SMV is low, go your own way for a bit. You get horny and need a release? Jack off to porn to
get your release. Chasing poon with low SMV is just a disaster waiting to happen and it sets you
back, a lot. I'm all for guys "overcoming approach anxiety" and getting good at game, but I wouldn't
recommend anyone practices game until they're on a solid footing in life. Game is a "a less immediate
need" than making sure your mental health is good and that you're in control of your finances and
have some general life direction. Without a strong sense of self as a foundation at the bottom, it's a
fools errand to pursue higher levels of need like sexual satisfaction, self-satisfaction should always
take priority over sexual satisfaction.
Practicing game when you're dirt poor, suffering from low self-esteem/depression/lack of confidence,
don't have enough food in the fridge or whatever is retarded, you're placing a "less immediate need"
higher in priority than the shit that matters. You need a good foundation to build a strong empire, if
you're focusing on getting laid and getting good with women before you have any sort of stability in
your life, you're lacking disposable income, your mind isn't thinking healthy/productive/positive etc
then you really need to take time out to fix yourself before you start trying to go and get other people
to like you. You'll find it hard to make friends, let alone get laid, if your life is a fucking state because
you're a fucking state.
Make money, learn some shit, go to the gym. Too scared to go the gym because it's full of guys
twenty times your size? Try to get over it. Can't get over it? Get a weight set and work out at home,
use a fitness program from the internet, once you have acquired some fitness and seen some gains
and got a bit of confidence you won't be so bothered about entering an actual gym. Small steps.
Everyones at different stages, some low value guys have crippling social anxiety as a result of their
lack of value, other guys don't find doing normal things like going out and talking to people or
entering a gym and working out there a big deal, whatever, this advice is here for those who need it,
it'd be pretty obnoxious to disregard common issues low value men have "because it's beta"
remember most people in this sub start beta, some even omega, everyone's on a quest to become more
alpha/masculine. Don't forget your roots if you're not a natural, don't scoff at the new guy if he's
trying, respect that. Not just on the sub, but in real life too.
Often self-improvement means other shit has to go on hold. If you're a fat guy or an omega WoW
player who aimlessly jacks off all over the hotkeys and has no direction in life, you stumbled on TRP
and you message me asking me for advice on "how to incorporate TRP into your life" I would say
forget bitches for about 6 months to a year and go work on yourself. You have to like yourself so
other people can like you. Make sure you're in a job that doesn't have you working with people that
make you want to cut your own wrists on a daily, better to lower your income and work with people
you enjoy working with, rather than earn more but be stuck with thunder cunts who make you
contemplate the merits of self-harming. If you have no source of income, get one. You need one.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/if-your-smv-is-low-eg-youre-fat-poor-unpopular-or.13082
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/21d4uw/if_your_smv_is_low_eg_youre_fat_poor_unpopular_or/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 83 of 355

Money = freedom. More money equals more freedom.
Have direction, have projects. Focus on things. Lack of focus = failure. Myself included, I've known
many people full of talent who lack the proclivity to apply themselves. You can be a brain box but if
you don't feel motivated or see a point in anything then you'll just fulfill your immediate needs and
end up a failure rather than build yourself into a success. Fear is relevant, fear of the unknown.
Something 50 Cent says is "Those who are afraid of change stop themselves from becoming great"
it's true. Potential can be wasted. Don't waste your life away. The younger you are the better, but fuck
even if you're 40 - better to turn around now than turn around at 50. Once you hit 50 you only would
have said "shit I've known this since 40, I should have done something then" and then compounded
your own sense of frustration even further. Control the time you have left and make it valuable.
Remember, nobody gives a fuck about you except your parents (assuming your parents aren't cunts
too or you're not so old that they've gone and died.) Most of your friends are more associates than
they are friends, they won't give much of a fuck about you they're so busy doing their own shit the
only time they think about you is when they want you for something that benefits them - need
company to go drinking or some crap like that.
You're practically invisible to girls if you have low SMV so don't even bother. Don't resent them, you
don't like low smv girls yourself, just become better to become noticeable. You don't even like
yourself. Go give yourself a reason to like yourself. Try to do at least TWO THINGS everyday that
make you a better person. Jog, read an interesting book, earn some money. Learn to be funny,
surround yourself with funny people. I make it a habit to talk to people with wit/sense of humour, I
watch a lot of stand up comedy. Comedy is important to me, comedy is medicine. Comedy can stop a
man in pain turning insane, watch that shit. Not taking serious things seriously is a great coping
mechanism for dealing with the bullshit life throws at you. Keep your mind healthy by working on
yourself, use comedy as a painkiller to assist in that if you need to.
I believe a lot of guys who are really bottom of the barrel whether they're flat out undesirable or just
ridiculously poor (and thus need to get money on lockdown) need to take a serious hiatus from the
sexual/social game and just focus on improving their situation, their money, their inner game/sense of
self. It's like sports, sometimes a player has gotta go on the bench when he's too worn out or injured.
Get on the bench and fix yourself and then you can fight to live another day.
Keep at it, you can make it.
-IM
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Abundance Mentality (Alpha) vs. Scarcity Mentality (Beta)
240 upvotes | March 30, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

FULL article: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/03/30/mental-models-abundance-vs-scarcity/
Bulletpoint TLDR:
People with a scarcity mentality tend to exhibit:

An exudence of desperation resulting in the pursuit of social dead-ends. Chase women.
They cannot hold frame.
Spend a lot of their time living mentally in the past. Going over and over things they cannot
change.
Have profound regrets which shake their confidence.
Are averse to taking risks, they hold themselves back. Low T.
Do not believe in their ability to succeed which presents itself as reticence, procrastination and
a lack of confidence.
Fear rejection from people.
Require external validation from the group to feel content, they’re insecure and lean on others.
Ultimately perceive themselves and the world around them as lacking where it matters,
happiness and opportunity.

People with an abundance mentality tend to exhibit:

Nonchalance and indifference, sometimes they’re arrogant, typically uncaring of small matters.
Replace women.
They hold frame well under pressure.
Spend a lot of their time living mentally in the future, only coming into the present for breaks.
Have profound ambitions which fan the flames of confidence and acts as motivation for action.
Tend to be adrenaline junkies who get off on high risk, dangerous behaviour. High T. Are
obsessively bold about succeeding.
Expect rejection from people.
Validate themselves through their self-improvement, as long as they keep momentum they’re
secure with themselves. Self-reliant.
Ultimately perceive the world around them as rigorous, but conquerable.

If you have anything of note to add, please do.
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10 Commandments for Being a High Value Man
189 upvotes | April 6, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I stumbled upon this link by happenstance and was pleasantly surprised by what I read, enjoy.
http://romancecheater.com/the-10-commandments-of-being-high-value/

Thou Shalt Not Try To Impress1.
Thou Shalt Not Chase Women2.
Thou Shalt Not Be Ruled By Women3.
Thou Shalt Not Seek Female Approval4.
Thou Shalt Not Over Value Her Looks5.
Thou Shalt Not Be a Loser6.
Thou Shalt Not Fear Women7.
Thou Shalt Not Be A Tool8.
Thou Shalt Not Be Bitter9.
Thou Shalt Not Be Desperate10.
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The Red Pill is Intolerant of Irrationalism and Equality
91 upvotes | April 10, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/10/the-red-pill-is-intolerant-of-irrationalism-and-equality/
This post aims to explain in more formalised language the stance of the red pill as a philosophy,
rather than a sexual strategy, to those who do not fully understand it. It is aimed at those who are
educated but new to the red pill. It's not a particularly long piece (by my own standards) but neither is
it a particularly light read. Enjoy.
Brief summation:

The red pill is anti-egalitarian whilst being pro-meritocratic it believes in equity based upon
merit, not equality based upon sanction.
The red pill is an individualist philosophy that emphasises personal accountability and self-
reliance.
The red pill is anti-feminist because it recognises feminism is rationally incoherent.
The red pill does not engage in "academic antagonism" or "the citation needed fallacy" such
discussion is reserved for /r/PurplePillDebate

[edited.]
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Become Smarter, Stronger and More Refined
80 upvotes | April 13, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/13/monk-mode/
There's no TLDR or summary this time, read it or get your lazy ass out of here.
On a brief and relatively unimportant note, in an attempt to preempt autistic pedantry: I did not come
up with the term "monk mode"
Feel free to post questions and criticisms, on the note of criticism, keep it constructive. Thanks, and
enjoy my latest piece.
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Become Smarter, Stronger and More Refined
23 upvotes | April 13, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/13/monk-mode/
There's no TLDR or summary this time, read it or get your lazy ass out of here.
On a brief and relatively unimportant note, in an attempt to preempt autistic pedantry: I did not come
up with the term "monk mode"
Feel free to post questions and criticisms, on the note of criticism, keep it constructive. Thanks, and
enjoy my latest piece.
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She Will Try To Make You Weak
85 upvotes | April 18, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Robert Greene on why The Dark Triad is information that
needs circulating rather than repressing as well as finding out
who/what you want to be and finding your path in life.
25 upvotes | April 21, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Download this:
http://media.blubrry.com/theartofcharm/itunes.pickuppodcast.com/250RobertGreene.mp3
Few gems from the show:
"If you're addicted to the pay cheque you won't be able to come who you want to be if you're not
already in that field, maybe you have kids and responsibilities, fair enough, but the field you're in is a
condition you will have to accept for the rest of your life" - Robert Greene (not verbatim)
"Mastery and power is not an intellectual pursuit, it's not a question of learning a lot of things from
books, it's actually an emotional quality, the fact that you're disciplined, patient, persistent, that you
love what you're doing, that you can put up with criticism, that you're tough, these are all emotional
qualities that Steve Jobs or Thomas Edison or whoever you wanna look at, that's what they had" -
Robert Greene
"Your most creative years ... are your 30's and maybe the first half of your 40's, if you're younger,
you really wanna be keeping that in mind, you wanna be focused and use your 20's as a period for
learning and accumulating skills so when you hit those 30's and your mind is still active and have a
lot of energy you can now take all those things that you learned and do something really exciting, so
although it's never too late, it's really better to start early." - Robert Greene
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The Power Game
26 upvotes | April 22, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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The Power Game
25 upvotes | April 22, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/22/the-power-game/
Excerpt from the opening paragraph:

What should you care about? Nearly everybody gives a fuck about at least what one other
person thinks, this is normal and natural behaviour, however what many of us realise is that
in the game of power it is the person who bluffs best, he who seems like he gives the least
fucks and is the least affected by others who is the person that often comes out on top. In
essence from a Machiavellian viewpoint this is because such a person is forcing others to
play the cards they are dealing, they are forcing others to be reactionary rather than
independent and thus in essence set the rules of engagement.

Tldr: prioritising what you care about and understanding power dynamics.
Highly suggest you take the time to read the piece in its entirety. Discuss.
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How to Apply The 48 Laws of Power (Become More Effective
in Your Manipulations)
80 upvotes | April 25, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Full article: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/25/how-to-apply-the-48-laws-of-power/
Meat of the article (not a TLDR by any measure):

Now in paragraph 1 talents which are fundamental to the weaponization of
Machiavellianism were mentioned, so to begin:

Firstly, you need to possess an analytical mind, a mind that thinks more than it is feels, it is
imperative that your modus operandi utilises logic rather than emotion if you are to apply
the laws of power effectively. Emotive reasoning encourages fallibility, transparency
(which is anti-Machiavellian) and the exposure of one’s weaknesses, women in particular
find this talent incredibly difficult to master as it in essence goes against the very basis of
their natures. Emotional reasoning leads to incorrect deductions and poor judgement.
Emotive reasoning is inward (solipsistic) whilst logical reasoning is outward (abstract), in
order to analyse one must be looking outward and comprehending the outward with as little
confusion from the inward as possible, if this is achieved one can deduce with great
precision.

Secondly, your mind must be mentally fit rather than lethargic, you must develop the
muscle of your wit, that is to say you should understand people’s words and actions on
multiple levels, entendre, innuendo, puns, they are the language of subtext, if you cannot
pierce the realm of subtext, you cannot hope to be a successful Machiavellian. If you cannot
understand the subtleties of a person’s character, you cannot hope to ever truly know and
connect with them as the nature of their being in its entirety is beyond the limits of your
mind’s understanding. Subtext is a realm of communication all of its own, if you are blind
to it, it will become your Achilles’s heel and your obliviousness will reduce your overall
effectiveness.

Thirdly, and this is something of an extension of the last point, articulacy, the silver tongue,
you need the competency to verbally riposte with mental dexterity. This skill is incredibly
important, mostly as a means of defence as to aid with deflection and pressure reversal,
however, it may also be used as a tool of interrogation should that be one’s proclivity. It is
an especially useful skill when one is caught off guard by an ambush, that is to say, a
psychological test is posed to you abruptly in full-view of an audience where there is
surmounting social pressure for you to respond with an air of effortlessness or otherwise
incur a social penalty. A successful Machiavellian knows how to defend themselves from
Machiavellian devices as well as attack with them and thus needs to be quick off the draw.

Fourthly, you must develop emotional intelligence (this is where women make up for their
weakness in point 1), this doesn't mean that you should analyse with emotion but rather that
you must be capable of communicating with it, understand the relationship between

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/how-to-apply-the-48-laws-of-power-become-more.14573
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/23wvd6/how_to_apply_the_48_laws_of_power_become_more/
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/25/how-to-apply-the-48-laws-of-power/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 94 of 355

emotions by learning how they invoke and relate to neighbouring emotions. Likewise to be
capable of this you should have an intricate grasp of the characteristics and depth of each
emotion. You need to understand the nature of each emotion itself so that this can be
leveraged to influence people into predictable outcomes. Portraying the correct emotional
appearance for the context at hand as well as understanding how other people's emotions
form the basis of their disposition is another fundamental facet of emotional intelligence. By
understanding emotion you can effectively fill another person's emotional void by making
yourself the source of the emotion they lust for (law 11 - keep people dependant on you.)
Understanding someone's emotional makeup is the most effective way of influencing them
as it allows you to be a supplier of what they mentally crave. With enough knowledge of a
particular character anyone can be a source of emotional sustenance for another regardless
of the amount of physical resources they possess, this ability to be an emotional object of
desire can allow for great social mobility and thus it's importance is not to be
underestimated. Likewise, emotional intelligence combined with an understanding of a
person's interpersonal relationships can be used to identify a person's emotional weak spots
and leverage those for gain should you choose to engage in a more aggressive approach.

Fifthly, you must develop the ability to cold read, that is to say, detect, comprehend and
understand subtle non-verbal cues such as vocal tonality, posture/body language, eye/facial
movements, choice of clothing/accessorization as well as accent and lingual register (e.g.:
posh speak, Ebonics etc.) This allows you to deduce someone’s state in real-time; quickly
deduce the type of character they are presenting to you, as well as process feedback about
how they currently feel about you. Knowing how people truly feel about you regardless of
what they say as well as having the ability to make accurate generalisations about a person
without having to psychologically probe them for the information is an invaluable skill.
Cold-reading is undoubtedly a prerequisite on any budding Machiavellian’s list of talents as
it contributes to the previously mentioned importance of critical analysis, the need for a
mind that can reach outward rather than one that is predisposed to imprison itself inwardly.

Sixthly is superficial charm, Machiavellianism requires constant in-field analysis and ample
socialisation, every interaction you have should have meaning to it, in your conversations
you should be summing a person up and collecting information on each of those you
interact with so that you may come to understand the true nature of the people you deal
with. Likewise in the process of doing so you may also happen upon valuable information
which has the potential to grant you personal power over said people (e.g.: secrets,
admissions in confidence etc.) It is so incredibly common nowadays that the average man or
woman seeks to greet you with an inauthentic version of themselves, their fabled social
representative, it is this form of learned defence mechanism people employ that you must
overcome in order to become properly acquainted. It is thusly important that
Machiavellianism is veiled with charm and/or humour, charm is the anaesthesia of
suspicion, it allows you to probe deeply into the psyche of others without causing pain or
suspicion, just as in the physical realm chemical sedatives allow doctors to operate on a
person in much the same way. If people do not feel they can trust you, if you lack the ability
to make people feel comfortable with a charming disposition, no matter how superficial that
charm is, then the interrogative nature of a Machiavellian will arouse ill-feeling that can
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result in ostracisation. For best results one should always apply charm, charm is necessary
for comfort.

These six components are that which make up the vocational toolbox required to facilitate a
person’s successful application of the 48 Laws of Power, reading the book and having none
or perhaps only one or two of the qualities I just listed will not turn you into a competent
Machiavellian as you will lack the vocational competency to effectively execute the laws of
power. The book in and of itself is not enough to create a Machiavellian, but merely acts to
enable the oblivious everyday man or woman to recognise when they’re dealing with a
Machiavellian. If you wish to become a successful Machiavellian you must achieve
competency in the skills previously listed for if you do not you will be deficient in ability,
crippling your effectiveness.
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How to Apply The 48 Laws of Power (Become More Effective
in Your Manipulations)
32 upvotes | April 25, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

Full article: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/25/how-to-apply-the-48-laws-of-power/
Meat of the article (not a TLDR by any measure):

Now in paragraph 1 talents which are fundamental to the weaponization of
Machiavellianism were mentioned, so to begin:

Firstly, you need to possess an analytical mind, a mind that thinks more than it is feels, it is
imperative that your modus operandi utilises logic rather than emotion if you are to apply
the laws of power effectively. Emotive reasoning encourages fallibility, transparency
(which is anti-Machiavellian) and the exposure of one’s weaknesses, women in particular
find this talent incredibly difficult to master as it in essence goes against the very basis of
their natures. Emotional reasoning leads to incorrect deductions and poor judgement.
Emotive reasoning is inward (solipsistic) whilst logical reasoning is outward (abstract), in
order to analyse one must be looking outward and comprehending the outward with as little
confusion from the inward as possible, if this is achieved one can deduce with great
precision.

Secondly, your mind must be mentally fit rather than lethargic, you must develop the
muscle of your wit, that is to say you should understand people’s words and actions on
multiple levels, entendre, innuendo, puns, they are the language of subtext, if you cannot
pierce the realm of subtext, you cannot hope to be a successful Machiavellian. If you cannot
understand the subtleties of a person’s character, you cannot hope to ever truly know and
connect with them as the nature of their being in its entirety is beyond the limits of your
mind’s understanding. Subtext is a realm of communication all of its own, if you are blind
to it, it will become your Achilles’s heel and your obliviousness will reduce your overall
effectiveness.

Thirdly, and this is something of an extension of the last point, articulacy, the silver tongue,
you need the competency to verbally riposte with mental dexterity. This skill is incredibly
important, mostly as a means of defence as to aid with deflection and pressure reversal,
however, it may also be used as a tool of interrogation should that be one’s proclivity. It is
an especially useful skill when one is caught off guard by an ambush, that is to say, a
psychological test is posed to you abruptly in full-view of an audience where there is
surmounting social pressure for you to respond with an air of effortlessness or otherwise
incur a social penalty. A successful Machiavellian knows how to defend themselves from
Machiavellian devices as well as attack with them and thus needs to be quick off the draw.

Fourthly, you must develop emotional intelligence (this is where women make up for their
weakness in point 1), this doesn't mean that you should analyse with emotion but rather that
you must be capable of communicating with it, understand the relationship between
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emotions by learning how they invoke and relate to neighbouring emotions. Likewise to be
capable of this you should have an intricate grasp of the characteristics and depth of each
emotion. You need to understand the nature of each emotion itself so that this can be
leveraged to influence people into predictable outcomes. Portraying the correct emotional
appearance for the context at hand as well as understanding how other people's emotions
form the basis of their disposition is another fundamental facet of emotional intelligence. By
understanding emotion you can effectively fill another person's emotional void by making
yourself the source of the emotion they lust for (law 11 - keep people dependant on you.)
Understanding someone's emotional makeup is the most effective way of influencing them
as it allows you to be a supplier of what they mentally crave. With enough knowledge of a
particular character anyone can be a source of emotional sustenance for another regardless
of the amount of physical resources they possess, this ability to be an emotional object of
desire can allow for great social mobility and thus it's importance is not to be
underestimated. Likewise, emotional intelligence combined with an understanding of a
person's interpersonal relationships can be used to identify a person's emotional weak spots
and leverage those for gain should you choose to engage in a more aggressive approach.

Fifthly, you must develop the ability to cold read, that is to say, detect, comprehend and
understand subtle non-verbal cues such as vocal tonality, posture/body language, eye/facial
movements, choice of clothing/accessorization as well as accent and lingual register (e.g.:
posh speak, Ebonics etc.) This allows you to deduce someone’s state in real-time; quickly
deduce the type of character they are presenting to you, as well as process feedback about
how they currently feel about you. Knowing how people truly feel about you regardless of
what they say as well as having the ability to make accurate generalisations about a person
without having to psychologically probe them for the information is an invaluable skill.
Cold-reading is undoubtedly a prerequisite on any budding Machiavellian’s list of talents as
it contributes to the previously mentioned importance of critical analysis, the need for a
mind that can reach outward rather than one that is predisposed to imprison itself inwardly.

Sixthly is superficial charm, Machiavellianism requires constant in-field analysis and ample
socialisation, every interaction you have should have meaning to it, in your conversations
you should be summing a person up and collecting information on each of those you
interact with so that you may come to understand the true nature of the people you deal
with. Likewise in the process of doing so you may also happen upon valuable information
which has the potential to grant you personal power over said people (e.g.: secrets,
admissions in confidence etc.) It is so incredibly common nowadays that the average man or
woman seeks to greet you with an inauthentic version of themselves, their fabled social
representative, it is this form of learned defence mechanism people employ that you must
overcome in order to become properly acquainted. It is thusly important that
Machiavellianism is veiled with charm and/or humour, charm is the anaesthesia of
suspicion, it allows you to probe deeply into the psyche of others without causing pain or
suspicion, just as in the physical realm chemical sedatives allow doctors to operate on a
person in much the same way. If people do not feel they can trust you, if you lack the ability
to make people feel comfortable with a charming disposition, no matter how superficial that
charm is, then the interrogative nature of a Machiavellian will arouse ill-feeling that can

https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 98 of 355

result in ostracisation. For best results one should always apply charm, charm is necessary
for comfort.

These six components are that which make up the vocational toolbox required to facilitate a
person’s successful application of the 48 Laws of Power, reading the book and having none
or perhaps only one or two of the qualities I just listed will not turn you into a competent
Machiavellian as you will lack the vocational competency to effectively execute the laws of
power. The book in and of itself is not enough to create a Machiavellian, but merely acts to
enable the oblivious everyday man or woman to recognise when they’re dealing with a
Machiavellian. If you wish to become a successful Machiavellian you must achieve
competency in the skills previously listed for if you do not you will be deficient in ability,
crippling your effectiveness.
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Desire vs. Necessity, the fundamental dichotomy that all
humans must confront
16 upvotes | April 30, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This train of thought is relevant to self-improvement which of course is fundamental to SMV, it's not
sexual strategy per se, but is a question of a nature which will directly influence everything in your
life, sexual strategy of course being one of those components. Part of the red pill is realising what
you're doing with your life and understanding that the direction you're heading in greatly affects who
you are, your personality, your attraction to the opposite sex and where you'll eventually end up. Will
your life be a success in your own eyes at the end of it? How are you measuring success? Success
based upon personal happiness and recognition or success based upon financial earnings? A well
balanced mixture of all 3 perhaps?
Some people have the ability to be exceptional in a multitude of areas regardless of their interests,
typically they have enjoy strong mental acuity, concentration and memory and thus can regurgitate
what needs to be done to hit the right grade boundaries in school or prepare the correct
documentation for their office jobs. The less mentally gifted (I don't mean unintelligent, but those
who are more mortal and less godlike in their absorption of knowledge) can typically only excel in
what they find to be their personal calling, something they feel passion for. This is especially true of
ADHD types and people with low attention spans who suffer greatly trying to concentrate on things
that yield no interest to them yet can focus intensely (I believe the scientific term is known as
hyperfocus?) when a particular area or subject manages to catch their interest.
The underlying dichotomy is essentially deciding whether to dedicate yourself to doing something
that you love which could potentially pay the bills (but may not - an opportunity cost) or doing
something that will definitely pay the bills but as a trade or vocation is a form of psychic prison, no
pleasure is derived from the job/vocation/area of learning, it simple saps your spirit dry.
Ideally doing what you love will pay the bills too, but be under no illusions there are plenty of people
without the freedom to do what they love but are instead trapped doing crappy assignments for
subjects they dislike, meeting deadlines for companies in boring industries that they don't really give
a fuck about. They're grinding pay cheques and killing their souls slowly because they're slaves to the
international monetary system. They're not harmonious with who they are, they aren't happy, they
may make money or have a college place on a course somewhere but they're trapped in a vocation or
area of study that is not compatible with their character. They don't enjoy what they're doing. To an
extent, one could say its psychological imprisonment, however, all humans are subject to the power
of the monetary system we all live under and do what they have to do to survive. Sometimes bad
choices are made due to a lack of foreknowledge, eg: you never knew studying IT or business would
suck so much and would turn back the clock and choose something else if you could. Now it looks
like you're stuck doing tech support and using Microsoft Excel for the rest of your life. You get my
drift.
So now I want to present the following questions: what would you regard as being more RP in how
you choose to live your life? Doing what needs to be done to make money regardless of how that
makes you feel and the effect it has on your personal happiness, effectively taking a bottom line
approach, sacrificing your sense of self to attain a certain standard of living? Or maximising your
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sense of self by following the core of who you really are and dedicating your endeavours to that?
To simplify the question: Should you dedicate yourself to your passions and take a huge risk in doing
something that offers no safety and may not pay off or work a cozy 9-5 office job that pays enough
but has you drinking yourself into anaesthesia at the weekends?
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"The Lost Boys" - Broken Homes, Pain, Social Retardation and
Involuntary Solitude
45 upvotes | May 8, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This post is inspired by /u/veggie_girl's contribution the other day, thanks for the inspiration
veggie_girl.
Link: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/05/08/the-suffering-of-the-lost-boys/
Tldr: This piece is looking at how feminism has facilitated broken homes in becoming socially
acceptable commonalities and how this has caused so many guys to become underperforming self-
hating fuckups that need TRP. There's not an awful lot of a chatter about feminism, more of a focus
on the personal hardships and struggling young men and later on in life, adult men, must contend
with in a world where the deck is stacked against them and nobody gives a fuck. It's describing a
loneliness that many boys and men feel as a result of poor parenting (single mothers and beta fathers)
that is rarely ever vocalised or talked about.
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Self-Respect and Crazy Bitches
144 upvotes | May 23, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

It's the second date with this girl, already fucked her on the first date, I go to meet her in a bar that's 5
minutes from my house, she knew where the bar was, but not where my house was which is why we
were meeting at the bar. I head into the bar and find her sat there with a guy who she has some insane
rapport with, very high comfort laced with flirtation, I had planned to meet up with her in the bar
briefly to come and get her and bring her back to my house as she was coming over to fuck, this
wasn't meant to be a social gathering, I was coming to meet her, not her and the random guy she
unannouncedly decided to bring along. I can tell instantly they have history, as in, this guy used to
fuck this girl kind of history, I can spot that a mile off, it's an instinct, anyone who is remotely decent
at reading people will pick up on the vibe straightaway, it's no Sherlock Holmes shit. I'm wondering
something along the lines of "why the fuck have you brought some dick you used to fuck to come and
meet the dick that you're currently fucking?" immediately I'm thinking she's trying to pull some
power game and I'm not happy about crap because because it means she's trying to fuck with me.
They're talking about how he's ex-military and sharing stories about "the good old days" some crazy
ass dark triad story about cocaine and him sealing her up in a tent and setting it on fire with her still
inside it whilst they were all out on a weekend camping trip some years ago "just for fun." I'm not
liking this shit at all, 1: she was meant to come alone, maybe have a quick drink and then come back
to mine for the night, instead she brought an ex-bf and switched shit up without letting me know
prior, 2: they're having some non-inclusive conversation about memories and other crap I cannot
possibly have any input on, that's pretty anti-social shit, 3: the conversation they are having is crazy
as fuck, talking about burning people in tents, drugs, guns and people he'd shot (gun ownership is
illegal in England) and blah blah. I'm thinking not only did she bring an ex-boyfriend but the bitch
has brought a fucking crazy ex-boyfriend, this means she's got this crazy cunt doing the big brother
routine fucking vetting me/analysing me to help supplement whatever fucked up insecurities she had
about me. Great. Fuck that shit. I sit there a couple of minutes and I say "I'm going to the toilet", she
says "you should get a drink as well and then rejoin us" I reply "yeah" they then enquire what type of
drink I'm going to have and I reply "something strong", I go for a piss. I said I'm going to the toilet
because I needed a piss but also as a pretence to get the fuck out of there. No way am I confronting or
qualifying to some dark triad ex-military pyromaniac drug dealer, no bitch is fucking worth that shit,
they're welcome to each other. I was done with it at that point. If you pull a bait and switch on me
like that and then expect me to play ball with your new paradigm, you better think again
motherfucker. Her expectation was I was going to get with the program because I was getting
guaranteed pussy that night. No, that's not how it works.
I walk out of the bar and leave her with her former love interest (My intuition was correct, I found out
later on they had dated in the past.) Here is where shit gets poetic, she was meant to stay at my house
that night (to fuck, she was a fresh plate) and she didn't live nearby, so where I lived was out of town
for her and she had come into town to stay at my house that night just to fuck. She starts frantically
texting me "where are you?!" and all this shit about half an hour after I hadn't returned from a
seemingly extremely long stint in the bar toilet. 2 hours later shes texting "how could you, you're a
piece of shit!" and other such associated crap, I also had about 20 blocked calls from her number, I
didn't want to talk to the bitch so I blacklisted her number on my phone, fuck that shit. The phone's
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blocking the calls and I'm ignoring all her texts, I have about 8 or so texts off her.
The next day at about 9.30am when I'm at my establishment of daily business I get some essay text
about how much of a dick I am, how manipulative I am, how selfish I am, how I had abandoned her,
how because of my actions she had to "get a hotel at short notice" how much it had stressed her out
and blah blah blah, just some silly solipsistic rant, no consideration for why what had happened,
happened. I simply reply "lol you fucked up", 4pm that same day I get another essay text saying "I'm
sorry for everything I said I was just upset and disappointed because I was looking forward to
spending the night with you and then you just left, maybe we can work things out?" I haven't spoken
to her since. She isn't worth the hassle. I'm not going to sit there and explain to her why bringing your
psycho ex-boyfriend to a hook-up is a bad idea. Cut and run. Always be willing to take the L. The
kind of shit I'm describing here should have all kinds of red flags going off on your radar, if there's
too many red flags cut and run, the pussy isn't worth it.
Moral of the story: Don't give up your self-respect to get laid it isn't fucking worth it, if you're
that horny just go home and jack-off, that level of bullshit and self-degradation isn't worth 10~
minutes inside some pussy. I don't even care if she's a 10 to you, it isn't worth it.
Moral of the story #2: Turns out she was bipolar, sticking your dick in crazy is not worth the
head games or getting involved with the other psychos she knows. Psycho bitches attract
psychos male and female, remember that, delinquents love to congregate and talk nonchalantly
about their crazy fucked up lives because hardly anybody relates to them and their perversity
so when they find another delinquent they all bounce off each other and feed into each other. If
you're not about that kind of life, and most of us aren't, you don't need that noise, they will
fuck with the program. These aren't functional dark triads, they're dysfunctionals, stay away
from them because they will bring you down with them, they're toxic.
This happened awhile ago it's not fresh. I don't really share my FRs because I'm not invested in
telling people on the internet about my real life and what happens in it, however I thought this one
situation was particularly interesting and that a lot could be learnt from it, especially by the newbies
and other guys who can't even see themselves turning down guaranteed pussy. In case anyone asks,
no, I don't put this kind of stuff on my website, my site is far more formalised, things like field-
reports don't fit with the vision I have for it, this is something of a one-off.
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Misinformed Beliefs held by idiots about The Dark Triad
34 upvotes | June 6, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I've seen numerous newbie comments in and outside of TRP that think borrowing dark triad traits or
"going dark triad" means "becoming some psychopathic dysfunctional asshole", which is a
misinformed assumption that's way off the mark, it's not about becoming some dysfunctional crazy
lunatic, it's about neurotypical healthy individuals handpicking the useful traits, functions and
techniques dark triad characters embody and applying them to help improve one's self in a controlled
manner.
The great thing about "learning to be dark triad" rather than "being a natural" is you have an off
switch for your behaviour, you can stop being manipulative or unsympathetic whenever you want
because you calibrate these qualities to certain environments and situational needs (eg: the cutthroat
corporate environment where only the DTs and their pets thrive.) So the people you're reliant upon in
work-life to make a crust are the ones who you will use the DT with in order to provide for yourself
and/or your family, you're not going to go home and deny your loved ones intimacy or see them as
pawns to be manipulated (if you do manipulate them, you do it for their own good), likewise
borrowing egoism and confidence from narcissism won't have you suffering the negatives of
narcissism (why won't people appreciate I'm a god?! LIFE IS UNFAIR! GIVE ME ATTENTION!)
because you're handpicking the functionally useful parts of the triad through learning/training and
discarding the dysfunctional parts that most of the naturals suffer from. Funnily enough, there are
some functional naturals out there (CEOs and multi millionaires rather than dysfunctionals who make
up 25% of the prison population)
In fact I can't remember where I read it, it was awhile ago, but there was a survey of some kind which
measured peoples morality and empathy, the working class were the least machiavellian, the middle
class were slightly machiavellian, the "lower-rich" were moderately machiavellian and those who
were comfortably rich, as in double digits in the millions were ruthlessly machiavellian. Enough said.
As for "giving yourself to the dark triad" it's not possible to go "full dark triad" (whatever that is, it's
simply a spectrum) if you're the typical average person (so not a sociopath) without the use of some
hard drugs (high purity cocaine comes to mind.) Have you ever wondered why drug dealers selling
class As/schedule 1's are normally so fucking gangster? It's because they're either A: natural
psychopaths or B: neurotypical people in a high stress and unsafe job so they do their own gear to
maintain an edge and compete with the psychopaths on the streets.
It's funny how so many people come to realise "nice guys finish last" but won't go the full mile and
think "sometimes you have to be a pretty calculating asshole just to survive in this fucked up world"
(which is another pill to swallow, morality is a luxury for those who can afford it), if we
concentrate on pragmatism being an asshole is a very valid strategy, if we concentrate on spiritualism
and pragmatism, then one should only be an asshole when necessary. A lot of people don't realise you
can calibrate this stuff with a bit of practice and tend to think you can either only be good or evil, not
thinking one can be evil when necessary and when permitted (and it is safe to be so) a good,
charitable person. Shades of grey, you're not either the protagonist or antagonist in your personal
story, you can switch sides whenever the fuck you want, that's what the formlessness of
machiavellianism embodies and is probably one of it's most useful qualities, the ability to adapt and
reinvent.
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Also a note on the tetrad (not the triad), the tetrad is the addition of sadism to the collection of DT
traits, why we don't talk about the tetrad (sadism) is that there is literally nothing about sadism you
can use to improve yourself. Sadism is always immoral too, rather than amoral, unless the person
you're inflicting pain onto is a masochist, then quite perversely, what you're doing is moral as they
enjoy the pain being inflicted upon them, and the person inflicting the pain enjoys inflicting it. Pretty
fucked up shit beyond the interest or scope of self-improvement.
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The Collapse & The Evolution of Awareness
15 upvotes | June 28, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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The Collapse & The Evolution of Awareness
16 upvotes | June 28, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

As usual, set some time aside.
Opening excerpt:

What would happen if the red pill ever became a mainstream intellectual framework? In my
estimation society would either a: collapse or b: a sizeable number of redpillers would
evolve into neoreactionaries as they begin to analyse the entire system and implement
change at the political and legal levels. Essentially the state of affairs would devolve into
all-out ideological warfare with sex-positive feminism, the prevailing hegemonic ideology
in the west as it stands. Modern day contemporary feminism is but a shadowy figure of
doublespeak and doublethink which stands defiant and omnipotent in what is a post-
religious collection of societies, succeeding the role of religion as both moral and social
arbitrator, espousing it’s radicalist rhetoric through various imperative and declarative
assertions in a hysterically hyperbolic manner such as: “thou shalt not rape!” , “thou may
judge man, not woman” , “keeping a home is slavery!”, “you can have it all!” (if you’re a
woman) among other such asinine and societally dysfunctional beliefs.

Crux of the post: looks at the evolution of PUA into TRP and points to neoreaction as the logical
next-step for redpillers who are "looking for more pieces of the puzzle" so to speak.
Full article: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/06/28/the-collapse-the-evolution-of-awareness/
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The Nuances of Rationalising the Dark Triad Personality Type
37 upvotes | July 8, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

This is a copy-paste of one of my posts at TRP I sent in response to someone. Enjoy.

Contrary to a lot of the bullshit misinformed posts in that thread about DTs, yes they may
not be down for you in a fight (depends on threat assessment and current mood), yes they
will lie to you, yes they are calculating but the same can be said for beta men, fuck even the
average man on the street who will also possess these qualities who are not DT at all, rather
than fear (the reasoning the average man will sell you out/lie to you) a DT will be disloyal
for more respectable purposes, they value their own self-preservation above sacrifice for
others, that is not malevolent per se, just selfish, selfishness is something we advocate
here on the path to self-improvement, DT's possess this trait INNATELY.

If you've had good and bad experiences with DTs (I've been friend and foe of the sociopath)
and a DT is not gaslighting you or exploiting you harmfully in any way, they probably like
you, contrary to the bad rep they get and some of the crappy comments in here, DTs want
friends too, they want to like people, they just don't like most people, they view them as
disposable and with contempt, if a DT keeps you in their life for 10 years or whatever
extended period of time, you are not disposable to them, especially if they don't keep you
around for financial or sexual reasons, but for psychological ones. Psychological bonds are
overvalued by DTs because they rarely form them, mainly because they don't trust or value
most people, being DT is a lonely existence which is part of the reason many DTs fill the
void with distractions in the form of superficial and essentially disposable, shallow
relationships with people. DTs however, like normal people, will form affinities for people
they become repeatedly familiar with that do not upset them or violate them in anyway.

You don't understand DTs unless you are one yourself, borderline, or have been friends with
one. DTs do not value anyone more than themselves, but they do value loyalty and
closeness, just due to their character they have immense difficulty forming
trust/loyalty/closeness and meaningful friendships, this doesn't mean they don't want these
things, it means they don't know how to get those things without giving up their identity and
very few people will trust them enough (unless they are good at covering up the fact they
are DT) and likewise, they will trust very few people enough in order to allow that sort of
relational intimacy to flourish, and yes, I'm talking strictly platonic here.

A male DT may know a lot of people on a superficial basis and even socialize with them,
but that is often as a means of self-improvement, a way to gain social capital, they see it as
necessary because they are tactical in nature, but unlike the social climbing neurotypical
woman, they don't take pleasure out of all the nuances of socialising, (female DTs tend to
vary on whether they like to socialise or not, my experience suggests they can perform
adequately, but do not necessarily enjoy it, they feel obligated to do it as a survival
mechanism.) DTs part and parcel are not very sociable people, socialising usually a
machiavellian chore rather than a pleasure for them (unless they are sadistic types who can
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mock someone) and although it is something they can succeed at (being seen with high smv
people and networking) they don't really enjoy it because they despise most people they
come into contact with, as well as harbouring pretty negative views of humanity as a whole.

They hardly EVER let anybody in, if a DT considers you a close friend and keeps you
around for a long time, they like you, and shit, sometimes they'll even do good things for
you because they know you're going to owe them for it later and they like the sense of
control they have over you knowing you owe them, again that is not necessarily malevolent
(although it can easily go that way if you fuck them off), but DTs are insecure people when
it comes to relationships, they may be excessively confident about many things but trust
isn't one of them, knowing someone owes them is like an insurance policy for a DT, they
like that sense of security, having the upperhand as to speak "just incase." Funny because,
non-DTs are exactly the same in this regard.

As long as you know what you're getting yourself into with a DT it's not that bad, they can
be pretty cool people. I'd take a 10 year friendship with a DT guy than with a bluepill
mangina anyday, shit I'd take a 10 year friendship with a DT over the average guy, they are
intelligent people as long as they are on the functional end of the spectrum, if you don't
walk in expecting some intimate friendship where you pour your hearts out to each other
and have undying loyalty you can have a lot of fun with them, shit they will even improve
your life if improving your life improves their life (eg: pay for you to come out with them
because they enjoy your company vs. the average person.) A weakness of the DT is they
have less options than non-DTs when it comes to meaningful friendships, if you have a
meaningful friendship with one they will ascribe it more value than the average person
because it is a rarer occurrence for them. If you are however, a face in the crowd, you are
entirely disposable to them, DTs are very "all or nothing" type of people.

A lot of people on TRP have black and white views on the dark triad, which tells me you've
never known any actual sociopaths and just go off scripted stereotypes out of movies and
shit that you've read, let me say it really simply and this will sound hilarious: not all
psychopathic, narcissistic, machiavellian people are the same, they have unique likes and
dislikes, various different intelligence levels, very different ratios of M:N:P and some traits
are more pronounced, or otherwise more dominant in their psyche than others, someone
with 70 psychopathy will care about some things some of the time, whereas someone
scoring 100 psychopathy is the equivalent of a man emotionally dead from the high T of
steroid abuse.

There's a lot of nuance involved with a DT, DTs aren't all one and the same in personality
despite their personality traits, female DTs like normal females are more impulsive prone to
neurotic outbursts/betrayal than male DTs (even the functional females), a female DT is like
a DT on roids, a female DT with high P has no logic except machiavellian logic (which is
supercharged), at least male DTs have the capacity to reason and will listen to that
reasoning in some decision making processes, they are not entirely governed by
machiavellian logic, although, that does factor heavily, especially if they feel they're going
out on a limb. Sometimes DTs will help you and then apply machiavellianism retroactively,
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but in the moment, "do a good thing because they like you." DTs can be influenced by
others too, they just tend to be more psychologically aware and self-aware than the average
person. You see, you can't caricature a DT because they are fucking complex.

Basically and quite hilariously you cannot generalise a DT very easily, DTs by nature are
unpredictable, sometimes they will do things that seem quite benevolent, we can agree they
care less about most things, are generally more negative than positive, are quite
manipulative and have a form of superiority complex, but how they govern morality and
what their personality is aside these traits like any other human, varies vastly. Most of the
DTs I have met have been VERY different people who have fuck all morals for somethings
and then are incredibly moralistic (with a self-interested spin) about specific things they feel
passionate about, the thing that sticks out most is how good they are at manipulating people,
DT doesn't necessarily mean unreservedly evil all of the time, but they do possess a capacity
for evil should the situation demand it. Another nuance: some DTs, particularly men, are
manipulative in nature, but not very intelligent with their manipulations, this is to say: they
want to be manipulative but the sophistication of their manipulation is limited hence why
they like the company of advisors/consultants and the like, they take immense pleasure in
discussing strategy and honing strategy and sharing these discussions with people they
respect enough to have such discussions.

Picture this: a dark triad person who uses their power to help people, there's a mind fuck for
you. That is someone who is high mach, high N but borderline P so a 2/3 DT. There's
enough nuances to write a book on this shit, but if you want to engage in reductionism so it
falls down to "DTs are the boogeymen of humanity" then so be it, DTs aren't all bad, but
when they're bad, yes, they're very bad, it can get intense and that intensity of relationship
can be very addictive to both men and women alike, hence the attractiveness of the DT.
When so many people are unequivocally boring, the intelligence and intensity of a DT can
be a breath of (potentially carbon-monoxide filled) air.

As this post may suggest, DTs are full of contradiction, that is part of their charm and
equally, their mystery. Rationalising DTs is like rationalising the universe, it's the
astrophysics/quantum mechanics of human psychology.

Edit: typos
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Women & The Death of Femininity
24 upvotes | July 20, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

This is my latest unpublished piece brought to you here first at AlreadyRed, I have a few self-
improvement, social dynamic and dark triad pieces in the works, but I thought I'd turn my hand at
some philosophy on the topic of how women are becoming removed from their femininity, please
leave your criticism, thoughts and feedback before I decide whether to share this piece with a larger
audience.
Update - the final piece is here:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/07/20/women-the-death-of-femininity/
Opening excerpt:

Hardened men make for attractive men, for toughness is a trait that men and women alike
covet in their fellow-man, almost everybody respects a tough man (even when they dislike
him) whilst hardened women make for some utterly repulsive beings that do not inspire the
same kind of response in their peers, for you see it is the endurance of prolonged pain that is
in its very nature a process of masculinisation.

Those who undergo pain become tougher and with toughness comes a certain masculine
component, the more damaged and pain afflicted a person becomes, the more they harden
and the tougher they become, this hardening is a natural response to ineptitude and
disappointment, it is the catalyst for self-improvement where one’s survival is contingent on
such improvement and thus forth the harder a person becomes, the more masculine the sum
of their spirit becomes. This would even go so far to explain why in the psychological sense
women have a propensity to value the ruggedness that experience brings in men, whilst men
rather prefer the inexperience of women, for such a woman is free of the contamination of
bitterness and cynicism that experience would wrought upon her, effectively spoiling the
inherent fragility of her femininity.

In essence the more worn and experienced a woman becomes, the less feminine she
becomes, whilst a more battle-scarred and experienced man becomes more masculine in the
process. It is thus I must make an observation: it does indeed appear that men become more
masculine with time and sufficient hardship, whilst antithetically, women, less feminine. It
is in my estimation that men do not just prefer younger women for their more nubile bodies,
but additionally, for their more feminine disposition. This perhaps also goes some way in
explaining the feminine obsession with maturity, for a mature woman is one of less
desirability than an immature one, whilst an immature man is of markedly less desirability
than a mature one. What’s good for one is not good for the other and thus it is the nature of
gender and by extension, biology itself to impose double standards upon the sexes.

https://theredarchive.com/r/AlreadyRed/women-the-death-of-femininity.1217928
https://old.reddit.com/r/AlreadyRed/comments/2b6982/women_the_death_of_femininity/
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/07/20/women-the-death-of-femininity/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 112 of 355

Women & The Death of Femininity
110 upvotes | July 20, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Article: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/07/20/women-the-death-of-femininity/
Opening excerpt:

Hardened men make for attractive men, for toughness is a trait that men and women alike
covet in their fellow-man, almost everybody respects a tough man (even when they dislike
him) whilst hardened women make for some utterly repulsive beings that do not inspire the
same kind of response in their peers, for you see it is the endurance of prolonged pain that is
in its very nature a process of masculinisation.

Those who undergo pain become tougher and with toughness comes a certain masculine
component, the more damaged and pain afflicted a person becomes, the more they harden
and the tougher they become, this hardening is a natural response to ineptitude and
disappointment, it is the catalyst for self-improvement where one’s survival is contingent on
such improvement and thus forth the harder a person becomes, the more masculine the sum
of their spirit becomes. This would even go so far to explain why in the psychological sense
women have a propensity to value the ruggedness that experience brings in men, whilst men
rather prefer the inexperience of women, for such a woman is free of the contamination of
bitterness and cynicism that experience would wrought upon her, effectively spoiling the
inherent fragility of her femininity.

In essence the more worn and experienced a woman becomes, the less feminine she
becomes, whilst a more battle-scarred and experienced man becomes more masculine in the
process. It is thus I must make an observation: it does indeed appear that men become more
masculine with time and sufficient hardship, whilst antithetically, women, less feminine. It
is in my estimation that men do not just prefer younger women for their more nubile bodies,
but additionally, for their more feminine disposition. This perhaps also goes some way in
explaining the feminine obsession with maturity, for a mature woman is one of less
desirability than an immature one, whilst an immature man is of markedly less desirability
than a mature one. What’s good for one is not good for the other and thus it is the nature of
gender and by extension, biology itself to impose double standards upon the sexes.

If you want to ask me any questions, have suggestions, requests or whatever, then feel free to ask and
I shall endeavour to answer.
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[IMPORTANT] Posts that everybody new to TRP should have
read.
136 upvotes | July 28, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

These are all my posts directed at people who basically know jack shit about TRP
philosophy/disposition. If you're new (regardless of your confidence pertaining to how well you
think you understand TRP) or whether you are a confused lurker, you should read these posts. If
you're new you should read more than you talk, the blind leading the blind doesn't help anyone. The
goal of these posts is to raise the lowest common denominator. Enjoy.

General TRP - "Dissecting the Red Pill" -
http://illimitablemen.com/2013/10/27/dissecting-the-red-pill/
General TRP - "Dissecting the Red Pill Part 2" - Previously Asked Questions -
http://illimitablemen.com/2013/11/10/dissecting-the-red-pill-part-2-q-and-a/
Fixations on "things being equal" and where TRP stands on "notions of equality" -
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/10/the-red-pill-is-intolerant-of-irrationalism-and-equality/

If you have any questions which don't appear in those posts feel free to ask here. I don't really have
the time for a consuming back and forth so try to keep your question simple and likewise I will
endeavour to answer briefly and succinctly.
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The Three R’s: Romanticisation, Realisation & Responsibility
63 upvotes | August 17, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This article is an extended version of my gilded post from the other day.
Full article:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/08/17/the-three-rs-romanticisation-realisation-responsibility/
Excerpt:

The red pill community and more generally speaking the manosphere have something of a
love-hate relationship with women. I don’t love women as a collective, but seeing them for
what they are to the bare bones I have learnt to accept them. In the rare instances they occur
I can appreciate the minority of well-raised women that’ll contribute positively to my life. I
can see how men are idealistic romantics that need/crave a woman in their life to “have a
kind of connection they can’t have with another man,” but by the by, women are nothing to
be lauded or worshipped. Western women in general are just shitty people. Red pill men
have all the reason in the world to hate women when it’s made painfully clear how they
operate and how much bullshit they manage to get away with. As unpopular as that notion
is, it is far from unjustified. Being hateful however is merely cathartic, not constructive.
Long-term catharsis is a sign that you are stuck in the bitter phase in your understanding of
women, rather than progressing onward to accepting their limitations whilst simultaneously
self-actualising.

Being continuously angry will not help you improve yourself. For the sake of your own
mental health, you have to look past the flaws of modern women by being extremely
selective with which ones you’ll reward with relational commitment. Ultimately, you must
employ RP strategies to hold frame and maintain dominance with women who do manage
to make the grade. It is in this way that you can learn to enjoy their positive attributes whilst
mitigating their negatives, and if necessary subsequently drop them like hot shit when they
cross the line. Which of course many, if not almost all, will at some point.
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Marriage.
45 upvotes | August 18, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Could've flaired this MRA, opted for the rant flair.
A massive overhaul of the alimony system is the only way that future generations of men will even
begin to consider marriage.
Women/feminists and the system they support are incredibly pragmatic. They are opportunists first
and foremost. Whatever strategy enables them to acquire as many shiny things as possible is the
strategy they will adopt. Whilst men will still marry, they have no incentive to change the system
that's in place. In fact, they have every incentive to keep playing the game - relationship trapping
men, escalating to marriage through ultimatums/dread game/guilt trips (manipulation when we do it
to women to get laid, but apparently fine when they're looking to enforce commitment) and then they
wait a few years to swoop in with the divorce rape and financially clean up. Generally they get a
child support double whammy and fuck up the life of some poor kid whilst they're at it too.
Sometimes its a conscious process in a woman, other times it isn't.
For the women and blue pills who truly believe in NAWALT it doesn't matter whether you decide to
meticulously plan this shit or not. If you don't keep your oath UNTIL YOU DIE, and with your
emotions as impulsive as they are, you won't, shit will hit the fan. And a gigantic ugly natural
disaster-esque storm of shit it will be - a shitstorm of depressing proportions (at least for the man.) I
hear some women have divorce parties nowadays, that's fucked up. As a man, no matter what a
woman's intention is, the result is the same either way. Women are too fickle to be held to their word.
A woman's word versus financial ruin is a high-risk, low-return investment. No amount of beauty is
worth that. Not even a promise of family is worth that.
Only when hardly a soul will collectively marry the female demographic in spite of their beauty and
resultingly they're left to fend for themselves will the powers that be become incentivised to make the
law more favourable to men. And if/when the law does become more favourable to men it won't be to
help men (as they may frame it as an act of oh so mighty benevolence or play it off as a concession
won by the men's rights movement,) but rather as always it will be enacted in the interest of women.
That's what feminism is - woman's advocacy. If all the feminist divorce lawyers and judges decide to
make alimony laws more lenient, it's because there is a belief that firstly: they will increase the
amount of money going through their hands/courthouses by changing the law, and secondly that
women as a demographic will benefit from enacting such a judicial change. It will be nothing more
than an elaborate ruse to encourage men to sign their balls over on the dotted line rather than avoid
the institution completely. Whilst the divorce industry is profitable, this system is here to stay. When
men start dropping out and divorce lawyers are going out of business we'll see a change.
Married men on here hate to hear it but marriage is farcical bullshit and you're living under nothing
short of contractual slavery. Marriage is a pretence for wealth redistribution. You don't need marriage
for kids, cohabitation will do just fine but to be honest you don't even need that, you can just
visit/stay at her house all the time and have your own place to get away from her. In fact I would
argue as much as she would hate the distance you create between yourself and her, the relationship
may last longer because you have your space - a place to go no contact when she loses her shit and
suddenly the dread causes her to acquire appreciation for you. What happens when you share a
property and a bed? This self-entitled cunt is telling you to get out of your own bed and go sleep on
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the sofa. Fuck that. Being married is like having an anvil hanging off a cliff above you that follows
you wherever you go, and should the wind blow in a way that pisses the woman off, that anvil will
descend from the heavens upon you like the righteous wrath of god himself; only to desecrate and
annihilate everything you've ever worked for and leave you a shell of your former self. Have you
seen the male suicide rates caused by divorce? Fuck that shit, I like not being a suicidal alcoholic.
Suits me fucking great actually.
As an aside, I've never been married. Luckily I've learnt vicariously from other men's pain to not need
to make the mistakes they did in order to acquire the opinion I have. So a thank you to all the men
who took one for the team. You can tell when a man has been divorced, you can see a unique kind of
pain in his eyes. A soul wrought with the most despondent of torment.
Thanks for reading. If you like my writing check out:
My blog - http://illimitablemen.com/
My twitter - http://twitter.com/IllimitableMan
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Patrice O'Neal on False Rape Allegations and Retroactive
Consent Withdrawal
74 upvotes | August 20, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CybGo6hALVo
I'd never heard this before, but found it today. A brilliant story which really highlights how much
power a woman's tears and words have if she decides to regret fucking you after the fact. Retroactive
consent withdrawal I believe it's called. Some people were saying the other day about a new cali law
or some shit which allows a woman to withdraw consent after the fact. Well Patrice is dead now but
if you wondered what his take would have be on it all, it's right here.
TLDR of entire video: Some chick was gangbanged by patrice and his friends when he was 16.
Patrice told a guy about it and then this guy went and blackmailed the chick saying he'd tell everyone
if he didn't get a blowjob. She gave the guy a blowjob (coerced sex) and then lost her shit and said
that everyone raped her. Patrice then got sent to adult prison for 2 months on a technicality, even
though their gangbang was consensual she was 15 and he was 16 when it happened, so they did him
for statutory rape.
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An Assortment of Red Pill Reports/Studies (PDFs)
95 upvotes | August 26, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

So I have a collection of PDFs on my laptop of various reports, studies and manosphere-created
projects which are all of incredible significance to red pillers.
If you don't like reading academic writing I recommend skipping all the reports and instead just
downloading both versions of the Book of the Pook. They are both different in format and contain
different content. To save the files you may need to right click on the links and go to "save as"
otherwise depending on your settings, Adobe will just load up the file in your browser directly from
my blog. Enjoy.
A Brief Report on the Dark Triad of Personality
What it's about: "Of the offensive yet non-pathological personalities in the literature, three are
especially prominent: Machiavellianism, subclinical narcissism, and subclinical psychopathy. We
evaluated the recent contention that, in normal samples, this Dark Triad of constructs are one and
the same. In a sample of 245 students, we measured the three constructs with standard measures and
examined a variety of laboratory and self-report correlates. The measures were moderately inter-
correlated, but certainly were not equivalent. Their only common Big Five correlate was
disagreeableness. Subclinical psychopaths were distinguished by low neuroticism; Machiavellians,
and psychopaths were low in conscientiousness; narcissism showed small positive associations with
cognitive ability. Narcissists and, to a lesser extent, psychopaths exhibited self-enhancement on two
objectively scored indexes. We conclude that the Dark Triad of personalities, as currently measured,
are overlapping but distinct constructs."
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/a-brief-report-on-the-dark-triad-of-personality-the
-university-of-british-columbia-canada.pdf
Dual Sexual Strategy in Females – Is the Mysterious Nature of Women Explained
What it's about: "Thornhill and Gangestad try to show that women have a “dual sexual strategy,”
which means that they adopt different mate choice criteria and different sexual strategies in fertile
and non-fertile phases of the menstrual cycle. When fertile, they try to choose a mate with “good
genes”, and when non-fertile, they adopt strategies to retain a male partner from whom they may
obtain some material benefits. Furthermore, Thornhill and Gangestad claim that to be selective in
the fertile phase of the menstrual cycle (i.e. preferring males with cues indicating high genetic
quality), females should not “openly” advertise ovulation."
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/dual-sexual-strategy-in-females-e28093-is-the-m
ysterious-nature-of-women-explained-university-of-wroclaw-poland.pdf
Gender and Sexual Orientation Differences in Sexual Response to Sexual Activities
What it's about: In this study, the authors investigated the hypothesis that women’s sexual
orientation and sexual responses in the laboratory correlate less highly than do men’s because
women respond primarily to the sexual activities performed by actors, whereas men respond
primarily to the gender of the actors.
Download:
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https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/gender-and-sexual-orientation-differences-in-sex
ual-response-to-sexual-activities-versus-gender-of-actors-in-sexual-films-university-of-toronto-
canada.pdf
Parasites and Raven Mothers - A Comparison Between German and Japanese Single
Motherhood
What it's about: Having a child out of wedlock used to be associated with shame and scorn. This is
mostly not the case anymore in the western world. Therefore, freed from social sanctions, single
motherhood has become an additional family-choice alternative for women, along with marriage and
childlessness. Yet, the institutions that influence women’s decisions differ across countries.
We compare the institutional frame, inparticular labor-market characteristics and family law, in
Germany and Japan and, in addition, the interaction between culture and institutions. Both countries
had a very traditional (one-earner) family system until the second half of the 20th century. Now we
can observe that social changes that happened in Germany decades ago are happening only now in
Japan. We analyze if and how the consequences in terms of family structures and fertility rates that
resulted in Germany can be transfered to Japan.
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/parasites-and-raven-mothers-a-comparison-betwe
en-german-and-japanese-single-motherhood.pdf
Sex as Female Resource for Social Exchange:
What it's about: A heterosexual community can be analyzed as a marketplace in which men seek to
acquire sex from women by offering other resources in exchange. Societies will therefore define
gender roles as if women are sellers and men buyers of sex. Societies will endow female sexuality, but
not male sexuality, with value (as in virginity, fidelity, chastity).
The sexual activities of different couples are loosely interrelated by a marketplace, instead of being
fully separate or private, and each couple’s decisions may be influenced by market conditions.
Economic principles suggest that the price of sex will depend on supply and demand, competition
among sellers, variations in product, collusion among sellers, and other factors. Research findings
show gender asymmetries (reflecting the complementary economic roles) in prostitution, courtship,
infidelity and divorce, female competition, the sexual revolution and changing norms, unequal status
between partners, cultural suppression of female sexuality, abusive relationships, rape, and sexual
attitudes.
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/sex-as-female-resource-for-social-exchange-flori
da-state-university-usa-kathleen-d-vohs-of-university-of-british-columbia-canada.pdf
Sexual Infidelity in a National Survey of American Women:
What it's about: The purposes of this study were (a) to estimate the annual prevalence of, and to
identify the predictors of, sexual infidelity in a population-based sample of married women (N
4,884); and (b) to evaluate whether the prevalence and predictors of infidelity varied as a function of
whether the assessment of infidelity was based on a face-to-face interview versus a computerassisted
self-interview. Annual prevalence of infidelity was much smaller on the basis of the face-to-face
interview (1.08%) than on the computer-assisted self-interview (6.13%). Although many of the
predictor variables replicated results from previous studies (e.g., demographic variables, religiosity,
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sexual experience), findings also indicated that childhood sexual abuse (i.e., forced sex) predicted
greater probability of infidelity. Finally, the magnitude of the association with infidelity for 4 of the 9
predictor variables differed between the 2 methods for assessing infidelity. This study’s findings
underscore the importance of assessing infidelity with methods such as computer-assisted self-
interviews that minimize the influence of social desirability and impression management.
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/sexual-infidelity-in-a-national-survey-of-america
n-women-differences-in-prevalence-and-correlates-as-a-function-of-method-of-assessment-
university-of-colorado-at-boulder-texas-am-uni.pdf
The Book of Pook
What it's about: Many different overlapping areas of the manosphere, mostly game but there is
some literature on increasing testosterone and criticism of feminism/the cultural decline.
Download: https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/the-book-of-pook.pdf
The Book of Pook & The Mill
What it's about: Many different overlapping areas of the manosphere, mostly game but there is
some literature on increasing testosterone and criticism of feminism/the cultural decline.
Download: https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/the-book-of-pook-and-the-mill.pdf
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An Assortment of Red Pill Reports/Studies (PDFs) [TRP X-
Post]
41 upvotes | August 26, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

So I have a collection of PDFs on my laptop of various reports, studies and manosphere-created
projects which are all of incredible significance to red pillers.
If you don't like reading academic writing I recommend skipping all the reports and instead just
downloading both versions of the Book of the Pook. They are both different in format and contain
different content. To save the files you may need to right click on the links and go to "save as"
otherwise depending on your settings, Adobe will just load up the file in your browser directly from
my blog. Enjoy.
A Brief Report on the Dark Triad of Personality
What it's about: "Of the offensive yet non-pathological personalities in the literature, three are
especially prominent: Machiavellianism, subclinical narcissism, and subclinical psychopathy. We
evaluated the recent contention that, in normal samples, this Dark Triad of constructs are one and
the same. In a sample of 245 students, we measured the three constructs with standard measures and
examined a variety of laboratory and self-report correlates. The measures were moderately inter-
correlated, but certainly were not equivalent. Their only common Big Five correlate was
disagreeableness. Subclinical psychopaths were distinguished by low neuroticism; Machiavellians,
and psychopaths were low in conscientiousness; narcissism showed small positive associations with
cognitive ability. Narcissists and, to a lesser extent, psychopaths exhibited self-enhancement on two
objectively scored indexes. We conclude that the Dark Triad of personalities, as currently measured,
are overlapping but distinct constructs."
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/a-brief-report-on-the-dark-triad-of-personality-the
-university-of-british-columbia-canada.pdf
Dual Sexual Strategy in Females – Is the Mysterious Nature of Women Explained
What it's about: "Thornhill and Gangestad try to show that women have a “dual sexual strategy,”
which means that they adopt different mate choice criteria and different sexual strategies in fertile
and non-fertile phases of the menstrual cycle. When fertile, they try to choose a mate with “good
genes”, and when non-fertile, they adopt strategies to retain a male partner from whom they may
obtain some material benefits. Furthermore, Thornhill and Gangestad claim that to be selective in
the fertile phase of the menstrual cycle (i.e. preferring males with cues indicating high genetic
quality), females should not “openly” advertise ovulation."
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/dual-sexual-strategy-in-females-e28093-is-the-m
ysterious-nature-of-women-explained-university-of-wroclaw-poland.pdf
Gender and Sexual Orientation Differences in Sexual Response to Sexual Activities
What it's about: In this study, the authors investigated the hypothesis that women’s sexual
orientation and sexual responses in the laboratory correlate less highly than do men’s because
women respond primarily to the sexual activities performed by actors, whereas men respond
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primarily to the gender of the actors.
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/gender-and-sexual-orientation-differences-in-sex
ual-response-to-sexual-activities-versus-gender-of-actors-in-sexual-films-university-of-toronto-
canada.pdf
Parasites and Raven Mothers - A Comparison Between German and Japanese Single
Motherhood
What it's about: Having a child out of wedlock used to be associated with shame and scorn. This is
mostly not the case anymore in the western world. Therefore, freed from social sanctions, single
motherhood has become an additional family-choice alternative for women, along with marriage and
childlessness. Yet, the institutions that influence women’s decisions differ across countries.
We compare the institutional frame, inparticular labor-market characteristics and family law, in
Germany and Japan and, in addition, the interaction between culture and institutions. Both countries
had a very traditional (one-earner) family system until the second half of the 20th century. Now we
can observe that social changes that happened in Germany decades ago are happening only now in
Japan. We analyze if and how the consequences in terms of family structures and fertility rates that
resulted in Germany can be transfered to Japan.
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/parasites-and-raven-mothers-a-comparison-betwe
en-german-and-japanese-single-motherhood.pdf
Sex as Female Resource for Social Exchange:
What it's about: A heterosexual community can be analyzed as a marketplace in which men seek to
acquire sex from women by offering other resources in exchange. Societies will therefore define
gender roles as if women are sellers and men buyers of sex. Societies will endow female sexuality, but
not male sexuality, with value (as in virginity, fidelity, chastity).
The sexual activities of different couples are loosely interrelated by a marketplace, instead of being
fully separate or private, and each couple’s decisions may be influenced by market conditions.
Economic principles suggest that the price of sex will depend on supply and demand, competition
among sellers, variations in product, collusion among sellers, and other factors. Research findings
show gender asymmetries (reflecting the complementary economic roles) in prostitution, courtship,
infidelity and divorce, female competition, the sexual revolution and changing norms, unequal status
between partners, cultural suppression of female sexuality, abusive relationships, rape, and sexual
attitudes.
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/sex-as-female-resource-for-social-exchange-flori
da-state-university-usa-kathleen-d-vohs-of-university-of-british-columbia-canada.pdf
Sexual Infidelity in a National Survey of American Women:
What it's about: The purposes of this study were (a) to estimate the annual prevalence of, and to
identify the predictors of, sexual infidelity in a population-based sample of married women (N
4,884); and (b) to evaluate whether the prevalence and predictors of infidelity varied as a function of
whether the assessment of infidelity was based on a face-to-face interview versus a computerassisted
self-interview. Annual prevalence of infidelity was much smaller on the basis of the face-to-face
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interview (1.08%) than on the computer-assisted self-interview (6.13%). Although many of the
predictor variables replicated results from previous studies (e.g., demographic variables, religiosity,
sexual experience), findings also indicated that childhood sexual abuse (i.e., forced sex) predicted
greater probability of infidelity. Finally, the magnitude of the association with infidelity for 4 of the 9
predictor variables differed between the 2 methods for assessing infidelity. This study’s findings
underscore the importance of assessing infidelity with methods such as computer-assisted self-
interviews that minimize the influence of social desirability and impression management.
Download:
https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/sexual-infidelity-in-a-national-survey-of-america
n-women-differences-in-prevalence-and-correlates-as-a-function-of-method-of-assessment-
university-of-colorado-at-boulder-texas-am-uni.pdf
The Book of Pook
What it's about: Many different overlapping areas of the manosphere, mostly game but there is
some literature on increasing testosterone and criticism of feminism/the cultural decline.
Download: https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/the-book-of-pook.pdf
The Book of Pook & The Mill
What it's about: Many different overlapping areas of the manosphere, mostly game but there is
some literature on increasing testosterone and criticism of feminism/the cultural decline.
Download: https://illimitableman.files.wordpress.com/2014/08/the-book-of-pook-and-the-mill.pdf
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Machiavellianism in Business: The difference between the self-
made rich (Nouveau Riche) and poor is machiavellian aptitude
(skill/competency), whilst the difference between the self-made
rich and middle/working class is not just aptitude but likewise
ethical constraints.
107 upvotes | September 5, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Reposting my old thread here because the title was fucked in the old one and I couldn't fix it (reddit
really need to allow title edits.) Not trying to avoid the downvotes I got there so if you give enough
fucks feel free to reapply your downvote here, but I've added some insight gained from the previous
(now deleted) topic.
In an unofficial self report of self-made multimillionaires (with a subset that have a networth of
$10m+) in the $10m+ group a 98% rate of "machiavellianism" was found via the characterisation of a
set of questions. (So not the best evidence in the world, but still indicative.) The results from it
concluded that middle class people are the least manipulative on average. Seeing as we need money
to thrive and exercise power, this suggests machiavellianism is an adaptive psychosocial trait
beneficial to the individual and by extension, the continual of the species, if not an evolutionary
advantage. Read the 48 Laws of Power, and in addition, my exemplified and in-depth essays on the
laws which can be found here (currently 2/48, got a ways to go - haven't forgotten my commitment to
machiavellian research and analysis despite my recent quietness on the topic but have been incredibly
busy.)

Indeed, the survey research for my book Business Brilliant revealed enormous disparities
between self-made millionaires and people with ordinary middle-class incomes when it
comes to unscrupulous, "Machiavellian" behavior.

Almost 90 percent of the millionaires in the survey agree that "it's important in negotiations
to exploit the weaknesses in others." The middle class? Just 24 percent. About 80 percent of
the millionaires say that "coming out on top in business dealings is paramount." For the
middle-class, just 31 percent agree. And a full 77 percent of millionaires say, "I do not have
any problems confronting my business associates." Fewer than 13 percent of the middle
class say the same. On this particular point, the multi-millionaires, those who have a net
worth higher than $10 million, are nearly unanimous. More than 98 percent say they have
no problem with confrontation in business.

Get the picture? The numbers suggest that what separates the super-successful from
everyone else is that they play to win, exploit weakness when they find it, and defend their
interests even if it requires a showdown with a partner or friend. Does this mean that the
super-successful are maestros of Machiavellianism? Most super-successful people think so.
Almost 78 percent admit that "being Machiavellian is essential to becoming wealthy." The
middle-class, though, prefer to think the business world is a kinder, gentler place. Fewer
than 17 percent say that Machiavellianism is essential to becoming wealthy.
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URL: http://www.inc.com/lewis-schiff/leadership-strategy-are-you-machiavellian-find-out.html
Random: Once had a rich guy attempt to debate me that all I was trying to do was demonise the rich
when I mentioned this in passing awhile back (manipulative in and of itself - shaming tactic, doesn't
address the arguments made) when that is not the case. If you're familiar with my writings, I have the
utmost respect for machiavellians, if you're rich and manipulative, don't get butthurt by what you're
reading, truth is truth, this is the internet and reading this and realising it's true about yourself isn't
going to ruin your contracts, contacts, reputation or anything else which you will act devilishly to
protect and sustain.
Hypothesis: The difference between the richest and poorest (the underclass) is merely competence,
both have similar beliefs on morality, but one is more successful into leveraging that for financial
gain whilst the other isn't. The difference between the richest and the middle/working (this self-report
didn't identify working class) is not just competence, but likewise, ethics. The middle do not hold the
ethics of the poorest or the richest, but they share the same lack of machiavellian competence that the
poor do, owing their net worth to education rather than the manipulation of others in business.
Extra: You can probably segregate the working class, especially in the millenial generation, between
working class people with a middle class education that instilled middle class values into them
despite having a working class profession/net worth, and the working class who were never subjected
to middle class values and thus more likely to hold values closer to that of the underclass, a belief in
machiavellianism but an inability to execute it to bring them advantages. This of course further blurs
the distinction in moral values in relation to machiavellianism between the middle and the bottom.

http://www.inc.com/lewis-schiff/leadership-strategy-are-you-machiavellian-find-out.html
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 126 of 355

Dark Triad Psychopathy Q&A
45 upvotes | September 7, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I have recently reviewed and revised my piece on psychopathy that I originally wrote 8 months
ago. I've improved a lot as a writer since then and noticed it was a little rough around the edges so
I've fixed up its coherency (something I need to do with a lot of my earlier work, to be honest.) I
omitted some superfluous content, added some extra insight (about 150 words worth, which is fuck
all in the 3,600 word scheme of things) and did a general grammar clean-up. It's not perfect, but
vastly improved. If you weren't on the red pill 8 months ago, this will be new to you.
In light of this, I wish to do a follow-up article responding to your general questions about
psychopathy. I notice a lot of misunderstanding, misconception and general bullshit being espoused
about not only psychopathy specifically, but the dark triad in general. So instead of ignoring the
occassional whining about the irrelevancy of the DT, or ignoring someone say something completely
incorrect about it, it'd be easier to help people understand the dark triad by just linking them to a FAQ
on the topic. So next time someone says some dumb shit or is confused you can say "read this" and
link to the Q&A post.
Any questions you have about psychopathy, ask on the blog or in this topic. If you don't have any
questions now, you might after reading the link at the beginning of this thread. I'm compiling
questions so that I may answer them all in a blog post instead of repeating the same things to different
people. Don't expect direct replies to your question in this thread, if your question is relevant/well
thought out/significant it will be included in the Q&A post. The post will be as long as the number of
worthwhile questions I get, so not even I know what kind of length it will be (assume long as I've
already compiled a number of questions.)
I get many PMs about DT theories/behaviour and don't really have the time to carry multiple
conversations on with various people and do them the justice they deserve so I figured it'd be easier
to answer the multitude of questions people have on the topic in a centralised manner. Collecting all
your questions here, in one place, and then compiling them into an article. For the sake of this post,
please don't ask about machiavellianism or narcissism, just psychopathy. Of course if you seem like
you're trolling or ask a really shit question that seems completely disconnected to the subject matter,
your question won't be included.
PS: If you don't want your reddit identity/question/thoughts being in the public domain, you can ask
me your question over PM. If you have PM'd me recently and are awaiting a reply, have seen this
topic and think I'm ignoring you, I have something of a backlog in my inbox, some of your messages
are short essays, especially the dude with his "DT FR" (great FR btw, if you're reading this.) So bear
with me and I'll respond to you eventually. Thanks.
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Dark Triad Psychopathy Q&A
23 upvotes | September 7, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

I have recently reviewed and revised my piece on psychopathy that I originally wrote 8 months
ago. I've improved a lot as a writer since then and noticed it was a little rough around the edges so
I've fixed up its coherency (something I need to do with a lot of my earlier work, to be honest.) I
omitted some superfluous content, added some extra insight (about 150 words worth, which is fuck
all in the 3,600 word scheme of things) and did a general grammar clean-up. It's not perfect, but
vastly improved. If you weren't on the red pill 8 months ago, this will be new to you.
In light of this, I wish to do a follow-up article responding to your general questions about
psychopathy. I notice a lot of misunderstanding, misconception and general bullshit being espoused
about not only psychopathy specifically, but the dark triad in general. So instead of ignoring the
occassional whining about the irrelevancy of the DT, or ignoring someone say something completely
incorrect about it, it'd be easier to help people understand the dark triad by just linking them to a FAQ
on the topic. So next time someone says some dumb shit or is confused you can say "read this" and
link to the Q&A post.
Any questions you have about psychopathy, ask on the blog or in this topic. If you don't have any
questions now, you might after reading the link at the beginning of this thread. I'm compiling
questions so that I may answer them all in a blog post instead of repeating the same things to different
people. Don't expect direct replies to your question in this thread, if your question is relevant/well
thought out/significant it will be included in the Q&A post. The post will be as long as the number of
worthwhile questions I get, so not even I know what kind of length it will be (assume long as I've
already compiled a number of questions.)
I get many PMs about DT theories/behaviour and don't really have the time to carry multiple
conversations on with various people and do them the justice they deserve so I figured it'd be easier
to answer the multitude of questions people have on the topic in a centralised manner. Collecting all
your questions here, in one place, and then compiling them into an article. For the sake of this post,
please don't ask about machiavellianism or narcissism, just psychopathy. Of course if you seem like
you're trolling or ask a really shit question that seems completely disconnected to the subject matter,
your question won't be included.
PS: If you don't want your reddit identity/question/thoughts being in the public domain, you can ask
me your question over PM. If you have PM'd me recently and are awaiting a reply, have seen this
topic and think I'm ignoring you, I have something of a backlog in my inbox, some of your messages
are short essays, especially the dude with his "DT FR" (great FR btw, if you're reading this.) So bear
with me and I'll respond to you eventually. Thanks.
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Understanding The Dark Triad - Q&A (Part 1)
21 upvotes | September 11, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

Part 1 of the Q&A has been been completed and can be found here.
Background:
I initially wanted to answer all your questions in one article. However, I received so many questions
worthy of a detailed response that it appears I will need to split the Q&A up into 2, 3 perhaps even 4
parts in order to do your questions the justice they deserve. If you don’t see your question answered,
it will likely (assuming it made the cut) follow in one of the subsequent parts.
If you haven’t read them already, utilising psychopathy and utilising machiavellianism are required
reading before you begin reading through this piece, so if you haven’t read those articles, go and read
them. Both articles outline fundamental background knowledge on nature of the dark triad archetype.
Without the background knowledge one would acquire from a reading of these predecessor articles, a
full capacity to appreciate the questions asked and answers given in this one cannot be assured.
Enjoy.
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Understanding The Dark Triad - Q&A (Part 1)
35 upvotes | September 11, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Part 1 of the Q&A has been been completed and can be found here.
Background:
I initially wanted to answer all your questions in one article. However, I received so many questions
worthy of a detailed response that it appears I will need to split the Q&A up into 2, 3 perhaps even 4
parts in order to do your questions the justice they deserve. If you don’t see your question answered,
it will likely (assuming it made the cut) follow in one of the subsequent parts.
If you haven’t read them already, utilising psychopathy and utilising machiavellianism are required
reading before you begin reading through this piece, so if you haven’t read those articles, go and read
them. Both articles outline fundamental background knowledge on nature of the dark triad archetype.
Without the background knowledge one would acquire from a reading of these predecessor articles, a
full capacity to appreciate the questions asked and answers given in this one cannot be assured.
Enjoy.
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The Art of Fishing: If you want to get good at catching fish,
always ask a fisherman, never a fish.
72 upvotes | September 16, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

If you want to get good at catching fish, always ask a fisherman, never a fish. Also remember,
"there's plenty more fish in the sea" is societies way of saying "don't get oneitis, have an abundance
mentality."
What's better than RP wisdom? RP wisdom mixed with humour.
Tidbits on fish:

Something the fish won’t tell you is that no fish has ever in the history of fishing been
caught by a net fisherman only to volunteer a transfer over to the raft of the fisherman with
a pole and line.

“Don’t worry, gentle fisherman. If you use a pole and line enough you will eventually catch
that one fish that you always wanted! You don’t need to try out lots of different fish or even
catch many to be a good fisherman, a real fisherman is happy when he finally happens upon
that one special fish!”

All the fisherman with a pole and line are up against fishermen that swoop up schools of
fish in great big nets, and because of that they’re lucky if they ever catch anything (the
Pareto principle aka 80/20 rule.)

Subscribe to the blog/twitter if you enjoy it and all that shit.
Also relevant. Patrice O'Neal on how a woman tries to take away your ability to catch fish:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=i92lYJvqZGs
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You can't treat dark triad women like normal women.
Lucifer's Daughter, the female predator, is oft man's opiate.
48 upvotes | September 21, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

The only reason normal women get away with anything is because they are inherently machiavellian,
society gives them a free pass and men are programmed their entire lives to be cows (cash cows,
validation cows, take your pick) they're ready and willing to be milked because they don't know any
better. They're eager and willing romantic chumps who peg their own value to how well they're doing
with the opposite sex. Romance being much the realm of man, as it is only male love that is
inherently sacrificial, much unlike the cold pragmatism of women's.
With the Lucifer's Daughter, a sharp analytical eye, street smarts and common sense aren't enough to
avoid the pain and glory she can wreak. They're the type of woman a smart man knows is bad for
him, but desires anyway. They have all the charm and finesse of many a social climbing female, but
their key quality is the intellectual connectivity they can tap into, all but usually absent in the plethora
of drudgery that is womankind. It is for this reason most poignantly, the ability to connect non-
sexually, among others, that many a man is willing to drink the poison that a Lucifer's Daughter is
pissing; working in spite of his own best interest because he is seduced, mesmerised and bedazzled.
Most women can only seduce a man on the physical level, it is the man which allows himself to fall
in love and projects his ideal of love onto a idiotic, vapid, intellectually asinine bag of flesh. With the
Lucifer's Daughter, you have to try your hardest not to love her because she is so captivating. Even
when all those red flags are glaring right in front of you. I guess you could say she is the male
kryptonite in much the way your typical woman loves a bad boy, except this time the genders are
switched.
It doesn't really matter how bad she is for you, because the rules of supply and demand still apply.
Women like this are rare, you both know it, and she'll make you feel like you've never met, and never
will again, meet a girl like that. Not only are such women destructive, but their spectacle has a
tendency to inject oneitis into all the men that they meet. Seasoned players, betas, jaded old men...
they all fall for a beautiful female sociopath who can banter with the best of them. You're all putty to
a Lucifer's daughter and their ain't shit you can do but run the fuck away. Your cynicism won't be
enough to protect you from her charms. Consider escaping her gravitational pull undamaged the best
outcome. Fucking her just pulls you in deeper, and I'm not just talking physically.
Consider this a tangential addendum to my original article on the dark triad woman.
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So you want to be a man? Welcome to life on Hard mode.
485 upvotes | September 23, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Being a man isn't easy, it's harder than being a woman. Average men envy average women because
it's easier. There is less responsibility and there are higher rewards for embracing mediocrity when
you're a woman. But get it right, really learn how to become a man, indulge in your pain and use your
weakness, hatred and suffering to forge the mind of a philosopher as well as the body of a gladiator
and you'll transcend to a level that women can only dream of.
Men are the disposable sex, because likewise, they're the experimental one. Whilst many experiments
fail, those that survive the flames of the bunsen burner yield miraculous results. Women are
humanity's control group. The majority are average and unremarkable and lack the capacity to ever
be anything other than average. They are rigid in their potential. Whilst they envy the heights they see
great men reach, they neglect to notice the depths that many a failed man has plunged to in pursuit of
his manhood. A fate they need not ever fear.
There are many reasons for why a man fails to handle/lead women. The most common is the man was
raised in a feminist culture bereft of accurate knowledge about relationships and manhood. Another,
perhaps more tragic is when a patriarch gets ill and loses his vitality after an accident/old age, and by
the loss of authority his ailment brings about, he becomes unattractive to his woman. It doesn't really
matter what the reason is, because the bottom line is that as a man you don't get to be weak.
If you're weak, you're unattractive and you lose out. You lose out in a way a woman doesn't for being
weak. Female weakness is a source of power for "raising awareness," playing on the "save-a-hoe"
complex of men to protect the fair maiden. Whilst male weakness on the other hand has no place in
the world. None at all. Anywhere. Nobody will cherish it, and nothing will change because of it.
Egalitarianism as a concept is by merit of this, not an intrinsic human disposition, but an intellectual
social construct.
As a man most people won't help you for being weak, they don't sympathise with your weakness,
they laugh at you and "how you could ever let yourself get like that."
As a man, they laugh at you and they enjoy ridiculing your weakness as it makes them feel powerful
to know that they're not at the bottom of the food chain. They indulge in the antithesis between your
weakness and their power because it feels good and it reassures their own insecurities. Your
weakness is a reminder for other men what not to be, or to allow themselves to become. What not to
be is the only useful function that weak men serve to others.
For man there is oft nothing but Schadenfreude and contempt for his weakness. Some will kick you
down further and call it tough love, and of those saying "tough love" few will mean it, thinking it
may help a weak man bounce back. Others don't mean it, they just don't care and don't want to look
bad for being uncaring.
That's why "the whole macho thing" is something that women will never truly understand the purpose
of, because it's not something they need to rely upon to be respected or respect themselves. They ask
men to open up to the fragility of their humanity at their own peril, unaware of how self-condemning
such an exercise is for man. Unaware how quickly even the smallest iota of weakness a man indulges
in can consume and transform said man into a bumbling joke.
Women don't have to be strong, or emulate strength or pretend to be strong for anything but their
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kids, they get to be weak and look for someone to be strong for them and they will still be respected
as humans for making that choice. The women who do manage to become strong, do so to their own
detriment, taking on the role of man and masculinising to achieve strength, making themselves
unattractive to men in the process. Where there is compassion and sympathy for the weakness of
women, there is little if any, for men. The homeless statistics reinforce this idea across humanity.
A weak woman is an unfortunate woman and she can still be attractive to men. She is unfortunate in
the sense that nobody assumes her undoing is her own fault. A weak man is a failed man, unattractive
to both men and women alike. A failure in that it is assumed he didn't have what it takes to succeed,
there being nobody to blame but him. As I stated prior, women aren't the experimental sex, men are.
And so as men we're all held personally responsible for the experiment that we call "our lives." It's all
or nothing. Death or glory. Carpe diem.
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The Game of Power
70 upvotes | October 5, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This article is a Machiavellian piece, albeit, it appeared to have been missing from the dark triad
portal of Illimitable Men, an oversight which I have now corrected for.
To get you started, here is the introduction to the piece:

This piece discusses the relevance of power in comparative as well as absolutist terms. One
thing I have found is, the word “power,” contains specific connotations to most people.
They hear the word “power” and it conjures up an image of absolutist, concentrated power.
A king, judge, dictator or some other esteemed or highly influential individual. However,
these roles are merely the symbolic embodiments of a concentration of power, saturated
power. Power permeates the entirety of the societal structure in subtle and not-so-subtle
nuances that dominate each and every social interaction. Everyone has a place. There is a
pecking order. Sometimes the contrast is oblique, other times it is resounding.

Power and popularity have an incestuous relationship; they fellate each other, reciprocally.
One would argue that popularity itself is a manifestation of power, although popularity is
certainly possible without power. Some would say popularity is a form of soft power that
can precede hard power. Of course this begs the question “of which comes first?” and we
find ourselves facing a “chicken and the egg” philosophical conundrum.

Regardless you can escape neither power nor popularity. You must learn to understand
power as the social equivalent of water. You cannot avoid it. You need it. Without any
power to command anything, you would have nothing. With minuscule amounts of it, you
would subsist minimally. With moderate amounts, you live comfortably. With excessive
amounts, you risk corrupting yourself, probably becoming narcissistic, potentially becoming
sadistic.

You can read the full article here
Article contents:

Introduction
Bluffing
Judgement, Self-Perception and Self-Discipline
Silence, Saboteurs & Platforms
Concluding Statement

Background Information:
I began editing and refining my piece "The Power Game" recently and upon completion of the
overhaul opted to rename it "The Game of Power"
This is something I intend to do with a lot of my work having refined my writing ability. In fact by
editing it, I began to contribute additional insight, and thus due to the addition of so much extra
content almost doubled the article in its size despite very large (4 digit) omissions.
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I omitted what I deemed to be thematically divergent or otherwise inferior content from the original
piece, replacing it in the newer piece with more relevant and poignant information.
I do intend to re-release the originally included but now omitted information, just re-worked and
further developed into a thematically congruent successor piece (a part 2.) However, in relation to the
mention of part 2, I have not decided on whether or not I will definitely release it. Mainly due to
perfectionism, commitments and other miscellaneous priorities. Needless to say, this originator piece
has been substantially over-hauled to such an extent that even if you read the original I strongly urge
you to read it in its newest incarnation as it's practically an entirely new article.
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The Game of Power
19 upvotes | October 5, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

This article is a Machiavellian piece, albeit, it appeared to have been missing from the dark triad
portal of Illimitable Men, an oversight which I have now corrected for.
To get you started, here is the introduction to the piece:

This piece discusses the relevance of power in comparative as well as absolutist terms. One
thing I have found is, the word “power,” contains specific connotations to most people.
They hear the word “power” and it conjures up an image of absolutist, concentrated power.
A king, judge, dictator or some other esteemed or highly influential individual. However,
these roles are merely the symbolic embodiments of a concentration of power, saturated
power. Power permeates the entirety of the societal structure in subtle and not-so-subtle
nuances that dominate each and every social interaction. Everyone has a place. There is a
pecking order. Sometimes the contrast is oblique, other times it is resounding.

Power and popularity have an incestuous relationship; they fellate each other, reciprocally.
One would argue that popularity itself is a manifestation of power, although popularity is
certainly possible without power. Some would say popularity is a form of soft power that
can precede hard power. Of course this begs the question “of which comes first?” and we
find ourselves facing a “chicken and the egg” philosophical conundrum.

Regardless you can escape neither power nor popularity. You must learn to understand
power as the social equivalent of water. You cannot avoid it. You need it. Without any
power to command anything, you would have nothing. With minuscule amounts of it, you
would subsist minimally. With moderate amounts, you live comfortably. With excessive
amounts, you risk corrupting yourself, probably becoming narcissistic, potentially becoming
sadistic.

You can read the full article here
Article contents:

Introduction
Bluffing
Judgement, Self-Perception and Self-Discipline
Silence, Saboteurs & Platforms
Concluding Statement

Background Information:
I began editing and refining my piece "The Power Game" recently and upon completion of the
overhaul opted to rename it "The Game of Power"
This is something I intend to do with a lot of my work having refined my writing ability. In fact by
editing it, I began to contribute additional insight, and thus due to the addition of so much extra
content almost doubled the article in its size despite very large (4 digit) omissions.
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I omitted what I deemed to be thematically divergent or otherwise inferior content from the original
piece, replacing it in the newer piece with more relevant and poignant information.
I do intend to re-release the originally included but now omitted information, just re-worked and
further developed into a thematically congruent successor piece (a part 2.) However, in relation to the
mention of part 2, I have not decided on whether or not I will definitely release it. Mainly due to
perfectionism, commitments and other miscellaneous priorities. Needless to say, this originator piece
has been substantially over-hauled to such an extent that even if you read the original I strongly urge
you to read it in its newest incarnation as it's practically an entirely new article.
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"The Female As Enemy" - Of all the things, a red pill Amazon
book review I stumbled upon.
85 upvotes | October 12, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I recently read a very red pill book review on Amazon and thought I'd share the main pearls of
wisdom to be gleaned from it with you guys.
Key takeaway points from the review:

Sex is doled out bit by bit to males who are willing to commit to a long term relationship, the
long-term relationship is contextualised as the male having to conform to the desire of the
female at all times. This makes sense of what we know about blue pill men and women. A blue
pill man has a scarcity mindset and a blue pill woman knows she can easily replace a blue pill
man with another easier than he can replace her with another. This means she gets to dictate the
parameters of his commitment, keeping it at the lowest price possible (to her) which translates
into minimal sex benefit (for him.) Basically, these men are mined for commitment and kept on
the hook with trickle sex/duty sex. Once a week, once a month, etc. As we know on TRP,
attraction cannot be negotiated, only inspired. So we can further deduce these women are not in
these relationships out of passion or attraction, but out of some other pragmatic need. Probably
out of a mixture of financial and emotional need.
Women have total control of the men and how the relationship will proceed. (This of blue pill
society at large, sounds correct. This is not the way IT SHOULD BE, but the way that it is)
Women want to increase the cost of sex whilst men want to lower it. (Inversely, as mentioned
in the first bulletpoint, women want to reduce the cost of commitment whilst men want to
increase it.) The trade is sex for commitment. Each side wants to give a minimal amount of
their own commodity to ensure as much of the other's commodity as possible. Of course blue
pill men don't realise their commitment has any value, and by being blue pill/beta, it's value is
vitiated, so naturally they get exploited maximally by woman's duplicity.
Women are flakey (don't follow through on their promises) and don't like men to feel like they
are in control of any potential romance that could flourish. Women blow hot and cold and like
to keep you in perpetual confusion.
Women will "falsely" mate signal and then gaslight that they were never sexually interested to
begin with. They just attempt to lure you into showing interest so that they can humiliate
you/co-opt you. Ambiguous mate signalling is being used as a Machiavellian technique
essentially. We've all seen it at some point in our lives, a woman pretending to like a guy so
that she can obtain certain benefits from said guy or unduly influence him.
"It is this ambiguity that permeates a female dominated society and gives females the control
over men by keeping men in a state of neurosis due to their susception to this signalling." - I
think what he's trying to get at with this quote is that men are very visual and easily
manipulated by beautiful women. Especially when those attractive women pretend to find men
attractive in order to control those men. In female dominated societies (feminist societies)
attractive women flirting their way through life gives them the upperhand. What he means by
neurosis is once a man is captivated by a woman's beauty and hot/cold signals, he will drive
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himself crazy and she can get him to do whatever she wants.
Men of the western world need to get their women under control. He specifically references
white men as needing to get their women under control, and I assume that is because he is
implying that they are the men who have been hit over the head by the blue pill the most.
Which makes sense, seeing as western countries have a white majority.
When men give women more power over them, women grow contempt for said men.
Women take men for granted.
Women over 25 tend to be better manipulators due to their bitterness.
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Stefan Molyneux on the history of female SMV, family and
feminism
93 upvotes | October 14, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Video: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3Fml-7xse5U&t=4m14s
Skipped the first 4 or so minutes because it's a caller talking about his personal problems.
Takeaways from the video (if you read this, you can basically skip the video):

Feminism sells men a bill of goods that women "put up with them" as if they're doing men
some sort of favour. They do this so that men "feel lucky" just to be with a woman and have no
demands of their own.
Women used to pretend they don't like sex to raise their value by giving men sex. Because if
women admitted they like sex in the way that men do, then two people having sex would cancel
each other out in terms of value exchange and thus the woman would gain nothing.
Addendum to the previous point: men had/have to bring extra value to the relationship because
by having sex they're making women do something distasteful.
Religions banned masturbating because it would compete with and bring down the value of
vagina. "You'll go to hell." "You'll go blind." etc.
The war of the sexes is about who brings more to the table. If you can convince men that
women don't really need them, want them or like them then men feel desperate. Basically
Molyneux here is saying feminism has men societally in a collective state of dread by making
them feel lesser than women.
The only reason they can get away with demeaning male importance in the modern world is
because of the welfare state. Everything women used to be dependent on from men is now
provided to them by the government in benefits, alimony, child support etc.
Women can indulge in assholes now because of the government safety net. In the old days if a
guy wouldn't provide, she wouldn't be able to survive. Basically society used to be skewed
towards beta bux, but with the advent of the welfare state post-feminism, it's become skewed
towards alpha fux.
Male responsibility to women has dissolved along with the welfare state which is why also
female sexual irresponsibility has become so prevalent.
The sexual urge should be harnessed to benefit civilization and culture.
We used to focus the wild sexual energy of the teenage years into the foundation of family
which is in turn the foundation of society.
A woman who is worth dating will never leave you in doubt as to the value of men. She won't
joke, put men down, treat men negatively, she won't roll her eyes or talk about men as boys.
Women can talk to women in a way that men can't because men have been excluded from the
discourse on gender due to the idea of "patriarchy."
Addendum to the previous point, women need to talk to women more to encourage
productive/virtuous behaviour within them. (shout out to /r/redpillwomen)
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The state is a shadow and an effect of the family.
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Why People Hate The Red Pill
101 upvotes | October 16, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This article is based on a comment reply I made in a thread here answering the question
"why do people hate the red pill?"
Not wanting that post to get buried within the murky depths of Reddit for the rest of time, I have built
upon it and adapted it into a far more easily locatable article. Seeing as the question posed and answer
given are typical of those who are on the fence, or otherwise "not sure what all that red pill jazz is
about" I've put it under the "introduction to the red pill" section of my site. Enjoy.
The newly adapted article can be found here:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/10/16/the-feminist-thought-police/
Opening excerpt:

Asking “why do people hate the red pill?” is like asking “why do feminists hate anti-
feminists?” it is simple, we are viewed as “the opposing team.” By reading red pill content
you become aware of the masculine’s unfiltered societal viewpoint. By agreeing with it, you
accept a system of thought which undermines the gynocentric status quo of feminine
primacy. Thus it is so that through mere act of association with the manosphere, devoutly
feminist society deems you sinfully tainted.

The church of feminism will tolerate no blasphemous dissent, for anything that disagrees
with feminism is by its own interpretation, misogynistic. By asserting the masculine
viewpoint as primary, or even, a valid counterpoint to the feminist viewpoint, you are
immediately identified as a misogynist. This means the rabid social justice horde that
currently passes for “society” is out to hang your head on a pike merely for having a
different set of beliefs. Expressions of thought incongruent with the feminist narrative are so
socially unacceptable in the current time that they are deemed invalid merely by merit of
being non-feminist, let alone anti-feminist. It is the job of both feminists and their enablers
to prevent unfiltered masculine ideas on gender from “polluting” the mainstream
consciousness. The societal hive mind therefore rationalises away anti-feminist argument as
“backwardly patriarchal,” meaning: irrelevant, bigoted and outdated. You will then hear, at
some point among the verbal cacophony that will invariably occur that “people like you are
the reason feminism exists.” The reality is, the reason men even seek out the manosphere
and its wealth of knowledge to begin with is because of the gross negative impact that
feminism has had on them as well as those around them.

For the curious, the original comment can be found here:
/r/TheRedPill/comments/2iuo5f/excuse_me_why_does_everyone_assume_you_guys_are/cl5mlse
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The Feminist Thought Police
25 upvotes | October 16, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

This article is based on a comment reply I made in a thread answering the question
"why do people hate the red pill?"
Not wanting that post to get buried within the murky depths of Reddit for the rest of time, I have built
upon it and adapted it into a far more easily locatable article. Seeing as the question posed and answer
given are typical of those who are on the fence, or otherwise "not sure what all that red pill jazz is
about" I've put it under the "introduction to the red pill" section of my site. Enjoy.
The newly adapted article can be found here:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/10/16/the-feminist-thought-police/
Opening excerpt:

Asking “why do people hate the red pill?” is like asking “why do feminists hate anti-
feminists?” it is simple, we are viewed as “the opposing team.” By reading red pill content
you become aware of the masculine’s unfiltered societal viewpoint. By agreeing with it, you
accept a system of thought which undermines the gynocentric status quo of feminine
primacy. Thus it is so that through mere act of association with the manosphere, devoutly
feminist society deems you sinfully tainted.

The church of feminism will tolerate no blasphemous dissent, for anything that disagrees
with feminism is by its own interpretation, misogynistic. By asserting the masculine
viewpoint as primary, or even, a valid counterpoint to the feminist viewpoint, you are
immediately identified as a misogynist. This means the rabid social justice horde that
currently passes for “society” is out to hang your head on a pike merely for having a
different set of beliefs. Expressions of thought incongruent with the feminist narrative are so
socially unacceptable in the current time that they are deemed invalid merely by merit of
being non-feminist, let alone anti-feminist. It is the job of both feminists and their enablers
to prevent unfiltered masculine ideas on gender from “polluting” the mainstream
consciousness. The societal hive mind therefore rationalises away anti-feminist argument as
“backwardly patriarchal,” meaning: irrelevant, bigoted and outdated. You will then hear, at
some point among the verbal cacophony that will invariably occur that “people like you are
the reason feminism exists.” The reality is, the reason men even seek out the manosphere
and its wealth of knowledge to begin with is because of the gross negative impact that
feminism has had on them as well as those around them.

For the curious, the original comment can be found here:
/r/TheRedPill/comments/2iuo5f/excuse_me_why_does_everyone_assume_you_guys_are/cl5mlse
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Red Pill Relationships & The Value of Male Commitment
50 upvotes | October 25, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

So you've read the red pill for awhile and you're a teenager, still in your 20's or an early 30's guy
chasing his youth because you got your SMV late.
You think "fuck relationships man, I'm gonna plate spin forever like I belong in a travelling circus!"
Wrong.
The older you get the lonelier you get and the more sentimental you become. Your friends start
fucking off and getting hitched usually around the mid 30's area, if you're still the only single guy, all
their wives/girlfriends are suspicious of your bachelorhood and thus keep your once alpha and vibrant
buddies on lock down whilst you're the "creepy older guy" hanging out in places where everyone's a
solid 20 years younger than you. Nobody wants to be that guy. Due to social convention, at some age,
at some point, you will eventually in all likelihood, want a relationship, to settle and take things a
little slower. You may not be monogamous, you may still have side bitches, but you will want a
relationship with a "main chick." A little slower doesn't mean a little easier either, relationships are
notoriously more difficult to maintain than purely sexual liaisons.
My newest article takes an easily understood red pill male perspective on the topic of relationships
and commitment.
I suppose the guys who have never been plate spinning types (find random sex empty/boring/shit) as
well as older guys will take the most from this piece. Gym bros in your 20's high off T feel free to
ignore and keep banging slut after slut until you get disenchanted with it.
This article is split into multiple sections:

Sacrifice & Leadership
Putting your own needs first
The centre of her world
Briffault & Value Exchange
The Power Struggle of Value Exchange
Women have more to gain from relationships than men do

Article: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/10/25/of-love-relationships/
PS: May make "The Power Struggle of Value Exchange" it's own article in terms of machiavellian
bargaining/transaction within romantic relationships, we'll see, got a lot of unreleased content and I'm
a perfectionist.
Enjoy.
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Understanding How a Dark Triad Psychopath Operates
106 upvotes | November 2, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

An article on the limitations of psychopathy, its nuances and how it is foolish to glamourise the
condition and take a simple view of it rather than learn from it. Looks intently at the world of
psychopathy from the psychopaths perspective, exploring numerous concepts along the way.
If you want to jump straight ahead, here's the link:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/11/01/the-psychopathic-paradigm/
If you're unsure if this subject matter is interesting to you, I've included the first section (first 5
paragraphs) into this thread. If you read these and then decide you want to read the rest of the article,
you can skip the entire first section. The second section of the article is marked by a bold heading, so
just look for that. I suggest drinking a coffee or something with this one. Enjoy. Questions? Leave a
comment (or PM if its personal.) If they're good enough I'll answer them.
A few things I don't mention in the article which may be answers to common questions:

Psychopathy is genetic. It is the only facet of the dark triad which cannot be socialised.
Machiavellianism is my favourite part of the triad, machiavellianism is an art form that can be
learned. Psychopathy is my least favourite part, its by nature of what we consider to be normal
and healthy, perverse. That doesn't stop it being any less fascinating, however.

Excerpt:

So it is thus I have become aware that due to my writings, some have begun to naively
glamourise the nature of clinical psychopathy in the name of fearlessness, glory and the
pursuit of power. The glamourisation of such perversity has ironically, never been neither
my goal nor desire. Allow me to be as candid, concise and succinct as possible on my
position of psychopathy’s relevance to the red pill framework.

Psychopathy is held up as an exemplar of a clinical disorder which brings about personality
traits that facilitate goal acquisition. It is through this lens we look at psychopathy
pragmatically as merely a means to an end, a form of self-empowerment. The end is the
power and prosperity that psychopathy can facilitate the actualisation of, the means is the
ability to cross boundaries and enter action with boldness relatively uninhibited, devoid of
either anxiety or uncertainty. These are elements of the psychopathic personality that are
pragmatically efficient and thus beneficial to anybody who comes to possess such traits.
They are innate characteristics of the psychopath, but they are not characteristics that need
be limited to the clinical psychopath. They are qualities that we may learn to emulate, and
hence this is why the word psychopathy is mentioned at all, to give an example of, and a
frame of reference for, a set of qualities we hope to embody.

Bearing that in mind, my intimate dissection, exploration, analysis and overall thesis of
psychopathy is to give an example of that which comes naturally to a minority, to a majority
that it does not. We are effectively, cherry-picking the utilitarian aspects of psychopathy to
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augment the social effectiveness of the non-psychopathic. People hear the word psychopath
and they get distracted by the negative connotations of the word. They begin to become lost
in their imagination, rather than really read and listen to exactly what it is I am saying. If
you follow my voice through what I say in my words and ignore the playfulness of your
imagination, you will find what I am saying about psychopathy is markedly different from
what you think about psychopathy. In essence, we study and learn from the psychopath by
attempting to emulate their strengths as accurately as we can whilst leaving their
weaknesses, mainly the dysfunctional parts of their condition, well alone. Luckily for you,
as a student, rather than a natural psychopath, these are things you may pick and choose
rather than be forced to live with. Allow me to emphasise the point in order to really nail it
home once more: the goal of studying psychopathy is not to become psychopathic, but to
become quasi-psychopathic.

In light of this, I find it paramount that the fine readership here are educated intimately on
the internal struggle and solipsism of the natural psychopath, in effect, as an effort to de-
glamourise and debunk the ill-formed and simplistic views of psychopathy that the less
intelligent have, such as: “how cool it would be to be like Al Capone.” It is my observation
that those who struggle with self-confidence, anxiety and other debilitating personal
afflictions peer into the world of the psychopath and experience a “grass is greener”
mentality.

They see a huge antithetical chasm between what they are and what they are looking at, and
immediately like moths to a flame they become drawn to that which they are not, whilst
despising that which they are. Such people hear of how little fucks the psychopathic
personality gives, and compare it to their own emotional wreck, perceiving the psychopaths
dysfunction to be a state of being superior to their own. However, such a person only sees
the perks of psychopathy, not the negatives, because by merit of not being psychopathic,
they do not understand everything that being psychopathic entails. They see only the best
bits, the theatrics, the highlights. They are not making a like-for-like comparison, but are
being mis-sold by their own ignorance what the state of psychopathy truly entails. Such
cognitive distortions lead to ill-formed, misguided opinion. In light of this, I shall shine a
light on psychopathic solipsism by inviting you into the world of the psychopath’s
perspective.
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NEVER EVER trust women who say/act like they are "one of
the guys" and have "mostly guy friends"
320 upvotes | November 3, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Was talking to a chick on here earlier, had an interesting exchange, thought it was thread worthy and
there was a lesson to be learnt, so here it is:

i'm not a misogynist, one of those women who touts herself as "one of the boys" who "just
can't stand the drama of women,"

Mini story incoming, I met a woman like this recently. Obviously we connect over absolutely nothing
because she has no real interests or hobbies other than social drama and what is immediately
happening in her life, whereas I like things like politics, philosophy, working out, stand-up, studying
the dark triad, and etc.
So naturally, we engaged in phatic conversation, we were talking utter shit, and of course she gets
onto the topic of her and her boyfriend. Women love to fucking relate something in the conversation
back to them and their boyfriend. It's hilarious. The boyfriend is the centre of their world and if they
can find an excuse to relate something back to them and their relationship, they will. Unless they
have decided they want to fuck you, then all of a sudden he doesn't exist.
I don't remember how it came up, but she said she has more male friends than female friends
(immediate red flag.) Gave me that speech about how she prefers men to women because they're less
bitchy. This is basically womanspeak for "women see through my shit, but men are clueless idiots I
can control with my sexuality, and I like being the centre of attention in a group of men." I don't trust
most women by default because I understand their nature is to manipulate at your expense, but I
especially distrust women who don't have many women friends, no guy worth his salt who
understands social dynamics and manipulation does. If other women think you're toxic, you probably
are. Women have an eye for this kind of shit naturally. Hiding among groups of men is suspicious to
say the least.
She said her boyfriend gets jealous because of the fact she has so many male friends, yet she allows
him to remain in this perpetual state of jealousy (again, red flag, she has the power in the relationship
and is happy to have it.) She says this, and I realise she's unwittingly or not, using dread game on
him. She has the audacity to defend this as being completely innocent. So I challenge her. I said to
her, surely you can see his point of view though? Of course, she feigns ignorance and expects me to
qualify my point. I oblige. I say "you're making him insecure by having all these guys around, he
knows if he doesn't stay on top of his shit that you have all these guys lined up to replace him" of
course she refuses to concede the point, typical woman.
So I tried a different tack, I appealed to her solipsism. I said "imagine if he had loads of female
friends, hot, average, whatever, but almost all his friends were women, you'd feel pretty jealous and
that's how he feels about all the guy friends you have." Naturally, out of pride she refuses to be
honest. She says "actually I wouldn't, because I know he would never do anything like that to me, I
completely trust him."
At this point I'm getting more red flags, and then I notice the small tattoo on her wrist, that isn't of a
child's name, then another on the back of her neck, upperback (her hair is tied up) which is another
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red flag. I realise I'm talking to a manipulative power hungry slut who likes having a lot of cock near
her to validate herself, and have a backup dick just in case she gets bored or needs to assert control
over her main man. So I say to the manipulative slut, I say: "do you so completely trust him because
he doesn't have the capacity to actually get other women, and is therefore, no threat, or simply
because even though he could get other women, he wouldn't go and get other women?" I'm trying to
establish firm context and pull her out of her vague ambiguity.
I already know the answer to the question but I'm giving her the option to be honest, to come clean
and treat me with a bit of dignity. Of course, she's your typical woman, so naturally she opts to lie to
me. She says "because I just know he wouldn't do that." There it was, cemented in my mind. There
was no chance at fair discourse with this woman. It didn't surprise me in the slightest, but naturally, it
caused my ego to view her with disgust for doing what most women naturally do - lie to your face out
of pride.
I'd inadvertently cold read about 5 red flags from her based on our interaction and it was game over.
The bitch was going to cut my hair (this was in the barbers and the dude who normally does my trim
wasn't there - don't think women should be allowed to work in barbers tbh, male space and all that,
but eh) and I left it at that because I didn't want her losing her shit and fucking my hair up for pushing
any further. I could already see from her body language and facial cues she was containing her
indignation. If the situation had been different, if she didn't have liberty to put holes in my cranium
with sharp blades, I would have pushed her to her limits more. Fun, fun.
PS: bitch didn't get a tip. People who disrespect my intelligence by lying to my face aren't getting
tipped. Her face as she handed me my change and I didn't say "keep it" was priceless. Gotta be
careful with your lies, women are used to hiding behind them, but lie with the wrong person about the
wrong thing and you expose yourself as a fraud to them.
Oh yeah, check my site out: http://illimitablemen.com/
Thanks for reading.
EDIT: "How do you get good at cold reading?"
A note from /u/foutight:

Dr Paul Ekman has spent his whole life studying deceit and lying and published about 7
books. One of his books, ''Telling Lies'' is excellent source of information on micro-
expressions that can be used to ready body language.

Link: http://www.amazon.com/Telling-Lies-Marketplace-Politics-Marriage/dp/0393337456/
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[REPOST] The Red Pill Constitution [Updated]
97 upvotes | November 8, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Lately we've had a number of new people in the sub who do not appear to have read the sidebar and
lack basic knowledge of the fundamentals (as evidenced by numerous basic level questions that
belong in /r/asktrp.) That shit isn't good. But this is. To celebrate a year of writing I'm going over my
older content and polishing it up. Turning turds into trophies so to speak. First up to receive this
treatment is "The Red Pill Constitution," also known as "The Red Pill Antibiotic Nuke" on the
sidebar.
If you're new to the sub this is a vital read that will educate you on a numerous collection of various
RP beliefs. It is extensive but not exhaustive. If you think there is anything vital I have missed that
should be considered for inclusion, let me know in a comment. Will update the sidebarred version
soon. Enjoy.
http://illimitablemen.com/understanding-the-red-pill/red-pill-constitution/

01.) - Feminists claim they want equality but their actions and reactions indicate it is power
without responsibility that they strive for. They desire both male and female privileges
consolidated to form a perverse type of “feminist privilege,” thus upsetting the balance of
power and social dynamic between the sexes. Feminists want the privileges of being women
(privilege such as being economically provided for by a man, getting opportunities based on
their beauty and men protecting them from physical harm regardless of their actions) as well
as male privilege (authority/perceived dominance, respect for having a career, to not be
judged so harshly on physical appearance etc.) These desires are neither pragmatic nor
realistic, it ignores the biological basis for how the genders perceive each other in the
ignorance that “everything is a social construct!” and that the sexes are “the same” when
even from a cursory glance it is evident this is not the case.

02.) – Women are irrational and inconsistent, they have a capacity for logic but they are not
naturally inclined to reason with it. Women must exert concentrated effort to be logical as it
is not their factory setting, unlike men who are, most of the time, rational in nature. A
logical woman is easily baited into becoming emotional. Regardless of her intellect women
are much more likely to lose lucidity due to their hormonal composition and natural
preference for emotion. It is thus by extension of this that we observe they are more easily
compromised than men are. Their decisions are based on their current emotional state rather
than logic. Once overwhelmed by the feeling of the moment and riding on a tidal wave of
emotion, even if an awareness of what is fair and rational remains intact in the woman, she
shall opt to ignore it in favour of indulging “what feels right.” Ever witnessed a woman hear
something reasonable and in her emotion say “I don’t care!” and then crazily mutter
something that makes no sense to anybody but her? This is a prime example of the feminine
propensity to “reason” with emotion. Being ruled by emotion, there is thus a proclivity to
change erratically and impulsively, leading women to often behave inconsistently and
contradictorily in comparison to previous claims and behaviours they have made and
exhibited. Watch what she does, not what she says, for women are fickle.
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Fuck Marriage
312 upvotes | November 12, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I'm going to be blunt in saying that any man who gets married whether he thinks the woman is of
quality or not is a fucking fool. Eg: George Clooney. Just because she was your unicorn princess
when you married doesn't mean she won't be a scathing bitch 5,10 or even 15 years down the line.
Marriage is a life long investment and you don't have a crystal ball. Women are great at the whole
permanent personality switch thing. The branch swinging hypergamy upgrade thing. And the whole
"switch sides because it suits me to do so thing." They also need constant maintenance. If they're not
haaaaaaaaaaaaaapppy then you're a shit man and they're off. Fuck the fact you have to work hard,
concentrate on yourself, look after your kids and do other shit. No. A woman's responsibilities are
domestic/kids and usually any part time job she has. You have kids, full time job AND THEN HER.
She is probably the most mentally draining thing out of all of those things.
Women lean towards neuroticism (all bitches are crazy, some just less so than others) and thus they
are incredibly temperamental. The older they get the more pronounced any latent psycho-neurotic
tendency will become. Depression (post natal or otherwise), schizophrenia and all that dysfunctional
bad shit which basically makes a woman a no-go as a hard option increases as she ages. Think I
sound crazy? Google mental illness, it's more prevalent in women, specifically, OLDER WOMEN.
They have a natural predisposition to general batshittery. Definitely worth digging deep into a
prospective woman's family dirt to see what her mother, grandmother, sisters and all the rest are like.
If there's any, even A SNIFF of mental illness, nope the fuck out of there. You don't want those genes
in your kids, either. It's your responsibility as a man to check for all this shit. If you bring a little
sadistic boy or girl into the world because your wife's X chromosomes contain dysfunctional DNA,
that's on you.
Some women actually stabilise around/after menopause which is a blessing in disguise, I guess. But
most women are long past fuckable once they reach that stage and any kids you had would be grown
up so you would have survived the bulk part of your marriage. That's the beginning of the home
stretch of your marriage, entering the early twilight years, not the hard part of having a hot young
woman bear your kids and managing her swinging emotions, wants, needs, whining, hypergamy and
negative social influences that hijack her personality via the hegemony of the female groupthink
mentality and turn her into a cunt (EG: slutty friends, media, a bitter venomous mother-in-law etc.)
I rather risk money on the stock market than risk my family/heart/money on a legal contract with a
woman who has the power to rape everything. We live in a culture where a woman's feels have more
legal reach than justice, common sense and logic. I see guys hamster a lot "why marriage is
necessary" it isn't. You just want it because you were inculcated to desire it. In light of that you have
a very weak logical basis for "why marriage is good." Kids need two parents, not a marriage contract.
Fuck marriage. Tell the bitch if she wants a man as high SMV as yourself that she accepts your terms
or you will nope the fuck out. Call her bluff, if she calls yours, follow through. If she begs for you
back, excellent. If not? You've just avoided playing a game of Russian roulette where your net worth,
emotions and family are ripped away from you by a woman who has fallen out of love, gone crazy or
just lost her shit and wants to make you pay. Because all her problems are your fault. Even if they're
not.
I've had this conversation with guys before. Some guys are dumb enough to think getting rich and
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just paying her off is worth it for a 5-10 year marriage and then fucking up your kids when they
become teenagers/pre-teens with a divorce. I think they're fucking chumps. That's just pure hopeless
romanticism. It's a poor as shit strategy whichever way you cut it. Most women are not worth what
they get in a divorce. They get way in excess of what can be deemed reasonable, especially if you are
successful. If you don't have more power/control than her, your marriage will inevitably fail. It's not a
matter of IF, but a matter of when. Exceptions are dark triad men who have learnt to manage their
woman's emotions and play her like a fiddle. Doesn't sound healthy I know but at least the whole
fucking thing actually lasts. Women believe that shit to be "true love" but when you word it
consciously like this it's "creepy as fuck." Good luck with marriage, it's Russian roulette except 5 out
of the 6 chambers have a bullet inside. Here's hoping you hit that 1/6.
Marriage takes your one card away that gives you any measure of power over a woman. Your ability
to walk away. You need to be able to withdraw your commitment at any time and be able to imply
that you can actionably do that via dread game without a massive nuke going off. Even your ability to
affect dread is weakened once you're married. A woman is inclined to think "he won't leave, he can't
afford to leave" and so she carries on acting like a cunt ruining everything you've built "BECAUSE
OF HOW I FEEL!" You don't need to be chaining up your nutsack like that, don't chain your fate to a
woman's emotional whims. If I was emotional, I'd probably cringe every time I hear a guy say "you
need marriage to raise kids." That's dumb as fuck. The divorce will fuck them up, I've seen it happen
again and again. In fact I knew a dude whose parents divorcing red pilled the shit out of him and
changed his whole view of women when he saw how his own mother was. A really rough way to
become red pilled, let me tell you.
Thanks for reading. Check out my blog for more articles, ramblings and other rp/male related shit:
http://illimitablemen.com/
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Similarities between Feminism and Religion: Feminism
replaces religion as a system of faith where religious belief is
absent.
64 upvotes | November 14, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This is not my work. I saw this on another site and thought it was RP as fuck and thus worth sharing
with you guys. The original source/writer can be found here:
http://antimisandry.com/blogs/lanavor22/714-few-thoughts-feminism-religion.html

I was whined at by some petulant feminist on another forum for comparing feminism with
religion. She is a “skeptic” and a “rationalist” she told me. It is the first time I have come
across a “rationalist” who also identifies as a believer in one of the most dogmatic creeds
the human race has ever dreamed up. So I was thinking of the many ways in which
feminism is very much like a religion.

Feminism is very much like a religion. It is based on faith not reason, and faith is generally
defined as belief without reason.

Feminism believes in the concept of original sin. All males are born with the shameful stain
of masculinity and must seek redemption by proving that they are “good men;” perpetually
prostrating themselves before the altar of gynocentrism. Inherent guilt is something that
feminism is obsessed with.

What religion would be complete without its places of worship? The feminist temples are
the schools and universities where the young must go to be indoctrinated, and where those
who refuse to comply or who blaspheme against the dogma are callously rooted out by the
feminist inquisition.

The inquisition comes in different guises depending on the country. In the USA it is called
the VAWA and it spawns witch-hunting initiatives like Title IX to guarantee itself a never
ending supply of fresh fuel for the feminist stake. Like any religion, feminism revels in
punishing heretics. The mobs of brainwashed followers who join in these witch-hunts revel
in their own sense of righteousness, while proving to their superiors and to each other how
wonderfully pure and “enlightened” they are.

Every religion also needs a devil, and feminism menaces its followers with one of the most
evil and insidious satans of all. The patriarchy is an invisible but ever present evil that is
constantly trying to tempt the pure of heart away from the salvation of the faith. The
patriarchy is responsible for everything that’s wrong with the world, and feminism is to be
thanked for all good things. The patriarchy is powerful and sends forth legions of evil
minions who have apparently been waging a war against women since the dawn of time.
When the righteous soldiers of the one true faith finally vanquish the patriarchy, the world
will see the ushering in of a peaceful, prosperous feminist utopia. Many believe though, that
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it will also herald the dawn of a terrible judgement day, when the agents of the patriarchy
will be required to atone for thousands of years of misogynistic sin.

Feminism regularly launches witch-hunts to demonise sceptics and frighten its own
followers with an endless cast of imaginary goblins and devils. It shores up its own
authority and silences critics using manufactured bogeymen like rape-culture and violence
against women.

Feminism also spawns strange male cults like the “good men project.” These cults tend to
be populated by self-flagellating sycophants who metaphorically whip themselves raw in
order purify themselves of their vile masculinity, hoping that their penance will earn them a
seat at the right hand of the Goddess when the feminist judgement day finally dawns. These
men seek approval by trampling their own dignity and self-worth into the dust, but not even
“good men” are guaranteed salvation. Even a “good man” must know his place in the
service of gynocentrism. He must never be allowed to forget that women are the chosen
people and theirs is the Promised Land.

Any male feminist or even a female one who questions any aspect of feminist doctrine is
summarily denounced, excommunicated and cast into the wilderness. Even some of the
most revered high-priestesses of the feminist church have been de-frocked for the crime of
Apostasy.

Feminism has its own holy orders based in every country in the world. These orders might
have differing agendas or specialties. Some rage against newspapers that are seen to
“objectify” women. Some fight against prostitution and some “raise awareness” of
misogyny in gaming culture. Notwithstanding slight differences of focus, all of these orders
of the sisterhood have much in common. They all share an unshakable and largely
unquestioned loyalty to the core doctrines of the feminist faith. They all share an overt
contempt for objective scholarship, and they believe that mindless slogans and meaningless
incantations are a good replacement for the oppressive patriarchal concepts of scientific
research and critical peer review. To them science is the enemy of faith and therefore
science is a tool of the patriarchy.

Feminism relies on its holy scriptures for guidance, and it has enormous mountains of these
texts. They are uncannily similar to religious texts found in the Bible; badly written,
deliberately vague, blatantly contradictory and often downright bizarre. They can be
interpreted by feminist priestesses to mean whatever is expedient at the time; and also to
condemn just about anything feminism disapproves of. Most of them were written by
feminist priestesses and many of these priestesses have since been canonised by the feminist
church. Feminism has a vast array of saints from 19th century suffragettes to modern
“academics.”

Feminists also worship suffering and martyrdom, even when the suffering is exaggerated or
simply fabricated. Victims are venerated in feminist culture, provided that is, that the crime
committed against them can be blamed on the patriarchy. Victims are encouraged to wear
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their victimhood like a crown of thorns, and victimhood can easily win for a young woman,
status as a minor celebrity among the faithful. The temptation to declare as a victim is
therefore very appealing, even to those who have never been victims of anything. New
“victims” emerge every day to take their place on the marble pedestals of martyrdom and
enjoy their brief period of adoration by the legions of the feminist faithful.

Although feminism doesn’t have a weekly Sabbath, it does have its own holy days:
International women’s day, breast cancer awareness day and a whole plethora of days,
which are designed to celebrate the feminine and often to denigrate the masculine. These
days are often marked by festivals or processions. The processions are often led by feminist
preachers in strange costumes chanting slogans through a loud-hailer; the slogans being
answered by the following congregation of the faithful with repeated incantations. The
processions are often joined by “good men,” anxious to meekly demonstrate their own
compliance. The ritualistic and repetitive nature of feminist chanting is a valuable tool in the
arsenal of the church. The chanting creates a sense of solidarity and togetherness. It drowns
out any kind of critical analysis and it allows the feminists to further brainwash themselves
with their faith. It creates an atmosphere of almost ecstatic self-induced hypnosis and welds
the faithful together in an exciting wave of self-righteous anger; despite the fact that most of
them are never quite able to put a finger on what it is exactly that they’re angry about.

Feminism uses its own version of the religious madras to indoctrinate the young and teach
them to drown out their own logical faculties through ritualised chanting. Gender studies
departments remain among the few areas within modern university culture which are
completely absolved from the usual scholarly requirement for objective analysis and peer
review. Generations of young people are now emerging from these indoctrination centres so
completely blinded by feminist mumbo jumbo that they are incapable of any kind of
independent thought and deeply afraid of real life.

To add my own 0.02c on this topic:
In the absence of a religious system to dictate gender norms and values and act as an authority on
how men and women should behave, feminism is inevitable. It will take over from religion in
commanding a society's collective horde of female hamsters (as well as male gerbils) and perpetuate
itself as the new hegemonic ideology within the collective feminine hivemind. It will be codified via
institutionalisation throughout society's most prominent institutions: the workplace, education etc.
You choose religion, or you choose feminism. You don't get to have neither. IMO, religion is the
lesser evil vs. feminism. It'd be great not to have either, but I don't think it's ever been done. An
atheist rationalist society with no feminism? I don't think the mean IQ is high enough to support such
a civilization. Humanity isn't ready to rule itself purely with reason, it needs bullshit. You get rid of
the patriarch in the sky telling women to be good to their husbands and instead they end up listening
to fuckwit women writing magazine columns (Cosmo, HuffPost, Slate) as well as incestuous kiddy
fiddlers like Lena Dunham.
No, unfortunately, we're always going to have irrational fuckwits that need set systems in place to
guide them through the world. We will always need an ideology that acts to act as hamster
damage control and govern the feminine hamster population, better we have an ideology that
curbs those hamsters (their rationalisation, their hypergamy and etc) acting as force for good to keep
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them in check rather than feed them steroids and send them on off a one way ticket to BATSHIT-
ville. Chanty Binx ring any bells?:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Vq1VwJHbYno
I likewise have a piece somewhat similar in theme to this on my blog, check it out if the topic
interests you: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/10/16/the-feminist-thought-police/
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The Different Types of Manipulator: from read it out of a
book, to untamed psychopath, to actualised master.
34 upvotes | November 15, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Synopsis:
A look at the different types of machiavellian, how they interact with one another as well as a brief
on how machiavellianism first manifests within people.
Link:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/11/15/nuance-in-manipulative-style-the-machiavellian-trifecta/
Excerpt:

There are people who demonstrate incredibly manipulative tendencies from a young age. Be
it a pronounced desire to manipulate, a natural aptitude to manipulate, or in exceptional
cases, the manifestation of both qualities simultaneously. We will characterise individuals
who show both or either behaviour as "naturals." The naturals fall into what I have
distinguished as two distinct groups: "The Kings" and "The Generals." The remainder of the
Machiavellian population are known as "The Advisers." They learn to become
Machiavellian early on in life due to traumatic or otherwise life-changing events, but for all
intent and purpose before the inception of said event were not naturally predisposed to
Machiavellian thinking. These people are socialised Machiavellians, the Machiavellians of
struggle and necessity, and it is they who make up the final archetype which completes the
trifecta.

Like most things learned in childhood and to a slightly lesser extent, adolescence, there is a
certain intuitive competence acquired from one's early life experiences. With all the
impressionableness and raw aptitude that is embodied in the intelligence of youth the
ferocity of necessity clashes with trial and error's reactive and adaptive curiosity to give rise
to the birth of potential greatness: Machiavellian prowess. This is a universal premise which
applies to all crafts, hobbies and arts. The younger the person, the more pronounced the
effect of their exposure to an idea; for the young are infinitely more malleable than the old
and unlike the old, they need not de-program and then reprogram themselves: they are a
clean slate. Machiavellianism is in that respect, by no means different from any other field
of study or influence. The younger an individual adopts Machiavellianism as their personal
philosophy and likewise practices it as their mode of operation, the more likely one is to
proficiently exercise the power of the art.

The development of Machiavellianism often coincides with the development or
redevelopment of "the self." In childhood, adolescence and early adulthood this process is
rather simply "the development of the self." For older folks the same formation (or
replacement of) personality is preceded by de-programming (unlearning previously learned
behaviours) in favour of learning what are deemed more efficient ones. This is a practice
known more vaguely as metaprogramming, a process where one undergoes cognitive
rewiring via psychological reconditioning. There are a number of ways this can be achieved,
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but that is a whole other topic unto itself reserved for another time.

The framework which begins to take hold in the mind of someone in the process of
becoming Machiavellian causes them to undergo a personality shift. This shift occurs as
part of the internalisation of a new and rapidly evolving mental schema. And so it follows
that it is upon the back of an internalised Machiavellian framework that social skills such as
profoundly accurate analysis and the charm of persuasion manifest as reflexive and natural-
seeming proficiencies. In a Machiavellian they are the product of something bigger, rather
than skills learnt in and of themselves for the sake of themselves. For the competent
Machiavellian, they are merely symptomatic exemplifications of their Machiavellian
aptitude having attained a certain degree of refinement.

Any questions you have I will endeavour to answer. Enjoy the read.
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The Different Types of Manipulator: from read it out of a
book, to untamed psychopath, to actualised master.
21 upvotes | November 15, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

Synopsis:
A look at the different types of machiavellian, how they interact with one another as well as a brief
on how machiavellianism first manifests within people.
Link:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/11/15/nuance-in-manipulative-style-the-machiavellian-trifecta/
Excerpt:

There are people who demonstrate incredibly manipulative tendencies from a young age. Be
it a pronounced desire to manipulate, a natural aptitude to manipulate, or in exceptional
cases, the manifestation of both qualities simultaneously. We will characterise individuals
who show both or either behaviour as "naturals." The naturals fall into what I have
distinguished as two distinct groups: "The Kings" and "The Generals." The remainder of the
Machiavellian population are known as "The Advisers." They learn to become
Machiavellian early on in life due to traumatic or otherwise life-changing events, but for all
intent and purpose before the inception of said event were not naturally predisposed to
Machiavellian thinking. These people are socialised Machiavellians, the Machiavellians of
struggle and necessity, and it is they who make up the final archetype which completes the
trifecta.

Like most things learned in childhood and to a slightly lesser extent, adolescence, there is a
certain intuitive competence acquired from one's early life experiences. With all the
impressionableness and raw aptitude that is embodied in the intelligence of youth the
ferocity of necessity clashes with trial and error's reactive and adaptive curiosity to give rise
to the birth of potential greatness: Machiavellian prowess. This is a universal premise which
applies to all crafts, hobbies and arts. The younger the person, the more pronounced the
effect of their exposure to an idea; for the young are infinitely more malleable than the old
and unlike the old, they need not de-program and then reprogram themselves: they are a
clean slate. Machiavellianism is in that respect, by no means different from any other field
of study or influence. The younger an individual adopts Machiavellianism as their personal
philosophy and likewise practices it as their mode of operation, the more likely one is to
proficiently exercise the power of the art.

The development of Machiavellianism often coincides with the development or
redevelopment of "the self." In childhood, adolescence and early adulthood this process is
rather simply "the development of the self." For older folks the same formation (or
replacement of) personality is preceded by de-programming (unlearning previously learned
behaviours) in favour of learning what are deemed more efficient ones. This is a practice
known more vaguely as metaprogramming, a process where one undergoes cognitive
rewiring via psychological reconditioning. There are a number of ways this can be achieved,
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but that is a whole other topic unto itself reserved for another time.

The framework which begins to take hold in the mind of someone in the process of
becoming Machiavellian causes them to undergo a personality shift. This shift occurs as
part of the internalisation of a new and rapidly evolving mental schema. And so it follows
that it is upon the back of an internalised Machiavellian framework that social skills such as
profoundly accurate analysis and the charm of persuasion manifest as reflexive and natural-
seeming proficiencies. In a Machiavellian they are the product of something bigger, rather
than skills learnt in and of themselves for the sake of themselves. For the competent
Machiavellian, they are merely symptomatic exemplifications of their Machiavellian
aptitude having attained a certain degree of refinement.

Any questions you have I will endeavour to answer. Enjoy the read.
More relevant reading material: http://illimitablemen.com/power/
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**2014 UPDATE** - A General Overview of The Dark Triad
47 upvotes | November 19, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

It was around a year ago today (actually a year and two days ago, but fuck it) that I self-published my
first dark triad article into the manosphere. I've come a long way as a writer, blogger and thinker
since then and wanted to update and adapt my entry piece on the dark triad to reflect that.
Changes from the original version:

Added a picture at the top, people like pictures.
Massive grammar improvements, flows better. Probably only minor things left to flesh out, far
more readable than it was before anyhow.
About 700 additional words.
The addition of some concepts and the removal of elements I deemed retrospectively
superfluous.

Updated article link:
http://illimitablemen.com/2013/11/17/understanding-the-dark-triad/
What it's about:
It's basically my attempt to generalise, surmise and introduce someone to the concept of the dark triad
who has never been acquainted with this framework and set of ideas before. If you're going to read
anything on the topic and attempt to understand it, this is the most easily understood piece written in
the simplest manner. I'm not saying it's simple or easy to understand at all, simply that in comparison
to everything else I write on the topic, it doesn't really get any simpler than this.
Here is the opening excerpt:

The Dark Triad is an immoral trifecta of personality traits that result in immense personal
power. It grants high social status, tight control over interpersonal social dynamics and
elicits intense sexual attraction. It’s for these reasons that many men interested in red pill
philosophy likewise have an interest in the dark triad and idealise ascertaining the
psychological state of “being dark triad” or at least a simulacrum of such a state.

These men see power embodied within specific personality traits and they want to know
“how can I be like that?” “How can I be the successful asshole?!” The truth of the matter is
that if you did not neurologically develop a dark triad personality as a child, you will never
be completely dark triad in the truest sense of the classification. The dark triad is essentially
not something one can be trained to become, however it can be reverse engineered and
emulated. I’ll elaborate on this later on in the article however first I’ll outline what the dark
triad actually is.

So not too far back I mentioned the dark triad is a trifecta of personality traits. To be more
specific, it is composed of three “anti-social” mental schemas which work in tandem to
form “the dark triad.” Those comprising psychosocial mental schemas are as follows:
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Understanding Narcissism

Excessive self-love as well as ridiculously high, bordering on, or far exceeding, obnoxious
self-confidence. Dark triad individuals are egotist incarnate, this component of the triad
forms the superficial glazing which masks and distracts one from the murkier depths of the
dark triad persona. It is this device that achieves a dark triad individual baseline social
acceptance in most social situations, for people are innately drawn to those who exhibit vast
self-confidence.

The narcissism is clinical, deep-rooted and intensely internalised. The individual truly
believes they are superior to everybody else simply because they are who they are and they
exist. This is something akin to a god complex. Naturally, this has the effect of rubbing off
on other people despite being completely unsubstantiated. People assume subconsciously
that someone who loves themselves that much must have a basis for their self-image and
therefore wrongfully assumes such an individual is high value. Narcissists, in the absence of
significant worldly success are huge proponents of the "fake it 'till you make it" mantra.
Except unlike your average joe who exhausts himself with the pretence, it takes a narcissist
almost no effort to maintain it, because despite the objective invalidity of their assertions
they believe in their own delusions.

ADDENDUM - Notes on Narcissism:
I'm aware I haven't completed the trifecta by publishing my individualised piece on narcissism yet.
As a writer and a thinker, it is the hardest part of the triad in my opinion to articulate and educate on.
It is the most nuanced, and I believe there to be more than one type of narcissism. I have a number of
other projects (I have 100 or so drafts at various levels of completion) and I'm taking my time in
fleshing out the piece to adequately describe a broad spectrum of functional and dysfunctional
narcissism. Basically, I'm a perfectionist. Wait, it will come.

https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 162 of 355

How you know you're Alpha
627 upvotes | November 23, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

You hold eye contact for longer with people. (confidence)
Your posture is better. (lifting)
Your voice is deeper. (lifting)
You speak more confidently, even when you're bullshitting.
You believe in yourself.
You will fight if necessary. You are not conflict averse.
Unless they are part of your trusted council, people's opinions will matter less to you. Almost
nothing. As an alpha you realise people will shit test you all the time, you're desensitised to
that.
You see women as passive beings in the dating game to be acquired/seduced, not same-level
equalists who are negotiated into contract. Attraction is not negotiable.
You embrace pain and use it as a power source to keep pushing you further with your goals. As
long as you have your pain and the motivation that brings, nothing any other fuck can say really
does a dent in your psyche. If you've been to hell and back what does it matter that some cunt
thinks X about you? Whatever. People who harness pain are stronger than people who hide
from it in fear. You have learnt to make pain your friend rather than your enemy.
You don't chase women when they give you more shit than they're worth, you replace
them/seek new women. You don't pedestalise pussy. You have a "I'm the prize" mentality.
You don't indulge in time wasting drama, you get the fuck on with your shit. Drama is time
rape.
You enforce your boundaries.
You know when to ignore people/arguments/comments/situations which are lose-lose. When
someone tries to provoke you/shit test you and you lose either way, you realise not to play.
You take more risks. You are bold.
You don't need to go to /r/asktrp.
You're willing to lead projects/people, you don't shy from responsibility.
When people attack your masculinity to try and coerce you, you don't let it phaze you. You
know you're masculine. Someone telling you you're a bitch because you won't go to the shop
for them elicits a laugh at how pathetic their manipulation is, not a "oh boy they're right, I'm not
even man enough to buy shit for them!"
You become less tolerant to bullshit in general.
You realise people, but women specifically, are always putting out subtle dominance tests to
see how you will react. Your self-belief/frame will allow you to handle these fluidly and
organically as and when they come, you don't need to read books or have preset plans to handle
social situations.
Men specifically will actually test you more than when you were beta, you will find they feel
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threatened/insecure by your masculinity that they lack, so they will throw more shit at you.
Usually they do this passive aggressively. In a way, they are much like women. Funny how
similar beta/omega men can be to women. They all characterise feminine behaviours.
Extension of the previous point, narcissist alphas will try to AMOG you. Think of the
obnoxious gym rat guys. If a guy is trying that kind of theatrical bullshit around you, he feels
threatened by you. Unfortunately the brotherhood mentality does not extend too far out of the
manosphere.
You realise you're on your own in this world, your parents will die one day. Everything is down
to you. You can only rely on you. People come and go, friends, women, whatever. You make
yourself dependable for your needs.
You realise when people are playing hard to get (men or women) and so you ignore them in
response when they do finally decide to bother with you.
You're quick to next people in general because you come from a place of abundance, not
neediness.
You're not lazy, you're always trying new shit to find your way in life.
You're motivated and because you're not risk adverse, you keep failing until you find a way that
works. You don't fear failure, you embrace it. You are an experience junkie, good or bad.
When nobodies talk shit about you, you laugh instead of getting offended. Banter is not alien to
you, it's a second language.
On the flip side to the previous point when it's not meant as banter, you don't care.
Your sense of "fairness" may cause you to feel jealous when other people have successes you
don't think they rationally deserve, but you take it on the chin. You know life isn't fair. If it's a
friend, you kill that initial feeling there and then and you make yourself happy for them. It's
your friend, not your enemy. Jealousy is a feminine trait. They may even bring you in later.
Even if they don't, who cares. You support them/be happy for them and keep on grinding. The
jealousy leads nowhere productive. You're a man of efficiency.
You take responsibility for other peoples bullshit when it makes your life easier. Sounds
counterintuitive on the surface level, but if being the fall guy earns you the favour you
want/earns you the trust that needs to be earned with certain people, then it could be worth it to
you. You evaluate all situations strategically and take calculated risks. On the flip, you do not
take the wrap when it does not benefit you.
You get shit the fuck done. You don't let problems build up, you thwart them before they
become bigger problems. You handle shit.

Some of these points overlap I realise, no need to tell me.
Check out my blog, follow etc.
I will have more self improvement based stuff on there in the future (got a whole little portal planned,
which I'm excited about, kind of like a syllabus.) Likewise I am committed to quite a lot of future
dark triad content.
For the alphas in progress:
RP can take a long time to actualise, if you've been here 6 months and nothing has happened yet,
that's because you're still unlearning old habits. Maybe you're not lifting yet, but you've stopped
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doing drugs/alcohol so much and you've cut your video game time down. You're not making gains,
but you're mitigating vices. You will have cheat days/relapse days, don't sweat it. Success is not
linear. You have to deprogram before you can reprogram. Don't give up on yourself, keep reading
and making baby steps. If there's anything I can recommend first and foremost, it's to get 7-8 hours
sleep a night, get a weight lifting program on the go and eat as best as you can for the budget that
you're on. The energy and focus you get from lifting will help kick start everything else. If you're too
pussy shit to workout in a gym or you can't afford the monthly subscription, get a weight set and
workout at home. There is no excuse not to get your lazy ass off the computer chair. Keep on keeping
on gentlemen.
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Law 01 - Do Not Outshine The Master - Massively In-Depth
97 upvotes | November 28, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I have massively overhauled the first piece I wrote pertaining to The 48 Laws of Power just over a
year ago.
Link: Law 01 - Don't Outshine The Master In-Depth
Summary:
A thorough look at Law 1 from Robert Greene's 48 Laws of Power, exploring it in more depth citing
numerous easily relatable examples and methodologies, drawing multiple parallels.
To see basic discussion of the law (ain't nobody got time for no essay!) then check out this:
/r/TheRedPill/comments/2me5k6/48_days_of_power_day_1_never_outshine_the_master/
Also check us out on /r/the48lawsofpower - we made (well it was made, and I was invited to
moderate) a board dedicated to discussing The 48 Laws of Power, as well as the dark triad and
power/political/military strategy in general. I bet that's got a few of you shady motherfuckers
skulking in the shadows perking up eh?
Opening Excerpt

Contents:

1.) Preamble

2.) Understand Your Social Surroundings

2a.) The Classroom Example & Target Selection

3.) Popularity & Respect Carry More Authority Than Job Titles

4.) Successfully Outshining Masters

4a.) The Michael Jackson Example

4b.) The Ja Rule Example

5.) Accidentally Outshining

6.) Building Trust and Kinship: The Apprentice Method

7.) The Apprentice Method – Utilising Submission for Self-Gain

7a.) Surmising the Apprentice Method

8.) The Puppeteer Method
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9.) In Closing

Preamble:

Many have problems understanding the laws in Robert Greene’s best-selling and critically
acclaimed book The 48 Laws of Power. One particular criticism I have repeatedly come
across is that the examples Greene gives aren’t based in the contemporary. Rather it is
observantly asserted they are based upon elaborate tales from times gone by, times which
the reader struggles to relate to their own lives’ politics. This series of blog posts will
dissect each law and explain them more intricately than Greene did, taking different
approaches and giving different examples of the specified law within a more contemporary
social paradigm. Likewise expect to find fresh parallels drawn between the laws, additional
insights as well as detailed Machiavellian methodologies. Firstly as a note of reminder: the
basic mechanisms of Machiavellianism are inherently synoptic so expect to see overlap
between various laws. Secondly, particular reference has been made to laws outside of this
one where it has been deemed relevant throughout the essay. Now without further ado…

Understand Your Social Surroundings:

In a social group where you’re new and your position is questionably unestablished, you
should immediately look to determine who the leader is. If you’re a strong character, show
restraint and do not show more dominance than the group leader. No trying to make the
leader look bad and no competing for the majority of the group’s attention. If the group
leader is objectively inferior in a capacity obvious for all to see, you will have to play down
or otherwise conceal your natural aptitude.

Befriend the group leader, win their trust, and you’ll get their approval. It is vital that out of
respect and recognition of the leader’s status that you quickly identify and address them.
Win the leader over and you gain access to the entire group. Group leaders are the
gatekeepers of social groups, their singular word holds the most value and influence within
the group; it therefore stands to reason that their favour is inextricably necessary. For
example, if there were a group of three attractive women, you would initiate, politely
challenge and subsequently charm the bossiest one. If it were a group of frat boys, your
target would be the guy that everyone most visibly looks up to and respects. If the group
leader doesn’t like you in spite of your sincerest efforts to win them over, you should
abandon that group. Take the loss, move on, and seek greener pastures. Trying to become a
part of groups where the leadership doesn’t like you in spite of your efforts is rarely worth
the uphill struggle. It is far better to thrive where you are accepted, than be barely and rather
contemptuously tolerated where you are not.

Significant Changes:
So what's new? What are the changes between the original and the new piece? A metric fuck tonne,
really. I've really grown as a writer since I originally wrote the piece and the depth to my
understanding of Machiavellianism both abstractly and applied has only grown in the prior 12
months, leading to a deeper and richer essay.
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The piece has almost doubled in size. The original was around 3,200 words, the new one is
circa 6,000 words (or 15 pages long.)
It has been condensed into sections, like a mini-book. So although it's a lot longer than the
original piece it's easy to find the last part you were reading after an interlude due to the
frequency of the headings. You don't have to read it all at once, it should be treated as a very
short book in and of itself.
The grammar is a lot better, it flows better. I'm not actually capable of making my own work
grammar perfect, but if you possess the sufficient vocabulary you should not struggle to read it.

Will you ever finish these essays?
I've been asked this a few times so just thought I'd answer it here: I hope to, however I'm probably
not going to complete them all for a very long time - especially if I am to maintain this level of
quality. I'm in no rush to "get them all done" either, I believe rushing this kind of shit will only lead
to an inferior final product. I need to balance the topics I write about to create a more balanced blog. I
know my blog is seen as a "blog about power" but I want to help men with their bitch issues and self
issues too. I haven't written about red pill theory for awhile, so I want to go and do something on that
now.
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Law 01 - Don't Outshine The Master: In-Depth
12 upvotes | November 29, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

I have massively overhauled the first piece I wrote pertaining to The 48 Laws of Power just over a
year ago.
Link: Law 01 - Don't Outshine The Master In-Depth
Summary:
A thorough look at Law 1 from Robert Greene's 48 Laws of Power, exploring it in more depth citing
numerous easily relatable examples and methodologies, drawing multiple parallels.
To see basic discussion of the law (ain't nobody got time for no essay!) then check out this:
/r/TheRedPill/comments/2me5k6/48_days_of_power_day_1_never_outshine_the_master/
Also check us out on /r/the48lawsofpower - we made (well it was made, and I was invited to
moderate) a board dedicated to discussing The 48 Laws of Power, as well as the dark triad and
power/political/military strategy in general. I bet that's got a few of you shady motherfuckers
skulking in the shadows perking up eh?
Opening Excerpt:

Contents:

1.) Preamble

2.) Understand Your Social Surroundings

2a.) The Classroom Example & Target Selection

3.) Popularity & Respect Carry More Authority Than Job Titles

4.) Successfully Outshining Masters

4a.) The Michael Jackson Example

4b.) The Ja Rule Example

5.) Accidentally Outshining

6.) Building Trust and Kinship: The Apprentice Method

7.) The Apprentice Method – Utilising Submission for Self-Gain

7a.) Surmising the Apprentice Method

8.) The Puppeteer Method
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9.) In Closing

Preamble:

Many have problems understanding the laws in Robert Greene’s best-selling and critically
acclaimed book The 48 Laws of Power. One particular criticism I have repeatedly come
across is that the examples Greene gives aren’t based in the contemporary. Rather it is
observantly asserted they are based upon elaborate tales from times gone by, times which
the reader struggles to relate to their own lives’ politics. This series of blog posts will
dissect each law and explain them more intricately than Greene did, taking different
approaches and giving different examples of the specified law within a more contemporary
social paradigm. Likewise expect to find fresh parallels drawn between the laws, additional
insights as well as detailed Machiavellian methodologies. Firstly as a note of reminder: the
basic mechanisms of Machiavellianism are inherently synoptic so expect to see overlap
between various laws. Secondly, particular reference has been made to laws outside of this
one where it has been deemed relevant throughout the essay. Now without further ado…

Understand Your Social Surroundings:

In a social group where you’re new and your position is questionably unestablished, you
should immediately look to determine who the leader is. If you’re a strong character, show
restraint and do not show more dominance than the group leader. No trying to make the
leader look bad and no competing for the majority of the group’s attention. If the group
leader is objectively inferior in a capacity obvious for all to see, you will have to play down
or otherwise conceal your natural aptitude.

Befriend the group leader, win their trust, and you’ll get their approval. It is vital that out of
respect and recognition of the leader’s status that you quickly identify and address them.
Win the leader over and you gain access to the entire group. Group leaders are the
gatekeepers of social groups, their singular word holds the most value and influence within
the group; it therefore stands to reason that their favour is inextricably necessary. For
example, if there were a group of three attractive women, you would initiate, politely
challenge and subsequently charm the bossiest one. If it were a group of frat boys, your
target would be the guy that everyone most visibly looks up to and respects. If the group
leader doesn’t like you in spite of your sincerest efforts to win them over, you should
abandon that group. Take the loss, move on, and seek greener pastures. Trying to become a
part of groups where the leadership doesn’t like you in spite of your efforts is rarely worth
the uphill struggle. It is far better to thrive where you are accepted, than be barely and rather
contemptuously tolerated where you are not.

Significant Changes:
So what's new? What are the changes between the original and the new piece? A metric fuck tonne,
really. I've really grown as a writer since I originally wrote the piece and the depth to my
understanding of Machiavellianism both abstractly and applied has only grown in the prior 12
months, leading to a deeper and richer essay.
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The piece has almost doubled in size. The original was around 3,200 words, the new one is
circa 6,000 words (or 15 pages long.)
It has been condensed into sections, like a mini-book. So although it's a lot longer than the
original piece it's easy to find the last part you were reading after an interlude due to the
frequency of the headings. You don't have to read it all at once, it should be treated as a very
short book in and of itself.
The grammar is a lot better, it flows better. I'm not actually capable of making my own work
grammar perfect, but if you possess the sufficient vocabulary you should not struggle to read it.

Will you ever finish these essays?
I've been asked this a few times so just thought I'd answer it here: I hope to, however I'm probably
not going to complete them all for a very long time - especially if I am to maintain this level of
quality. I'm in no rush to "get them all done" either, I believe rushing this kind of shit will only lead
to an inferior final product. I need to balance the topics I write about to create a more balanced blog. I
know my blog is seen as a "blog about power" but I want to help men with their bitch issues and self
issues too. I haven't written about red pill theory for awhile, so I want to go and do something on that
now.
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Being A Man Is Something You Earn Everyday
207 upvotes | November 30, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This was posted on TRP in May 2013 by /u/enticingasthatmaybe. It's pure brilliance.

Humans are a fit species - a vast majority of individuals have the needed genetic makeup
predefined in them to become fit / strong / etc... Meaning that most humans can improve
themselves or maintain a high level of fitness.

I think the distinction between Alpha and MGTOW may come from the Alphas actually
doing the experiment, and it is an experiment, of life improvement and seeing the difference
it makes on their overall quality of life. Lifestyle improvement doesn't happen in a week - it
doesn't happen in a month - it is a grind. Every. Fucking. Day. Day in, day out, you have to
eat well | exercise | read | learn | un-learn. It can be torturous in the beginning because you
see no gains and by the time you've invested a couple of weeks into improving yourself
you're still depressed, bitter and lonely. Then, you add the strain of working out, running or
both, detoxing from shitty foods and sodas, and broke from buying clothes - it turns into a
life of being depressed, bitter, lonely, tired, headache ridden, constantly hungry and broke.
You can see then why some would come to the conclusion that 'women just aren't worth it'.

However, if you make it through the grind long enough... One day you break through the
barrier of 'this fucking sucks'. It takes the ability to power through the grind - the ability to
look passed the hate you will receive for improving yourself, and hate you will most
assuredly receive. People will hate you, they will project real and genuine hate towards you
for improving yourself. They want you inferior, society needs you to remain inferior and
ignorant of your own worth. Nothing frightens those around you more than a Man confident
in his own value because he cannot be shamed into servitude.

It is a grind. Every. Single. Fucking. Day.

You will get yelled at by insecure Men while out running shirtless in compression shorts.
But once you glance back and see the carnal look of absolute hunger on his girlfriends face,
you'll smile your biggest Devil may care smile, wink at her and go about your run. So what
if the hillbilly steps out and wants to fight; you're on a fucking 10 mile run - you lift for
strength, not for glory. You're strong, fast, fit and agile. Fuck his stupid face up then give
his girlfriend a fucking she won't forget.

Then the glorious day happens when you awaken...

You hate even the smell of soda. Putting a piece of candy in your mouth feels like someone
dropped straight lemon juice on your tongue, you spit the poison out because that's what a
sensible Man does when poison is in his mouth. You have intimate knowledge of how your
body odor should smell and realize that if you are starting to have armpit stench it's because
you fucked up and ate something deep fried, usually as a courtesy or a last resort. You buy
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more peanut butter, bananas and chicken breast than you buy fuel for your car. White bread
tastes weird to you and you can't remember the last time you ate rice.

Women cast huge smiles at you for no reason. You get seated quickly at restaurants.
Bartenders, male and female, take your drink order almost immediately when you approach
a bar; no more having to flash cash to show you want to buy something. You feel eyes on
you where ever you go. Which at first can be disconcerting, but then you quickly realize
how few fucks you give and just bask in the attention. Hey, if they're looking they must like
what they see.

You see these changes - you enjoy these changes, but you do not need these changes.
You've fought your way to the top using nothing but what you've created and built on your
own. Yes, the world can enjoy you now, but the world didn't make you; you did. You set the
terms and conditions of that enjoyment. You no longer have to ask for anything, you issue
gentle yet assertive commands and people follow them simply because you directed them
to. You are a Man; the world needs you but you don't care, you don't need the world.

Begin the grind: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/13/monk-mode/
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Society has turned inward. We live in a middle time without
total wars and frontiers waiting for exploration and
exploitation.
64 upvotes | December 3, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This is a private message I received from a redpiller awhile ago where he talks about why he thinks
feminism has taken hold so strongly in the west. I thought it was a brilliant analysis and asked him to
create a thread (this was going back 5 months ago.) It seems he never got around to doing so, for
whatever reason that may be. In light of that, I've taken it upon myself to share what he sent me with
the rest of you. Emphasis is my own.

Patriarchal societies have always been built on glory, on conquest expansion and
dominance. After WW2 the West rejected imperialism, and eventually large scale warfare
after Vietnam. Conflict and conquest is the engine of Patriarchal society and all it's
progress, just like physical exercise is the engine of male self esteem. Society has turned
inward. We live in a middle time without total wars and frontiers waiting for exploration
and exploitation. I see this as the primary macro condition. Give men a place of stress and
risk to exact their energies towards glory and they will return home and impose order.
Society needs to go lift. When it does, men will return to their natural leadership position.
Western ideology doesn't do that anymore though. Nationalism is over. (Guess where it's
not though? China. Funny right?)

I think our thing, whatever you want to call what TRP represents, needs to push to the new
frontiers and begin true conquest anew. If we lived in a society of astronauts, where
success could be found in risking life and limb for fortune in space, you think we'd still
have these problems? It ain't gonna be the chicks strapping themselves to rockets to go
mine the minerals and build the colonies. The only reason female astronauts exist is to fill
a NASA diversity quota. I'm glad our national space program is dead. Now it can become
what it should, an open frontier for private enterprise. The sexual counter revolution is
going to happen, the eventual TRP end game needs to be discussed. I think we should be
looking forward and outward, instead of falling into a mental retro fallacy. Patriarchy isn't
built on ideology, it's built on exo-conflict. The ideology is the rationalization for the
conflict. The patriarchy won't be rebuilt with the ideologies, it will be rebuilt with the new
frontier.

Truly right now, we are in the age of decadence. Check out Sir John Glubb's "The Fate of
Empires" if this topic interests you. Credit goes to /u/fluviant for originally introducing me to The
Fate of Empires (and no, he was not the one who sent me this PM.) I've got a few "decline based"
books on my "to read list" which will no doubt inspire and be the topic of future blog posts, so if
you enjoy this topic, stay tuned.
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I'm sick and fucking tired of men who enable women and their
"it's not my fault" bullshit victim complex
377 upvotes | December 5, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This was originally a comment over in /u/bsutansalt's thread "the sexodus - why men are giving up
on women and dropping out of society" but a user recommended I give the comment its own topic
and I agreed with him, so fuck it, here it is:

And we'll discover that the real victims of modern feminism are, of course, women
themselves, who have been left lonelier and less satisfied than they have ever been.

I find it hilarious how much of the article basically outlines how the typical woman treats the
average man like a pile of fucking shit, and then concludes that in their hostile ignorant arrogance,
they end up being the real victims due to loneliness.
Men always want to go to bat for women, and that shit fucks me off. It must be genetic or some shit
because I see men in TRP doing that shit too "don't be mad at tuh womenz brah, u just bitter OK? I
get LOADSA PUSSY, you gotta lift and man up brah, stop being bitter brah" I get fucking tired of
that retarded trite dumb testosterone monkeys spit. Fucking retards who lift a bit of metal and fuck a
bit of pussy who are totally ignorant to what's going on, but think they're a boss because they can get
laid and are constantly high on fucking TREN and a post workout buzz. Just because you lift and get
laid, doesn't mean society isn't fucked up. Their opinions on life and women are basically some
retarded flow chart:

Do you lift brah? (Yes/No) No? - If not go lift brah
Do you get laid brah? (Yes/No?) - If not go tinder brah.

Tinder not working? You need to cut brah. Already doing both? Then there's no problem, you be
trippin' brah! GYM AND TINDER FO LYFE!
See these fucking idiots think being jacked and getting laid is all you need to be fulfilled in life, and
that's fucking bullshit. Men outside the manosphere could collectively go lift tomorrow and it
wouldn't change the legal system, it wouldn't get rid of feminism, it wouldn't fix the fucked up
education system or the shit economy and it wouldn't give men game/social awareness. It wouldn't
change a sweet damn thing for the overall condition of men as outlined in this fucking article.
For some reason, there are a sub-section of men who want to go to bat for women, and the more
pussy your typical man gets, the more he thinks "hey you know what, women are fine, I have great
times with them, you must be the problem BRAAAAHHHH ain't nothing wrong with women
BRAAAAAAAH you're the problem BRAAAAAAAAAAH." They don't wanna explore really what
the fuck is up. It's just the guys fault. It's close-minded bullshit. Fuck exploring shit, and god forbid
blaming a woman, they are poor innocent wittle victimz and as a man, it's all your fault if she's a
cunt! The old hypoagent-hyperagent bait and switch gets annoying (men take blame for everything,
women get blamed for nothing.)
Look, if we're not blaming women FOR ANYTHING, and NOTHING IS THEIR FAULT even if
they're HUGE CUNTS. Then we can't treat them as equals. We can't respect them. We must see them
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as inferior children (hence the sidebar post "she's the most responsible teenager in the house.")
If we treat them as equals with agency, then we have to hold them to account and stop fucking
blaming men for women acting like cunts. You, you vest wearing juicing fuck, need to stop telling
men they are fucking bitter because they have genuine rational grievances with bitches. You need to
stop looking down on men who don't follow your self-prescribed juice/lift/tinder lifestyle, shut the
fuck up gloating/going to bat for women and realise you're a fucking idiot so high on juice and pussy
that your opinion amounts to jack fucking shit. You're a dumb bitch-enabling ape looking for his next
orgasm, that's all you are. You may physically epitomise masculinity, but mentally you're as bad as
the fucking mangina feminist David Futrelle
Please, pick a fucking side, because I'm tired of the bait-and-switch in play that is used whenever it is
beneficial to serve the plight of women. Men taking the blame for shit outside their realm of control
is, in my opinion, full warp speed male hamster.
Women always need the #1 spot in the victim Olympics don't they? And men and women collectively
enable that bullshit mentality. Society needs to figure the fuck out whether it wants to treat women as
agentless puppies that need to be fed and watered all chained up in their kitchens, or to treat them as
fucking people with equal agency, which means stop going to fucking bat for them and validating
their bullshit with "as the man, it's your fault she's a cunt, you should have used your super man
powers to stop her being a cunt. You should have treated her in such an ALFALLLLLFA way that
the very base of her nature changed and caused her to change into what you wanted her to be. SHE IS
THE WAY YOU MAKE HER. If you were a real man, she wouldn't be a cunt." Because you know,
the fact she has daddy issues and feminism taught her that anything with a dick is a symbolic
incarnation of Satan is irrelevant, it's ALL YOUR FAULT if it don't work with these bitches. And so
the masculinity shaming and blaming continues in it's epic as ever fashion.
LOOK: both MEN AND WOMEN are sick right now, in fact the whole damn society is. Women are
too mentally violent and feral, the worst of their femininity is running amok. Men are too confused,
passive and directionless. That's where TRP comes in, but men should only be taking responsibility
for their own destinies, not blaming themselves for the inevitable theatrics that come as part of the
package in dealing with your average day loony toon of a woman. I never subscribed to the "as a
man, it's your fault she's a cunt IF she's a cunt mantra," and I never will. Some women are just
fucking cunts, plain and simple, and you're an idiot if you think you can make poison drinkable, or
tame the untameable serpent. It takes a whole fucking society to bring bitches in line, and society has
failed all of us.
This whole, she's got no agency when she's playing her victim card, but she's as equal as you with as
much agency as you when she needs representation and respect is fucking bullshit. The mixed
messages are what really fucks shit up. And that shit really fucks up young men, men in general and
the sheer prospect of an LTR for a man. It's such a head fuck that I understand why a lot of guys think
"fuck this shit!" and look for escapes. I don't fucking blame 'em, they're doing what they perceive to
be the rational thing, they just want to be happy. Most men are simple like that. They don't need all
the head games and politics that comes with being in a relationship or even associating with women
nowadays.
Anyway, intentionally vitriolic and provocative rant aside, I thought that was a really good piece. But
women the real victims? Fucking please. 15-30 is a non-stop party for them. After that they either
experience what young guys did, but the girl world equivalent, or they find a beta bucks, get dicked
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by one of the last remaining alphas this effeminate society has, and then fucking cheat on the beta and
swindle him through divorce/child support etc. Which I'm sure some self-assured cunt on here will
reply with "that's great for me BRAH, MORE PUSSY FOR ME BRAH!"
I hope I pissed a few people off who read this, you gym rat cunts know who the fuck you are. A man
with the body of a demigod and the mind of a piss ant is a caricature of masculinity, you cunts make
me sick. If you lift, you better fucking read too (its the mental equivalent of lifting) and cut out the
chest puffing "everything is a man's fault" bullshit.
// End Rant
As always, check out my blog if you like my shit.
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Don't Get Married
61 upvotes | December 8, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This isn't written by me, I have just copied and pasted an essay this dude wrote to me. I read
the whole thing and thought maybe some of the guys here could benefit from it. Younger guys
especially, take notes, LTR/Marriage game is like bitch management on steroids. Here's what
he had to say:
I've never known a happily married man, and I'm a middle aged man myself. They're not going to say
it in front of their mates, it takes about 3 days away from her before the truth starts to come out (such
as a hunting trip, when he'll start to remember how much fun it was to be free again). After you're
married and that first or second kid comes into play, when she's in her early 30s, that's when the
trouble starts. She knows how miserable you are, and will pour salt into the wound at every chance.
She will brow-beat you into thinking that this IS happiness, and pretty soon you'll start believing it.
She has a guaranteed income from you with those two kids under her belt. It's around this time that
she'll start withholding sex, like you're a trained dog. And pretty soon it will be weeks or months
between those sexual encounters. Her body has gone to hell and you may not even want to touch her
anymore, prefering masturbation. The worst part of being married is that she'll demand that
paycheck and give you an allowance so she knows where every penny goes.
If you have a good job and she decides "WE'D BE MUCH BETTER OFF WITHOUT DAD." (Oprah's
never ending mantra), then treat this next piece of advice as if it were a stack of gold bars. Here it is:
She will divorce you thinking she'll get a nice fat child support and alimony paycheck from you every
month. T-bone her bullshit and quit that high paying job, then take a drastically lower paying job,
like working at 7-11 or as a security guard sitting on your ass all night. The judge has to let you have
enough money to cover a roof over your head, food, and basic essentials. Take a job that pays just
enough to cover these. If you have to get food stamps, so what, do so (it's just a debit card now, no
one will know). Same with insurance, Obamacare has you covered (even if it fails to go through,
there will always be public assistance of some kind).
It's either the above or get raped every payday by that cunt, as she takes all your happiness away
anyway-- meaning money.
For extra money you can always start a business off the books, sell your expertise. Don't do business
with banks, use check cashing places-- I use Walmart, $3.oo no matter how big the check is. Even
better, offer a large discount for all-cash customers. Don't keep records of any kind except inside
your head. Preferably live in another state where it would be expensive as hell to have you watched.
Do all of your business out of a post office box. Go to the DMV and change your address to this post
office box. If they pry for an address either tell them you're homeless or give them the address of a
homeless shelter. But you MUST do all of your business out of that PO box, and receive things like
your food stamp debit card there and any correspondence with public assistance. I live in a
southwestern state in the USA, where if you are chronically homeless for two years they will even get
you an apartment. Everything I've talked about here is from first hand experience and has worked for
me for over 35 years now.
If you're young enough then maybe you'll read this before it's too late and avoid marriage and kids
altogether. From experience kids are just going to grow up and hate you anyway, so why bother. The
kids who are born with a silver spoon in their mouths seem to end up hating their parents the most.
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To them it's a clock ticking, just to get those parents buried so they can get the fortune for themselves.
They, in turn end up having kids of their own who feel the same way about them.
Perhaps you see me as a bitter old man, a scoundrel, a dead beat, that may very well be the case. But
if I can save one young guy from falling into this trap and actually have a happy life, it's worth it. You
have to think these dark thoughts to survive in life. Not everyone is born into money and the
happiness it can bring.
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My Stance On Women
471 upvotes | December 10, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

A dude in another topic said:
"The natural instinct is to excel for pussy not for yourself" and I felt my response constituted a topic
in and of itself:
I've noticed that many men place their self-worth on how many women they can fuck and only bother
getting a career and working on themselves so they can have a family. Whilst a noble pursuit as
having a genetic lineage and maintaining your family line is important, I believe many men are
forming a faulty emotional foundation by "dedicating it all to women." Preserving a genetic lineage
should be something you do for yourself, because you are an egotist that wants to preserve his
existence in the world via his offspring once he has left the world you shouldn't be pedestalising
women because women are the centre of your universe. Women aren't worth shit next to a fully
actualised man, if you're a high value man any woman in your life is lucky you even keep her around.
When I took women off the pedestal and introspected deeply and assessed my own flaws and
shortcomings, I realised that in order to ever be happy and attain self-mastery that I needed to become
massively selfish, stop neglecting my own needs and stop hiding from my own weaknesses. I needed
to work on myself each and everyday instead of being a lazy unmotivated fuck. I needed to overcome
my weaknesses so they no longer existed. And I was doing that shit all for myself, there were no
women in the equation and I wasn't hoping "by doing this, I'm going to get women." I did that shit
because I wanted to like myself and respect myself and be someone I could look at in the mirror and
go "that's a man." A lot of guys say "you're hamstering, you do it all for women." And you know
what? I think fuck them, they're projecting why they do this self improvement shit for themselves
onto me. Sure I like getting laid who the fuck doesn't? But it's not the centre of my universe, my art
is. Ignore the wise fucks who think they know you better than you know yourself, because they don't,
especially not the random nobodies on the internet.
As men we are often trained to be too selfless for our own good, especially in matters of women. All
the gents raised by single mothers got a full dose of white knight 101 from their idealistic unwittingly
castrating mothers. This is why I live the self-improvement ethos to the maximum of my capability.
Without that, I don't see much point in life. You stagnate, you drift along without purpose, without
direction, without "a higher goal." Women, to me, are not "a higher goal." I rather be a socially
clueless idiot with a gay shirt landing some shit on a comet than your average billy beta who
occasionally feels like "the man of the house" when he's lifting the shopping bags for his self-entitled
brat of a wife. After my last long-term relationship and then being subsequently introduced to the red
pill I found "doing it all for women" to be a pointless endeavour. Just because they demand your
sacrifice, like the bratty foot stomping narcissists that they are, it doesn't mean you need to concede.
Women are fickle, they are a crap foundation to build your success upon. Building your success, your
skills, your reasoning for living upon the back of a woman is like building your home on top of a
fault line, that shit is going to fuck up and you are going to lose everything. It is not worth the hassle.
If you have a woman in your life you invite her to come and enjoy your world, you do not base your
world upon her. That is chronic nuclear mistake #1.
Indulge in your own self-development, but more importantly, cautiously indulge in women
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sporadically. Do it on your own fucking terms. I realise some men (particularly PUAs) are addicted
to the rush of female validation/having successful social interactions with women and getting lays,
and yeah that is a fuck ton of fun, but if it takes up any more than say 20% of your life, you're
wasting your one chance at a life on this Earth. Some guys have mummy issues and look to get their
female validation fix through fucking around with women, that's not a problem for me my mother
loved me growing up so I don't have to burden that kind of fucked up psychology as an adult. But if
you do, try and get a handle on that shit.
When all is said and done and the dirt is dropping on your coffin, there's fuck all to show for all those
relationships. You're living in the moment for a fucking relationship buzz. You're addicted to
"discovering and experiencing fresh love over and over again." I rather have a fucking whiskey habit
and become a multimillionaire than waste my life falling in love over and over again, getting lays
over and over again. I can see the playboy lifestyle appealing to some, the whole Casanova thing, but
that isn't me. I rather be that bachelor that works on his art and dedicates his life to perfecting and
refining his art rather than making my art the pursuit of women (as PUAs/playboys have opted to do
so.)
My art comes first. I come second to my art, my needs come second to my art and only come before
it if those needs stop me from working on my art (eg: I have fallen sick and need medicine.) Thirdly
comes my parents, my cousins etc. Fourthly comes any woman lucky enough to be in my life. If she
doesn't like her position she can feel free to take a hike because I couldn't give a fuck. Accept me for
what I am or get the fuck out is how I treat women, you can't let bitches change you. They always try
to change you and make you dysfunctional, they self-sabotage the relationship by destroying you.
Sometimes its intentional, sometimes its their insecurity getting the better of everything but you have
to keep a keen eye on that shit. You never get to take a break with women, you always have to be on
top of shit. You never get to "just love a woman," love is a pleasantry, a freedom reserved solely for
women. Just like they get to cry publicly and still be respected whilst we as men do not.
For creatures so outwardly beautiful, modern women sure are ugly on a spiritual level. There is
nobler, purer beauty and far more sophisticated art for a man to indulge himself in out there than the
canvas of a woman's body. Fuck to scratch an itch, enjoy women momentarily and occasionally, but
don't be a woman obsessionist. Keep them at a healthy distance. If a bitch infiltrates the castle walls
and starts trying to get inside your head you have to find a room in the castle she cannot access. You
can never give yourself completely to her because otherwise she will destroy you.
I find it difficult to respect men who are women-centric and put women ahead of everything else; I
always thought being obsessed with the other gender was a female trait from as young as my teen
years. I remember asking "why do girls care so much about boys?" when I was an inexperienced and
naive boy at 13. Women give so many fucks about us because they are completely dependent on us to
obtain their highest goals. The chanting of "I'm a strong independent woman that don't need no man!"
is flat out dissociative denialism. There is no higher goal for a woman than to be a wife and a mother.
If they go the career route, they miss out on that or do it poorly and regret their choices. For men,
there is so much more out there. We are the kings of the abstract, our logic sets us free from the
shackles of emotional neuroticism and allows us to seek pleasures from our hobbies to an extent that
women can only dream of. Women envy us, but we need not be indebted to them, the paradigm is
what it is. Women are something we indulge in, but we don't have to dedicate to them. A wise friend
one said to me "IM, women are dream killers." He's not wrong. Don't be a fucking pussy begging
idiot. You are more important than the pussy your dick needs to fuck occasionally.
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Oh yeah, check my blog and thanks for reading.
Best of luck to you all on your journeys.
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Everything you need to know about shit tests
661 upvotes | December 15, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Link:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/12/14/the-shit-test-encyclopedia/
Synopsis:
I've never really seen any extensive posts on the nature of shit tests and people tend to rely on "agree
and amplify" as their crutch for dealing with shit tests (which is not always a wise move) so not
having written anything related to TRP theory in a while my latest piece looks at shit tests, explains
them and gives some examples. Enjoy. Any questions pertaining to the article topic? Feel free to ask
in the comments (here or on the blog, it doesn't matter.)
If you're relatively new to TRP and are unsure about "what a shit test is" I urge you to check this
piece out in its entirety.
Excerpt:

Contents:

1.) Introduction

2.) What Are Shit Tests & What Purpose Do They Serve?

3a.) Shit Tests & Game

3b.) Shit Test Passed & Shit Test Failed: An Example

3c.) Examples: Standard Shit Tests Women Use

4a.) Shit Test Variation & Severity

4b.) Basic Shit Tests - Frame Probing & Word Play

4c.) Advanced Level Shit Tests - Psychological Games

4d.) Nuclear Shit Tests

5.) Passing Shit Tests

6.) In Closing

Introduction:

Many in the manosphere seem to think that shit testing is a social device unique to women;
whereby a form of social test is employed to determine the social fitness of a male in order
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to discern if he is a viable sexual option or not. Now whilst this isn't wrong per se, it is an
incredibly limited and rudimentary view of shit testing. Shit tests are a basic yet vitally
important part of understanding and applying the red pill philosophy to your life. Even if
you don't agree with red pill philosophy per se, shit tests still affect you. As a basic social
dynamic, shit tests are something so intricately unavoidable that you're going to want to be
able to identify and quash them as a matter of due course. Now without further ado, let us
begin.

What Are Shit Tests & What Purpose Do They Serve?:

Why are they called shit tests? Well when somebody "gives you shit" and fucks around with
your head to see how you will react, what you are experiencing is typically a (series of) shit
test(s). Everyone has been shit tested, gets shit tested and will continue to be shit tested; It's
an unavoidable part of human interaction. We use shit tests to make value judgements about
people and likewise they can be used to determine how you cope under pressure. The
underlying theme behind the mechanism of shit tests is that they will always test your
mettle. Hence the name is not only fitting, but likewise accurate. Shit tests don't always
have to be questions, they can be blanket (but accusatory/provocative) assertions. These
assertions will be designed to elicit an emotional reaction from you and push you into a
state of reactivity, causing you to reveal information about yourself.

"Ok, I get that, but why not just ask me what you want to know rather than play these silly
games?"

Humans have a propensity to lie and tell people what they think they want to hear. This is
especially true of women and the effeminate men who emulate them; both are consensus
seeking creatures who crave group approval. This goes some way to explaining why women
regardless of social standing indulge in vapid social pleasantries that men of substance have
neither the time nor inclination for, but I digress.

On the immediately observable surface level the majority of people are concealing their true
identity. Thus in order to make accurate deductions about the personalities around us we
must challenge them subtextually and draw conclusions about "what they're really like"
based upon their responses. Shit tests can be blatant or they can be covert, how they
manifest depends upon the intent and personality of the individual employing the test. The
sum potential combination of differing shit test scenarios is so vast that I cannot possibly
give an example of each and every possible outcome in this article. Therefore I shall instead
bestow you with the knowledge necessary to refine your own analytical capabilities so that
you may act accordingly when you find yourself being shit tested.

https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 184 of 355

Everything you need to know about shit tests
48 upvotes | December 15, 2014 | /r/AlreadyRed | Link | Reddit Link

Link:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/12/14/the-shit-test-encyclopedia/
Synopsis:
I've never really seen any extensive posts on the nature of shit tests and people tend to rely on "agree
and amplify" as their crutch for dealing with shit tests (which is not always a wise move) so not
having written anything related to TRP theory in a while my latest piece looks at shit tests, explains
them and gives some examples. Enjoy. Any questions pertaining to the article topic? Feel free to ask
in the comments (here or on the blog, it doesn't matter.)
If you're relatively new to TRP and are unsure about "what a shit test is" I urge you to check this
piece out in its entirety.
Excerpt:

Contents:

1.) Introduction

2.) What Are Shit Tests & What Purpose Do They Serve?

3a.) Shit Tests & Game

3b.) Shit Test Passed & Shit Test Failed: An Example

3c.) Examples: Standard Shit Tests Women Use

4a.) Shit Test Variation & Severity

4b.) Basic Shit Tests - Frame Probing & Word Play

4c.) Advanced Level Shit Tests - Psychological Games

4d.) Nuclear Shit Tests

5.) Passing Shit Tests

6.) In Closing

Introduction:

Many in the manosphere seem to think that shit testing is a social device unique to women;
whereby a form of social test is employed to determine the social fitness of a male in order
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to discern if he is a viable sexual option or not. Now whilst this isn't wrong per se, it is an
incredibly limited and rudimentary view of shit testing. Shit tests are a basic yet vitally
important part of understanding and applying the red pill philosophy to your life. Even if
you don't agree with red pill philosophy per se, shit tests still affect you. As a basic social
dynamic, shit tests are something so intricately unavoidable that you're going to want to be
able to identify and quash them as a matter of due course. Now without further ado, let us
begin.

What Are Shit Tests & What Purpose Do They Serve?:

Why are they called shit tests? Well when somebody "gives you shit" and fucks around with
your head to see how you will react, what you are experiencing is typically a (series of) shit
test(s). Everyone has been shit tested, gets shit tested and will continue to be shit tested; It's
an unavoidable part of human interaction. We use shit tests to make value judgements about
people and likewise they can be used to determine how you cope under pressure. The
underlying theme behind the mechanism of shit tests is that they will always test your
mettle. Hence the name is not only fitting, but likewise accurate. Shit tests don't always
have to be questions, they can be blanket (but accusatory/provocative) assertions. These
assertions will be designed to elicit an emotional reaction from you and push you into a
state of reactivity, causing you to reveal information about yourself.

"Ok, I get that, but why not just ask me what you want to know rather than play these silly
games?"

Humans have a propensity to lie and tell people what they think they want to hear. This is
especially true of women and the effeminate men who emulate them; both are consensus
seeking creatures who crave group approval. This goes some way to explaining why women
regardless of social standing indulge in vapid social pleasantries that men of substance have
neither the time nor inclination for, but I digress.

On the immediately observable surface level the majority of people are concealing their true
identity. Thus in order to make accurate deductions about the personalities around us we
must challenge them subtextually and draw conclusions about "what they're really like"
based upon their responses. Shit tests can be blatant or they can be covert, how they
manifest depends upon the intent and personality of the individual employing the test. The
sum potential combination of differing shit test scenarios is so vast that I cannot possibly
give an example of each and every possible outcome in this article. Therefore I shall instead
bestow you with the knowledge necessary to refine your own analytical capabilities so that
you may act accordingly when you find yourself being shit tested.
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The newest piece in my "works that need remastering" series. This is a re-write on my piece "how to
become Machiavellian."
Link: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/25/how-to-apply-the-48-laws-of-power/
Opening Excerpt:
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Introduction:

The focus of this piece is on the application of Machiavellian ideas contained within "The
48 Laws of Power." Numerous people have communicated to me how confounding they
find Robert Greene's best-selling book despite how indisputably excellent it serves as an
introduction to the world of Machiavellianism. It appears there is something of a disconnect
between the reader's interest in the book and their ability to utilise the lessons taught within
it. If one is to derive maximum benefit from the book and see tangible improvements in
their life, the book and its tenets alone are not enough to bring about the outcomes enjoyed
by competent Machiavellians. Certain skills must be learnt, methodologies must be
developed and a deeper understanding must be obtained.

There are talents which need to be developed by the reader that are irrespective of the book.
The book does not teach the importance of qualities which aid in and are fundamental to the
successful execution of Machiavellian devices. These are qualities which are necessary, not
supplementary. Should one wish to successfully implement the "laws of power" into the
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fabric of their social interactions, they will need to master said qualities. Having knowledge
of the skill sets needed to be a fully competent Machiavellian is vital. Essentially, the scope
of this article is to inform the wannabe Machiavellian of the skill sets necessary to
successfully apply Machiavellian strategy on a day-to-day basis.

There is much profound information to be found within the depths of The 48 Laws of Power
but the book lacks methodology and application. Consider The 48 Laws of Power to be a
cookbook of manipulative devices, with the laws acting as the raw ingredients quintessential
to the schemes of all great power games. Robert Greene gives you the ingredients necessary
to achieve power, but he doesn't giving you a working blue print (or to keep with the
analogy, a recipe.) The book does not educate you on becoming Machiavellian; instead, it
matter-of-factly states how certain aspects of Machiavellianism work. It is in this sense that
somebody alien to the purview of power, politics and manipulation is spectacularly
introduced to an otherwise unfathomably unintelligible world.

Significant Changes:
So what's new? What are the changes between the original and the new piece?

Around 600~ additional words.
It has been condensed into sections, like a mini-book. So although it's a lot longer than the
original piece it's easy to find the last part you were reading after an interlude due to the
frequency of the headings. You don't have to read it all at once, it should be treated as a very
short book in and of itself.
The grammar is a lot better, it flows better. I'm not actually capable of making my work
grammar perfect, but if you possess the sufficient vocabulary you should not struggle to read it.

Link: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/04/25/how-to-apply-the-48-laws-of-power/
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Not just sexual strategy is amoral, everything is. Why? Because
life has no feelings, no conscience or consciousness and gives no
fucks about shit. That doesn't mean disregarding morality as a
whole is a wise or even balanced thing to do.
472 upvotes | December 29, 2014 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

The term "sexual strategy is amoral" has itself become a blanket term for "I'll do whatever I want,
fuck morals!" On a relevant tangent: life itself is amoral, we developed morality because used
correctly it is beneficial not just to the "idiot who believes in it" but "the greater good" or society as a
whole. That includes you, the unapologetically selfish fuck. The basis of civilization is based on
morality. "Life is amoral" and therefore the implication: morality is pointless is in and of itself, naive
and disingenuous. If morality wasn't a beneficial evolutionary adaptation, you can believe natural
selection would have weeded it out long ago. We condemn women and their hypergamy and their
lack of morality or loyalty but then those same people from this sub expect to be able to lay waste to
families, fuck married women with children and say "it's her choice because she let me fuck her, I'm
just getting mine."
This double standard is not sustainable AND it is incredibly hypocritical. I can't respect men who
bitch about shit in other people and then behave in the exact same way. If you don't have any
personal system of morality or honour, you're not someone trustworthy. If you are not trustworthy,
you are not worth doing business with, you will never be a patriarch who can build up, empower and
sustain his own familial legacy in his own right. One should be Machiavellian only when necessary,
to preserve one's interests. When you are non-defensively violent with your manipulations, you
benefit nothing but your own sadistic lust. You in actual fact put yourself at risk too - but your ego
blinds you to the possibility of those you have wronged and their allies seeking revenge upon you.
Some people will wait years, until you forget, to strike and destroy you. You won't even remember
why your enemy is an enemy, that is an effect of the idiocy in recklessness. Someone with a more
balanced view of when it is apt to be immoral, and when it isn't in this war of attrition we call life -
thrive and survive far better than those of you who are reckless with total and utter abandon.
This lack of responsibility taken, when our own standards of masculinity dictate we should take
responsibility for all of our actions, is anti-masculine. It is ego-rationalising bullshit used to justify
unbridled hedonism (within the context of this sub.) It's a defence for "don't judge my immorality,
really it's amoral because existential nihilism and science!" There are so many sluts out there free
and single that fucking taken women, especially those with pre-established families seems like
needless destruction partaken in only to satisfy sadistic-narcissistic urges. I say this having fucked
taken women myself. I don't claim to be any better than the men saying otherwise on this sub, but
unlike them I am not fucking deluded about what I have done. I know it is immoral, I just don't
care what you think about it enough to call it amoral. For the record: I've fucked women with
boyfriends (knowingly and unknowingly) - but not any married women. I don't mind being the alpha
fucks to a woman with a beta bucks, but not if they have a family. I don't want to wreck peoples
families (it is senseless and the kids don't deserve the BS, I don't need a revenge attack when they
grow up either) but I will fuck a whore in a less serious LTR (eg: they aren't married, no kids
involved.) That's where my personal code of morality has taken me.
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It is funny how the likes of anarchists and hedonists (I consider myself an anarchist in some ways,
sometimes) think moralists are naive, yet it is they who are in the greater picture, naive. "X is amoral"
is a common intellectual argument from the immoral to justify their immorality. Be under no
illusions. I have done immoral things. I will do immoral things. I am capable of inflicting incredible
pain both psychological and physical. But I don't abuse that power. I use it to create and nourish more
than I do to destroy. Where destruction is pointless, why engage in it? Destruction is easy, the
real challenge lays in creation. When I use destructive means for non-survival purposes, I will call
it immoral. I will own my immorality but I will not gloat about it and shove it in the face of those
inferior to me. I will not insult my enemies by telling them my actions are amorally justifiable
because I am too big of a bitch to face my own demons. I can do immoral things, call them immoral
and still respect myself in a mirror. I don't need to lie/hamster to myself or to others, that is a great
part of my strength - the truth is always on my side, people cannot weaponise it against me because
when they point something out about me and expect to have weakened me with shock, I am in no
shock.
Anything is amorally justifiable, even theft and murder. You're not going to go around doing that
now are you? No. Why? Because it will put you in prison. But you won't get locked up for fucking
people's wives, so you think you can justify the same kind of immorality due to a lack of legal
sanction. Just because it is possible to justify something amorally, it doesn't mean that in the instance
you commit that act it isn't immoral. Things are situationally specific. Generally speaking, if the
destruction you are causing another is not necessary for your own survival - you are engaging
in an immoral act. In reference to the common thread on the sub at the moment: if you fuck
someone else's wife and you know she is married, you are being immoral for the sake of your own
libido/ego/sadism. Saying "sexual strategy is amoral" after the fact, doesn't change that. That's just a
weak rationalisation for why said immorality is OK. Hamstering. If you think I'm being moralist, I'm
not. I can justify this code of morality as amoral in much the way you can justify immorality as
amoral. Like the OP title says, everything is amoral if you deconstruct if far enough.
I don't want people "bro-knighting" and trying to guilt trip men here for fucking women who
were up for it, but were in a relationship. At the same time I don't want those same men doing a
180 the other way saying "fucking up peoples families is fine, it's the beta's fault for not
keeping her happy" and then taking no personal responsibility for the part they play in
enabling her bullshit. GET SOME PERSPECTIVE AND BALANCE ACCORDINGLY. Also
quit bullshitting the rest of us, face up to your immorality.
Here's more irony for you: A guy who admits to his own immorality and writes about the dark triad is
the source of this perspective. Haha, fucking hell. Life sure has a sense of humour.
Edits: typos.
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My latest article looks at how feminism became a dominant ideological force in the west and the
motives and agendas behind its cultural institutionalisation.
Link: http://illimitablemen.com/2015/01/02/the-cult-of-feminism-its-fabrication-of-history/
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Introduction:

Recently I was asked this question: “The red pill subreddit seems to be a space for men who
have had negative experiences to vent and further their base interests. If you agree, why do
you think that is?”

My answer to this question dominates the topic of this article and has been split into sub-
sections. My answers and ideas are not all-encompassing, I leave many stones unturned.
This is not a thesis. This piece is a general overview that will elucidate some key points
pertaining to the contemporary adoption of the feminist political movement. In places, the
article is tongue-in-cheek. With that aside, onward!

The Alienation of Male Perspective & The Manosphere As Surrogate:

The majority of modern boys and men have had resoundingly negative experiences with
girls and women. Modern women are effectively raised not to view men as human beings
with wants or needs. Modern women are devoid of positive femininity, instead the majority
are cold, narcissistic and uncaring, viewing men as nothing more than a mere means to an
end. The feminist ideology outlawed male spaces by using its influence to effectively
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demonise them as “vehicles for oppression.” An absurd and rather sexist assumption came
to be accepted: “if men are excluding women from their social activities it must be because
they wish to discuss how they can better oppress them!” Men don’t want to gather in the
absence of women because, you know, women are notorious for their nagging. It’s not that
men like to talk without worrying people’s women’s feelings are going to get hurt. No, it’s
definitely not that. Women are of course infallible creatures who would never drive men
away to congregate in respite. It’s definitely that misogynistic oppression thing instead.

With the odd sports team, construction sites and the Freemasons being the last vestiges of
male space in the physical world; communities such as The Red Pill Subreddit and Roosh V
Forum have stepped in to fill the masculine void that feminist ideology has imposed for the
best part of a half-century. By using the power of the internet and relative anonymity, men
have managed to effectively recreate and regulate spaces where male-dominated
perspectives are welcome. These are spaces where logic, reason and distinctly masculine
self-interest dominate over the emotional sentiment and social politics typical of the
feminine.

These communities are consciously self-imposed microcosms of male mentality. They
communicate thoughts and strategies conducive to rational male self-interest. They cater for
not only the male viewpoint of women and society, but likewise the male sexual imperative.
These communities are a manifestation of man’s yearning to exercise the freedom to think
and converse without the threat of censure from the feminist iron fist. These communities
are all too self-aware of how the “masculine way of seeing things” is bigotedly unwelcome
in mainstream society. As such, these communities ruthlessly segregate and self-regulate
themselves. Unproven outsiders cannot be trusted to understand their viewpoints in an age
of all permeating radical feminism. Insular in its nature, the manosphere is steadfast in
kicking out feminist sympathisers who attempt to disrupt discourse and peddle rhetorical
hogwash. Bearing all these things in mind, I believe the lack of tangible real world male
spaces is one of the underlying social issues that led to the creation of the manosphere.
However, this is merely a symptom of a far bigger problem, the breakdown of the
traditional family.

Single motherhood is detrimental to both sexes, although the absence of a father in
childhood is something I believe to be particularly deleterious for young boys. The statistics
available out there (increased risk of drug abuse, suicide, committing a violent crime et
cetera) seem to back me up on this line of thought [1] [2]. Of course, we (the manosphere)
attribute the blame for the normalisation of single motherhood on the destruction of family
as championed by feminism. It was feminism and its “class-warfare system” as borrowed
from Marxism that led to today’s sociopolitical climate. To better understand the nature of
this we need to deconstruct modern history with a red pill lens. By observing feminism’s
adoption by society and the wider implications it has since had, we may better understand
the butt fuck mess we are in now.

Link: http://illimitablemen.com/2015/01/02/the-cult-of-feminism-its-fabrication-of-history/

http://illimitablemen.com/2015/01/02/the-cult-of-feminism-its-fabrication-of-history/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 192 of 355

How you feel as a man, how you communicate and boundary
setting. Useful for interacting with women in general, but
especially LTR game.
57 upvotes | January 7, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I responded to these questions over in /r/asktrp and thought the feedback I gave warranted the
attention of the wider sub. The questions were asked by a gentleman who appears to be falling in love
with a plate who isn't LTR-worthy. Despite the massive faux-pas/RP tenet violated there (and be sure
to go give him shit for it on his AskTRP thread - it's in my comment history) I think the principles
herein are extremely useful to and important for men to bear in mind when interacting with women.
Particularly women who are important to them, eg: significant others, daughters, female family
members etc. Obviously women you don't give a shit about you ignore. You don't have to feed into
their rabid need for attention/validation/acknowledgement. This is for the women you do give a shit
about, to some degree or another.

Do women ever deserve to know if we have reasonable emotional misgivings about their
behavior?

No it's just male weakness to them. They will ignore it if they're not very invested or feed you some
blue pill bullshit if they are heavily invested. There's no point in ever telling a woman your problems.
Communication with women ends with boundaries, expectations and logistics. Your feelings should
never come into the equation. Women don't care about your feelings, only how your feelings will
affect their ability to rely on you. Sinking ships get abandoned. Solution: Exercise healthy
detachment, work through your feelings with good male friends. If you don't have any, use /r/asktrp
until you get some.

I get that there should be boundaries in place, but keeping them in check by constantly
giving them tingles seems like a better way than direct approach to problems. Is this right?

Correct. Although now and again voicing expectations is necessary. If you don't, they will employ
plausible deniability "oh what, little old me had no idea!" and you don't need that bullshit. IMO, mix
and match. You will get a feel for when ramming her up against a wall, lifting up her skirt and
fucking her is a good idea and likewise when talking in a firm voice and walking out the door if she
doesn't adhere to what you're saying is necessary. Always walk out the door/abandon/dread - speak
with actions. Don't waste time having pointless arguments with women. Soft-nexting (temporary
abandonment) works wonders - arguing the hamster achieves nothing - it is inane and nihilistic, don't
fall into this trap like so many men do. Your instinct is to try and logic her into conformity, but
women are immune to logic. You must use Machiavellian strategies instead. Get her hamster to work
for you and she will reconsider her attitude towards you due to how she feels. This is the only way to
reach the outcome you desire/condition behaviour. Logic is futile. Don't bother. Save it for men.
Caveat: It's good to have logic so you can back up your point. In relationships an insecure woman is
right in questioning the legitimacy of a claim you make - trust should not be blind (lest it be abused)
and they need reassurement. Effectively she wants to see if you are being fair/righteous in your
actions and that you are not abusing your power in the relationship. However if she is trying to throw
you into a qualification loop "yeah, but how is that fair?" - "OK, I get that, but I think it's wrong so
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tell me how..." - "Yes I know what you're saying but I disagree - you should bla bla bla because bla
bla bla so don't bla bla bla" - then you just get the fuck out. Get the fuck out - don't take the bait.
She is doing that thing where she wears a veneer of reason, where she SOUNDS LOGICAL but the
extent of her argument and her mental stubbornness is anything BUT logical.
Sometimes people use concern/rational appearances as a way to engage your logic when they are not
worthy of being treated with logic because they are operating from a place of emotion. People use
"rationalism" as a guise to fuck with you. You can only make rational arguments to a person who is
not overwhelmed by emotion and who is interested in hearing a sound, balanced or thought-out
opinion. This is not as common as perhaps one would think. This likewise goes for men who look to
discredit you out of emotion, too. Be aware of it. Only ever justify your position a maximum of once,
"for the sake of the record" - do not be backed into a corner to continually justify yourself. The more
you justify, the less powerful you seem. You get thrown in a "logic/justification loop" and effectively
they try to hold you hostage there and beat you over the head with your own words "but you said X,
now you're doing Y!!!"
Shameless plug, check out my blog: http://illimitablemen.com/
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Whores & Daughters
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This is my post from /u/Whisper's thread. I thought it deserved it's own topic, so here it is.

Imagine, for a moment, what it's like to be a woman. Imagine that every dumb shit move
you ever made in the past, that thing you did when you were fourteen, that time you got
drunk and had beer goggles, that thing with your brother's girlfriend in the cabin... imagine
that all that shit stayed with you and permanently affected how attractive you were.
Remember some of the stupid shit you did before your dark enlightenment? I'll bet some of
you fuckers wrote love poetry.

Women bond to men through sex. Men bond through physical and emotional sacrifice. Women are
used up by sex in a way men aren't. I've always inherently known this. I find it shocking that so many
women aren't privy to this. To me it seems more likely that they are, but simply don't care and think
they can lie their way to where they want to be. The thing is, as you say, they never truly win,
something always feels missing to them and it's because they've fucked themselves up and their
ability to pair bond by riding the carousel so hard. They're chasing a sense of closeness and
connection that they can no longer achieve. They have become too desensitised to men, love and sex.
They are in a way, soulless, damaged, self-condemned, incapable of the kind of love that fosters
happy, lasting monogamy.

And, just like you, the modern woman has had no guidance in how not to fuck up her SMV.
Just like you, she has had to figure that shit out for herself. Except, unlike you, she isn't able
to erase her past or make it irrelevant. She has to live with it. You get a whole lot of tries,
opportunities to learn from your mistakes and fix them. She gets the test, and then the
lesson, and no do-overs.

This is why women lie to you about their partner count. Once they figure out that it matters,
what the fuck else are they supposed to do?

This is why little girls need a patriarch. Because they could figure shit out for themselves,
they are capable of learning, but by the time they've had a chance to, it's too late.

Little girls who grow up without a strong male authority ruling the family have five to six
years of non-stop party, then a lifetime of wondering what went wrong. Little girls who do,
they miss the early-twenties sex party, but they have more fulfilling lives.

All valid points, however some chicks have very strict parents and still end up being whores who go
off the rails. Why? The culture. The father has to work, he can't be there every minute of every day
keeping her in check. And if you parent too hard? They hate you and they rebel. They do it on
purpose to piss you off and exercise what they feel is their right to freedom. Then you have TV,
friends, youth subcultures.. they all push women towards slutdom. Nothing short of living in a rural
area can isolate a girl from all the consumerist-sex symbol hedonistic club-culture bullshit that goes
on in cities. Women are herdlike, they want to fit in, they want other women to accept them. If they
wont wear a higher skirt, or a lower cut top, or more evocative make-up, it can damage their rep with
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other girls/they can be social outcasts. Dressing plain or conservative can reduce a girl's SMV, she'll
get less attention from boys - she's competing with whores, she's insecure, so what is she going to do?
IMO, on top of a patriarch dominating the house, you need religion dominating the morals of a
culture to control behaviour/sexuality. I say that as somebody who isn't even religious and thinks
religion is fundamentally based upon a lie/flawed premise - but has significant utility in spite of that.
Being a good dad isn't enough when all your daughters friends are whores. We're at a stage where
most girls are slutty, very few are not. Any man worth his shit knows every girl will say she's not a
slut, and that in turn you can trust next to fuck all that comes out of a woman's mouth pertaining to
her own personal rep or sexual history. They are all corrupted and hyper-sexualised, be it by
companies for advertising or by each other for acceptance. Short of telling your daughter she can't
have any friends, how do you stop her peers out-influencing her over you? Her friends will always
influence her more than you do - there's nothing you can do about that no matter how alpha you are.
It sucks.
The culture is the problem. If you are a strong, assertive, conservative father that wants to raise your
daughter right and give her a solid foundation in your life - realise you have a strong decadent culture
that heavily embraces dysfunction working against the exact norms you wish to instil into your
daughter. Whilst you want to create a woman of wit who knows the value of chastity, monogamy and
commitment who is attractive beyond her body, the culture wants your daughter to prostitute herself
whenever possible to get ahead - all in the name of women's lib. Don't raise girls in the west, they
will most likely grow up to be whores. Whether they hide that well and deny it, or are flagrant and
actively embrace the lifestyle is the only distinction - western women for the most part are complete
and utter out-and-out whores. You get the odd chick here and there who isn't, the social outcasts of
girl world who are still virgins at 25 and have no friends - but they're rare. And just because you don't
want your daughter to be a slut, it doesn't mean you want her to be a social outcast. You want a girl
who can be socially accepted without being a whore. Where is she gonna find all these other girls
who aren't whores or encouraging her to be a whore who aren't total fucking losers?
Feminists/dykes and big business wants your daughter to be a vapid man-hating whore so they can
sell her a bunch of shit she doesn't need and make her tap into her inherent fluid (bisexual) sexuality
so she'll whore herself out to predatory lesbians when it is necessary for her to get ahead (or she is
sufficiently coerced by their head-fucking peer pressuring pseudo-liberal bullshit.) Sounds fucked up,
but meditate on that for a second - because it happens. How she gets money for buying shit she
doesn't even need is irrelevant (works her own ass off, or leeches from a beta) the companies wanna
get their money and see their profits go up. Capitalism/economics doesn't give a shit about society or
moral value systems, it's psychopathic it cares about one thing: maximizing profit at the expense of
anything and everything. That's it. If profits go up, to capitalism: it's worth it. (And no, I'm not
implying socialism is superior, fuck that shit.) Women work less and control more household
spending than men. Post-femininity and in the age of feminism, women have been reduced from
mothers and wives and people of substantive psychological worth to basic bitches with no value
outside their sex.
They act on impulse and do whatever they're told. They buy shit to give themselves the immediate
emotional fix they need to "feel complete" temporarily patching up the previous and continuing
damage they do to themselves with this fucked up lifestyle. If you believe in a concept of a soul,
you'd say they have been conditioned in a way that means they only have part of their soul. They're
not quite right or fully cognitive, they live in this strange hypnotic limbo of sluttery, buying shit they
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don't need "SHOES!" and getting validated. Then once nobody wants their sex it falls apart and they
get on the anti-depressants (http://www.nber.org/papers/w14969.) Feminism sold women a fat lie,
and women need men more than ever now, but they're too dumb to realise it. Instead they hate men
more than ever. And as a bonus: men are more feminine than ever, so the women are really fucked
with no options and nowhere to go as an alternative to being a whore, whilst the guys are off acting
like faggots playing video games, getting fat and avoiding the transition from boyhood to manhood.
What women really crave is an alpha who isn't corrupted by his own power. Instead they settle for
bad boys because 1: her instinct draws her to them and most women cannot distinguish between
"morally healthy alpha" and "dysfunctional dark triad alpha." Yes you can be DT and healthy (I know
the DT's reading this just got butthurt, but save your concerns, that's a topic for another time.) 2:
they're a type of alpha more available than the "righteous patriarch archetype." This is really the type
of guy an RPW wants fathering her kids/looking after her. He can be bad/tap into his inner animal,
but not abusively towards her. He can punish her enough to show he isn't gonna take her shit, but he
isn't gonna tear her soul apart because he's got major beef with women and humanity in general. Most
"alphas" nowadays are out-and-out cunts who don't give a shit about the women they fuck. They, like
the women do to themselves, fully objectify them as just a series of holes to be fucked. And who can
blame these guys, really? I'm not saying it's "right" - but I understand it. Most of these women are
devoid of personality, so why would you treat them like people? They are basic bitches. The whole
fucking thing is fucked.
Obviously the women aren't conscious of a lot of this, they just act it all out ignorantly and keep the
cycle going. Whilst society falls into the gutter in the process, because we need decent women but
just like "where have all the good men gone?!" we can likewise ask "where have all the interesting
non-slutty women gone?!?!" Women who give a shit about morals and principles and actually are
disciplined enough not to fuck that hot guy on a spur of the moment and potentially jeopardise their
entire family. Proper women of quality who despite their flaws, do their fucking best to keep them in
check and don't just run feral because "YAY FREEDOM!" Respectable women who don't dress like
prostitutes. Sure an ample supply of sluts sounds great to the mind in your dick, but it doesn't help
civilization prosper, it won't make a good mother for your kids one day. It's not sustainable. In
decadence women don't give a fuck about family until the attention and high-value cock runs out, it's
all about orgasms and getting paid. Then they wonder why there's no happy ever after, completely
oblivious that past behaviour has future consequences - especially when it comes to pair bonding.
If you like my writings/opinions, check out my blog to show your support. Keep lifting, eating
clean and all that good shit. Now let's discuss this shit.
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Narcissism: The Nuance Between Ego & Confidence
68 upvotes | January 22, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

So I have essentially what is probably one of the most overdue pieces of writing to still not be
released in the manosphere. My dark triad piece on narcissism. Now I'm still not releasing that shit
because I've got a lot on, HOWEVER I do want to share some of my insights surrounding narcissism
and stimulate some discussion. What's written her is profound enough to probably end up making the
final piece in some form or another when it finally does see the light of day.
Ego and confidence aren't really the same thing. Ego is a manifestation of confidence, it is the "way
of behaving" that is oft symptomatic of confidence. They look similar, but there is nuance. At a
glance, you can't tell the difference between the two but internally the differences are huge. That's
why you can't see 'em, because the distinction cannot be made without psychological knowledge of a
person. Only enough continued exposure to a person along with some analytical ability is going to
allow you to deduce whether they are truly confident, or just faking it all with baseless ego.
You see a lot of ego is not coming from confidence, it's actually fake, and rather be the symptom of
confidence (as we assume ego always is) it's actually being fabricated by said person as a way to
"become confident." It's put out there to impress/intimidate others in order to help the person exuding
the ego build confidence. That's the "fake it till you make it" mantra in action. Whilst confidence on
the other hand is raw, it is an unwavering sense of self-belief, determination and conviction that you
are good at X or worthy of Y. Confidence allows for humility, confidence allows one to be
comfortable with one's self in the absence of external validation. Ego gets you noticed, but it can be
unattractive, especially if you overdo it. In fact, too much ego turns people off to you. I see semi-
successful people make this mistake all the time. Ego can seem "try hard." It can make people think
"if you're that great, why do you need to keep telling everybody, it should be immediately obvious if
it's true." That's where the humility of legitimate confidence is useful.
Ego and confidence are kind of like a chicken and the egg thing. Are you egotistical because you
made it and believe you're the shit, or do you delude yourself you're the shit so you can seem
egotistical and therefore people perceive you as confident? It's fake it till you make it vs. I made it but
I'm drunk on my own power and I don't make an effort to exercise humility.
The problem with "fake it till you make it" is you become dependent on other people "noticing your
fabrication and validating you for it" to actually believe in yourself. So you draw your strength from
others, rather than yourself. It's a kind of dysfunctional narcissism. It's vain and it's needy. Rather
than actually believe you are inherently superior, you only temporarily believe you are superior as
long as others are feeding into the delusion you present to the world. I believe a lot of people are
doing this shit, instead of self-investing and becoming so powerful that they feel/become superior,
they instead try to hustle everyone around them with superficial charm and bullshit persona. Then
when people get impressed "by their swag" or whatever you wanna call that BS, they validate the
person. This shit is ridiculously common with millennials, but then millennial parents were shit and
really kicked off generation feminism, so it makes sense.
I notice this a lot. Especially with women. They're egotistical as fuck (entitled/act self-important) but
there's low self-esteem bubbling just beneath that. It seems counter-intuitive as fuck, but there is a
logic. That kind of baseless ego is a band aid for someone who feels like they ain't worth shit. You
can't be a fucking loser and honestly respect yourself. You won't think you're the shit if you don't do
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things that add value to your life. Most women are losers, they be faking their ego for appearance's
sake. They just put on a show that "they're the shit." They delude themselves just enough to convince
others "that they're cool" and then they feed off that praise and validation.
That validation slowly helps them rebuild their "actual self-esteem." By pretending to have high self-
esteem and making the world think they're high status, they get the praise/recognition such a person
gets (when they don't feel they deserve it BUT WANT TO feel it) and that in turns allows them to
harvest the compliments/recognition from those around them to HEAL their actual self-
esteem/damaged inside. It's a deceptive healing process, AND IT CAN BE HELPFUL. But it leads to
a dependence on external validation, as in, you become incapable of validating yourself, you always
need new people to prop up your narcissistic supply. It's the opposite of outcome
independence/abundance mentality. I believe that's why social media is as prevalent and popular as
it is today. Particularly with women who are herd based as it is, but as disconnected as the masses of
men are becoming from society, I see them emulating this too.
I guess when your family is fucked up instead of getting your validation from them, you'll look to
strangers. Narcissism is not the same thing as confidence, although narcissists can be confident OR
egotistical, it depends on the narc in question. Most narcs are needy, there are a few who actually
have a superiority complex that is based on the internal rather than dependent on external approval.
Anyway I have more nuance to flesh out and expound upon with these thoughts. This block of text
here is by no means "complete" or "100% correct" so feel free to share your thoughts, undermine
some shit, give another angle or whatever. I likewise have a few things to reconcile (because the topic
area is intricate, quite deep, and there are numerous possibilities) but alas it should give you some
food for thought. In fact the head fuck with narcissism is it can manifest in many different ways and
they can seem quite counterintuitive/paradoxical. How can someone so damaged/internally wrecked
seem so externally strong is a prevailing theme when exploring this topic.
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Red pill briefly mentioned in a MSM piece on corporate
psychopathy, this time for being a "colony of dark triad
devotees." Interesting characterisation, but actually a semi-
decent article too.
31 upvotes | January 27, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://qz.com/322430/how-to-tell-if-your-coworker-is-an-everyday-sadist/
There's some brilliant pop-culture examples of DT characters in there. Thought Littlefinger from
Games of Thrones was a really good example of a high Machiavellian/borderline psychopath
combination. Obviously it won't tell you anything you don't already know about the triad if you've
read my stuff on it, but it's littered with recognisable pop-culture examples of different DT traits
(Walter White, Don Draper, Jordan Belfort, Frank Underwood etc.) so it's worth looking at for that
alone. You can tell the writer has researched the topic she's talking about and a gentle nod towards
TRP is always welcomed ;)
Not sure what the fixation/deal is with the inclusion of sadism though, it's not particularly useful for
anything corporate/romantic (unless you're thinking BDSM) and seems to be more of a counter-
productive psychological trait than one that amplifies an individual's effectiveness.
Give it a read and share your thoughts.
Also Gwynn, if you lurk here and are reading this, seeing as we're a board with a heavy focus on
sexual strategy, this is a relevant perspective in which to likewise analyse the DT:
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dark_triad#As_mating_strategy
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"Men's Rights Activists have missed the point of feminism " -
Intellectually disingenuous article from The Telegraph writes a
smear piece aimed at discrediting TRP and AVFM.
206 upvotes | February 2, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Here's the bullshit article from the MSM, you'll get some laughs reading this trite:
https://archive.today/F7GkH

Take a look at the Red Pill subreddit or the forums on avoiceformen.com as examples.
You'll encounter high-horse self-righteousness over the vanishingly small number of false
rape allegations made by women against men, set to a backdrop of nervy whining by men
who claim they are unable to approach women for fear of being accused.

No Mr. Lowry. Pretty sure we tell whiners to STFU, go lift, read the 48, monk mode, mass-
approach/read bang or do anything BUT WHINE. But okay.
I recommend you read the article first (although the intense banality may piss you off) in order to
give my comment response its due context.
Here's my counter-response in plain-text (in case they delete it:)

Contemporary feminism is not about civil rights, humanism, or egalitarianism. It is about
female supremacy and empowerment at the expense of male freedom. Maximum rights and
liberty for women with minimal obligations, and minimal rights and liberty for men with
maximal obligations. Men, from a legal stand point, are effectively second class citizens in
the family court. The establishment is pro-feminist, which is in itself, emphatically
prejudice against the rights of men. So the article writer's point about "most judges being
male and therefore, sympathetic of men" just doesn't wash. It's a weak assertion and there
are statistics to prove otherwise, such as outlandish divorce settlements and indiscriminate
hugely inequitable custody arrangements. There are far too many radical elements within
feminism that have come to permeate it's mainstream mechanism of debate, persuasion and
exemplification.

Many parts of feminism have been demonstrably proved to be farcical and fictional rather
than factual. EG: the pay gap (debunked - women work less hours so get paid less, they
don't get paid less per hour THAT'S ILLEGAL BY LAW so could the bigoted writer of this
article please refer to the "Equal Pay Act 1970.") Correlation does imply causation. That is
to say, just because women earn less, it does not mean men are the cause of that. It simply
means men make more money because they do more work or work in more lucrative fields,
and there is nothing wrong with that. Those men deserve to be rewarded for their work.
These men pay their taxes, much of those taxes going on social benefits which women
benefit from (effectively siphoning money from the success of men they don't know) so
really this whole line of reasoning is a joke.

Likewise, still on the topic of "the pay gap" women graduate in majors/fields that pay less
on average such as psychology and social care rather than aeronautical engineering or

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/mens-rights-activists-have-missed-the-point-of.28687
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/2ujlax/mens_rights_activists_have_missed_the_point_of/
https://archive.today/F7GkH
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 201 of 355

computer science. The pay gaps are explained by women's lack of interest/capacity in
higher paying/more intellectually demanding academic fields, as well as less time spent in
the workplace. It is not some invisible discrimination, it is simple logic. If you are less apt
to study math based subjects and instead study social-subjects that are easier and less
intellectually demanding, or you work less hours, then you're going to get paid less. It's
called meritocracy and market forces. The market needs more computer programmers and
engineers than it needs psychologists or writers so it pays them better. It's absolutely
nothing to do with glass ceilings and other feminist hogwash, all that "keep the women out!"
nonsense was quashed A LONG TIME AGO. It's time to stop reasserting the same old out-
of-date tropes.

Furthermore, women expect men to earn more than them anyway, and despite feminism,
look down upon men who don't. So for men to be socially and sexually successful they need
to be earning more money than women, most women are stressed out by being
breadwinners and do not respect men who do not earn as much as they do. It's a lot of
pressure for them, and men like to provide, so demonising these instincts and proclivities is
counter-intuitive to the well-oiled functioning of the family unit (feminism is pro-career,
anti-family anyway, so no surprise there!)

Then there is the "rape culture" bullshit, where women make up rape claims because they
had sex with people and regretted it the next day due to how it may affect their social
standing/reputation. Rolling stones and the UVA case in America is a great example of what
purely fictional trite and hogwash the hysterics of feminist "rape culture" are, not to mention
an extremely broad definition for what constitutes rape. EG: in some studies, if a man made
a woman feel uncomfortable because he wasn't a good kisser and she felt awkward
afterwards, the feminist nutjobs would consider it a form of sexual assault. Regret sex has
been redefined as rape etc. If two drunk people can't consent because they're too inebriated
to consent, the drunk woman is not considered a rapist by the feminists, but the drunk man
is.

I could go on, but I'm sure any rational man who bothers to do his research gets my point by
now. Feminism is a joke, and anti-feminism is a rational response to a faith-based ideology
that's gotten out of control in how it dictates to people how to live their lives whilst unfairly
marginalising and blaming men for problems they do not cause, further encouraging more
hatred, segregation and bigotry in society, particularly among women.

To the gentleman who wrote this article, I'm a prominent voice on the red pill website you
mentioned (I wont put the url into this comment lest it be used as an excuse to censor me, so
just google it.) Most young men "leading the charge against feminism" are sick to death and
suffering all kinds of mental issues/psychological setbacks because they were raised without
fathers. They desperately seek masculine advice/role models and guidance to help them
become the strong powerful men their ill-equipped single mothers could not help them
become. Women lack the experience and frame of reference for educating a boy on how to
be manly from a masculine perspective, and these boys/young men want to be comfortable
within their masculinity without demonisation. To be put first without someone else saying
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"but what about the women?!" Enough with the women, the women have had more than
enough attention from government, having dominated social policy, social engineering
efforts and society's very cultural fabric for the past half a century.

My question to you Mr. Lowry is "what about the men?" and why is it so acceptable to
simply dismiss their concerns as nothing other than idiotic trite? What is the real agenda for
writing such intellectually disingenuous banality? Whenever today's young men pick up a
paper or watch telly, they are depicted as buffoons or berated by delusional gender-
ideologues such as yourself. Shame on you Mr. Lowry, shame on you indeed.

FYI: the legislation I reference is a UK statute, I assume the US has a similar statute within it's
legal system.
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Machiavellian Thinking vs. Conventional Logic.
240 upvotes | February 8, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Link:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/02/08/machiavellian-thinking-vs-conventional-logic/
Synopsis:
Be less logical, start being more tactical. Don't justify yourself. Learn the difference between male
and female Machiavellianism. Understand why intensely logical men have a harder time socialising
and what they need to do to overcome that.
Excerpt:

Contents:

1.) Justification is a Machiavellian Fallacy

2.) Machiavellian Gender Differences

3.) The Logician's Issue

4.) Closing Remarks

5.) Relevant Reading

Justification is for the weak. In the game of power nobody respects he who justifies himself.
Within a social fabric where the lowest common denominator prevails; where feelings
triumph over logic, and likewise, grandiosity over humility, honesty is but a virtue
bastardised. You see, it is the transparency of justification that makes it powerless.
Regardless, many an intellectual man's instinctual adherence to logical authoritarianism
renders him incapable of determining this. Therefore, when he is tested, questioned,
scrutinised and cross-examined his immediate response is to justify himself to his
haranguing attacker. Woe befalls him.

Little does he know his challenger's agenda is malicious, and their enquiry, insincere. Such
a man haphazardly scrambles to explain himself by demonstrating his thought process. It is
in this moment the Machiavellian knows they have won. With widening smile, such a
rational yet foolish man can be gamed, intimidated, humiliated and berated. He will be kept
on the defence with his own words, for it is they which will be weaponised against him. The
more he speaks, the deeper his grave. As Queen Gertrude said in Shakespeare's Hamlet
"The lady doth protest too much, methinks." Likewise, he who opts to prove, demonstrate
and qualify himself to another with merely and solely the spoken word is perceived as
dishonest, pathetic. The justification is not seen as transparent or helpful, but rather as
persuasive, deceptive, false - even when it isn't.
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With both the playful Machiavellian and the dimwit a sentiment is shared: the more one
protests, the more their guilt is assumed. It is thought if one were not guilty then they would
feel no need to justify their position. Why? Well of course because their position would "be
obvious." Oh the subjective horror! To the idiot and the Machiavellian alike truth is self-
evident; it is organic and therefore shows in one's actions. The need to have to say anything
about an aspect of one's self, robs it of its naturalness and therefore to the devout
Machiavellian, it's charismatic credibility.

Honesty destroys mystery, and with it, the attraction of curiosity. The Machiavellian hates
the duplicitous more than most, and yet, respectfully appreciates only the cunning. As such,
Machiavellians tend to be in a constant flux of love-hate with their peers. When you are
understood, you are unattractive. When you try to help people understand you, they lose
respect for you. You're making it too easy. People only value what they work for, be it
wages or relationships. Of course, the rational man is often foolish in such social matters.

Additional:
I have a poll on the sidebar of my site trying to gauge the level of interest for a potential future book
release. I haven't committed to a book yet, but I'm not exactly out of ideas (I have hundreds upon
hundreds of drafts/notes of unreleased material.) So please register your interest I'd appreciate it.
Likewise, I have things I like to write about (predominantly, the dark triad - it's fascinating) but I
want to see what's on people's minds at the moment. I have a few monk-mode related articles in
rough form/incomplete, but when I get questions such as "what is branch swinging" and "explain
AWALT" I start to think I'm going to have to backtrack to TRP 101 just to bring the new guys up to
date (which pisses off the guys who've read TRP for years and just want me to focus on religiously
writing dark triad articles.)
If you spot any typos, let me know. I've proofread and spell-checked, but shit always manages to slip
through.

https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 205 of 355

To all the weak pathetic fucks who "need to see the best in
women"
398 upvotes | February 17, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Animals are playful, it doesn't make them sweet, noble or caring. It means they like fun. Everyone
likes fun. Don't mistake feminine playfulness for moral virtue. Many men find a young playful good
looking woman intoxicating and so they ignore obvious deal-breaking flaws to indulge their own
emotive fantasies. Like Greene said in Art of Seduction, a lot of men want to just give into their
fantasies and "let go" with a woman. Good looking playful women seem to elicit that desire, much to
said man's demise. Men are the "true" romantics. A woman knows how to say all the right things
when you're on the fence about her. They say all this ego-flattering shit, it's girl game. See women
need no game to get laid, and they have none. Women are boring. But when they decide they want a
relationship with you? All of a sudden the girl game comes out. The following is the equivalent of
chat-up lines, shit you will hear women say to convince you into commitment:
"Just let me prove to you I'm not like the other women."
"No matter how hard I try I can't stop thinking about you, you're the only thing I want in this world,
I've never felt like this before."
poetic corny English major bitches: "You are the light in my darkness." (yes some bitches do actually
talk like this.)
"You complete me, do I complete you?"
It makes you think she's hopeless, submissive, that you're the man. That she has this big pedestal built
up to worship you on, but really, the whole thing is a con. If that same bitch wouldn't walk through
fire for you she can choke on her own fucking words. Anybody can say that shit and not mean it. If
you mean it, prove it. Some women come on intense real quick when they like you and want you to
stick around, the same chick that bellows out a fucking sonnet and starts writing you essays in the
beginning is the same kind of chick who will dump your ass over nothing. They are volatile, like
rocket fuel.
The thing about all this "sweetness" and female confession of "love" is it all plays to your ego. If
none of it is a lie, it's true for about the 5 seconds she writes it. This is the same chick who would
drop you in a heartbeat if a man better off than you showed interest and your pimp-hand wasn't made
out of titanium (as in, you have some fucking A grade game or are just a dark motherfucker.)
It's why break-ups hurt and tend to fuck over average men more than they do average women. It's
also why women tend to do the dumping. The girl who said all that shit to make you feel like "I want
to bond with her deeply" yesterday will dump you the next week, like a fucking used up doormat
she's walked all over you, and whilst you're nursing the break-up trying to work out wtf happened,
how it happened and googling your way over to theredpill, she's taking selfies so betas blow up her
ego on social nets and is off out to get drunk so she can find her Chad ThunderCock for the night.
She'll tell him all the same shit she told you if he sticks around for a couple of days or weeks.
Women fall out of love even quicker than they fall in it. Fucked up thing is she probably believes
it whilst she's saying it too, shit she may even momentarily mean it, but it doesn't mean shit in the
long run.
My point is this: don't give into your fantasy "for love" it's a strong one, and if you really want to
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indulge that fantasy, it will cost you - BIG.
Secondly: don't assign too much value to what women say, think, or what they say they think. Their
words are fickle, close to absolutely worthless. Don't make judgements based on their words, trust
your logic and intuition. If you're in an LTR, pretend to give a fuck about what she thinks, then do
what you have to do anyway. 99.9% of the time her words are useless, always factoring in her
opinion for the .1% of the time it may be useful or correct is a waste of a mental heuristic. Women,
for the sake of their own egos want to feel important and included and that "you care" - so get good at
seeming like she had some sort of input, when really all you did was listen to pure fluff for 5 minutes
whilst doing what you were going to do anyway.
I know a lot of you weak ass pathetic "I can't go on knowing what I know about women" bitch boys
want to see the best in women. But you romantic hapless little fucks need to keep swallowing your
red pills and stop longing for love. Life isn't about love, it's about being a winner. Prioritising love is
for losers. Men who are winners get loved because they are powerful, not because they sought it out
and "gave into the fantasies aroused by a woman's manipulative devices." You have to stay in
control of yourself when with a woman, don't let her take control of how you feel and see the
world.
Being the fool because you're too weak and too scared not to be is the exact thing that breeds the
unbrotherly sentiment in TRP: "this guy knew the score but rejected the truth, so fuck him." And at
the end of the day, as much as I like to help guys get their ship in order, I won't waste time on fools -
neither will most other men worth a fuck.
If you reject reality, those of us aligned with reality will not be here for you when you fuck your own
life up and come crying to us. Part of being a man is accepting women are full of shit and treating
them accordingly. Take that "most responsible teenager in the house" thing quite literally. She will
never be your equal no matter how badly you want her to be. She will never be bound to her word.
Her desires and opinions will always change more than your momentary appetite. You are the rock,
the consistency, the order in her chaos - so don't let your fantasies and ideas of love allow you to be
overwhelmed by her tempest of bullshit.
Shameless plug, check out my website: http://illimitablemen.com/
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How Men Love / Male Commitment
472 upvotes | March 22, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I've said this many times, and it always pisses off snowflakes and people who haven't really
swallowed the red pill:
Man's love is sacrificial, women's is opportunistic. I think I've even alluded to this in the red pill
constitution. Shit, I think Rollo also said something along these lines, although I came to this
conclusion before reading his content. It is because our love is sacrificial, that we are romantic. It is
because we can be better that all men are expected to be better although sadly, not all men will
make it. (EDIT: Yep, it's points 11 and 12 in the constitution.)
Men are the romantic ones because they get so sacrificially invested in women, they commit to a
point where the blinders come on and they stop seeing women for who they truly are, but rather what
they wish them to be. This is how men are in love, irrational. They see them as what they want them
to be because they don't want to think all their sacrifice is in vain. They have hope. They want to
believe that women "are worth it." This is the power of your commitment gentlemen. It really is gold
dust. Women may act like spoilt brats entitled to your love, but it's only because when you love -
YOU TRULY LOVE. You provide tangible value both physically and spiritually - that is why your
commitment is so powerful, that's what gives it worth, and sadly most men are entirely fucking
unaware of how precious their commitment is, in fact society has got them thinking THEY'RE
THE LUCKY ONES FOR GETTING THE GIRL!) It really is all fucking ass backwards.
I think even the Ancient Greeks said man's love has more depth than woman's, that men love more
deeply. This is why whenever someone tells me "I'm lucky to have her" I say with the biggest shit-
eating grin, right from the core: "No, you are mistaken - she is lucky to have me." It's always fun to
gauge reactions in these scenarios - someone with a "red pill mentality" will understand, a blue piller
will just think you're being cocky, they won't perceive the underlying thought behind that.
Your love for her transcends anything she is even capable of feeling for you. She likes to think her
love for you is special and that nothing transcends that, but that's typical feminine ego. She values the
intensity of her own emotions over objective reality. She is compelled to believe that because she
feels strongly that her love is more precious/valuable than yours, but we don't measure love in how
strongly it consumes you, but with HOW YOU BEHAVE because of what you feel. Objectively, the
idea her love is more valuable than yours is patently false. All this bullshit about "owning the keys to
her heart" is all egotistical feminine bullshit. Her heart isn't worth shit next to yours. Yes, as a man,
her being in love with you is incredibly precious to you, but that's because you value the honeymoon
phase, you value her portrayal of "youthful feminine innocence" when she is in love with you. But it
is you that made all that possible, if you weren't the fucking shit, she would treat you like shit -
that's how conditional their love is.
Objectively it is men that do more for women than vice versa, and they are expected to do so - and
this is why these double standards seem so common in spite of all the feminist lunacy going on. Yes,
there's a lot of doublethink going on, men are evil members of the patriarchy but they're also making
all the sacrifices at the same time. It's so obvious, that when you put these contradictions next to each
other you'd be hard-pressed to see how feminism even gained any serious legitimacy, but alas, that's
what happens when culty ideologies such as third wave feminism take over all of society's core
institutions. They preach until people know no better. There's an actual word for that. It's called
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inculcation.
This is also why the hierarchy of love is Men > Women > Children, women just can't love us in the
way that we love them. This is why part of the mind fuck of the red pill for many men is that she gets
to seek out daddy in a man - and has a shot at getting that, but if you seek out mummy in a girl -
you're going to be sorely disappointed. The game isn't fixed like that, nature gave women the better
deal on that front, she gets to have the man of her dreams, but the girl of your dreams is a unicorn -
SHE DOESN'T EXIST. This all assumes of course said woman can obtain your commitment.
Women without male commitment ARE DESPERATE to secure it from a man of value. The women
who get that commitment are "the lucky ones," the rest become cat ladies. But at least women have a
chance at getting "their knight in shining armour" aka, the high value man who commits and "loves
them for them."
For men, there is no unicorn, you are always the final port of call, the love and the strength flowing
downward from you throughout the family: to woman and child - good male friends are your only
real refuge: not a woman (and don't make that mistake, it's a classic BP mistake to think you can
entrust your insecurities/fears/secrets to your woman, you can't, and no matter how much she begs for
you to open up, it's the most insidious of subconscious shit tests they pull, DO NOT DO IT IF YOU
VALUE THE FUTURE OF THE RELATIONSHIP.) Consciously she wants to know, thinking it'll
bring you closer. However unbeknownst to her, her lizard brain will make her think you're weak and
she'll think less of you. She may even feel bad for thinking less of you, but she will and you can't
undo that - so don't even bother. Women are so fucking flawed they don't even realise how flawed
they are, that's why you have to listen to other men when it comes to dealing with women, and not the
crap that women come out with.
You don't love a woman "based on what she can do for you" you love her because you've poured
yourself, your essence, your aspirations, your time - into her. Women never love us like that, because
they don't do that. We give and they take. At best, they support us enough to allow them to continue
taking from us, but mark my words: relationships are a far better deal for women than they are for
men, that's why they're so obsessed with them. They use us for our strength, they lean on us, they
take our resources - and if they deplete us to a point of weakness: they discard us. You're no longer
"man enough." Women are the biggest shit test nature ever threw at man, most men would find it
easier to get to the moon than properly understand and manage a woman. Thank goodness for the
collective brain power of men everywhere and with it: TRP.
Check out my blog: http://illimitablemen.com/archives/
For many, this post would be good enough to be blog material. For me, it isn't. I don't update much
because I'm a perfectionist bastard (it could probably be considered obsessive compulsive.) Just a
heads up to my fans - I'm not going anywhere.
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AWALT: Why I don't believe in gender equality
112 upvotes | April 9, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Equality is not obtainable practicably. It's like socialism, looks great on paper, fails in practice.
Any relationship between a man and woman where it is agreed upon "you are both equal" means the
woman is in control. Any sincere agreement that she is in control, is just that. Any sincere agreement
that the man is in control, is just that. So you see, if a man is not in control, he is being controlled.
Often, these things aren't explicitly agreed upon, but are implicitly recognised, one leads, the other
follows. There is no idealistic mid-way point where you get to be best friends and consider each other
"true equals." That is what is peddled, that is what is dreamt, but very few get anywhere close to such
a thing, and on a grand societal scale it is highly inapplicable. In every interaction there is a dominant
and a submissive. Time and time again we hear about men who started out dominant, attracting the
woman, she wore him down, making him submissive, only for her to dump him to go and seek out a
man who still retains his dominance. Alas, women themselves are attracted to dominance, although
openly declare a love of nice guys and a desire to "be treated equal to men," contradictory lunacy.
Men need to keep their women in place. When you "make them equal" they decide they want control
over not just family, but the power structures which society is built upon, and thus they go about
ruining society by putting themselves before the family, and by voting for legislation based on
emotion rather than fact (fear - counter-terrorism laws, greed - welfare state.)
In this way, society breaks down just to satisfy woman's emotions and cravings. Women are anti-
civilization by merit of their chaotic nature. Civilization is a patriarchal construct. This is why I
don't believe in equality or feminism. I don't like the idea that women are held down in society, or
have less freedoms - but they have shown themselves incapable of supporting the traditional family
without strict rules and consequences in place for not being good wives and mothers. A woman's
fear keeps her healthy, when she thinks she can do whatever the fuck she wants, she becomes a
monster. Women really are like children in the sense that, without constant discipline, they become
unruly, dissatisfied, dysfunctional even. They need boundaries, but they crave power. Even within
themselves, there is a conflict. A conflict between the lust for power and the urge to be looked after,
to be subdued by her subjective definition of a worthy man. Alas, women must be disciplined to a
degree, and not allowed to roam free with the air in their hair, otherwise they are simply too chaotic
and self-destructive. In essence, women are man's responsibility, he must caretake her for her own
good, to the expenditure of his own mental energy, for if he does not, she will be dysfunctional.
Of course we're at a point where women's attitudes have become so toxic that many men no longer
wish to look after women, but rather exploit the rampant dysfunctionalism for quick and easy sex. In
TRP some men are up to managing a woman, some aren't but want to be, others just stopped giving a
fuck about women completely and are entirely content to do nothing about civilizational decline; they
will let women ruin themselves as society goes down with it. Even though, after all, we need our
women to be feminine and functional, not battle axe power-mad harpies addicted to cock who despise
men and are incapable of loyalty. We don't need these women, the same women who have multiple
divorces under their belt and must use cats, wine and anti-depressants to keep their hollow souls
somewhat functioning.
Some idiots will argue single mother families are fine and dandy, but the statistics suggest otherwise,
with no father and a single mother kids have a higher chance of mental illness, substance abuse, not
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finishing high school, poverty, incarceration etc. Obviously statistics don't record another factor
pertaining to boys: boys without fathers have a higher chance of not being masculine.
Women aren't meant to lead, they're not meant to be in control of anything, they're nurturers not
leaders. They do a poor job of handling responsibility, and yet none of these observed constants
inhibits the female lust for power, be it because feminism imbues her with this lust for power, or
because she sees an opportunity for power and it is human nature to crave such things. I believe for
women, it is something of a mixture of both factors. Indeed, a "good woman" in a third world country
finds the powerlessness that made her good is gone when she reaches the west. The state as well as
the female hivemind in the west will "empower" her to be a cunt, to asset strip you, screw you for
child support and be a whore. As such, her carnal nature will take over and she will prove to you that
given the chance, given enough power to exploit, almost all women are the same, and the woman that
you think "is different" probably isn't. Any modicum of decency or logic in most women is vastly
obliterated by emotional and financial incentive that corruption offers her. Keep the third world
women in the third world, lest you spoil them.
Subscribe to my blog if you like my posts, thanks!
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Why most of today's women aren't worthy of your
commitment.
469 upvotes | April 10, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

If you're Machiavellian and understand women you will have no problem managing female bullshit.
The real problem I think is most guys find the cherry just isn't sweet enough. That's to say, although
YOU COULD manage her YOU'RE JUST NOT SUFFICIENTLY INCENTIVISED TO DO SO.
Most women aren't worth the extra effort, simply enough. They take more than they give. For access
to a vagina you have to:

Have her put all her worries and stress on you
Listen to her boring, empty, vapid social observations
Deal with her whining/being menstrual/insecure
Deal with her crazy whenever it rears its's head

And you have to deal with all that like a champ, stoically, because if you lose frame too much the
relationship is fucked and she doesn't even want you anymore even though she's, to be quite blunt: an
insufferable cunt. You pay so much in spirit and mental energy being in a relationship with a woman.
Pussy can be had cheaper. If women have shit personalities, why do you want relationships with
them? Most women have absolutely no personality that makes them worth commitment. What
women don't seem to understand, flying off auto-pilot on their looks in youth, is that a hot tight body
only attracts men, it doesn't keep them around. She will lose her beauty. You actually need to be
mildly interesting and/or good-natured to be relationship material. So what do we do? We fuck and
chuck.
Don't get me wrong, I think a lot of men would like a family - but it has to be with the right woman.
Not a dim, boring, narcissistic empty shell of a human-being. Personally I rather never reproduce
than put my children through the pain of being raised by a stupid, horrible, whiny self-entitled
woman. I don't even care if she's good to the kids, if she's a cunt to me the kids will see that and it
will affect them detrimentally. That's not how I imagine raising a family, you either DO IT RIGHT or
you don't bother doing it at all.
LTRs should be mother material - most women nowadays aren't mothers because they deserve to be,
but simply because they stopped taking their birth control. Too many whores are fucking dragging
kids up nowadays, not raising them right - and that's why we have all the problems we do in society.
Millennials are a mess because of divorce and single mothers. I don't want to put my kids through
that bullshit. If she puts herself above family, she's not a woman I ever see as anything other than a
hole to be used for my momentary leisure.
Not only is the reward lower, but the effort necessary is higher. So you're playing on a higher
difficulty for a lower prize.

You have to be vigilant, you can't let your guard down or give into your kindness, because she
will exploit it and see you as less for "showing weakness."
You have less sexual options than if you were single, this one woman is controlling your sexual
preferences, and then she'll play games where she doesn't put out to control you. Basically,
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bitches weaponise your libido against you and then force you to listen to their feelings if you
cant sufficiently dread/headfuck them. But if you stray to get your release then it's not her fault,
it's yours, you're the evil one.
She knows you better so she's better at head fucking you. She'll press all your buttons, say shit
plates wouldn't know. Say some shit about your mother, say some shit you told her about your
childhood. Whatever. Basically any fucking thing you think is sacred she's going to use against
you to "test you" and also because bitches are just plain crazy and hormonal and are going to
lash out at some point. She's meant to be a partner but you can't even properly open up to her
without her abusing that shit. And it's not a matter of IF, it's a matter of WHEN.
Likewise as she knows you better she's more immune to your
techniques/strategies/mannerisms. She will become immune to different gambits/coping
mechanisms you use like a fucking disease growing resistant to antibiotics. So you need to
change your shit up or it'll all fall apart.
You have to keep reinventing yourself and being inconsistent, or she gets bored and looks
elsewhere for cock on the side. Society/her family will support her in this and she'll just
rationalise you're a cunt.
You don't really get a break. You don't get to let your guard down. Because if you do she freaks
out and fucks off. Momentary vulnerability can only be superficial/aesthetic in nature. If you're
LEGITIMATELY VULNERABLE she will dry up and abandon you.

So the work you put in IS IMMEASURABLE and the reward is negligible. It's a terrible investment.
When women make relationship demands, they're just being selfish. Women have nothing but benefit
to gain from a relationship with a man. Associating with a man improves their life. Men lose so much
spiritually from being in a relationship with the modern day woman that these women just aren't
worth it. When women started saying they don't have to give a man they're committed to sex
whenever he wants, but the man still has to put up with all their shit - they instantly became
unworthy. Some guys could soldier on through women with shitty personalities if the sex was always
there, they could overlook it - but with a lot of these bitches now not even that's a given. There's so
much hard work, energy and bullshit involved in being in a relationship - and the reward just
isn't there. What's it all for? Pussy? You can get that single. Love? Most these chicks aren't
loveable. They aren't what we want psychologically. Thanks feminism.
Men are beings of rational self-interest. They respond well to incentives. If women were worth it,
men would commit to them. They're not, so we don't. Women are pretty fucking shitty for anything
other than momentary fun. Relationship-worthy women are probably .1% of the entire population
because society is sick and women put career/individuality above family. I don't find career women
attractive. I find family-orientated women attractive. When women stopped making an effort to be
loveable to men, the only thing keeping men in love with women was their delusions. Once those
delusions are stripped away, there is fuck all left. Most women aren't people you actually want as
friends or people you have significant mental input with. They're just holes for fucking, or you ignore
'em. Sad it's come to that, but it is what it is.
In light of this I don't LTR up girls with any depth. What I mean is, I don't expect it to last, and I
seem invested, but really I'm not. I pretend to care, but I don't give a fuck. They're all research and
practice to me. I'm not actually "in love" she hasn't "got me" she has me spending time on her (which
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is what she wants - commitment) but I don't form the emotional attachment because they lack the
qualities necessary for me to want to even attempt caring about them. When you LTR an unworthy
woman, you either treat her like a practice bitch or you get taken for a ride and come out of it
significantly worse.
To conclude:
Women fail a cost-benefit analysis. Plating is the habitable zone, relationships nowadays are like
emigrating to Mercury, too near to the sun you're gonna get burned, living conditions are shittier than
they are on Earth. You wouldn't invest in a depreciating stock, well women are the same - they are
constantly depreciating in value only to increase their demands/preferences/entitlement as they age.
Women do not rationally appraise their dating value. They defy the market by increasing rather than
decreasing their demands as their beauty dissipates. Retardedly and quite ironically, as they get less
physically attractive, they likewise become less mentally attractive.
Wanna know what a woman's maturity brings? It doesn't bring about intelligence, enlightenment or
more reasonable expectations. It brings about more baggage, more unrealistic expectations and a
more emphatic anti-male sentiment. THEY MAKE THEMSELVES EVEN LESS ATTRACTIVE
PSYCHOLOGICALLY AS THEY AGE, WHICH IS IRONIC, BECAUSE THEY'RE ALSO LESS
PHYSICALLY ATTRACTIVE. Women age like shit, both in body and in soul. If you can't buy in
when she's at her peak, why are you going to buy in when she isn't? When women are physically
worth it but not mentally, they're not interested. Good luck even finding a woman who's hot, young
and doesn't have the personality of a cunt.
Essentially the older a woman gets, the less desirable she gets whilst becoming more difficult and
entitled. The wall is real. Some old bitches smartened up and realised being submissive/sweet/docile
was the only way they'd ever get a guy to stick around. So they take dick up their wrinkly ass, cook
well and work hard on behaving like less of an insufferable cunt. You know, they do yoga, try to read
shit, have a personality, avoid toxic crap like sex in the city and idle gossip. Less of a simpleton, less
of a bitch. Most women who are past it however choose cats and the feminist ideal of hyper-
individualised dignity rather than put in the work to change themselves so an older man sees her as
being even remotely worth a fuck. To the very end women are defiant. They would shame men into
compliance rather than become what men want. Why would you want to invest any significant
mental capital into that?
Subscribe to my blog if you like my posts, thanks!
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Illimitable Men: The Next Level
53 upvotes | April 13, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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IM's Hardest Hitting Reddit Rants
200 upvotes | April 16, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

In my latest blog post I announced I would keep all my reddit rants separate from my blog, a few
commenters asked if I could make an archive of sorts for all my rants available. Well here it is. I have
a few rants that are harder to find as they're buried in comments on old and very old threads, so like
drilling to the centre of the Earth some of the more purely-distilled misogyny is harder to find, but if I
find any more, I'll add it here.
Consider this a compilation of anger-phase induced unbridled testosterone-driven misogyny cut from
the purest Peruvian brick the world has ever seen. Be it outrage porn for you, or a chest-thumping
OORAH, prepare to get emotional.

Single mothers are delinquent subhuman scum who you should avoid at all costs. - TLDR:
Single mothers fuck up their children and these shitty women need to be held accountable.
AWALT - TLDR: An aggressive rendition of why "all women are like that." This one caused
quite a stir in the blue & purple pill. If memory serves saying "all women are shit" really hurt
some feels. Good. Suck it up.
Fuck Marriage - TLDR: Why marriage is a bad deal for men.
I'm sick and fucking tired of men who enable women and their "it's not my fault" bullshit
victim complex - TLDR: Stop enabling female shittyness by holding them to such low moral
standards that you say "you wouldn't blame a dog for shitting on a carpet, so don't be mad at a
woman for being a cunt." It's like a testosterone-driven spin on why nothing is ever a woman's
fault. Basically a hypoagency/hyperagency argument.
Not just sexual strategy is amoral, everything is - TLDR: Why seeing the world through a red
pill lens is not an excuse to be morally bankrupt and hamster immorality into amorality.
So you want to be a man? Welcome to life on Hard mode. - TLDR: It's harder to be a man than
a woman, don't bitch about how women have it easier, embrace the pain and become the best.
To the weak pathetic men who need to see the best in women - TLDR: Giving men a cold hard
slap for seeing femininity through rose-tinted glasses.
Whores & Daughters - TLDR: Why it's hard to raise a daughter that won't become a whore.
Who cares what blue pillers think? Fuck them! - TLDR: Giving a shit about the opinions of
blue pill men and women is asinine.
Why most women aren't worth committing to - TLDR: Why most contemporary western
women are poor relationship material.
You hate MGTOWs? I think PUAs are sad as fuck - TLDR: If MGTOWs are pathetic than
PUAs aren't much better. FYI: I'm not a MGTOW or a PUA.

I thought I had more "vitriolic misogyny" to share, but I can't immediately find any more as it stands.
Consider this an invitation to dig through my posting history and make suggestions.
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Exploring Logic & Emotion (Part 1)
56 upvotes | April 29, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Link: http://illimitablemen.com/2015/04/29/exploring-logic-emotion-part-1/
Synopsis:
This post is somewhat esoteric and may pose difficult to grasp for many. As such, I do not expect it
to be widely accessible, and have thus opted to include the most easily grasped and directly RP
relevant excerpt here. For those who want to read the full piece, the link is above. Part 2 is coming
soon, which will take a look at stoicism among other aspects in the relationship between logic and
emotion.

Contents:

1.) A Crude Side by Side Comparison

2.) Pseudo-Logic: Rationalisation & Sophistry

3.) Women, Logic, Emotion & Intelligence

4.) In Closing

Excerpt:

3.) Women, Logic, Emotion & Intelligence

Most humans lack a basic self-awareness and sense of disciplined mastery over their
emotions regardless of whether their personal preference is for logic or emotion. One could
argue that man does effectively wield anger to simultaneously bolster his logical
convictions, although this is of course only possible when anger remains anger, a suitable
amount of reasoning faculty is present, and anger has not turned to rage.

We often view women, in spite of their education, as less intelligent than men because of
their preference for emotion. One could be a genius, but if dominated by emotion, would
have their sense of reason so inhibited by the dictates of emotion that such genius would be
frivolously wasted, imprisoned even. Such is the observation we see with incredibly
intelligent women, how can somebody so smart seem so stupid? Well indeed, a woman is
still a woman, and no matter how objectively intelligent IQ tests may claim her to be in
matters of logic or numerics, she still shares the emotional preferences and lizard brain of
women of lesser intelligence. Indeed, her intelligence does, to an extent, make her less
womanly, but it does not stop her from being a woman. One could say intelligence spoils
women, for too much intelligence can detract from the very essence of what man considers
feminine, whilst simultaneously making her a poor imitation of man.

So regardless of objective IQ (a flawed metric that does not measure the totality of
intelligence, no less) we perceive "being logical" as synonymous with "being reasonable,"
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whilst correlating unreasonableness with "being emotional." Of course, it is a universal truth
where such truth is not dogmatically denied that women have a strong preference for
emotion, whilst man, for reason. This is not to say that neither are capable of exhibiting
either, but rather simply that, given a choice, women prefer to satiate their feelings whilst
men prefer to make conscious, cost-benefit driven decisions. Of course, preferences do not
equate to outcomes, but they heavily influence them.

If a high IQ woman is to be consistently unreasonable, this creates the perception of
stupidity and indeed undermines not just her own credibility, but the metric of IQ itself. If
an average IQ man is to be consistently reasonable, this instinctually conveys a sense of
intelligence to our perception. Must one be good at numerics to be logical in the complete
sense of the word? I suspect not.
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Ask IllimitableMan
79 upvotes | April 30, 2015 | /r/askTRP | Link | Reddit Link

I don't help out here with the new guys as much as I'd like to, so leave a question related to TRP
within the hour of this topic being posted (not a personal one, this isn't an AMA) and I will endeavour
to answer you in the comments. If you miss the hour mark, you'll get ignored, sorry - can't spend all
evening answering random questions. Also, try not to post essays.
It's easier for me to do this than manually hand pick threads. I may do this from time to time, to help
guys out. We'll see. Fire away.
Edit: Question time's over now, this was fun. Until next time.
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On Anger
358 upvotes | May 11, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Men don't deal well with female dominated environments because they tend to be hostile to men.
Even when they aren't, men do not enjoy these environments because they are limited and boring and
emphasise safety over creativity. They have to watch what they say. They have to fit in. There is no
space for originality or masculinity. By definition, women wanting to create "safe spaces" is anti-
masculine. Men don't do safe. Men test boundaries and constantly challenge each other. To women,
that lack of security and constant one-upping is "a hostile environment." Basically men don't value
how women hold court in social settings, and women don't value how men hold court in social
settings.
But that isn't anger, it's a communication and social preference related to aggression.
Men's emotions are rarely validated, they just get told to suck it up. Every time someone talks shit
about guys in the anger phase, I believe it's more of the same. Just invalidating male emotion. Shit
most men invalidate their own anger with a bottle of whiskey. They've been taught to deny their own
anger. And that ain't healthy. I won't go too deep on that right here, that's something worth blogging
about independently with some more depth in the future.
People, especially women and manginas hiding behind a keyboard (people with low testosterone
levels who would be useless in combat) love to talk shit about male anger from a place of elitist self-
righteousness because it scares the crap out of them. If this sounds like you and there was an angry
guy in front of you right now, absent a gun and the mindset to use it, you'd be the meek little thing
that you are. You wouldn't dare talk.
I'm not trying to intimidate you, that is simply an axiom close to fact that will inadvertently
intimidate a fragile mind. Women comment on something (male anger) from a perspective of fear
and then ridicule it. They don't actually understand male anger at all, and the functional purpose it
serves as being a cornerstone of masculinity.
They frame all anger as bad because that's the only time they give a shit about it. When a chick's
man is angry and uses it to earn money by being aggressive in negotiation, she doesn't give a
fuck. She'll even encourage it because it yields her benefit. Refer to Briffault's Law on the
sidebar. She is selfish and only gives a shit about it when it damages her sensibilities because she is
self-absorbed and lacks the capacity to abstract into a male point of view.
Men are great at abstracting. It is how you can raise an entire generation of men to act and think like
women and hold feminine values. And then you have to try and convince them that everything is a lie
and they have to start from scratch in life (which ironically, is often the source of much of the initial
anger guys in TRP feel to begin with.)
Let me tell you something. A man's anger is more pure and more righteous than the average woman's
tears ever will be. When men use anger to manipulate, it comes from a place of truth. It isn't a
complete deception. Most women can cry on command, like a switch they flip. I trust an angry man
more than a crying woman.
If guys want to be angry in TRP, to vent, or just talk some smack, good. They can't do it anywhere
else. Unlike so many, I have empathy. I know how it feels to be frustrated and pissed the fuck off and
just want to talk shit to some bros who will join in and talk shit with you rather than look down on
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you for being angry. Like it's not a legit emotion and you're just a cunt for feeling that way.
Most people aren't master stoics, and a lot of men don't want to follow that brand of "strong silent
masculinity" either. They like righteous anger. They like the truthfulness, drive and the sense of
power it yields. It's something you don't want to possess you - but it's an incredible force if you can
learn to wield it with a degree of discipline.
I'm not in the anger phase. Haven't been for a long time, and yet I still like to post rants now and
again. And every time someone will think I'm losing my mind and am right back in the anger phase
because they're overly sensitive to aggressive communication. It's hilarious. I couldn't give a fuck.
You just think I do because I choose to use anger to communicate sometimes. Do you need it spelt
out why I fucking do that? It's because I appreciate anger, it's manly as fuck. I appreciate it's honesty.
And I don't invalidate what men who are angry have to say. I don't look down on them for not being
cold super-rational detached automatons. That's some psychopathic ass-shit. And every manly man I
know likes to talk smack. It's part of who we are.
There's a lot of righteousness in anger. It can even be wise when it's articulated from experience. I
give anger the respect it's fucking well due. The invalidation of anger is a feminine operative social
convention. It is in women's interest to dismiss male anger, but it is in a man's to understand it
and cultivate it. Anger is not this crazy and baseless thing you simply dismiss and invalidate. You
don't talk it out like a faggot or pretend it's not there. You do something with it. Bottled up anger can
drive you to insanity and suicide. Don't do that shit. Use it as a tool to build yourself up with. Anger
is power.
Knowing how shit things are is half the battle. The other half is making yourself better in spite of the
deck that's stacked against you. Pour your anger into something productive such as working out,
reading and of course, getting money.
All the best gentlemen.
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The Red Pill, You & Morality
741 upvotes | May 18, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Edit: I hit the character limit when I submitted this post, so I'm going to edit this up a bit and
add the rest of what I wanted to say into a blog post. Will edit the link in to that here when it's
done.
Updated version: http://illimitablemen.com/2015/05/19/the-red-pill-you-morality/

You can choose not to be a snake and not betray a man you respect because you are a man of
principle. You can choose not to fuck another man's girl, whether he's a close friend or not because
one of the principles you follow in your life is the golden rule:
"I wouldn't want a guy fucking my girl, so I won't fuck another guy's girl." Or "do unto others as they
do unto you"
Moral principles aren't blue pill. Thinking that everyone has the same principles as you, and that most
people don't succumb (or even value) incentive over principle, is.
Modern men who prioritize sex and utilitarianism above principles; men who prioritise incentives
over an innate sense of justice we all possess don't want to hear that.
They don't want to observe another man's moral code, one that holds that man to a higher standard of
behaviour than he subjects himself to. Because for the ruthless Machiavellian, the pragmatist, justice
is an obstruction to his desires.
They think "Does this guy think he's better than me? Why is he trying to preach his principles like
religion or something? The best way is the way that works, he's naive for having principles. Period."
These people, the "amoral bandwagon" as I call them, like to prioritise incentive over justice. These
people make shit friends and business partners. Incentive cares about what you get out of it. Justice
cares about "what the right thing to do is." These people violate justice because there is an incentive
to do so. That doesn't make them evil in the satanic meaning of the word, but it does make them
prone to immorality. These people know what they're doing will hurt others, they just don't give a
shit.
"Doesn't matter, had sex."
And then without a hint of irony the same guy who said that is going to be pissed when he finds out
his baby mother just sucked off some guy behind a dumpster. He wants other people to respect his
dignity and not violate him, but he doesn't give a shit about violating others.
Humans are emotional people, emotional people follow principles and have certain codes of
behaviour they follow.
Having one guiding policy "do whatever and fuck whoever to get what you need" is destructive.
Some people are like that. There were always people like that. Fuck it, whatever. That's their choice.
In some situations, we advise that. But do these people really have a moral pedestal to say "you have
principles and therefore you're an idiot who doesn't get TRP?" - No. Shut up.
You can understand the game and keep your principles if you want to. Just realise that to live up to
your principles, you will sacrifice incentives. If you have a particularly strong sense of justice,
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you will never live out RP philosophy fully.
To be honest, to fully live out TRP philosophy in your life, you'd have to be incredibly immoral. To
be amoral is to be psychopathic, because amorality is neutrality, it is factual, it is devoid of
human emotion. Human action is not amoral, only strategy/knowledge itself is. Do you see the
disconnect there?
The world is not a fair place, sometimes you may need to be immoral to simply survive, but there's no
need to glorify that shit. If it's necessary, and you're not simply indulging yourself, then so be it. But
there's a difference between stealing to eat and stealing because "who's gonna stop me?" And guys
who get the game but choose not to steal other people's girls, or scam people out of money in sales
aren't blue pillers. They simply have stronger moral principles than you. Maybe they can afford to
have those principles and survive, and you can't, it simply is what it is.
TRP is here to show you how the game works, not to tell you how to live your life. We give advice
when asked, sure, but you live the way that suits you best. You own your choices.
TRP is amoral in the sense that it says "it is what it is.":
Hypergamy? It is what it is.
Branch swinging to the next best thing? It is what it is.
Alpha fucks, beta bucks? It is what it is.
Women have innate value whilst men don't? It is what it is.
You can't change these things, you can build a culture designed to subvert these things, but they're
not going anywhere. The reason the west is falling apart is because we don't subjugate these things
like we used to.
Peel back all the bullshit, and you see women, as well as a lot of men on this board, are immoral
creatures. I don't intend that to be a value judgement, but without getting into some bullshit
philosophical argument and redefining what good and bad are (been done to death and people always
try to whore up my time with this nonsense) we all know what good and bad is innately.
If you violate someone else's rights because there is incentive for you (stealing, adultery etc) that's
bad. Some philosophical ideas preach otherwise (Nietzsche and social darwinism comes to mind,) but
these are simple redefinitions of reality from a metaphysical or scientific perspective. You are not
mathematics, burying yourself in abstraction will not immunise you to human instincts.
It doesn't matter if DNA and atoms are amoral, and that you're a collection of atoms and DNA that is
in an amoral competition. The combination of all those things in tandem gave you a sense of justice.
You have a revenge instinct. Your sense of justice and need for revenge are the basis for all moral
guiding principles. You're part of a game that is not adequately represented by maths and physics.
Those things can't explain morality in a useful manner, because morality is only part logic, the rest is
the intangibility of emotion.
If a guy doesn't want a life of ruthless Machiavellianism and unbridled hedonism, that's his choice.
Just like MGTOW, PUA or being a patriarch with a family is a choice. None of which are "right
choices" but simply "are." As long as he understands that this won't stop other people from living that
kind of life, and that women are immoral, he's good. If he takes action to defend himself from people
who respond only to incentives and disincentives and ignore moral principles based upon
justice/injustice, then he's good.
People will always debate shit to death out of the principle of "demonstrating superiority," but most
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people who advocate for immoral behaviour don't even have the conviction to call what they're
advocating for immoral. They know it's immoral, they know fucking someone's wife and breaking up
that family is immoral. But they rather call it amoral and say "well she was going to ruin that
marriage anyway." "If he was alpha enough she wouldn't be cheating on him, so he deserves it." "I
have no commitment to that other guy, I don't even know him, so if his girl wants my dick, I'm going
to press that." If that doesn't sound like bullshit to you, I don't know what to say.
The guy is complicit, he's an accessory to a whore's immorality, but because pussy is on offer,
he doesn't care.
When you try to call that shit AMORAL, you care - a lot. You don't want people to think of you as
immoral, so you try to say it's not good or bad but that it just simply "is." That family falling apart, or
a relationship falling apart isn't your fault. If you give a girl dick who is in monogamy, that's always
immoral, because you violated another man's rights.
In agreed monogamy, you have rights over exclusive sexual access, when those rights are breached,
immorality has occurred. Now if you have some open shit going, and your girl fucks another guy,
then you knew the score. You may be butthurt, but you weren't betrayed. You were complicit.
Complicit like the guy who knew he was fucking a taken girl but whose horniness overrode any
moral principles he may otherwise adhere to. Betrayal is the key act that evokes a need for revenge.
When betrayal occurs, so does immorality.
"Bro-knighting" (a faggy term if I've ever heard one) is an issue of moral contention on this sub. It is
men of different moral principles (and some without) essentially bickering what the right thing to do
is when it comes to fucking a whore who is currently the sexual property of another man. I'm going to
tell you now, I don't think this subreddit can tell you what the fuck to do. You have to figure that shit
out for yourself.
We can present balanced arguments, we can tell you the benefits of immorality vs. the benefits of
morality, and combined with your own pain and experiences you will make a choice on how you
choose to live your life based upon that. Sometimes you may violate your own principles because you
can't keep your instincts in check, you're fallible after all.
Telling you how to fuck someone over, as a "sexual strategy" is amoral. Actually doing that and
infringing on someone else's rights and causing emotional pain? That's immoral. Every man must
decide "do I want strong moral principles that I want to live by, or do I want to behave however I
need to behave to get what I want?"
And neither is red or blue pill. It simply "is." All choices and strategies are amoral, it's the act itself
and how it affects others which is moral or immoral. People in this community who have chosen
immoral lifestyles want to sell it as amoral. But that's disingenuous face-saving bullshit.
If you're going to be immoral, own it, don't come up on the sub and act like folk with moral principles
are "blue pillers" because even though they understand how fucked up the game is, they want to
adhere to certain guiding moral principles in their life.
A lot of people on TRP confuse amorality with delusion. They are different things. Amorality is
simply stating what works in a scientific and pragmatic manner. Delusion is believing in
something that is not true.
So if you understand the game, but refuse to adapt to it - you are not blue pill, you are simply defiant,
stubborn.
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You know some of you are fucking your guy's girlfriends and sisters and shit. That is fucked up you
know. You don't deserve a wolf pack when you're pulling moves like that.
Trust is a commodity. You need to adhere to certain moral principles whilst demanding others live up
to the same moral principles to ensure that the bond of trust is not broken. People who are constantly
out for themselves end up alone because there's a lack of trust on all sides. No trust = relationships
fall apart.
Why do men instinctually almost have close to zero trust for women? Because we know they're
immoral creatures. We know they don't give a fuck. They must be regulated. If you've read TRP you
know these women will do whatever is necessary to ensure their own well-being. They don't have a
higher mode of thought, they just run off biological programming and do whatever to "get theirs."
You can call that amoral if there's no malice behind it, but regardless the pain it causes across society
is anything but. We used to check female behaviour with man's sense of justice posing as
divinely ordained, and then impose this on society as a whole. But now men have lost control;
female morality runs the show. And plenty of guys are adopting a feminine view of morality to
"get ahead."
If you think morality is a wholly rational process, it isn't. Even in the intellectualism of Nietzcshe's
master-slave morality or Ragnar Redbeard's "Might is Right" you can sense a certain hatred and
contempt for weakness that inverses traditional morality as we know it. In fact, in a perverse way, I
would say it something akin to natural female morality. As it seems all but apparent that
hypergamy is the basis of female morality - what enriches her is good, what doesn't, is bad. It
ignores other people's need for justice and is entirely self-serving. Sound familiar? In a way one could
say TRP is the female strategy applied to male interests.
Vice becomes virtue, and virtue becomes vice. Women are without honour unless they are taught and
shamed into having some. They don't possess the natural sense of honour that men do, although, it
would seem in this age of emasculation, more and more men are taking on female traits to "adapt"
and "win."
Look at society now. That is unsuppressed female sexuality running wild. Corrupt the women and the
men will follow, because when men lose control on a cultural level they individually adapt
themselves to succeed in a feral mating climate. That is what happens when we say "stop locking up
your daughters and confining sex to marriage, let's have a mass orgie." Sex pushes people towards
immorality to get an orgasm and feel powerful. The bonds of family, and thus civilization, are
destroyed; one adulterous orgasm at a time.
Neither the immoral/amoral or moral guy are really right in what they do. The immoral guy is "right"
in he acquires the most incentives. The guy with strong principles is "right" in the sense he causes the
least pain in the world. These aren't absolutes, you will do moral and immoral things throughout your
life.
Do I think the guy who leans more towards morality is blue pill? No. He is a man of principle.
Choosing to have principles regardless of reality doesn't make you blue pill. What makes you blue
pill is not understanding reality and telling yourself that things that aren't real are in fact, real. The
blue pill is accepting dogma over the nature of how things work.
So if you understand the game and decide you're going to be an upstanding guy, as long as you
understand fully what is going on, you understand other people aren't going to play along to your
tune, but DO YOU ANYWAY - then you're not deluded. You simply refuse to become immoral to be
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more successful. You value your principles more than financial or sexual success. That is rare, but
good for you. In a success driven capitalist culture people will view you as weak for that, but it's
a mature decision we all must make.
The game is fucked up, I know that better than most, and trying to normalise betrayal, deceit and
double-crossing as the status quo is indicative of that. It's cultural regression.
Don't do everything TRP tells you. Honestly, pick and choose to apply what you read here. As much
as dark triad theory helps one acquire incentives for instance, I don't want to create a cult of wannabe
psychopaths who try to medicate their pain and poverty through ruthlessness. So check yourself on
that shit. As with everything, moderation. Anything taken to it's utmost extremity is insane. We've
seen that with what feminism turned into.
Alright, I'm done. Peace.
Plugs:
Support my blog: http://illimitablemen.com/
Support /u/GayLubeOil for LOLs: http://twitter.com/GayLubeOil
Support /u/redpillschool by making sure you're on the puerarchy mailing list:
http://puerarchy.com/mailing/?p=subscribe&id=1
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Successful Men Are Warriors.
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"You're probably gay", "you're just some loser virgin", "you're being such a pussy", "you're
weak", etc.

If you hear this kind of stuff, you're not sufficiently intimidating. A cornerstone of masculinity is the
capacity to be physically/mentally intimidating. Basically, superior in power, as power is an
aphrodisiac. Money is power, but it's a specific kind of outsourced power; the power to acquire
resources. It isn't a form of personal power. This is why guys who are loaded but have little physical
or mental prowess HAVE TO throw money at women to see any action (don't CHOOSE to out of
choice, but owing to a lack of of options.)
Such men are unworthy from an attraction viewpoint, they are unattractive as men. Their money
makes them a temporary option to be exploited, but such men are happy to be exploited because it's
the easy way to get laid; it means they don't have to change anything about themselves. It means they
don't have to reject who they are to become something better, even the weak can be prideful.
Women are attracted to intimidation and fear, primarily. It makes them tingle/pine. Plenty of women
are enthusiastically fucking cavemen types, but how many are fucking scholastic types for anything
but a shot at their money/status/maintaining some sort of purely aesthetic reputation? The caveman
will always elicit more passion, and thus more love from a woman than the super-intelligent guy who
she may respect purely on a logical level (most women don't even respect logic if it doesn't aid their
agenda.) At the end of the day, your intellect won't make her want to spread her legs. Your aggression
will.
Intellect and money augment the mentally and physically powerful man, but they are insufficient
crutches for a man without either. An intelligent warrior can get laid and command respect; a
pedantic nerd can't. A rich Machiavellian can command respect, a rich idiot is the guy everyone
mooches off. Why do you think Michael Jackson read the 48 laws of power? He was a rich idiot. He
got rich because he had a monetisable talent, but he lacked "street smarts" which from now on, you
should think of as Machiavellianism.
If you're intimidating you won't have people talking down to you (they fear your potential to
seriously fuck them up too much.) Women get off to fear and want to fuck guys they're scared of.
Men who can make them feel fear tell her emotional solipsism on some level "this guy is powerful"
and a guy being powerful means "I find this man attractive, I'll fuck him." Why do you think so many
women fuck drug dealers, thugs, and other degenerates? Because they convey power. Women don't
give a shit about morals when it comes to sexuality, just power.
In tribal times only a very physically/mentally powerful man would have a lot of resources. Now as
we become more intelligent and women can get resources alone, a man doesn't need to be physically
or mentally powerful (meaning a propensity for violence in either capacity) to amass resources. He
simply needs to be sufficiently smart to get a fairly well paying job (people who aren't mentally
powerful don't tend to start their own businesses, they always work for someone else or fail when
they go at it at alone.) Pussies very rarely become successful entrepreneurs.
So money is power in what it can get, but it's not personal power as eg: a STEM nerd can make a
fuck ton of money, but he has little Machiavellian ability, little physical mass and thus conveys no
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personal power. With no personal power, he cannot generate attraction (or respect outside of his
respective field.) Thus to get personal power he needs to study/practice/learn to think like a
Machiavellian and go lift. But how many STEM nerds do you think know this is the path to their
social redemption, and are willing to take such a path? Not many, I suspect.
You must be warrior in body and in heart. Those are the type of men women fuck, and other men
respect. Everything else in the reproductive/respect game is superfluous.
Machiavelli summed this up best with the following quote:
"It is better to be feared than loved, if you cannot be both."
Become a warrior, get loved later. Love does not come before power, it comes afterwards, if at all.
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Here's my newest article, enjoy.
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/06/01/the-hierarchy-of-love/
Excerpt:
“Women don’t love, they only care for themselves.” This is a comment from a gentleman I came
across recently that made me stop to give pause. After some pondering, I came up with the essay you
are about to read. I must conclude that I disagree with the statement that inspired this particular piece
of literature. I do suspect that the gentleman who said what he said felt it to be true with every inch of
his fiber, but I do not believe the assertion to be right. Nevertheless, I am sympathetic to his
sentiment, for although he is wrong, he is not entirely. It is, at least among the old guard of the red
pill community, an established truth that women do not love men in the way that man wants to be
loved.
The problem is contingent on not only the way in which man craves to be loved, but likewise the way
in which woman is capable of loving. Man desires a sacrificial love, sacrifice implies loyalty and
connection. What men want from love, and what woman’s love amounts to is fundamentally
irreconcilable.
In matters of love (and not simply lust,) man is a optimistic egalitarian. He loves as he wishes to be
loved. In matters of love, when man is young and oblivious to the ways of women, he is a true
adherent to the golden rule. The folly of man’s nature lies in the belief that the loyalty quintessential
to woman’s maternal instinct will be available within a romantic context. He believes, rather
foolishly, that as his mother loved him, the idealised girlfriend could. He sees how women love their
children, and upon making such an observation concludes that women are capable of great love. This
is true, they are. But this is a love reserved for child, not man, and realistically it is a love that few
men can ever hope to possess. As such, man has an idealisation of woman’s love, not a realisation.
Man desires that which is unattainable to him, unbeknownst that the love he desires is maternal in
nature and can never be felt for him by a woman. Nature plays a cruel trick on the psychology of
man. It gives him a very pure, high quality love in his childhood. It gives him a template for woman’s
love that he comes to expect as standard of all women. He is taught by his mother’s love that
unconditional loyalty, noble character, gentleness, sacrifice and trust are intrinsic of the feminine
essence. And so as he grows from a boy into a man he comes to the rather logical conclusion that if
he is “a good man,” he can expect to be loved by his lover in much the same way. His mother, well-
meant but quite incorrectly likewise affirms this notion to him. This is a wicked lie, but a man whose
heart is yet to be broken does not realise this. He thinks woman’s love is immutable. He knows not
that her love for child is different from that of her love for him.
You can read the rest here: http://illimitablemen.com/2015/06/01/the-hierarchy-of-love/
(if you read all of this post, go straight to paragraph 4 in section 2.)
If you spot any typos, let me know. Thanks.
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Ask IllimitableMan - June 2015
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If you've been around awhile you'll remember I did an "Ask IM" here in May which I consider to
have been quite a success. If not, here's the thread so you can gauge the level of answer I was giving
to the questions presented:
https://www.reddit.com/r/asktrp/comments/34f0zr/ask_illimitableman/
After that I asked my followers on Twitter if they thought it would be a good idea for me to do a
monthly mailbag. Seeing as the response both here on AskTRP and on Twitter was positive, I've
decided to go ahead with it.
I'm doing this for a few reasons:

There is demand for it.
I want to interact more with the community on a visible level. I do a lot of essay writing, but
some people may learn better from a more organic interaction, such as this. Also I have some
very interesting 1-on-1 discussions from time-to-time, interactions I'm sure others could learn
from had they been public. Consider this an opportunity to make that a reality.
If this proves to be successful I will do it every month, picking the best questions over the
month and publishing the mailbag to my blog on the final day of the month.

Some guidelines:

If your question is of a personal nature, give a pseudonym, and I will refer to you by that if I
publish your question with my answer.
This isn't an AMA, it's more an "agony uncle" type deal. If you ask me personal questions I'm
not going to publish any answers to them.
I will only feature the best questions. The better/more in-depth your question, the more chance
it will have of being answered. This is being published on my blog, so asking questions that can
easily be answered by the red pill sidebar aren't going to get published. Think more relationship
problems or scenario based problems (Asking for Machiavellian advice is fine.)
I won't publish answers to every question I get, only the questions I hand pick as being the best
ones, and as many that fit within a max 2,500 word article. I won't answer every question. It's
not possible.
If you ask a question about the dark triad I won't answer it in the mailbag, I'll reserve it for the
dark triad Q&A like when I did this one. It's not the upcoming post, but part 2 is in the works.

Leave your questions here, or choose any of the methods shown here to get in touch. Remember, I
won't answer your question here, if I answer it, I will answer it in a blog post at the end of the
month. If other people want to answer your question in the comments here, that's fine by me.
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An easy to understand metaphorical analogy that will help you
understand the differences between men and women.
17 upvotes | June 17, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link
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Morality & Machiavellianism
57 upvotes | June 20, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Here's my newest article, enjoy.
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/06/20/morality-and-machiavellianism/
Excerpt:

Morals are too emotional to be debated and agreed upon via consensus, rather ironically
they must be imposed via a platonic noble lie such as religion. This of course is immoral in
a number of ways, but nevertheless it is best characterised as deceit with an altruistic
intention. It serves a “greater good,” and thus for those who value ethics or altruistic
Machiavellianism, it can be reasonably justified.

Of course, religion is like any corporation or government; it can be co-opted and corrupted
by those who do not wish to serve the public good by submitting to the purpose of the
organisation – but who use their position to fulfil their own purposes in spite of the
organisation. We call a betrayal of such systemic significance corruption. Corruption in a
civilizational context is effectively the sabotage of societal infrastructure for self-gain; in
spite of the fact that society is reliant upon such infrastructure, as indeed is the person
exploiting it.

Very few want to be martyrs, and those up to the task would, in my cynicism, only be
puppeted by those pretending to serve the public good whilst only really serving
themselves. Ironically, to do good, one must be very competent in the strategies commonly
employed by “evil.” If “evil” has anything going for it, it is that it does not leave anything to
chance. Such a thing is so rare with “the good” that a man of strong moral convictions adept
in the strategies commonly associated with “evil” is scarcely encountered. Thus it is such
that very few believe in the moral Machiavellian, although such a thing is not common and
the business of power is inherently dirty, it is my contention that such men exist in small
numbers.

Naturally, powerful knowledge carries a certain taint. The more you understand about the
realm of cunning, the more likely you are to employ such things, for power is inherently
irresistible. You probably sought such knowledge due to powerless in the first place, and
often the powerless are more neurotic than the powerful, but when the powerful know not
when to stop – this is incorrect.

Whether one uses their power for altruistic or sadistic purposes effectively defines whether
the Machiavellian in question is moral or immoral in character, but as sadism reinforces
narcissism, it is my thought that the latter is more typical. If one has guiding principles they
consider superior to their ego, they can be considered a moral Machiavellian. Nevertheless,
such people must guard such principles from public view, for these principles are the
individual’s Achilles heel and will be exploited by those who do not share them.
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You can read the rest here:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/06/20/morality-and-machiavellianism/
If you read all of this post, go straight to paragraph 1 in section 2.

I'm also doing a monthly mailbag from now on, in case you didn't see it, here are the details (link
shows the original AskTRP thread):
https://archive.is/G0sQS
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Looking for your input/some suggestions
9 upvotes | June 23, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I want to increase the number of RP comedy clips I archive here:
http://illimitablemen.com/red-pill-comedy/
I'm sure you guys know of comedians and clips that fit with RP ideas that I wouldn't have heard of.
Leave your suggestions here, and I'll check them out. If they're good, I'll add them to the page.
Most recently I added this - funny as fuck, fits with Patrice's whole "women don't wanna win, they
want a winner." mantra.
If you've got anything to add, let me know. Doesn't have to have video, audio only is fine. I'm always
looking to improve on the site. Thanks.
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Be Confident & Decisive - Notes on Law 28 “ENTER ACTION
WITH BOLDNESS”
98 upvotes | June 23, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Confidence has a place within Machiavellianism/The 48 Laws of Power, law 28 goes into more
detail.

Boldness makes you seem more powerful with the spectacle of its grandiosity whilst
simultaneously obscuring your weaknesses. It is fundamental in illusion because it keeps
people distracted, preventing them from finding your thumbscrew. The predatory are always
trying to ascertain what your thumbscrew is through deep analysis; continuous spectacle is thus
necessary for bogging down their analytical process with misdirection. The less intelligent they
are, the easier this is.
There is boldness in polarisation. An oft successful way to seem unique and powerful is to
undermine the ways of your opponent by nonchalantly disregarding them.
Following from the previous point, in any scenario where there are two opposing forces,
reticence can be the difference between life and death. When you hesitate you give the
opposition the confidence to strike, for rightfully or not they assume your uncertainty stems
from fear. Confidence feeds bravado, bravado can mask your fears when aptly portrayed.
Timidity makes you prey, even the weak will become guileful enough to try exploit you if they
believe you a fool. This is a matter of opportunistic disrespect rather than sadistic hate.
Timidity makes people awkward. Timidity is easily detected if not masked by bravado.
In contrast, boldness can make others feel more comfortable. This is oft why unconfident men
are more well-liked when intoxicated than when sober. Such a man has however briefly,
become bolder.
Boldness can be cultivated by the challenges of struggle. If you are comfortable in your life you
will grow timid. Healthy paranoia is realising that comfort can be dangerous in excessive
amounts. With healthy paranoia, boldness becomes natural, for one is more alert, attuned to
their surroundings.
Reluctance restricts movement whilst boldness allows room for manoeuvre. Reluctance is oft
analysis paralysis, allowing the unending discourse of logic to control your thoughts. Boldness
rejects logical perfectionism in favour of goal-orientated motivation. He who is bold knows
how to get outside of his head.
Unannounced boldness keeps the element of surprise on your side. Reluctance gives others a
chance to think, allowing them to strategize and weigh up their options.
Boldness can force the enemy into a state of reactivity.

The rest of the article is bullet pointed, so easy to read (don't worry, I will still write about the laws in
essay form too.) If you want to see all of the bullet points (there are 40) check out the full article
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/06/23/notes-on-law-28-enter-action-with-boldness/
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The Nature of Women - Alternative Title: "Understanding
Hamstering"
212 upvotes | June 30, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

To understand women with at least some degree of competence, one must firstly understand
Machiavellianism. Once they understand Machiavellianism, they must come to understand
dissociation. After understanding dissociation, the next logical step is to understand dissociation’s
relationship with rationalisation, for rationalisation is reason built upon fantasy. A hoax, but one that
can only be identified as such once you have investigated its origin.
Most within the red pill community come to know of rationalisation before dissociation; I suspect
many know not what dissociation is in spite of its relation to rationalisation. Without dissociation, the
reality removing mechanism on which feminine solipsism is predicated, rationalisation lacks the
conviction needed to be convincing. The most compelling of a woman’s performances thus requires
dissociation to masquerade as truth. If she did not believe her lies, neither would you.
If womankind did not possess an infinite capacity for dissociation, the effectiveness of her
manipulations would be greatly vitiated. Such a woman would be unable to leverage her sexuality
into attaining commitment once she’d had more than a few partners. Her sexuality would be utilised
and disposed of like something to be consumed, as once perceived a whore, she would become her
sexuality and deemed to lack essence in absence of it. All too aware of this, dissociation is women’s
primary coping mechanism.
If a woman cannot sell herself a false narrative, she cannot manipulate men into holding her in higher
regard. Her worthiness of this bothers her not, her only concern is to obtain her ends. Although man
is romantic, he does not easily trust or forgive women of dubious history. Such women are objectified
in great ubiquity, for no value is seen in a whore outside the physical pleasure her flesh can offer.
Some women set out to commodify themselves in this manner, we call them prostitutes.
And yet a prostitute would not be able to engage in the mental gymnastics necessary to forgive
herself her promiscuity if she were chained to decision-making in a way that reason absent
dissociation necessitates. In order for a woman to opportunistically capitalise on her sexuality, she
must be capable of great dissociation. With dissociation, she can avoid consequences for her life
choices, enabling her to convince a man she possesses an innocence and chastity she has long lacked.
A woman would get what she deserves, rather than what she wanted or needed if she could not
dissociate. Luckily, nature has equipped women with an instinctual proclivity to dissociate. Women
have evolved to become humanity’s most competent liars, in spite of themselves, for their own sake.
Rather than striving to be better than she is, womankind has become competent in pretending she
need not be better because she already is what she isn’t – better.
Wanna read the whole thing? Click the link and head to section 3:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/06/30/the-nature-of-women/
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IM's Firstly Monthly Mailbag - Post-college life, how to use
Narcissism, 10 books on personal growth and why I still bother
with TRP
205 upvotes | July 6, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Here is the contents of my first mailbag:

1.) Introduction

2.) "Why do you bother with TRP?"

3.) "I don't know what to do after college."

4.) "How do you write about the dark triad and then write about morality?"

5.) "If you could recommend 10 books for personal growth, what would they be?"

6.) "How do I use ego productively?"

7.) In Closing

I'll put the answer to "why I still bother with TRP" in this thread. If you want to know about the other
stuff and don't care about this, such as the books, or narcissism, then skip this excerpt and read the
full mailbag:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/07/06/monthly-mailbag-june-2015/

"As a TRP newbie, I'm very grateful for yet surprised by the amount of energy and time you and other
TRP veterans are expending to help other people for free. I'm sure you personally have enough
knowledge and discipline already to basically do whatever you want to do, so why are you choosing
to spend your valuable time on TRP? Is becoming just a tiny bit more knowledgeable yourself worth
the time investment, is it charity, is it a hobby, is it a "perfection in all things" philosophy, something
else?"

Men are in pain. If I had the knowledge I have now when I was 15 or even 18 my life would have
taken a far different direction. A lot of us had to learn the hard way so that you can learn the easy
way. I remember what it's like growing up clueless and without guidance. By forming my blog, I can
give the guidance I never had.
When you don't have a blog, and you care about this stuff, you know, the state of boys and men, the
health of masculinity - you're better off having a blog to communicate your ideas to as many people
as possible. Otherwise, you have lots of 1-on-1 conversations over private message, and the impact
you have is far more localised. One article that gets 10,000 views has a greater impact on the
collective than 200 individual private message consultations.
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I think the red pill is a very important space for boys and men, young and old. Male spaces are
lacking in real life, almost everywhere you go is dominated by a strong whiff of estrogen. Being
stuck in the corporate rat race is no good for a guy, frankly, in my opinion, it's emasculating. Men
aren't free to be men anymore, men must tone down their nature as not to be ostracised.
Political correctness is more a natural sensibility of the feminine than it is conducive to the
masculine. Men tend to prefer communicating directly, that's when they're happiest and working at
their best. Sanitised language which does not overtly offend is part of the "greet you with a smile
whilst stabbing your jugular" ethic quintessential of women.
If you don't do a sport in the real world, or work on a building site, you probably don't have a place to
shoot the shit. You have to be politically correct and police yourself, joking around or discussing
serious topics from an exclusively male viewpoint is scarcely an option.
Not all your friends are going to be red pill, or really care about discussing the things that we as a
community enjoy discussing. You may want to have a deep discussion about something, but you have
friends who avoid "deep talk" and are chronic fun seekers. They're not in the mood for politics, or
whatever deep thing it is you want to discuss, so where do you go? An internet forum - to meet
people who have the same problem as you. The community is special in the way that it provides an
outlet for masculine expression (at all levels of depth) in a time and place where such expression is
taboo.
Likewise, I take great joy in writing, I love to write. There isn't really anything else for me to learn
from the community, all one can do is master the implementation of the knowledge taught through
practice. There comes a point where discussion is redundant but is done for the sake of itself, as well
as for helping the guys who weren't there for all the prior discussions. If we don't keep the torch lit,
it'll go out. Watch how quickly things dilute and fall into obscurity if all the big names just decided to
up and leave - it would be tragic. TRP is a community of many built on the broad backs of the few.
Plenty of guys "don't get it enough" and plenty of guys who do get it "don't give enough fucks to help
anybody out."
If I wanted to disappear, lift weights and drink an unhealthy amount of whiskey (fuck, I love
bourbon) I could do that. But I find writing and helping men out to be a fulfilling task - so I do that.
For as long as I find such things fulfilling, I will continue to do them. TRP helped me out when I was
in a tough spot, and for that it has my eternal gratitude. However, one should note that TRP isn't a
magical fix-all for your problems.
TRP will give you the tools necessary to help you fix yourself, but TRP can't force you to get off your
ass. Reading TRP isn't going to magically fix your life for you, it's going to tell you how to fix your
life so you can do the fixing. You could read TRP for eternity, but if that's all you did, you'd continue
to be the loser you were before you found TRP.
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The Casino Metaphor
561 upvotes | July 9, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

First things first: I did not write this, I am not the original author. I wish this was mine, but it
isn't. No plagiarism intended, just sharing with the community.
I saw this comment buried in another thread on TRP (where the poster claims he is not the original
writer.) I thought it was great and is deserving of the community's full attention. It's an extended
metaphor which illustrates the depreciating nature of female SMV and how hypergamy drives women
to make poor mating decisions. The short story is written in a silly sort of style (think Pook) so the
pill concerning these matters is more easily digested as it's not so serious sounding.
This kind of medium (a light-hearted short story drenched in RP) works as a great way to softly
introduce people to RP ideas. I may consider writing some pieces in such a manner myself in future if
not purely for the artistic challenge.
According to Private Man, this story/comment may have originated from a poster at 4Chan. RPWs
would learn/appreciate a lot from reading this too.
Enjoy this gem, I certainly did.
/u/Charlesthehamster wrote this, but deleted the original thread when his ex-employer found out his
Reddit name. The original thread is here.

Women are all playing a game. Like a casino in Vegas, they're given chips in the form of sex and
companionship to put into games and machines (men) to try to win a good relationship. A good
looking girl gets chips that go from 20 to 1, and she has to start out using the 20 only ever going
downward to 19, 18, 17, and so on, hoping for a big score.
But, this casino is a special, one time casino. It opens at noon, and closes at 2 a.m, forever. So, they
have to collect their winnings by then or leave with nothing and be forced to fend for themselves,
broke in the outside world.
Furthermore, once she hits 10 p.m. management starts taking away 2 chips every following hour, but
she's not worried about that. That's not for another 10 hours.
So, she learns the rules and is so excited to get into the casino, hoping for a jackpot. She's so sure
she's worthy of hitting a jackpot. It will happen for her. She's been told her entire life.
She enters the casino and sees thousands of machines ushering her over all vying for her attention.
She is delighted. She's never felt so loved or validated. She immediately walks past the begging 1-5
chip machines, morbidly obese men, fat thugs, funny looking gas station attendants, 35 year old pizza
delivery men, and she laughs as she passes them. The idea of her putting a 20 chip in a 1-5 is
laughable, she understands this completely.
She then sees the 6-10s men, a lot of them are blue collared, some are college students on the up and
up. She's more impressed by them, but she at least wants a college educated man, no she deserves
one, she thinks, and she's got more than enough chips to get one.
So, she keeps going. She gets to the 11-15s, college graduates, a lot of confident young men. A lot
are just starting their shitty careers, some are more alpha than others. She doesn't care for the nerds,
but she finds some alpha med school student at 15 chips. He played college lacrosse too! And he's
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just starting med school, so he still is only 15 chips for a hot girl like her. What a bargain.
But she decides to continue, she has a few more chips than that, after all. She gets to 16-20. Fairly
tall, attractive professionals. A lot of doctors, lawyers and stock brokers. They're mostly in their late
20s or early to mid 30s. They're surrounded by and turning down a bunch of girls offering lower
numbers to them, but she has just enough to pull it off if she acts right now! But she sees the back of
the casino. There are thousands of women gathered around these machines. "What's going on back
there?" She wonders. She decides she can come back to these machines later. It's barely been three
hours! So, she's still not at risk for getting any of her chips taken away.
She gets to the back and finds a ton of girls surrounding these machines. There are some movie stars,
athletes, authors, millionaires and billionaires at 40 chips, who are communicating with these models
and all these other girls who pass by. Then she sees some guys who cost 25-30 chips, and the price is
crudely written in pencil on a paper hanging by a string around their neck.
She sees other girls handing them their 20 chip and questions why to herself briefly. She walks up to
one of them and asks, "Why if you cost 25-30 are these girls handing you their 20 chip when they can
never have you?"
"Price is relative," he answered. "We just priced it at what we wanted. Personally, I'm not really
looking for a relationship right now, but if I met the right girl, maybe it could happen."
"Well, what do you do?" She asked.
"I'm lead singer in a band I started." He answered
She didn't question his pricing. He seemed confident he was worth that much, after all. "Do you think
maybe we could have a long term relationship?" She asked.
"Anything is possible," he said. "But like I said I'm not necessarily looking for a relationship right
now."
She looked past his scruffy face into his dreamy blue eyes and handed him her 20 dollar chip. He
looked up at her. "Thank you," he said. "But you lose."
"What!" She yelled, as she could hardly control herself, reaching quickly and grabbing her 19 and
handing it to him. "What about now!"
"Wow, thanks again for coming back for more. Unfortunately you lose again."
"Unbelievable!" The girl screamed. "Do you know what you've taken from me?"
"Yeah," he answered. "Your 20 and 19 chip. I don't want you anymore though, so don't bother giving
any more chips, but my buddy over there said you're hot. He's a starving artist and he sells drugs on
the side. He's worth 22, but secretly I think you can probably get him for 18."
"Is he really worth 22?" The girl asked.
"Well, a lot of people think so," he answered.
She headed over to the guy and immediately handed him her 18 chip.
"Wow, I really appreciate that," he said, "But I'm really doing my own thing right now, and there are
others girls who still want to give me their chips, so I really hope you find someone else. You're a
nice girl."
"Men are disgusting pigs!" The girl yelled, heading back toward the front of the casino.
She was stopped by the manager and she looked up at the clock. It was 11! She handed him her 17
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and 16 chips and bolted toward the front, desperately looking for the med school lacrosse player. She
found him. His sign read 17 now, though. Thank God I found you! She said as she tried to hand him
her chip. "Thank you," he said. " But I can't do a relationship with you now. I'm doing my residency,
and I'm getting a lot more attention from better women."
"Asshole!" She yelled as she ran even further toward the front stopped again by the manager as she
coughed up her 14 and 13 chip. She scrambled to find someone, anyone.
She saw a nerdy IT guy and almost gagged, but she still approached him. He was low confidence,
short, nerdy and gross and set himself at only 11. She approached really sadly and resignedly. "Will
you take my chip," she said, almost crying. "Gladly!" He said.
She walked out with him and she cried, mourning all of the possibilities of good looking successful
men she lost. She should have just gotten the med student or the stock brokers or lawyers, when she
could. She ended up with a loser after all the possible chances. She secretly resented him and
wondered if she should have taken her friend's route and not settled at all after she was denied by the
med student. Maybe she could still cheat on him though.
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50 Shades of Red - Wisdom for Men About Women
694 upvotes | July 17, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

50 Maxims on the nature of women and man's relationship with her. Easy-to-read and broken down,
I'll share the first 10 with you here:

IM MAXIM #1: “The tougher the men around her, the softer she is. The softer the men around her,
the tougher she is. The toughest woman is the fatherless woman, for the fatherless woman seeks a
surrogate by whoring herself.” [See here for more.]
IM MAXIM #2: “A woman never wants you to need her, only to want her. The moment your want
becomes need – she no longer wants you.”
IM MAXIM #3: “Women’s love is admiration built upon respect. Women are drawn to men of
experience and power. Man’s love is respect built upon desire. Men are drawn to women of
innocence and vulnerability. When a woman no longer admires, and a man no longer sacrifices, love
is lost. It is a delicate balance, for respect is lost when either fails in their capacity. Man sacrifices,
woman admires, that is love.”
IM MAXIM #4: “Women love children how men love women.”
IM MAXIM #5: “The feminine wants a guardian and the masculine wants to guard. The problem is,
neither can happen without trust. The sexes have never trusted each other much, but courtesy of
feminism, they have never trusted each other less.”
IM MAXIM #6: “There is an immutable animosity between the sexes that serves as the conduit for
all distrust. This animosity flows from the inability of the sexes to reconcile their fundamentally
opposed sexual strategies. For a man’s optimal sexual strategy to thrive, the woman’s must suffer.
For a woman’s optimal sexual strategy to thrive, the man’s must suffer. Each sex is determined not to
suffer, and so both inflict suffering on the other in a perverse determination not to suffer themselves.
This is the battle of the sexes. This is reproductive war.”
IM MAXIM #7: “The sexes desire to trust one another, but they wish to actualise their sexual
imperatives far more. As such, trust is predicated on the degree of one’s control far more than it is
any sense of blind loyalty.”
IM MAXIM #8: “Women are followers, not leaders. They follow trends, status and power, not a
sense of innate loyalty.”
IM MAXIM #9: “The average man is ignorant and misled. His mental construct of women is far
greater than anything the typical woman aspires to. This is not his fault, his biology deceives him,
society lies and so the deck of deception is stacked. Nevertheless, the reality remains.”
IM MAXIM #10: “You conflate her beauty with good character. These things are distinct, but
mesmerised by beauty, you think they are identical.”

If you want the rest:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/07/17/fifty-shades-of-red/
Enjoy.
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50 Shades Redder - More Wisdom for Men About Women
412 upvotes | July 23, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Another 50 Maxims on the nature of women and man's relationship with her. Here's the first 10:

IM MAXIM #51 – “Women are mercenary. They do whatever it takes to win. They will switch sides
or outright lie to secure the man they deem their best option. That’s what you are to a woman. An
option.”
IM MAXIM #52 – “Society claims a woman shown your deepest fears will appreciate “your true
essence.” This is a myth, a grandiose lie. The average man naively expects a woman to treasure his
vulnerability in much the way he does hers. She cannot. Presented with such a burden, a woman will
plan her exit. Your vulnerability will not be tolerated. Such a man’s error is conflating his innate
attraction to female vulnerability with a reciprocal attitude. There is no reciprocal attraction. Pre-
sexual revolution, men knew this acutely.”
IM MAXIM #53 – “Superficial vulnerability from a position of power is attractive to women, this is
what it means to “open up.” Substantive vulnerability, eg: being insecure, is not.
IM MAXIM #54 – “You think sharing your weakness demonstrates trust and love. You believe you
can bond over your pain. You believe wrongly. All she sees is the repulsiveness of your weakness.
She does not respect your weakness, your pain, or how difficult it was for you to share your pain with
her. Women do not care. They can admire your persistence in the face of such, but not your need to
express it."
IM MAXIM #55 – “Money is makeup for men. Money on a man looks like makeup on a woman.”
IM MAXIM #56 – “Money is more important than women. Chase money, not women. You are more
likely to get women chasing money than you are to get money chasing women. Without money or
godlike genetics, you’re playing on hard mode. Money makes everything better, the quality of
woman you can get is the epitome of such, not the exception.”
IM MAXIM #57 – “Men control an interaction by being non-reactive. Women control an interaction
by being hyper-emotional.”
IM MAXIM #58 – "Women feed off excess emotion, men tire from it, with the exception of anger
indulgence. Woman's emotional nature thus makes her highly histrionic. Corollary: men with cluster
B personality disorders are histrionic and thrive on emotion. In this way, they are similar to women.
You will see many similarities between women and dark triad men (particularly narcissists) if you
look closely enough."
IM MAXIM #59 – “Women thrive on drama, it allows them to weaponise emotion and push an
agenda. Starve them of emotion, and they have nothing to fight with. A woman starved of emotion
will become desperate to sustain her psychological onslaught. As such, she will attempt to pry it from
the dead, exaggerating observations and manufacturing issues in order to sustain the indignance
necessary to maintain her psychological assault.”
IM MAXIM #60 – “Women are psychologically violent.”
And probably my favourite one:
IM MAXIM #63 – “"Always protect the core of your essence, should you choose to let her in, never
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let her in completely. See yourself as a castle, let her into the castle, but do not give her the key to the
heaviest door. She will notice the door is closed. She will ask you what's behind the door and if "you
can let her in?" Ignore her protests and manipulations. Never open that door. Not a woman alive other
than perhaps your mother is worth opening this door for. If you believe love entails "sharing
everything," you don't understand love."

If you want the rest:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/07/23/fifty-shades-redder/
Once again, enjoy!
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Ask IllimitableMan - July 2015
8 upvotes | July 30, 2015 | /r/askTRP | Link | Reddit Link

You can see last month's mailbag here:
https://www.reddit.com/r/asktrp/comments/39xxkm/ask_illimitableman_june_2015/
And the chosen questions/published answers here:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/07/06/monthly-mailbag-june-2015/
Some guidelines:

This isn't an AMA, it's more an "agony uncle" type deal. If you ask me personal questions I'm
not going to publish any answers to them.
I will only feature the best questions. The better/more in-depth your question, the more chance
it will have of being answered. If my answer is so in-depth that it's worth its own essay, then it
won't be answered (I'll just be tempted to write a separate article instead, time permitting.) This
is being published on my blog, so asking questions that can easily be answered by the red pill
sidebar aren't going to get published. Think more relationship problems or scenario based
problems (Asking for Machiavellian advice is fine.)
I won't publish answers to every question I get, only the questions I hand pick as being the best
ones, and as many that fit within a max 2,500~ word article. I won't answer every question. It's
not possible.
If you ask a question about the dark triad I won't answer it in the mailbag, I'll reserve it for the
dark triad Q&A like when I did this one. It's not the upcoming post, but part 2 is in the works.

Leave your questions here, or choose any of the methods shown here to get in touch. Remember, I
won't answer your question here, if I answer it, I will answer it in a blog post at the end of the
month. If other people want to answer your question in the comments here, that's fine by me.
If you get ignored, remember, it's nothing personal.
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Solipsism, Emotion & Arguments
161 upvotes | August 1, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

You do not argue with women when you wish for them to comprehend, comply or agree. You cannot
argue against woman’s feelings, only manipulate them. Argument necessitates reason, but reason is
ineffectual in conflict with women. In non-political matters, where a man will yield to superior logic,
a woman will not. And so man must manipulate woman’s emotions in a way that makes her
cooperative, or he should not engage her at all.
If a woman is so entitled or indignant that you find yourself unable to escape her compulsion to
argue, you would be wise to engage her as a Machiavellian rather than a logician. Man must
remember that when lured into argument with a woman, he is at battle. The dispute at hand is
Machiavellian, not rational. A game, not a civilised debate. The man who believes the argument is
about mutual cooperation via the discovery of truth rather than the assuagement of the involved
woman’s emotional state, operates on a doomed axiom. A man’s desire to problem solve is
fundamentally incompatible with a woman’s desire for catharsis.
Men are quite wrongfully taught they should placate women’s emotions, or engage in mind-
numbingly futile attempts to reason with them. To do either is to forfeit power before conflict even
begins. Such strategies are losing propositions. Man should neither placate nor reason with a
distressed woman. But rather, he should be charming enough to keep conflict superficial. When
argument cannot be avoided, he need be Machiavellian enough to belittle her. He should not under
any uncertain circumstance argue back-and-forth with any degree of seriousness, for arguing against
a woman’s emotional state is as foolish as it is masochistic.
If conflict is unavoidable and reason impenetrable, all that is left is to assert dominance. This is man’s
only recourse when a woman is trying to dominate him psychologically. Once her emotions have
settled, it is wise to explain your reasoning and expectations as a way of guiding the woman, should
you care for her. But only outside the confines of argument, never in the heat of it. Naturally, if the
woman in question is insignificant, such paternal patience is unnecessary. Aftercare is discretionary.
To read the rest, skip to section 3 here:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/08/01/solipsism-emotion-arguments/
Enjoy.
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Promiscuity & Civilization
73 upvotes | August 26, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

As is typical, I was browsing the forum when a gentleman’s question caught my eye:

Monogamy isn’t the norm in the animal kingdom, by far. So why do we so hungrily desire
this form of relationship?

The questioner is, as is quite common, falling victim to the appeal to nature fallacy. The fallacy is the
assumption that because something is natural, it is optimum. In this case: “promiscuity comes
naturally to humans, therefore, promiscuity is a good thing.” Of course, such thinking is not only
fallacious but solipsistic.
It appears a given that the average mind conflates naturality to be synonymous with “good.” Such
thinking is used to great effect in marketing to give the word “natural” a positive connotation.
Objectively the word is neither negative nor positive, merely neutral. Therefore the ubiquity of the
assumption that “natural” can be equated with “good” is nothing more than a culturally programmed
memetic infused into the collective consciousness. We typically associate the word “nature” and its
derivative forms with health, enchanting trees and lush green lawns. But such an association is an
inaccurate synonymity for “good,” as cancer, manure and vomit are as equally natural – if not quite
so appealing.
To briefly demonstrate the irrationality of such an idea, consider you use a computerised device to
read this. Computers are incredibly useful, but they are anything but natural. So why do we use
computers if they’re unnatural creations that aren’t the norm in the animal kingdom? Well of course
because computers, like all technology, confer benefits upon human lifestyle we would not otherwise
reap. The unnaturalness of computers is considered, on the whole, to be a net positive, not negative.
As such, computers have become a bedrock of civilization. They do not need to be natural to enhance
our quality of life. They merely need be the most efficient in performing the duties assigned to them.
In this regard, monogamy and computers have a lot in common.

To read the rest, skip to section 2 here:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/08/26/promiscuity-civilization/
Enjoy.
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Single mothers are delinquent subhuman scum who you should
avoid at all costs.
437 upvotes | September 2, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Single mothers are complete and utter mother fucking subhuman scum 99.9% of the time. If she's not
a widow, she's scum. The statistics for kids raised by single mothers shows all manner of dysfunction
(poverty, mental illness, crime) for kids raised by single mothers, but not widows. So as far as I'm
concerned widows are cool it's not their fault the dad died, they're not making bad decisions but shit
happens.
But single mothers - they play the victim angle like a motherfucker and all the SJWs/politically
correct bluepillers make the wild fucking assumption that it's not the woman's fault, revoking all
agency or blame from the dumb silly bitch who chose to raise a kid alone. But the sheep don't see it
like that, they start making all these wild accusations that the father was probably abusive or violent
and that's why she raised the kid alone.
It's presumed the mother is a victim of circumstance even though 99% of the time she created the
circumstances she's in not only for herself, but for her kid(s.) And it's presumed the father is an
asshole, but most the time he was a horny guy begged not to use a condom and told she was on the
pill when she wasn't. So she gets pregnant and keeps the kid. Sometimes these guys don't even know
they have a kid until they get a child support notice out of thin air. Then the poor guy gets fucking
berated for being a deadbeat when all he did was fuck a woman under the presumption it was
recreational sex and that no baby would be born.
If bitches are deceiving guys into fatherhood, and then crying victim when it backfires because he
refuses to defer to her deceit, tough shit for her. The only victim here as far as I'm concerned is the
child. She tricked the guy she fucked, tried to force him to become a parent, and when he wouldn't,
tried to ruin his reputation and extract wealth. That is some fucked up shit. But hardly anybody sees it
from that perspective, do they? Naturally, bitches be crazy and society is all jumped up on the
sycophancy of feminism and the woman are wonderful effect, so she's blameless and he's just a cunt.
People are so single-minded and intent on blaming the father it's unbelievable. If your father is never
there for you growing up, there's a good fucking chance that's your mothers fault.
But no, everyone acts like she's this marvellous creature for forcing her kid(s) to struggle for THEIR
ENTIRE LIVES. And that the guy is probably some dark triad woman/kid abusing asshole.
It's total fucking bullshit. Very few men are violent or abusive, that's complete lying utter horseshit
used to smear the male name and justify the child abuse that is raising kids without a father.
No, the truth is, mummy was somebody's plate/one night stand and thought it would be a wise idea to
not use protection AND THEN keep the kid. Her body, her choice, right? Does this oft gloated
feminist principle not fucking extend to the responsibility of giving and raising life too?
It makes me sick how everybody rallies to the aid of single mothers and exclaims how hard they have
it and how everyone should feel sorry for them. Fuck that. Fuck them. They had a choice didn't they?
I mean a whore has a fucking choice to take a pill, or get an implant or terminate. Or a million other
things. The kid had no fucking choice to be born and go through all the dysfunction that awaits it.
The kid is a total innocent and the mother, a cunt.
I reserve all my sympathy for the boys and (to some extent, the girls) who grow up fatherless and
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fucking despise the child-abusing fucks that single mothers are. They are total fucking scum
contributing to the complete and utter degeneracy of our society morally, spiritually, socially and
economically. Total fucking scum. Again, it is total bullshit that the huge amount of kids who
have no father all had asshole fathers who abused the mother/kid when most men in society are
complete fucking betas. That's just not plausible. This is simple female blame-shifting mixed with
misandry.
I have 0% empathy for these broads. How the fuck can I when I see how they destroy their children?
Only the children are blameless. Their sons are welcome on TRP and their daughters, RPW. If you
are the son of a single mother, don't worry. We got you. And single mothers who for whatever reason
read TRP, you're like HIV - a fucking pathogen.
EDIT: just to be clear, that 99.9% figure is exaggerated, it's not exact. It was my way of saying
"the majority" - do not be so literal. Factor in some context, it's a rant after all.

Check out this less systematically scathing and offensive video by Stefan Molyneux on the topic, it
has shiny graphs and shit and basically backs up all my vitriol:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=o1xf78EltKM
People always ask me what books to get. Kind of bored with repeating myself so made a page for it.
Got low SMV? Nice guy? Don't know how to get started lifting? Want to be more cunning? Want to
know how to get on with other men better? These books have your ass covered:
http://illimitablemen.com/books-for-men/
Relevant article I wrote on the topic of single mothers when my writing was shittier:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/05/08/the-suffering-of-the-lost-boys/
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A Most Solipsistic Nature
31 upvotes | September 4, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2015/09/04/a-most-solipsistic-nature/
Women conflate histrionics with characteristic depth, because to women, depth is defined by
interweaving hues of diverse emotional experience and how they relate to one another rather than an
abstract understanding of external stimuli. Conversely, man defines depth by struggle, knowledge and
a capacity for the abstract thought necessary for critical thinking.
The masculine does not view the incessant cataloguing and processing of one’s emotional history to
be particularly interesting or deep. However, this propensity is an intrinsic fundamental of the
solipsistic rationalisation process native to women. It is this process by which women build their
self-perception. Naturally, the flaw of this process is the dominance of the catalogued emotional
narrative and an absence of introspection in regard to it.
The distinction between introspection and solipsism lies in that introspection assumes the external
world is the root, attempting to understand where the individual fits in relation to said world.
Solipsism assumes the individual is the root, and attempts to understand how the external world fits
in with relation to the self. “What I think” becomes “I think that made me feel because…” And so
whilst a woman considers it enlightenment to explore every nuance of her emotional palette, men
view such fixation as nothing more than infantile self-absorption.
Antithetically, what man views as immature behaviour, woman perceives as mature. To a woman
there is nothing more interesting and mature than “understanding herself.” Whilst man desires to
understand the world, a woman desires to understand herself. When a woman declares “she needs to
find herself,” other than riding a train of exotic men to accomplish the task, what she means to
communicate is “I’m leaving to seek nuanced emotional experiences I haven’t felt before.” Eliciting
the further unspoken implication “…and I don’t think you can provide those experiences.”
By nature of solipsism, women deem the abstract obtuse and the solipsistic reasonable, whilst man,
the contrary; the solipsistic obtuse and the abstract, reasonable. Within the sexual differences into
what constitutes human depth, we merely scratch the surface in elucidating how distinct the
psychological perceptions of men and women are.
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Educated Women & Vapidity
152 upvotes | September 27, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Education neither imbues a woman with reason nor surgically eviscerates her vapidity. The educated
woman is just as vapid as the uneducated, for vapidity is symptomatic of solipsism. Women’s
reputation for petty gossip is the most accurate cultural memetic highlighting the vapidity of the
feminine.
And yet it is oft thought that an educated woman is an intellectual woman, and that by merit of such
intellect, such women are not vapid. Of course, this notion falls flat on its face when we discover that
education does not give the unreasonable, reason, or the unintellectual, intellect. At its best, education
makes philosophers out of thinkers and artists out of drawers. The philosopher may draw, but he will
never be an artist. The artist may think, but he will never be a philosopher. And so we must resign
ourselves to a most immutable conclusion: education cultivates latent talent, it does not imbue absent
talent.
If personal experience teaches anything, it is that although men expect educated women to be less
vapid than uneducated ones, such expectation yields little but disappointment. Only in the most
fortuitous of circumstances will such an expectation be fulfilled. I’ve known many a man to frequent
the company of erudite women, some even more learned than he. And yet, a common complaint
pervades – “these women are well-educated, yet somehow they lack self-awareness and appear
dense.” Her level of education deceptively led the man to expect greater intellect, yet in spite of her
education, she disappointed the expectation.
And so to an intellectual man, the educated woman is a most curious creature. She is educated, yet
comparatively dim. Who would naturally associate education with knowledge bereft of self-
awareness? Or erudition devoid reason and intellectual curiosity? Aren’t these very things the root of
all knowledge? Indeed they are. And yet, knowledge can be passed on without such things. The
fundamental hallmarks of intellectualism are necessary only for innovation, not repetition. A fast
learner is not necessarily a good thinker, one need only look at the Chinese to see emulation rather
than innovation; women are the proverbial Chinese.
Man’s folly lies in his conflation of education with intellectualism. Intelligent men infer that
education can only be obtained if one is rational, analytical, and above all, intellectually curious. As
such, men wrongfully assume educated woman possess these qualities, for they think it impossible to
succeed educationally without them.
Of course, this line of reasoning is false. Even the humblest of experience will quickly reveal that the
majority of educated women are nothing more than adequate rote learners. Well versed in the
memorisation of how complex processes work, but quite unable to reason independently of what they
were taught. And so it appears dedication and memory supersede intellect in matters of educational
attainment, for if they didn’t, we wouldn’t have the number of highly educated women that we do.
If education demanded independent thought, there would be a degree shortage, and the number of
women graduating? It would plummet. There’s a reason women make great accountants; accountants
memorise processes to balance assets and liabilities, there is marginal innovation at best.
To read the rest, scroll down to section 2:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/09/27/educated-women-vapidity/
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Your struggle and pain? Women neither understand nor give
much of a fuck.
1080 upvotes | October 2, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Got a bunch of requests to make a comment of mine in another thread into a post, so here it is.

Some men are prone to thinking "if women could just understand, they'd work with us." No. Just no.
Stop. That's wishful thinking. Women will never work with us, because what they want and what we
want are similar but different. The way we think, the way we want to do things, the fact women
want to constantly fight you for control whilst secretly subconsciously hoping they don't win
means we're in a perpetual state of war. (war = maxim 6)
In the "men aren't taught to be attracted, women are born into it" thread the OP sounds a little
purple pill. Don't get me wrong there's a lot of gold in there, but because he's trying to logic a girl
there's a lot of "meet me halfway here" sentiment in his explanation and she doesn't budge a fucking
inch. This is testament to the notion women see any attempt at male self-improvement that may
possibly undermine their monopoly on social power as nothing but a threat to be thwarted.
Women don't want a work in progress they want a winner, the work in progress is ugly, the
rage, the insecurity - all of it - bitches aren't cut out for that. TRP is like a machine shop where
cars are in pieces being assembled/repainted and whatever, and bitches just be like "I don't want to
see that, they're ugly, show me a shiny lambo, that car probably doesn't even start!" Women want the
product with the perfect presentation and to be completely ignorant of the underlying layers that go
into creating it.
TRP is a fucking hospital for fucked up guys. And guys aren't even allowed to be fucked up, are
they? Society fucks men up, they try to do something about it by utilising TRP, and apparently that's
a bad thing too. Everything they do is wrong. Bitches come here, pass judgement and then act like
they know shit. These women are fucking clueless and their snooping enlightens them not one iota.
Where we see progress and catharsis, they are just revolted and trying to get in our heads. Not so they
can help us, but in some petty female attempt to outsmart our knowledge of their biology/psych
(again, IM MAXIM 6.) A futile endeavour, but there you go.
They don't even try to understand "the WHY" behind TRP. They are just filled with discomfort and
suspicion at the thought of men coming together to discuss women and society in the very way that
they do. Women do not like the idea of male autonomy, women always want to be in the picture,
having a say and influencing men. Men specialise in influencing the world whilst women specialise
in influencing men, that's always the way it's been, whether it's been through feminism or using her
looks/submission to charm a man into commitment (that's RPW.)
TRP is one of very few places where women have NO POWER WHATSOEVER. And they fucking
hate that. No power, lots of "work in progress men" that aren't currently at a "fuckable level,"
unspoken societal mechanics out in the open being plainly spoken, this shit offends and fucks with
them. They can't understand. They can't care. They're not in that fucking world. They're not men so
they don't understand the struggle, the grind, the sweat that takes to become a man worth a
fuck.
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Plus there's the little double standard that's it's fine for her to artificially enhance her SMV, but if you
don't "grow up that way," and instead have to consciously try to fix yourself, you're clearly a
damaged tryhard rather than a natural and you belong in the beta box society has already assigned
you. Women like to stereotype men as bitch boys and fuck boys and they're very black and white
about that. They don't want to see any crossover, the mere concept fucks with them epically.
Truth is, women would be happier if men got their balls back and started leading again but they've
been brainwashed too and just aren't cognisant of it. It's a huge mind fuck that women are constantly
try to feminise men and feed them disinformation that fucks up their chances, but will eagerly fuck
any guy who ignores all of that and knows what it takes to be an effective, dominant and successful
man. Which is all any man here really wants to be.
The worst thing you can do is show the enemy your play book and trust them to empathise or get on
board.
Women are not your friends, but neither are they your competition. They are not your equals, they are
your prey. You hunt, and if you know what you're doing, you snag one. You lead the relationship, if
you fuck up, there is no relationship. There is no equality and no understanding, there is simply you
being a leader picking/attracting/maintaining a relationship with a woman of your choosing. That's it.
People like to think they can use TRP to get a girl and then "just be themselves" but the reality is, the
"gaming" (manipulating) never stops. And women will never stop manipulating you, testing you to
make sure you're strong/better than them. That's just the way it is.
You all need to accept this instead of hoping otherwise.
If women gave a remote shit about men, life from a man's viewpoint or even helping men, feminism
wouldn't be a thing. Open your eyes. We're on our own with this. Woman on TRP will never
empathise with us, they are just here to enhance their own manipulation. Women have an edge and
they don't want men to take that away from them.
Lucky for them, even a woman knowing about TRP doesn't stop TRP working on her. It's all human
behaviour. Women like what they like, they are who they are and they're attracted to what they're
attracted to. But we don't need them having any meaningful presence here.
Bitches don't belong in the locker room and they know it that's why they lurk. Women having any say
or presence within TRP will be the death of it, just as it was with the seduction sub, askmen, and and
all the other previous male spaces that women took over.
All relationships are war, yeah I know that sounds fucked up but just think about it. If it wasn't this
thing you had to win and dominate, you wouldn't need TRP because bitches would work with you
and not against you. Truth be told, the irony is, bitches only work with you when you're winning -
which means dominating life AND them. But they will try to jostle you for power, and if you give in,
you sign your own death sentence. Heed me.
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**2015 UPDATE** - "Lucifer's Daughter" - Introducing The
Female Psychopath
108 upvotes | October 12, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2014/02/17/lucifers-daughter/
Ignore the date, that's the original publication date. It was overhauled yesterday.
I have updated my article on female psychopathy to better reflect my current level of writing. I'm
slowly going through this process with all my older content. Even if you read the original piece I
recommend reading this again. It's a lot easier to read, flows better and is overall more coherent; a
testament to the improvement in my writing over the years. Enjoy.

Dark triad women are women who possess zero negative empathy disorders; a "zero negative
empathy disorder" is a term coined by autism researcher Simon Baron-Cohen of Cambridge
University. It effectively means: "a lack of affective empathy" (the ability to feel what another feels
as they feel it, eg: sadness) in combination with a lack of moral concern for the well-being of others.
Both must be present to constitute a zero negative empathy disorder, otherwise we end up with a
different classification of empathy disorder such as autism.
Zero negative empathy disorders predominantly include narcissists and psychopaths, as well as
borderlines to a lesser albeit significant extent. It excludes those on the autistic spectrum who are
empathy-deficient, but typically neither Machiavellian nor morality negative. This article is based
upon a woman who was in my estimation a type P (psychopath) or if we are to use a clinician's term,
a woman with anti-social personality disorder (ASPD).
You may see overlap in the description of women you have known diagnosed with different
psychiatric disorders (bipolar, borderline, narcissistic personality disorder etc) in my descriptions of
the type P here. However, such empathy deficient psychiatric disorders have marginal differences,
mainly their underlying cause and the nature of their manifestation. The nature of their manifestation
alluding to whether their behaviour is consistent with a personality running off a single mental
schema (ASPD and NPD,) or a binary personality that follows a cyclical pattern of alternating
schemas (borderline and bipolar).
People who are educated on the differences between various cluster B personality disorders will
contend the last paragraph was ignorant if not controversial, but to the perception of the neurotypical
person (the majority,) the outward differences manifested by cluster B personality types are
superficially marginal. Case in point, going from the feedback I've had discussing female
psychopathy with my readers, most men are unable to distinguish a psychopathic woman from a
borderline. They think they're one and the same - but they aren't. In all fairness, the differences are
marginal and one would need to get a little too close for comfort to discern such subtleties.
Nevertheless, in spite of the nuances pertaining to cause and manifestation, zero negative empathy
disorders are effectively a collection of variations on psychopathy. To define psychopathic behaviour
as an ASPD diagnosis rather than a lack of empathy combined with a lack of moral concern is
disingenuous. Once you account for cause and manifestation, there is significant behavioural overlap
between all zero negative empathy disorders.
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Therefore it is prudent for the layman to term this collective group "psychopaths" and deal with them
as such, for each behaves as callously and cunning as "a true psychopath" whether they have an
ASPD diagnosis or not. A dark triad woman is as such, any woman with cluster B personality
psychopathic inclinations, not merely a woman with an ASPD diagnosis (which is for a slew of
reasons I don't want to digress into, quite rare.)
In this article I discuss the female psychopath, or as a friend and I refer to them as colloquially "a
Lucifer's daughter." The term "Lucifer's daughter" was chosen to describe the cold contorted nature
of the dark triad female; the choice of a religious term being to emphasise the dangerousness of such
women.

Want to read the rest? Scroll to section 2.
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/02/17/lucifers-daughter/
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Lame cliché platitude: DO IT FOR YOURSELF.
168 upvotes | October 12, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Everything is sexual strategy. Even if it doesn't seem like sexual strategy, it'll be indirectly related to
it whether you want it to be or not. Sex and violence are the immutable underpinnings behind all
human fears and motivations. Our only real biological purpose is to reproduce, that's it. TRP
recognises this.
We say "work out for you, not for bitches" because otherwise you'll stop working out when you start
getting chicks. Because you'll intuit you've achieved your objective, your passion for it will decrease,
thus weakening your strategy. "Workout for chicks - starts getting chicks - ok no need to workout
now." But that doesn't change the fact that working out increases your reproductive fitness, thus
enhancing your sexual strategy. Whether you do it for the chicks or not is irrelevant in this regard, it
still has that effect. The same as getting money. Whether you do it with the intent to bed women, or
because you want freedom and security, it still has the effect of opening up more women to you.
Intent is relevant only to the big picture - that's securing your future.
You have to make sure you have the right motivations to ensure your strategy is always optimal
rather than only as optimal as your motivation. Optimisation does not align with motivation when
you only work out/get money etc for women rather than yourself. When women are your motivation,
your resolve crumbles as quickly as their reliability. Women are fickle, so you're setting yourself up
for failure. Optimisation only aligns with motivation when you strive for yourself rather than
for women because no matter what women do, you keep working out/earning etc. And that in turn
has the passive effect of maximising your strategy. You don't even have to pursue women or date but
the option is there should you choose to. And it's good to know you have options, options are
power.
I guess a real core of TRP is shifting the focus from women to the self - and keeping it there -
because although seemingly counterintuitive, like ignoring something to obtain it, it proves the most
effective strategy over the long haul.
Men have traditionally been motivated by the promise of women, or the desire to protect women they
care for to go and be successful/great. But we're in a new age where such thinking will leave you
vulnerable, where all it takes is a violation of the trust implicit in your self-sacrifice to find yourself
crushed. When you base your reason for being and striving on any particular woman, say your wife,
all it takes an enemy to destroy you is to charm your girl, not only breaking your heart but
crushing your motivation to strive in the process.
When you do it for a girl you tell anyone who might have a problem with you "here is how to destroy
me."
And if she gets bored with you anyway, you're destroyed.
A large part of TRP IMO is overcoming these potential vulnerabilities. When you are self-reliant,
nobody can take your reason for being away from you. A lot of guys just need to learn how to love
themselves. Bitches too narcissistic, men not narcissistic enough.
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Lame cliché platitude: DO IT FOR YOURSELF.
161 upvotes | October 12, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Everything is sexual strategy. Even if it doesn't seem like sexual strategy, it'll be indirectly related to
it whether you want it to be or not. Sex and violence are the immutable underpinnings behind all
human fears and motivations. Our only real biological purpose is to reproduce, that's it. TRP
recognises this.
We say "work out for you, not for bitches" because otherwise you'll stop working out when you start
getting chicks. Because you'll intuit you've achieved your objective, your passion for it will decrease,
thus weakening your strategy. "Workout for chicks - starts getting chicks - ok no need to workout
now." But that doesn't change the fact that working out increases your reproductive fitness, thus
enhancing your sexual strategy. Whether you do it for the chicks or not is irrelevant in this regard, it
still has that effect. The same as getting money. Whether you do it with the intent to bed women, or
because you want freedom and security, it still has the effect of opening up more women to you.
Intent is relevant only to the big picture - that's securing your future.
You have to make sure you have the right motivations to ensure your strategy is always optimal
rather than only as optimal as your motivation. Optimisation does not align with motivation when
you only work out/get money etc for women rather than yourself. When women are your motivation,
your resolve crumbles as quickly as their reliability. Women are fickle, so you're setting yourself up
for failure. Optimisation only aligns with motivation when you strive for yourself rather than
for women because no matter what women do, you keep working out/earning etc. And that in turn
has the passive effect of maximising your strategy. You don't even have to pursue women or date but
the option is there should you choose to. And it's good to know you have options, options are
power.
I guess a real core of TRP is shifting the focus from women to the self - and keeping it there -
because although seemingly counterintuitive, like ignoring something to obtain it, it proves the most
effective strategy over the long haul.
Men have traditionally been motivated by the promise of women, or the desire to protect women they
care for to go and be successful/great. But we're in a new age where such thinking will leave you
vulnerable, where all it takes is a violation of the trust implicit in your self-sacrifice to find yourself
crushed. When you base your reason for being and striving on any particular woman, say your wife,
all it takes an enemy to destroy you is to charm your girl, not only breaking your heart but
crushing your motivation to strive in the process.
When you do it for a girl you tell anyone who might have a problem with you "here is how to destroy
me."
And if she gets bored with you anyway, you're destroyed.
A large part of TRP IMO is overcoming these potential vulnerabilities. When you are self-reliant,
nobody can take your reason for being away from you. A lot of guys just need to learn how to love
themselves. Bitches too narcissistic, men not narcissistic enough.
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How To Be Happy
265 upvotes | October 22, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

If somebody had told me what I’m about to tell you when I was a teenager, my life could have gone
down a completely different path. Recently I received a message where I felt it necessary to reveal
some of my life’s struggles in order to help nail home some serious points. My response became
lengthy in an effort to address the question, and resultantly, this article was born.
Question: “how do I become happy?”
Happiness is how you feel about yourself. Usually people are unhappy because they are mad at
themselves (lack of discipline) or because they aren’t succeeding as much (or as quickly) as they
believe they should.
I’ve been depressed on and off numerous times in my life and the root of said misery derived from
two core character flaws:
– A lack of self-discipline:
Self-discipline never came easily to me because my attention span sucked and I didn’t have a strict
upbringing. By being allowed to do what the hell I wanted as a kid, I formed into an adult with an
ingrained lack of self-discipline. My training (or lack of it) meant I’d almost always default to the
path of least resistance.
Of course parents who don’t provide an orderly upbringing suck, but blaming their inadequate
parenting for your faults doesn’t achieve anything actionable. As an adult, you have to take
responsibility for disciplining yourself.
Why is discipline so important?
Self-discipline is essential if you want to be somebody worth a fuck. If you lack it, this should be the
very first thing you work on. Nothing else can fall into place without it.
There are a million and one bullshit seminars and books out there looking to make money out of your
insecurities by promising to make you confident. 99.9% are nonsense. As P.T Barnum said “there’s a
sucker born every minute.”
The truth: only you can make you confident.
Disciplined people are confident people (not necessarily egotistical) because they’re proud of what
they do. When you know you’re putting the work in, a by-product of your efforts will be pride. Pride
translates into self-confidence, confidence translates into charm, and it’s an upward spiral from there
on. But everything starts with discipline – everything. Discipline is the root of success as much as 3 is
the root of 9. If you are not someone blessed with a natural irrational confidence, this is how you get
confident.
– Being overly analytical:
I’m naturally prone to analysis paralysis because I have an analytical nature. Once you achieve a
reasonable amount of self-discipline, you can catch yourself in the act of procrastination and force
yourself to act.
Other than procrastinating, the other problem with being overly analytical is it allows you to see all
the negatives in the world (there are many, everywhere, daily) and the sheer volume can will bog you
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down if you’re not careful.
If you are intellectual, your analytical faculty will apply a negative filter to life because you are prone
to cynicism, over-thinking, and in turn, inaction. These traits are a hotbed for depression, and
depression destroys productivity. I think I just described every intelligent underachiever that ever
lived – knowing so much, yet doing so little.
You can read the rest here (look for silver line going across the page, that's the point you'll want to
read on from)
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/10/22/how-to-be-happy/
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The Red Pill Antibiotic Nuke **2015 UPDATE**
223 upvotes | November 1, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Since the red pill antibiotic nuke was originally written the project has evolved exponentially.
So what's new? There's an entirely new essay layout and 25 different topics intricate to the red pill
philosophy discussed. The essay contents are far too large to paste in their entirety here, so I will
leave you with just the first section to give you an idea and you can read the rest here should you
desire.

Feminism, Pity, Power & Privilege:

Feminists crave privileges which consolidate the realm of male power with that of the
female. Typically they are traditionalist in ways which benefit women (men pay for dates,
pressure to perform is squarely on men) but “progressive” where traditionalism would limit
their power (intolerance for female promiscuity, a reluctance to trust women with
leadership.)

This is achieved by glossing over the influence of feminine soft power in society (influence
and charm), and comparing men and women solely in hard power (economic and political).
In taking this highly one-sided approach to power, feminists play upon humanity’s
propensity to take pity on women, and where the myth of female powerlessness is bought
into, more power is redistributed to them.

Feminism is nothing more than a female supremacy movement posing as one of humanist
egalitarianism. Feminism highlights female incompetence in areas where men excel,
redefines them as injustices by blaming men for female ineptitude, and then legally
mandates the promotion of women within said areas. As such, women consistently make
social gains in areas where men have traditionally dominated.

All the while women continue to quietly monopolise soft power. Because social influence
(the female monopoly on pity as well as beauty) is difficult to quantify, its prominence is
neither stated nor factored into measures of equality. And in case you think that ridiculous,
feminists factor in things as benign as the economic value of housework, so not to do the
same with female beauty or vulnerability is highly disingenuous if your goal is to
economically quantify elements relevant to social equality.

Where the reverse occurred, where men monopolised hard power, we experienced 50~ years
of social engineering to correct for the fact. The ability to be respected in spite of glaring
vulnerability is a staggering albeit scarcely spoken of social advantage women enjoy, yet it
is the pivotal psychological fulcrum on which feminism owes its modern ideological
dominance.

Where the pendulum has swung too far in favour of women, a successful male counter
movement has failed to materialise. Not solely because, but chiefly because pity is in short

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/the-red-pill-antibiotic-nuke-2015-update.37738
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/3r1ck6/the_red_pill_antibiotic_nuke_2015_update/
http://illimitablemen.com/understanding-the-red-pill/red-pill-constitution/
http://illimitablemen.com/understanding-the-red-pill/red-pill-constitution/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 262 of 355

supply for men. A man seeking pity is despised for his weakness rather than helped because
of it, and so the very psychological mechanism which gave birth to female economic and
political power is nought but a dead-end for men.

As an aside, I'm working on my book at the moment. So if you could register your intent in this poll,
I'd appreciate that. Thank you for your time, I hope you all enjoy the updated article.
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Understanding The Dark Triad - The Second Overview
129 upvotes | November 18, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

To go straight to the full article, click this.

Article breakdown:
1.) Preface
2.) Breakdown of the Three Core Traits
2a.) Machiavellianism
2b.) Narcissism & Psychopathy
3.) A Spectrum, Not An Absolutism
4.) The Difference Between Machiavellianism & The Other 2/3’s of The Triad
5.) How Do You Become Machiavellian?
6.) How Do You Become Narcissistic?
7.) In Closing

1.) Preface:
The dark triad is often incorrectly perceived to be one specific personality type, this is wrong. The
dark triad is the culmination of three distinct intersecting personality traits present in one individual.
As such, ‘dark triad’ is a blanket term alluding to a comorbidity of psychological traits typically
associated with empathy and attachment disorders, not a trait in and of itself.
I expect this to sound somewhat pedantic or obscure to the uninitiated, but nevertheless, to dispel any
ignorant confusion surrounding “what the dark triad is,” I feel this distinction important to emphasise.
If you have taken the test on the war and power page, you will have a crude understanding of what
the dark triad entails. If you are already confused as early into the article as you are, I urge you to
read the initial overview as well as the dark triad Q & A, each describes the dark triad at the
simplest level I am able to communicate.

2.) Breakdown of the Three Core Traits:
Machiavellianism is the puppeteer’s hand pulling the strings. Sometimes perceived but often not, it is
the cunning which directs and sets the agenda. Narcissism is a heart of self-obsession and vanity
which manifests as an aggressive concoction of indomitable boldness and unyielding confidence at its
most extreme. Psychopathy is the enigmatic silence, the absence of inhibition, an effortless
fearlessness mired in a nihilistic and amoral calm.

2a.) Machiavellianism:
Machiavellianism is perception, strategic insight, cunning and concealment. Machiavellianism like all
strategy is amoral, it can be used altruistically or predatorily. The boundaries of Machiavellianism are
determined by the moral code of the practitioner, Machiavellianism itself knows no boundaries,
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prioritising efficiency with a penchant for concealment.
At its crudest, Machiavellianism is calculated thinking applied to social strategy as a means of
survival, at it’s most beautiful, it is the beating heart of a studious enquiry into the art of power.
One who cannot master a Machiavellian competency will never gain power, and should power find
them, it will be tasted only so briefly as to escape the bestowed. The unwily man who inherits power
intuits he is quick prey, outclassed by those covetous of the trappings of a position he knows not how
to defend. Vulnerable to predation, paranoid of it, unable to stop it, the unworthy man loses his power
to the more competently cunning; be that a rival, or as is more typical, a beautiful woman.
Individuals only possess a position they are strategically competent enough to defend, therefore it
stands to reason that regardless of the aestheticism of one’s morality, individuals in positions of great
power are highly Machiavellian. Power draws attack from all directions, as such where one was not
sufficiently Machiavellian, power would escape them. Power respects the ruthless and despises the
clumsy, it clings to the cunning and evades the obtuse.
Machiavellianism is socially maladaptive, this means it can be learned subconsciously as an effect of
psychological conflict, consciously via voracious erudition, or both.
The people who read this blog will be at differing levels of competency, some will possess relatively
little natural cunning and hope to teach themselves, others will possess a natural cunning they seek to
better understand.
The main benefit for the incompetent is obvious, obtain competence. The main benefit for naturals
lies in developing a conscious understanding of their ability. By putting words to something that is
otherwise just unconscious behaviour, deeper self-understanding can be achieved leading to a greater
degree of mastery. As an aside, I have it on good authority that the cunning harbour an habitual liking
for the study of power.

You can read the rest of the article from section 2b onwards here:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/11/18/understanding-the-dark-triad-the-second-overview/
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AWALT
210 upvotes | November 18, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

A lot of dudes don't understand AWALT because they haven't had many if ANY serious
relationships. I'll listen to a player when it comes to hooking up, but the dude knows fuck all about
female psychology beyond the attraction stage and so he's not really qualified to understand AWALT
outside a seduction context.
A dude that's been in an LTR with one chick for 5 years knows more about women than a guy who's
been hooking up with chicks and briefly plating for 5 years. The latter has mastered seduction, the
prior actually knows more about the nature of what he's dealing with beyond the initial bedding stage
because he's around for the bad and not just the good.
I find dudes who don't commit and just have short flings all the time have a very rosy-perception of
women because they've got their game down enough not to face that much bullshit when it comes to
getting laid, and beyond that they're not subject to any of the relationship bullshit. So they enjoy the
best of what women have to offer without being subject to any of the bullshit and this gives
them a hugely positive bias, as if men aren't wired to pedestalise pussy anyway. They go around
thinking "hey women are great, I love fucking em and flirting with em, those dudes saying AWALT
on TRP are just bitter."
Maybe some dudes are bitter, bitter doesn't mean wrong.
If you put "all" in front of anything, you're wrong, there is going to be an exception somewhere, but
the exception proves the rule.
AWALT is a quick way of saying a lot in a few words:

99.9% of women 99.9% of the time prefer emotion to logic
99.9% of women 99.9% of the time will betray you for a better option, loyal only to power
99.9% of women 99.9% of the time have very little emotional self-control
99.9% of women 99.9% of the time behave like children

No that list isn't exhaustive. And just because a chick doesn't betray you one time, or doesn't get
overly emotional over nothing one time - doesn't mean she doesn't have a propensity to do this most
of the time. If you literally hand pick a girl's best moments, you can disprove every fundamental of
AWALT - but that's not intellectually honest nor representative. AWALT is imperfect, but it is
representative.
Just because you're designed to put women on a pedestal and see them as greater than they are due to
your biological imperative to fuck them, doesn't mean they aren't any of these things.
If you knew a dude who were these things, you'd hate him, cuss him out and mock him. But women
get a free pass for commonly exhibiting traits we collectively hate. Why? We're literally hard-wired
to give bitches a free pass and overlook their flaws. No matter how shitty women are, dudes just want
to enjoy them, they JUST want to be happy, so they deny certain truths or EXEMPT one particular
woman they wish to enjoy in order to facilitate this desire.
This is why people hate AWALT even if they know in their heart of hearts its absolutely
fundamentally true. Instinct obscures truth when it comes to the study of women, men are overridden
by idealism, lust and paternalism and feel if they accept the nature of women that they have to hate
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them as a result and then they won't be able to enjoy them. Not true at all, sometimes you just have to
accept reality is not what you want it to be, that women are not angelic like you were taught they
were, but in fact far more flawed than even you.
Then in spite of this knowledge, you have to make a commitment to your own happiness and make
the best out of the flawed creatures that are women. AWALT means: hey, women possess a bunch
of shitty traits we hate that vary only by degree rather than presence among women, but now
you have to enjoy them in spite of this!
I know that isn't easy, I know it's hard, and I know the knowledge is painful - that's why dudes
struggle with this. But your struggle doesn't alter her nature, you can sit on reddit until you pass out
debating pedantic little points in regard to AWALT, but AWALT will remain a truism that persists.
On the topic of enjoying things that are fucked up, I know my tuna is polluted with mercury because
these fucking third world countries dump all their factory waste into the ocean, yet I still enjoy my
tuna. Not quite the same I know, but it's an example that something can be far from perfect yet still
provide happiness. Ultimately the reason dudes are resistant to AWALT is because they see it as a
threat to their happiness.
The inability to grasp and ACCEPT AWALT, instead choosing to REJECT AWALT out of autistic
pedanticism is no more than a sign that the person in question has to lie about the nature of women
to themselves in order to like and enjoy them. They are not at the stage where they can enjoy
women WHILST ACCEPTING HOW FLAWED AND FUCKED UP THEY ARE.
If you don't think women are fucked up because your perception is clouded by idealism, you're not
red pill. Likewise if you think you're going to be happy without any women in your life, chances are
you won't be - at least not if you're family orientated. Love 'em or hate 'em, ya need 'em - and they
need you even more.
It honestly bewilders me how autistic and retarded some people are as to take the word ALWAYS,
miss the forest for the trees and fucking run with it.
Any time I've popped my head in purplepilldebate for a quick minute I've seen constant bickering
over this.
How hard is it to understand?
AWALT is saying "women will be women, and this is what women are like."
Sometimes you will be surprised, but you shouldn't live like you expect to be surprised, you should
live being aware of the nature of the creature you're dealing with. AWALT is a heuristic, an
extremely accurate one at that, you can live by it and have a great life. You don't need to be right
100% of the time to enjoy life, being right the majority of the time is just as effective. You know
what is less effective? constantly convincing yourself you're in possession of a woman who is
part of the negligible .01% and that these are the only women you can give yourself permission
to love. This is a recipe for misery!
Sometimes a women apologises to me and admits she is wrong for something she said or did, when
this happens I am pleasantly surprised but this doesn't mean "oh, looks like this woman isn't part of
the 99.9% of women who won't take responsibility for anything!" because most of the time, SHE
DOES blame shift. The .1% of the women are those who, in this one particular facet RARELY
BLAME SHIFT. And even if a woman is part of the .1% in that one aspect, she may be part of the
99.9% in all the other aspects, such as little emotional self-control, disloyal etc.
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AWALT is immutable, I think most guys simply can't and don't want to accept it, somewhere in the
back of their head they want to think their unicorn is out there, that they'll find a chick who is in the
.1% of all the qualities we despise in women, lock her down and not have her leave. It's fucking
bullshit.
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Applying The Red Pill: An Analysis
55 upvotes | November 30, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2015/11/30/applying-the-red-pill-an-analysis/
The red pill is not infallible, rather it is a male-centric analysis into the nature of men and women. It
ignores moral considerations because morality impinges on the capacity to discover truth, but
disrespect for virtuousness in pursuit of truth does not mean an unvirtuous life is being advised. It is
not ruled out, but neither is it advised. It is up to you, a reader of red pill philosophy, to make that
choice; the philosophy cannot make that choice for you.
Moral arguments cannot be dismissed as much as they can be rebutted, anybody can say “X is
wrong” but what they really mean is “X doesn’t work for me.” I am incredibly capable of listening to
entire counterarguments, I will even agree with many of an argument’s pointed critique of my views,
but ultimately nine times out of ten I will still retain my stance in spite of an enhanced understanding
of the opposing viewpoint. Arguments (proper debates, not Machiavellian point scoring) are a
great way to learn from others, so if you enjoy listening to logic as well as learning, they’re a wholly
pleasurable activity in and of themselves.
Great minds often pick holes in one another’s views, come to understand one another better, but do
not change their position. To shift position, a view has to be demonstrated to be fundamentally
incorrect. One’s preferences for particular kinds of conduct do not disprove a line of reasoning, they
merely ignore them in favour of something intuited to be more preferable, often, that means self-
serving. However, and this is important to emphasise: one man’s best move can be another man’s
worst. The reason for this? Not all men have equal capabilities, and therefore, equal options
conferring mutually beneficial outcomes.
This is exactly why the red pill is more a philosophy (or praxeology) than it is a movement or
religion. Movements and religions confer little liberty in regard to individualist morality coexisting
within their framework, they command and state in a rather absolutist manner. This provides security
and well-being to the less intellectually endowed seeking comfort within reality; it allows them to
feel as if they “have figured everything out” and thereby live functionally in a manner conducive to
clean mental health. But naturally, to the more intellectually curious, this falls short.
This blog consists of my opinions, the matter-of-fact articulation doesn’t make any of it irrefutably
infallible perfect fact.
In all things the truth lies somewhere in the middle, unless we are talking mathematics there is no
“all” and there is no “never”, merely there are varying degrees of probability which measure the
likelihood of a specific outcome. Generally, when we use the word “never” we mean “almost never”
and by “always” we mean “almost always”, it is a by-product of ego that we often omit such
clarification as we believe the fact it is ‘almost always’ or ‘almost never’ should be self-apparent. Of
course, to the less knowledgeable among us, this is typically not the case.
Read the rest here, begin from section 2.
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The Suffering of the Lost Boys
275 upvotes | December 9, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Full article here: http://illimitablemen.com/2014/05/08/the-suffering-of-the-lost-boys/
I've just finished reworking my article on the effects of being raised by single mothers or bitch dads,
enjoy!

1.) Introduction:
It is unbecoming of a man to identify as a victim, thus I never encourage men to see themselves in
this way. However, a boy raised by a single mother or family with a submissive father has been
deprived his birthright. These are the lost boys, the unwitting victims of poor parenting. I label them
victims only in the sense they have been done a great disservice, that is not to say this cannot be
overcome, but that merely a most deleterious handicap has been conferred on them.
A boy raised by a beta is not taught social dominance, or how to protect himself physically or
mentally. He's not shown how to attract women, and chances are he will lack basic yet necessary life
skills such as self-discipline. Like the boy of the single mother, he is forced to employ the internet as
a surrogate for the father he never had. The need for young men, as well as lost boys who have grown
into adult men to be "good at being a man" is dire. To any man masculinity is important, but due to
paternal deprivation this need is even greater among lost boys. It is as such that in a time where there
is little in the way of support for boys and men, the manosphere has manifest.
Boys need a strong paternal figure in their life, someone to teach them of, and guide them in the ways
of men. More importantly, they need someone to shield them from the estrogenic tirades of a
struggling mother. A young boy is not fit to adequately handle nor sufficiently cope with an adult
woman's emotions, yet in the absence of a strong father this burden as "man of the house" is imposed
on a young boy to his developmental detriment. A woman's emotions don't care if her boy is only 7
years old, if she's got to emote, she's going to.
So what happens when, through no fault of his own, said 7-year-old grows into a young 20-year-old
who never had the strong paternal figure he needed to become the best version of himself? When due
to such poor upbringing, he is clueless in the ways of men, inadequate with women, undisciplined,
depression prone and mentally unbalanced? He goes onto his computer, he tells his problems to his
therapist, Google, and if the "I'm feeling lucky button" works right, he ends up here.
2.) Father Hunger:
The lost boy is damaged, driven to spiritual dysfunction by excess exposure to estrogen. For a lost
boy estrogenic influences are abundant to the point of toxicity, with testosteronic influence but a
scant repository oasis-like in its scarcity.
Whether a boy came from a single mother or a weak father, the root and core of his problems as a
man are one and the same. In his formative years, he lacked a dominant albeit benevolent masculine
role model to guide him. A boy needs a patriarch to teach him the ways of men, and so a woman will
not do, for the condition of her existence knows not the male experience.
A woman interacts with men as a woman, a man's behaviour in relation to her is thereby measured in
its response to the presence of femininity, how men behave with her is not how they behave with one
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another. A woman only sees what a man portrays. She does not understand the why or the how, thus
she is ignorant to a man's inner-workings. Women only ever see the end product, not what it took to
create.
As such, a woman may in her hubris think she understands men, but what she can never know is how
to be a man among men. Because she knows not this, nor what it is like to be a man and deal with a
woman, her guidance in raising a boy is merely necessary, not sufficient. Boys intuit this and men
know this, but because single mothers have been catapulted atop a cultural hero pedestal, nobody
dares address the elephant in the room.
Likewise a low-tier man will not do, for he is an inferior version of man, and therefore like a high
school physics student holding a symposium on molecular quantum mechanics, ill-equipped to teach
much of anything. Some of the boys birthed by single mothers are rescued, an alpha grandfather or
uncle raises them as their own, but this is spiritual surgery to what is otherwise an avoidable problem.
The bond between father and son is sacrosanct, for boys take mental nourishment on how to be from
their fathers, not their mothers. What single mothers provide their boys is a female model for how to
be, and naturally this leads to feminine and broken men, not stable, competent and masculine men.
In spite of what a woman's narcissism may screech - "his father was a jerk, my boy is better off
without him!", the reality is that boys want fathers and fathers want sons; it is the gynocentric cultural
and legal framework which emancipates them. It is the rights of women to the detriment of men
which emancipates them. It is a mother's legal entitlement to her children, where a father has no
reciprocal entitlement which emancipates them.

You can read the rest here.
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The AWALT Misconception
144 upvotes | December 16, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Full article here: http://illimitablemen.com/2015/12/16/the-awalt-misconception/
Purpose of the article: to clear up the misconceptions surrounding the AWALT heuristic.

1.) Introduction:
What is AWALT? Superficially, it’s an acronym that stands for “all women are like that.”
Psychologically, it’s a heuristic for evaluating female mating behaviours. How is a heuristic defined?
Well according to “the free dictionary” it’s:
“a usually speculative formulation serving as a guide in the investigation or solution of a problem”
This is exactly what AWALT is, a speculative formation serving as a guide in the investigation of
female behaviour. The pseudo-intellectual takes immediate issue with the word “all”, and in their
grand pedanticism, immediately ceases investigating the utility of the heuristic.
AWALT does not claim that “all women are the same”, this is patently false, and is as such an absurd
claim to make. Rather, AWALT presupposes that women are collectively governed by a set of
underlying principles which drives their behaviour. It then alludes to the principles, as well as the
behaviours which result from said principles whenever they become relevant in discussion.
For example, hypergamy, solipsism, Machiavellianism and immaturity are principles which make up
the AWALT umbrella. Behaviours resulting from those principles would be branch swinging, blame
shifting and emotional impulsiveness, among others.
This does not mean all women act on these behavioural drivers in the same way, or that said
behaviours manifest to the same degree or frequency. The degree to which, and the frequency of
which AWALT traits manifest certainly differs from woman to woman, but that is all that differs, the
degree and frequency of behaviour, not the type of behaviour.
So while women may be different in personality or hobby, they are still women, and therefore in
matters of mating, prone to specific behaviours. For example, one woman may branch swing often,
another may branch swing rarely, but both will at some point, branch swing. This is just something
women do. AWALT identifies this and accepts this. AWALT broken down to the most basic level is
simple acknowledgement of aspects relating to female nature, no more, no less.
When a red pill man says “women branch swing, AWALT” what does he mean? He means women
don’t leave relationships until they have a new one lined up. Just because one woman has had ten
relationships in the past two years, and another has had two relationships in the past ten years, the
difference in frequency of behaviour does not alter the underlying nature which causes the behaviour
to manifest. A woman is a woman whether she is very hypergamous, or a little hypergamous,
consciously Machiavellian, or subconsciously Machiavellian.
People who believe NAWALT (not all women are like that) reject the notion there is any such thing
as “female nature”, and that such a nature dictates women’s mating behaviour. They would for
example, point to a woman who has been in a relationship for the past five years and say “see, she
doesn’t branch swing, NAWALT!”
Not only is she the exception that proves the rule, but were she to look for another relationship, she
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would in all likelihood cease to be the exception. If she didn’t branch swing on that one occasion, she
may on another. If she never branch swings, she merely becomes the exception in regard to one
aspect of AWALT. A woman consistently refuting one aspect of AWALT does not refute it in all
aspects, she only refutes the aspect of the heuristic she does not represent.
A woman who refutes all aspects of AWALT is known as a unicorn, mythologically named, because
such things do not exist. Just as mythology is fiction, so is the woman who refutes all aspects of
AWALT. Outlier women and self-aware women who work to mitigate their nature will behaviourally
refute some aspects of AWALT, but most women will refute none.

You can read the rest here.
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IM's Machiavellian Maxims
589 upvotes | December 27, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I dislike referring to myself in the third person (corny) but I think it makes for an apt description of
what I'm sharing with you guys.
These maxims are observations and deductions I've made on strategy and human behaviour in the
past year. Of course it's not EVERYTHING I've recorded within that time as this is an article not a
book, but it's a fairly good chunk.
I think you guys will enjoy it, especially those who struggle to read my usual denser, lengthier prose.
I'll leave 25 maxims here, with a further 33 (58 total) available on my blog. Enjoy!

– Any and all weaknesses can be used against you, and in conflict, will be. As such, weaponise1.
your weaknesses by making them known; hide them in plain sight. Wear your weaknesses like
armour, flaunt them, and you deprive your opponents the use of ammunition that would
otherwise discredit you.
– If weakness is speculated, deny it. If weakness is known, spin it. If it is directly observed,2.
dismiss it. Should it look profitable, leverage it for status in the victimhood hierarchy.
– Justification can only exist in respectful exchanges. When you are disliked, justifications are3.
deemed excuses, your guilt, pre-determined.
– Do not defend against your attackers, attack them; justification is a Machiavellian fallacy. Do4.
not justify, stipulate. [More Here]
– People are like stocks, acquire assets, avoid/drop liabilities and ignore market rumours;5.
acquire insider information wherever possible.
– The only difference between the toxic and the unlucky is the unlucky bring you down6.
inadvertently, avoid both.
– Attacks reveal intent, defence reveals priority. You don’t defend the unimportant. You don’t7.
attack allies unless it’s a decoy, this simple concept can be extrapolated to any situation.
– The battle of the sexes is the only war where crushing the opposition isn’t victory. No, a man8.
must avoid checkmate and stalemate, he must continuously put his woman in check. This and
only this is victory for both sides.
– Everything is war in a different set of clothing. Love, business, politics, wherever there are9.
competing interests there is a battlefield, and wherever there is a battlefield, there is war.
– When things fall apart, be ready for total war.10.
– Don’t insult the king in the throne room. If you must insult him, do so only amongst those11.
you are confident share a mutual disdain. Lèse-majesté is dangerous, in this context a king is
anyone you rely on socially, politically, economically etc.
– Lust of all kinds begets deceit, desire is good until it isn’t.12.
– Machiavellianism is the art of wielding power, how it’s wielded is determined by the13.
wielder’s morality or lack thereof. Don’t blame the strategy, blame the soul of its employer.
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[Read more here.]
– Machiavellianism does not determine one’s morals, one’s morals determine the use of14.
Machiavellianism. He who believes he is too moral for Machiavellianism is no more moral than
he is an idiot.
– When people don’t like you, their questions are attacks. Sometimes these attacks are15.
disguised as concerns, other times they are blatant. Whenever you’re asked a question, judge
the legitimacy of the question. Insincere questions must be met with insincere answers, if any
answer at all.
– Do not trust those who overwhelm you with questions. They may simply be very curious, but16.
it is more likely they are searching for dents in your armour. The line between curiosity and
interrogation is thin, and people do not wear uniforms.
– Doubling down on your position or ignoring the challenge usually trumps an apology.17.
– Ignore your ignorer. To ignore your ignorer is to enter a war of most silent attrition. Who will18.
speak first when silence is golden? Whoever speaks first loses. Whoever speaks first admits
they need the other more, no matter what plausible deniability they may retroactively invoke to
disguise the fact.
– Ignoring is a non-response response; no response is a neutral response. Lots of neutral19.
responses hint at a negative underlying sentiment, for people who like you struggle to ignore
you.
– Where bullying fails, charm succeeds and where charm fails, bullying succeeds. One should20.
substitute in hard power when soft power fails and vice versa.
– People are enticed by the allure of circumvention, operating outside the rules carries its own21.
thrill. People feel good when they get away with things.
– The trick to dealing with psychopaths lies in possessing a full awareness of the conditionality22.
of the transaction, for they are scant in sentiment.
– Not knowing what a psychopath wants from you is equivalent to operating within a23.
perpetually detonating flashbang. If you cannot discern what they want, cease dealings.
– Being charming is the result of happiness or success, not of virtue. It is amusing that people24.
oft fail to make this distinction, they conflate charm with virtue. As a matter of prudence, the
more charming, the more dangerous.
– Whether you realise it or not, the powerful are always testing, always evaluating. They yield25.
milligrams of respect only to those who consistently pass their evaluations; a fluke of success
will not earn you their respect, it’ll get you a glance.

FULL ARTICLE: http://illimitablemen.com/2015/12/27/machiavellian-maxims/
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The 20 Principles of Rogue Health
84 upvotes | December 31, 2015 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Full article here, I recommend checking it out. I bought this guy's book "Muscle Up" the other day,
he's great and so is his site - I discovered him through Twitter. He definitely sets himself apart
from all the other fitness guys out there because he's not on that bro science bullshit, but actually
reads a lot of studies and is very studious in his intellectual rigour. Got a lot of respect for this guy,
definitely recommend you check out this article and then the wider blog as a whole. His supplement
buying guide is also pretty awesome.
Taken from the linked article:

Maintenance of a lean body mass with a relatively low level of body fat is important both for1.
health and for slowing aging. Fat tissue is not neutral, but produces inflammatory cytokines that
lead to overall, generalized inflammation, which is bad.
While having too much fat is bad, having too little muscle may be worse. This can be seen in2.
the fact that waist circumference is a much more accurate indicator of health than body mass
index. Muscle is a highly metabolically active tissue, and contributes to glucose metabolism
and insulin sensitivity.
We all lose muscle as we age, and most people do nothing about it. Lost muscle, if taken far3.
enough, leads to sarcopenia, frailty, and loss of independent living in old age. Increase and
maintenance of muscle mass is one of the most important health interventions around.
Insulin sensitivity is important for health and aging. A decrease in insulin sensitivity (an4.
increase in insulin resistance) is often seen in aging, and is the main feature of type 2 diabetes.
But it doesn’t have to be this way, and attention to diet and exercise can maintain youthful
levels of insulin sensitivity.
Weightlifting, also known as strength training and resistance training, is the best form of5.
exercise for staying lean, maintaining and growing muscle, combating the frailty of aging, and
maintaining good insulin sensitivity.
High intensity training (HIT), is a very effective form of exercise and can be used as an adjunct6.
or, for some, a replacement to weightlifting.
Aerobic exercise, that is exercises such as running, walking, or the use of cardio machines in7.
the gym, have health benefits, but as such they come in a distant second to weightlifting and
HIT. They are very ineffective for fat loss, mainly because they don’t build muscle and may in
fact accelerate its loss. Distance running can actually be harmful, leading to joint injuries that
sometimes necessitate surgery, and heart problems.
You can’t outrun a bad diet. Weightlifting and HIT are the only exercises that have been shown8.
to have a material effect on fat loss, but even here, if fat loss is the goal, attention must be paid
to diet. It’s extremely easy to eat more than enough calories than you exercise away. “Burning”
calories through exercise is close to nonsensical. Hunger always wins.
If hunger always wins, then to lose fat one must choose a way of eating that dampens hunger.9.
Low-carbohydrate diets, especially those that forbid sugar and refined carbohydrates like flour,
are the best for controlling hunger.
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The cholesterol hypothesis of heart disease is nonsense. Statins have tiny effects on mortality10.
with the potential of large, deleterious side effects.

The other 10 principles can be found here:
http://roguehealthandfitness.com/principles-of-rogue-health/
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Instruction For A Polite Feminist
328 upvotes | January 3, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

To go straight to the full article, click here.

1.) Introduction:
Recently I received a message from a feminist asking me some basic questions about the red pill. I
figured the amount of explaining required to articulate a quality response would necessitate the
writing of an essay. Here's the thing though, I don't write individualised essays; it's a poor allocation
of a finite and unearnable resource: one's time.
Not only that, but I believe it would be a shame if only one fellow got to enjoy such a rich and
detailed response. As such, if I find myself penning a lengthy response to someone, there's a good
chance I'll just make it into an article. After all, if one person is asking these questions, others
probably share similar curiosities.
Anybody curious about the red pill, or struggling to grasp it due to an inability to reconcile it with
feminist or egalitarian beliefs should start here; this one's for you. I should warn you, this is one of
my more lengthier posts, so you may want to go and grab a cup of coffee before you get right into the
thick of things.
2.) Gender Equality is a Myth:
Question: "To you, what is the central tenet of the red pill position?"
The core of the philosophy is built on the idea that gender equality is a myth. Men are required by
women to be superior in order to be attractive, women don't find equality sexy, even if they claim the
contrary.
Women don't make it easy for men, most are not fully cognisant of what they want and will not tell
lost boys how to be men, even if they themselves have some sort of idea of what "being a man"
entails. Let's assume a magical woman exists who knows everything about being a man and is fit to
educate men in the ways of manhood (humour me); the act of this woman teaching the clueless man
how to be masculine would be the very thing that makes him undesirable, assuming there was some
kind of physical attraction to begin with.
A man can be attracted to a woman whose femininity he is cultivating, but the reverse is not so. A
woman doesn't want to cultivate a man's masculinity, she wants to find a man who's already
generously endowed with it. Sure, women will try to rehabilitate bad boys due to their primal
attraction to psychopathy, but a "bad boy" has masculinity even if it's of the negative type;
domesticating the desirable and building up the undesirable are entirely disparate phenomena.
Women will more than gladly engage in the former, but scarcely if ever the latter.
2a.) Women's Advice Damages Men:
Women's advice to men is not fit for purpose, even when they mean well, their inextricable solipsism
leaves them unable to give actionable advice that will yield lasting and tangible benefit. A woman's
solipsism dictates her inability to understand how she becomes attracted, to her, attraction is
"mysteriously magical", and as such, a form of incomprehensible magnetism that a man either has or
hasn't.
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One of the reasons many women have a simultaneous disgust and intrigue for the red pill, is because
among other reasons, it teaches unattractive men how to be attractive. And the mere idea that
attraction is teachable implies it is mundane and mechanical, rather than mysterious and magical as a
woman's fantasy prone emotions would drive her to believe.
Rather than tell clueless men they need to be dominant, put her in place and act like more of a jerk,
women will oft opt for the non-confrontational bullshit approach: "be kind and understanding, listen
to her problems, and she'll realise what a great guy you are!" In fact rather than help a man, a woman
will often use misinformation as a filtering mechanism to benefit her own sexual strategy.
Women will tell men to be kind, sweet, supplicating and deferential, and if he's idiotic enough to take
the advice, she'll reject him precisely because he did what she said. Many men have had their hearts
crushed in youth because they were clueless, listened to the thoroughly unhelpful girl interpretation
of what constitutes an attractive male, and ended up with nothing but rejection dressed in the clothing
of compliments.
For example:
“You’re so nice, you're like a brother to me - I don't want to ruin that!”
As well as condescending platitudes such as
"You're a real catch, I know there's a really great woman out there for you, you'll find her some day I
just know it!"
Completely disregarding the fact that, this man doesn't want "the great women out there", but in fact
desires the woman telling him to fuckoff romantically in the kindest yet least helpful way possible.
Whoever thought such flattering words could harbour such condemning frustration? Who among man
knew rejection could sound so god damn complimenting? These are the very phrases a man never
wishes to hear from a woman, rejection is something men can process and learn from, but rejection
disguised as encouragement simply fucks up a young and impressionable man's mind.
A lot of red pill men were raised by feminist women, followed feminist advice, and found nothing but
misery. As soon as they discarded the notion of gender equality as an operative social model, focused
on themselves and became more behaviourally dominant, their relationships with women both
sexually and platonically begun improving dramatically.

Read the rest here from section 2b onwards:
http://illimitablemen.com/2016/01/03/instruction-for-a-polite-feminist/
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Machiavellian Thinking vs. Conventional Logic
29 upvotes | January 7, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Full article here:
http://illimitablemen.com/2015/02/08/machiavellian-thinking-vs-conventional-logic/
I've just finished reworking my article on the relationship between logic and Machiavellianism. An
important new section (4a) on the necessity of being able to mode switch between Machiavellian and
Logical thinking has been added, and a general prose clean up has been undertaken to make the piece
a more pleasurable read.

1.) Justification is a Machiavellian Fallacy:
Justification is for the weak, in the game of power nobody respects he who justifies himself. Within a
social fabric where the lowest common denominator prevails; where feelings triumph over logic, and
likewise grandiosity over humility, honesty is but a virtue bastardised. You see, it is the transparency
of justification that makes it powerless. Regardless, many an intellectual man’s instinctual adherence
to logical authoritarianism renders him incapable of determining this. Therefore, when he is tested,
questioned, scrutinised and cross-examined, his most visceral instinct is to justify himself to his
haranguing attacker; woe befalls him.
Little does he know his challenger’s agenda is malicious, and their enquiry, insincere. Such a man
haphazardly scrambles to explain himself by demonstrating his thought process. It is in this moment
the Machiavellian knows they have won. With widening smile, such a rational yet foolish man can be
gamed, intimidated, humiliated and berated. He will be kept on the defence with his own words, for it
is they which will be weaponised against him. The more he speaks, the deeper his grave.
As Queen Gertrude said in Hamlet “The lady doth protest too much, methinks.” Likewise, he who
opts to prove, demonstrate and qualify himself with merely and solely the spoken word is perceived
to be dishonest, pathetic. The justification is not seen as transparent or helpful, but rather as
persuasive, deceptive, false – even when it isn’t. People have a propensity to distrust that which
doesn’t embody an element of effortlessness.
With both the playful Machiavellian and the dimwit, a sentiment is shared; the more one protests, the
more their guilt is assumed. It is thought if one were not guilty they would feel no need to justify their
position. Why? Well because their position would “be obvious” of course; oh the subjective horror!
To the idiot and the Machiavellian alike, truth is self-evident; it is organic and therefore shows in
one’s actions. The need to have to say anything about an aspect of one’s self robs it of its naturalness,
and therefore to the devout Machiavellian, its charismatic credibility.
Honesty destroys mystery, and with it, the attraction of curiosity. The Machiavellian hates the
duplicitous more than most, and yet, respectfully appreciates only the cunning. As such,
Machiavellians tend to be in a constant flux of love-hate with their peers. When you are understood,
you are unattractive. When you try to help people understand you, they lose respect for you, you’re
making it too easy. People only value what they work for, be it wages or relationships. Of course the
man of reason is oft deficient in the social realm, and therefore he does not fully comprehend the
games that people play.
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You can read the rest here from section 2 onwards.
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Illimitable Men in 2016 - Where I'm At & Where We're Going
66 upvotes | January 8, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Meta post outlining the future of my blog for 2016, I talk about the release of my book, the dark triad
forum and podcasting, as well as bring your attention to an up and coming blogger.
I rarely make meta announcements like this (the last one I did was in April 2015) but I keep getting
questions about my projects and what I'm doing, so thought I'd sum it all up in one post for you.
Here's to a prosperous 2016.
http://illimitablemen.com/2016/01/07/illimitable-men-in-2016-where-im-at-where-were-going/
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Tuition From Tragedy - Ben's Story
65 upvotes | January 15, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Our tale starts with that of an extroverted young alpha male in a classic boy meets girl scenario. A
tale so recognisable, it’s a cliched trope repeated in countless movies. Boy is popular, girl falls in
love with boy’s popularity, so boy dates girl and quickly falls in love with her, only for girl to end up
thinking he’s a loser when school’s over and the popularity that made him situationally attractive has
evaporated.
Also note Ben’s constant need to check in with his woman, this is a classic beta male trait: anti-dread.
Dread is the heightening and elicitation of attraction in a woman via a combination of emotional
withdrawal and an implicit or explicit demonstration of social power. For example, being seen with
other attractive women or high status people whilst simultaneously dialling down the degree and
frequency of emotional validation a woman is given constitutes dread.
Both alpha and dark triad men use dread as a tool to keep a woman’s narcissism in check. Dread
plays on a woman’s jealous disposition and group status anxiety to keep her ego in check and
attraction high, dread communicates to a woman’s hypergamy “this man is hot”. Likewise, whether a
woman is aware or unaware of the dynamic at hand has no bearing on the efficacy of this social
mechanism, for it is immutable.
Naturally, anti-dread is the opposite of dread. Anti-dread is the constant validation of a woman’s
concerns, be they pettily baseless or accurately rooted in reality. Anti-dread is the constant
assuagement of a women’s ever-changing insecurity, addressing every little concern she has with
servile like efficiency; it is the constant need to “make sure everything is ok” and is in general, a
passive, pandering, supplicate behaviour which prioritises comfort and paranoia placation over
attraction.
Where dread harnesses a woman’s paranoia and discomfort to create attraction, anti-dread looks only
to assuage it, making the man in question appear boring, and thus in turn, unchallenging and
unattractive. Women are not attracted to men who give them an easy life, they’re attracted to the
jealousy of uncertainty and competition. Assuaging a woman once she teeters on the precipice of
romantic uncertainty almost ensures a strong, passionate relationship.
Effectively for a woman to appreciate a man, she has to believe she can lose him. Anti-dread ensures
high levels of comfort, which in turn cultivate a hubris so firm she believes her man to be incapable
of leaving her. When a woman does not believe she needs to please a man in order to keep him, she
cannot respect him, and thus in turn, cannot love him in the way a romantic partner should.

You can read the full article here.
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To enjoy the decline, or to start a family, that is the question
258 upvotes | January 22, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

The Male Perspective – A Quandary:

To enjoy the decline, or to start a family, that is the question. And of course this is a problem unique
to man, particularly those conscious and critical of the paradigm we occupy, for it is not a
consideration that even crosses the threshold of consciousness within the indoctrinated drone. And
yet unlike the drone who knows no quandary, who idly autopilots his way into an unremarkable 5-10
year marriage that yields 2.1 children, the more enlightened man finds himself in the pivotal yet
privileged position of making an informed choice about his future’s course.
Such a man is free to direct his fate absent the demands of religious indoctrination or self-serving
women. After all, should one of the most important decisions of a man’s life be made by anyone
other than the man himself? Does a man pressured and cajoled into starting a family do so on his own
terms, or on the terms of those with a plan for him? With both reason of mind and heart of soul, the
man free of spells and delusions can exercise his mental sovereignty by weighing up the risks and
rewards of the lifestyle choices available to him, be that the life of a patriarch, or the life of a
bachelor.
A self-respecting, free thinking and proud man should not be bullied into marrying, not by religion,
nor by the woman manoeuvring to get a ring on her finger. A man should make this decision free of
external devices and with full mental clarity, for a man should establish a serious relationship in
much the way he would seek to maintain it. Therefore it stands to reason that should a man be cajoled
or duped into marriage and babies, that although it may initially fill the dissimulating woman with
nought but estrogenic rejoice and maternal glee, that such shadowy foundations do not bode well for
said relationship’s success or longevity.
A strong man does not respond to shame, he acknowledges it for the manipulative transgression that
it is, disregards it as folly, and continues to forge his path absent the mechanisations of such
duplicity.
The free man wonders which lifestyle choice would be in his best interest, and is he, no matter what
he does, condemned to an unforgivable degree of heartache either way? If marriage leads to divorce
and bachelorhood lead to childless loneliness, what is a man to do? A choice between misery or
loneliness is hardly palatable.

You can read the rest here: http://illimitablemen.com/2016/01/22/the-choice/
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Dark Triad Theory: The Machiavellian Trifecta
164 upvotes | January 28, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Just finished overhauling an article of mine from 2014 titled "The Machiavellian Trifecta". It's a deep
dark triad related essay and my writing (not to mention breadth of knowledge) has improved a great
deal since then, so I've given this piece the love that it deserves with this remaster.
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/11/15/nuance-in-manipulative-style-the-machiavellian-trifecta/

The Birth of a Machiavellian:
Some demonstrate manipulative tendency from a young age, be it a pronounced desire to manipulate,
a natural aptitude for it, or in exceptional cases, both. For the sake of classification, I characterise
individuals who convey both behaviours as “naturals”.
The naturals fall into what I distinguish as two subgroups: kings and generals, with the remainder of
Machiavellians designated advisers. Advisers consciously learn to become Machiavellian due to
trauma or hardship, but for all intent and purpose were not naturally predisposed to Machiavellian
thinking. These people are socialised Machiavellians, the Machiavellians of struggle and necessity,
and it is they who make up the final archetype which completes my trifecta of theorised
Machiavellian subtypes.
Like most things learned in childhood and to a lesser extent, adolescence, there is a certain intuitive
competence acquired from one’s early life experiences. With all the impressionableness and raw
aptitude embodied by the cognitive fluidity of youth, the ferocity of necessity clashes with the
adaptiveness of trial to give rise to Machiavellian prowess.
This is a universal premise which applies to all crafts, hobbies and arts. The younger the person, the
more pronounced the effect of their exposure to an idea; for the young are infinitely more malleable
than the old, and unlike the old, need not deprogram and reprogram to learn; the young are tabula
rasa, a clean slate. Machiavellianism is in this regard, by no means different from any other field, art
or influence. The younger an individual adopts Machiavellian as a philosophy and a vocation, the
more likely the art is to seem instinctual rather than abstract.
The development of Machiavellianism often coincides with the redevelopment of “the self.” In
childhood, adolescence and early adulthood this process is rather simply “the development of the
self.” For older folks, the formation of personality is preceded by deprogramming (unlearning
previously learned behaviours and beliefs) which are then supplanted by mental models one believes
conducive to their environment.

I didn't share too large an excerpt here as this is a particularly long piece (get that coffee brewing!)
but as usual, you can read the piece in its entirety here.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/dark-triad-theory-the-machiavellian-trifecta.55762
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/434e38/dark_triad_theory_the_machiavellian_trifecta/
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/11/15/nuance-in-manipulative-style-the-machiavellian-trifecta/
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/11/15/nuance-in-manipulative-style-the-machiavellian-trifecta/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 285 of 355

The Myth of Female Rationality
161 upvotes | February 1, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2016/02/01/the-myth-of-female-rationality-part-1/
My latest piece is about the nature of female reason (or the absence of it). This topic is going to be a
two-parter, I've designed this essay as an introductory piece for the flesh of the topic, which will
arrive as a sequel essay.

The claim that woman’s capacity for reason matches man’s is humorous, and yet be it espoused by
radical feminists or well-intentioned humanists, the “equality of reason” myth persists.
It was only the other week I observed two men debating woman’s logical capacity, one man insisted
women were less reasonable, whilst the other disagreed whilst conceding “all women are like that“.
Yet in spite of this concession, said man went to the lengthy effort of recalling instances where he
had observed women exercising reason. It was as if this particular man wasn’t quite willing to accept
women are the less reasonable sex, which ironically is an unreasonable position in and of itself.
There is of course a discrepancy here, a gentle person can get angry and a frugal man can make a
large purchase in the same way that an unreasonable person can demonstrate logic; a capacity for
something does not equate to a propensity for it. The man who could not believe women are less
reasonable is naive, the claim was not that women never make logical decisions, even a broken clock
is right twice per day, the claim was that women are governed so strongly by emotion that their
capacity and proclivity for reason is greatly vitiated, ergo, their reason is inferior to man’s.
Even in the comments section of this very publication, the notion women are just as logical as men is
oft dispelled, for women are quick to offend and be offended by nature of their volatile reactivity.
Now of course the same principle applies to man, an angry man cannot reason too well either, but
here is my contention: the average woman becomes emotional far more easily than the average man,
and thus whatever reason she does possess is quickly lost when even a modicum of pressure is
applied.
I believe less intelligent women are simply incapable of reasoning to any elaborate degree, whilst
smarter women can only do so whilst their emotions are in check, eg: they have managed to
encounter something unsettling without taking offence to it. Nevertheless, I do not believe smarter
women are any less emotional than their lower IQ counterparts, but only that they have better impulse
control. This is why although smart women can exercise reason, they often do so with less frequency
than even the average man.

You can read the rest here.
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The Myth of Female Rationality (Part 2)
33 upvotes | February 9, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

The sequel to part 1 is here, and it's far meatier than the original. The introduction is short for this one
so I've shared the excerpt for section 2. If you want to go straight to the article you can do so by
clicking here.

2.) Herd Dynamics – Needily Conformist:
Women are innately Machiavellian and thus superficially concerned with “fitting in” and appearing
agreeable in order to be liked enough to enjoy the fruits of the groups they occupy. There are
perfectly sound evolutionary arguments for why this is so (which I will get into later) but
nevertheless to begin I shall explore “the what” rather than “the why.”
A woman’s most pressing concern in spite of what she says to the contrary, is how she is perceived
and how this translates into whether she holds favour or not. Being liked and desired is far more
important to women than it is to men, men requiring respect rather than intimate emotion validation
to function.
In fact, acceptance from others is so vitally important to women that they will change an entire
wardrobe, religion, sexual or political orientation in order to be and feel accepted. If you observe
rates of religious conversion (from one religion to another) you will find women will convert from
one religion to another more often than men.
As we say on the red pill, fickleness is a strong trait of the feminine, and it manifests in all matters of
importance from apostasy to divorce. The most common reason for religious conversion is to marry a
man of another religion (and thus be accepted and enjoy his economic resources) whilst the most
common reason for shedding religion is to find a socially acceptable way to be promiscuous
(basically denounce one’s faith and become a fertility-negative atheist-feminist.)
In the UK this is native British women converting to Islam so they can have more victim credibility,
as well as a politically correct reason to be feminine rather than feminist. It also serves as a way to
increase the perception of their purity and respectability, as Muslim women are not reputed for
promiscuity in the way that atheist and Christian women are. When one realises this, it becomes
obvious why many western women embrace Islam so enthusiastically.
In the US this is Mormon and Christian girls becoming atheist via feminist support groups so they
can whore it up in their prime without feeling retroactively impure. These women are almost always
completely insane because they do not entirely remove their religious programming, yet in spite of
this they conflict themselves by attempting to supplant the religion they were taught as a child with a
fundamentally irreconcilable belief system. This, quite predictably, leads to a spiritually
dysfunctional individual torn between two conflicting sets of dogma.
Nevertheless, they appear to be able to defy the religion they were raised with so long as they have a
gaggle of feminist whores to cheer them on and validate their poor life decisions. Again, this is the
female proclivity for groupthink and a desire to be validated overriding incisive and cogent analysis.
Women in and of themselves rarely stand for something because they have deduced it to be true and
correct, but rather they believe what they do due to prolonged proximity. So they believe what their
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teacher believes, or what their mother believes, or what their friends believe, rather than really
analyse something and see if it is true with their own minds.
No, it seems a woman’s instinctual need to be accepted is so strong that she indulges conformity
rather than ingenuity to scratch the irksome validation itch, and that so long as this itch is scratched,
she is content enough to submit to authority and not ask questions.

FULL ARTICLE: http://illimitablemen.com/2016/02/09/the-myth-of-female-rationality-part-2/
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The Art of Negotiation
83 upvotes | February 16, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Negotiation is fundamentally a dispute of disparate desires, influenced heavily by perception in the
determination of what constitutes an agreement. Each party attempts to manage the perceptions of the
other in order to come to an agreement both deem sufficiently equitable. Although in negotiation it is
certainly the acquisition of specific objectives that underpins the reason for negotiation, perception is
equally important in affecting what kind of deal, or if a deal is even struck at all.
For example, say you have two men, one named Harry and the other Bill. Harry grows an exotic
grape that only he can source in the continent, his client Bill has no commodity, but has deep pockets.
Money is not as rare as Harry’s grapes assuming enough wineries and consumers value his grapes.
This is a seller’s market, so Harry can charge whatever he likes so long as his price to the customer
works out cheaper than importation of the grape via freight from an overseas grower.
When Harry goes into a negotiation, he knows his buyer Bill needs his grapes more than he needs
Bill’s money, Bill is not his only client, and clients prefer local produce rather than waiting for things
to arrive on a plane which may be damaged in transit. Harry knows if the other person cannot provide
a sufficient sum of money or otherwise incentivise him, that failing to come to a deal with Bill would
not harm him. In a seller’s market, the pool of customers (buyers) demanding a specific quality is
plentiful, whilst the pool of sellers able to provide said quality is minimal.
Conversely in a buyer’s market, Harry’s produce would not be worth much because he either has so
many competitors he has to sell cheaply and operate at a loss (market saturation), or simply nobody is
interested in what Harry’s selling and thus there’s no viable business operation to be had.
In our fictional scenario here, we’re in a seller’s market. This means Harry has tighter control over
his pricing and can force the consumer to cough up higher sums without damaging his business’
profitability. Harry used to sell a vine of grapes for £0.90 each to his customers, but since the local
competition went out of business he hiked his prices to £1.80, selling a marginally lower volume than
he used to at a more profitable operating cost.
In simpler language: Harry sells less quantity but makes more money because his price per unit has
increased enough to offset the reduction in sales volume the price hike caused. If Harry’s sales
dropped to the point where the price per unit did not offset the reduction in volume, he’d have to
decrease his prices in order to increase volume to a profitable margin. In this scenario, Harry would
be experimenting with price points in order to find “the profitable zone”, the perfect price where the
highest price per unit is found, the precipice on which a subsequent price increase results in
overpricing as indicated by a sharp decline in sales.
Harry finds his perfect price, and thus begins to make so much extra money that he can afford to keep
his "grape bubble" inflated whilst still giving some of his favourite customers the old £0.90 rate.
Being in a strong position, Harry is able to economically implement his prejudice into his pricing
system. Friends and old clients he has favourable relationships with get the £0.90 rate, strangers get
the £1.80 rate, and he is able to outright refuse to sell to those he doesn't like.
In a seller's market the buyer has the privilege of buying, the seller is not privileged to sell because
demand for the seller's goods are high. Simplistically, in a seller's market the seller is the most
valuable party, in a buyer's market the buyer is most valuable.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/the-art-of-negotiation.56285
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/4601m2/the_art_of_negotiation/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 289 of 355

Bill on the other hand is a winemaker and desperately needs Harry’s rare locally sourced organic
grapes to help him make a very expensive wine. Bill was a charming Machiavellian and befriended
Harry awhile back by taking him out to dinner and paying for his food, gaining favour with Harry
whilst he was satiated by steak and slightly inebriated on the very wine Bill needed Harry to source
grapes for. Bill was clever, figuratively as well as literally giving Harry a taste of the business he was
in.
As they got along so well, Harry begun selling Bill grapes at the “friend rate” of £0.90 per vine,
increasing the profitability of Bill’s winery. Bill was satisfied with himself that all those restaurant
dinners and well-timed jokes had paid off. However, disaster struck. One time Harry brought his
daughter along to the restaurant not realising Bill was a sexually predacious yet shredded 45-year-old
pick-up artist. Harry's daughter full of daddy issues because he's a workaholic, later matches with Bill
on Tinder. From here she begins enthusiastically fucking Daddy’s “totally hot and rich” business
associate as a textbook act of sordid female rebellion.
Eventually she falls for Bill, but because he failed to commit to her, she in her inevitable upset tells
her father of their liaisons. Upon discovery of Bill's adultery with his daughter, Harry refuses to
continue selling Bill the grapes he sorely needs for his company's leading product. Bill desperate for
the grapes then offers Harry £10.00 per vine, far above the inflated market value Harry usually
commands, yet Harry refuses to accept. Why? Because at this point Harry is more interested in
hurting Bill than in making a profit from him. The perception of the other party has become so
negative that a want for destruction has become greater than a love of profit.
Moral of the story: It doesn't matter if two people want something from one another if either party
disdains the other too greatly. In the absence of respect, a desperate party accepts extremely
inequitable terms, or it's simply impossible to reach consensus. In the presence of hatred or a need for
revenge, otherwise logical and desirable outcomes are rejected in favour of schadenfreude. Secondary
lesson: do not shit where you eat, girls related to high-value business interests aren't worth the hassle
they can cause, income is more important than sex.

Hope you enjoyed the story!
Looks like the full article, right? It isn't. You can find the piece in it's entirety here:
http://illimitablemen.com/2016/02/15/the-art-of-negotiation/
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NEW Dark Triad Article: Understanding Narcissism - learn
about abusive personalities - also discusses sadism and
psychopathy.
177 upvotes | February 25, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

It's finally here, after hinting at it for a long time, I've finally dropped my piece on narcissism.
Narcissistic psychopathy is the central focus of the article, it does not discuss EVERYTHING in
relation to narcissism, but it's a pretty great introduction - one you will struggle to find in such
succinct yet incisive detail anywhere else. I'll leave an excerpt to the introduction here, and as always,
a link to the full article at the bottom of the thread.

1.) Introduction – Narcissistic Personality Disorder:
All people with narcissistic personality disorder are narcissists, but not all narcissists have a
personality disorder. A healthy dose of narcissism is a performance-enhancer, for it improves one’s
effectiveness by amplifying their self-love, confidence and boldness. However, it seems to be a
common misconception that the promotion of narcissism is tantamount to the promotion of
narcissistic personality disorder. This is false, and nought but an ignorant layman’s understanding of
narcissism fallaciously manifesting as a false equivalence.
Narcissistic personality disorder is a coping mechanism developed in childhood to deal with neglect,
rejection or cruelty (eg: bullying) from one’s parents. Narcissistic personality disorder is superlative
to the nth degree, the most extreme version of narcissism, rather than the healthy self-assured
confidence that comes as a by-product of talent and achievement.
Narcissistic personality disorder (NPD) is a developmental disorder ingrained into a child by the
inability of a parent to validate them, or reward their accomplishments. Everything the child does is
scrutinised and rejected, the child is constantly berated and denied their basic need for love.
The child’s accomplishments are typically deemed insufficient, for example if the child achieves a
perfect score on an exam or comes first place in a race, this perfection is apathetically expected rather
than emotionally rewarded. In a narcopath’s childhood achievement was met by indifference, with
anything other than exceptionalism being seized by the parent as an opportunity to degrade them. The
parental approval and joy quintessential to achievement was absent, whilst degradation and
indifference reigned supreme – this is the crucible in which a narcopath is forged.
This is further exacerbated when the narcopath has a sibling who is incessantly rewarded whilst they
are incessantly punished, this is narcopathy on the part of the parent exercising this behaviour, an
NPD strategy known as triangulation.
What sets the NPD apart from the narcissist is that the rejection caused by the parent at a young age
leaves them incapable of forming pair-bonds, this inability to pair-bond from there on becomes an
empathy disorder dressed in ego. The narcopath is effectively a synthetic psychopath, narcopathy is
always socialised. Had their parents been good people, they would not have developed an empathy
disorder, which is really no more than a coping mechanism developed by a helpless creature that the
needs the resources of an abusive one.
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Read from section 2 onwards by clicking here.
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Champion's Mentality - How To Stop Being A Loser & Become
Epic - A spiritual successor to Monk Mode. If Monk Mode was
"how to stop being a loser" this is "how to start being a
winner"
515 upvotes | February 29, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This article is quite long, but I've done my best to space out the paragraphs and use simpler language
to communicate my message (not going to be a regular occurrence, but I think it suits this sort of
piece better - I did this with "How To Be Happy" as well)
I'll leave an excerpt here, and a link to the full article at the bottom. The introduction doesn't really do
the full article justice, because it gets a lot better. So I urge you to go and check that out. Thanks for
reading, and have a good day!

1.) Introduction:
When I wrote monk mode, my intent was to communicate on a practical level to losers "how to stop
being a loser". I used to be a loser, I personally devised and tested monk mode, and it helped me
massively, so I shared my findings with others.
Now there is some controversy surrounding monk mode, mainly concerning "when one should use
monk mode" and "if monk mode is being used by introverts as an excuse not to socialise". Although I
will address these questions and concerns eventually, they fall outside the purview of this article.
If you are broke and have no friends, your first port of call is not to make friends. It's to get enough to
discipline to master a hobby, and then flip this skill into making some money - this is monk mode.
You can't focus on others when you need to build yourself up from nothing. People who aren't losers
and rely on networking to do business don't understand this, but monk mode was never written with
them in mind - it was written for losers.
If you lack discipline, don't have much going for yourself, and are distracted by nonsense social
activities rather than building yourself, I highly recommend monk mode.
That being said, monk mode is not for everyone. Monk mode is life support for losers who need to
prevent themselves from drowning in an abyss devoid of discipline, and dominated by depression.
Monk mode is a route out of the gutters of hell, a long and winding path of redemption for the
mediocre who've decided enough is enough.
So what's the next step after Monk Mode? Let's assume you have used monk mode, are no longer a
complete loser, but still aren't killing it in life. What key ingredient are you missing, what do you
need to give you that extra edge? You need a champion's mentality - this article will tell you how to
get one, as well as demonstrate its attitude.
Champion mentality is about optimising your life and relationships so that you continuously win,
improve and raise your value. Inevitably by merit of accomplishment and the achievement-based
narcissism that accompanies it, such a lifestyle leads to a higher quality of life spiritually, socially
and financially.
2.) Monk Mode Recap:
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People who create are more interesting than people who don't because they apply their essence to an
art form. In doing this they add value to themselves, they are more developed human-beings and thus
more interesting.
People who do nothing but consume are basic people who have no real value, most of their interests
(and thus what they talk about) is vicarious and based on the achievement of others. Losers live
through other people, winners live through themselves; losers invest in nothing, winners don't stop
investing. Winners invest in themselves before investing in others, losers are interested in everything,
but have no actual value to invest.
So how does a loser stop losing? Minimise hobbies that are consumptive and acquire hobbies that are
productive. It's really that simple. Switch Netflix for reading, writing or coding. I'm not going to
babysit you with examples and brainstorm a 100 different hobbies that are productive so you can
lazily pick one you like the sound of. Part of being a winner is doing the mental legwork. However, if
you're ailed by the creative capacity of a damp towel, I will note some generalised examples to get
you started: martial arts, musical instruments and languages.
Assess your life by looking at the activities you engage in. Now categorise which activities create
value, and which feel good but don't really enhance your value as a person. Now cut out/reduce the
things in the consumption category, and replace these activities with those that build value.

The full article can be found here.
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IM's Machiavellian Maxims: Part II
118 upvotes | March 7, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

These maxims are observations and deductions I've made on strategy and human behaviour, this
piece being a continuation of the maxims I published back in December.
I think you guys will enjoy it, especially those who struggle to read my usual denser, lengthier prose.
I'll leave 25 maxims here, with a further 43 (68 total) available on my blog. Enjoy!

– Hijacking is a special kind of Machiavellianism, for it wears the agenda of another whilst1.
pursuing its own, like a metaphorical Russian doll, it hides an agenda within an agenda.
– Read between the lines, if you can deduce why somebody is asking a question and you do not2.
like the reasoning for their question, do not deign an answer. Ignore or dismiss traps, do not fall
into them.
– When someone attempts to undermine rather than refute you, they’re the enemy.3.
– Undermining is personal, refutation isn’t. Refutation communicates “I believe you’re wrong4.
due to the findings of the available evidence”. Undermining communicates “I’m going to
humiliate you because your opinions invoke my disdain.” Refutations are logical retorts,
undermining is interrelational violence. Learn to distinguish between the two, for they oft
appear similar.
– Bending the rules is no more than the abuse of technicality to circumvent the spirit of the rule5.
without violating its letter.
– Love doesn’t conquer psychopathy.6.
– Only pick fights that’ll yield profit; pettiness will erode your credibility, fighting on many7.
fronts will exhaust you.
– The crab bucket mentality is pervasive, a jealous friend is a betrayal waiting to happen. Know8.
when to cut the gangrenous limb, do not allow the sentimental nostalgia to sustain poisonous
ties.
– If you are drawn into something emotionally, the odds of damaging your reputation and9.
engaging in regrettable acts exponentially increases.
– Many arrogant men believe anger is the safe emotion they can display without real10.
consequence, this belief is folly. Man should endeavour to be mindful, for this will allow him to
rein in unruly emotion.
– He who does not control his emotions is puppeteered by them. Strict adherence to emotional11.
data is tactical death, whilst ignoring emotion idiotic, and suppressing it tiresome. As such,
emotion should be channelled, not ignored or obeyed.
– On national anniversaries of loss or celebration, people are at their most vulnerable. It is at12.
times of heightened cultural emotivity that reflection takes root in the mediocre, and filled with
regret, the populace is at their most manipulable.
– Self-deprecation builds trust, when people see even minor imperfections, they’re endeared by13.
the transparency.
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– People are susceptible to negativity bias, if something is negative, it is more likely to be14.
believed without rigorous investigation. Acts of virtue come with a burden of proof, acts of
unvirtue do not.
– Appear easily provoked, then ignore those who see it as an opportunity to attack; this is good15.
for enticing the lurking foe to reveal himself. Present an illusion of disordered vulnerability,
seduce an attack, and by the time your foe realises the ruse it is too late, he has revealed
himself.
– An effective strategist knows when to utilise counterintuitive gambits to get a better view of16.
the battlefield. For example, if you are strong in one area, make your enemy think you are
weak. If you are weak in an area, make your enemy think you are strong. If you confuse the
enemy’s data points, he cannot successfully analyse you. If he cannot analyse you, he cannot
defeat you.
– Be wary the plausible deniability of jokes, “it’s just a joke” is the most common phrase used17.
to disguise a transgression. All good jokes contain truth, as such if one crosses your boundaries
under the guise of humour, they are still trespassing, humour but smoke and mirrors for such
trespass.
– He who acts boldly under the cloak of sadistic humour is not to be trusted, for humour is the18.
jester’s shield and sword.
– People who get caught doing something they shouldn’t do not reveal the complete truth at19.
once. they opt to reveal the least self-incriminating aspects first.
– The objective of trickle truth is damage control, to minimise the damage done to one’s20.
reputation when a loss of reputation is all but unavoidable.
– As lies compound, trust erodes, and the more difficult it becomes to lie. The more it is21.
perceived that you lie, the better you must be at lying to successfully do so. As such,
compulsive lying is tactically unsound – lie only when necessary.
– Trust can be earned and spent, but if you spend too much too quickly, your account with the22.
betrayed individual is permanently closed, no matter what you do, you will always be spent.
– People love to be seduced, but they do not like to know how. Honesty doesn’t pay when23.
transparency compromises the beauty of the illusion that sustains you. Like any magic trick,
people enjoy the perception of mystery, not what creates it.
– Apply seduction to romance or sales, never reveal your tricks. Give your pitch, not your24.
essence.
– Effortlessness and dismissiveness foster an appearance of strength.25.

FULL ARTICLE: http://illimitablemen.com/2016/03/07/machiavellian-maxims-part-2/
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Learn about female psychology without any of the bullshit
404 upvotes | March 17, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

URL: http://illimitablemen.com/2016/03/16/understanding-female-psychology/
The introduction starts by talking about differences between men and women, before moving into a
richer distillation of woman's psychology. The introduction in this excerpt just sets up the main
premise, so if you want to get straight to the nitty gritty I urge you to read the essay in its full glory.
Thanks for reading, and have a good day!

1.) Introduction:
As I write this, I cast my mind back to a time I did not understand women. It is surreal to write on
“how women work” when one so vividly remembers being a man clueless in such matters.
As a clueless man bereft of the knowledge my sanity demanded, I would ask men to explain women,
I would ask women to explain women, and I would ask Google to explain women. Nobody really
knew what they were talking about. The only answers I would get were gynocentric inanities mixed
with general rhetorical platitudes such as “be yourself” and “be confident”.
The problem with the mainstream gynocentric viewpoint is it teaches men how to be a good slave,
rather than a good master. It teaches men how to cater to women, rather than how to inspire a
woman’s desire to cater to them. It actively suppresses truths related to women, whilst spreading
vitriolic untruth about men. At this point it seems the system would prefer men are useful but
ignorant, rather than enlightened and sovereign.
Men yearn to understand women, for they wish to attract them, as well as protect themselves from
womanly predations. This knowledge is essential paramount sustenance all but crucial for the
preservation of man’s sanity. And yet quite sadistically, this wisdom eludes most men no matter how
earnestly they seek it.
Today, life changing truth is only readily available should a man happen upon a site such as this.
Most men are unaware of women’s true nature, and the minority who are aware dare not discuss the
elephant in the room, for doing so may come at incredible cost.
2.) The Cultural Battle of the Sexes:
The number of men aware of the realities inherent to female nature continues to dwindle, whilst the
cultural hysteria touting “men are evil and women can do no wrong” reigns pervasively.
Men are taught to worship women, whilst women are taught to distrust men. Men are taught to serve
women, whilst women are taught to deceive men. Society believes it morally reprehensible for a man
to dupe a woman, and yet bares no such disdain when the polarity is reversed, often going to extreme
lengths to rationalise auditorily pleasing justifications for immoral female behaviour.
Before the emergence of red pill philosophy, no meaningful infrastructure existed to support and
educate men on matters of women, and this is why what we do is crucial. We educate boys and men
on matters nobody else is capable of, and support them where nobody else cares.
Culturally there is a power imbalance where the masculine has become so weak and the feminine has
gotten so out of control, that she threatens to destabilise civilization’s very core with a tyrannic power
she is not fit to wield. The red pill (as well as this very publication) does to the extent of its reach,

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/learn-about-female-psychology-without-any-of-the.57050
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/4atrz7/learn_about_female_psychology_without_any_of_the/
http://illimitablemen.com/2016/03/16/understanding-female-psychology/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 297 of 355

attempt to redress this imbalance by giving men the tools they need to exercise power and remain
sovereign.
Red pill philosophy is effective, it thoroughly details female behaviour from numerous perspectives
(sociological, evolutionarily and occasionally, economically) to form a rich and comprehensive
philosophy.
However, having internalised much of this “forbidden knowledge” over the years, I wish to do
something I do not believe has been done before: unify the red pill understanding of women into a
framework that depicts the relationships between the mechanisms that embody the feminine.
When I was clueless about women, I’d have killed for an article like this, so if that sounds like you,
strap yourself in because you’re in for a treat. You’re going to learn what many men never learn, and
what many others pay in pain and poverty to merely intuit.

The full article can be found here.
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50 More Shades of Red - Wisdom for Men
533 upvotes | March 31, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

50 Maxims on the nature of women and man's relationship with her. Easy-to-read and broken down,
I'll share the first 10 with you here:

IM MAXIM #101 – A woman’s charm comes from her happiness, a man’s, from his confidence. An
inconsolable woman’s as unattractive as a timid man.
IM MAXIM #102 – Men must earn value, women must preserve it. It is because of this very reason
a woman’s age is taboo whilst a man’s is not. The passage of time fares man better than woman.
IM MAXIM #103 – If you’re pining for a girl, next her. You’ve already lost, for it is she who should
be pining for you. Be the prize, not the contestant, prizes never lose, contestants often do.
IM MAXIM #104 – Women play men like Mozart played piano. Men manipulate nature, women
manipulate men. Civilization is man’s project, man is woman’s.
IM MAXIM #105 – Narcissism is a suit well-worn by a man, but one ill-fitting on a woman. Male
narcissism is attractive to women, but female narcissism is not to man. Corollary: men with dark triad
mothers are attracted to narcissistic women.
IM MAXIM #106 – A man must be more narcissistic than a women to attract her. In cultures which
worship women, the average woman is more narcissistic than her male counterpart, where this
occurs, great swathes of men are deemed unattractive.
IM MAXIM #107 – A difference in narcissism (female gratitude and male arrogance) is the great
equaliser between the beauty of the feminine form, and the lack thereof common to men. When
women are equally if not more narcissistic than men, such an equaliser vanishes. Being grandiose
never hindered a man’s chances of getting laid.
IM MAXIM #108 – Give a woman less attention than she wants, and she will desire it. Give her as
much of it as she wants, and she will not. Women quickly devalue the attention of a man who would
attend to her every whim, so be frugal; it is easy for a man to be too generous, but near impossible for
him to be too frugal.
IM MAXIM #109 – In matters of women, entitlement and worthiness is a matter of false
equivalence; her level of entitlement almost always exceeds what she is worth.
IM MAXIM #110 – If she can find a way to blame a man for her decisions, she will. If she can find a
way to avoid guilt, she will. Oft these two intertwine, for women are allergic to responsibility and
loathe to be held accountable.

If you want the rest:
http://illimitablemen.com/2016/03/30/fifty-more-shades-of-red/
Enjoy.
This is part 3 in my maxims series.
Part 2 can be found here: http://illimitablemen.com/2015/07/23/fifty-shades-redder/
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Part 1 can be found here: http://illimitablemen.com/2015/07/17/fifty-shades-of-red/
Will there be a part 4? Never say never.
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Dark Triad Q&A - Remastered for 2016!
61 upvotes | April 7, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Back in 2014 I held a dark triad Q&A and answered a selection of questions posed to me on the
subject matter.
Last night I finished remastering this piece (with new and additional insight) to bring it up to par with
my current standard of writing. I think you'll find section 3 on "Macro Dark Triad" particularly
interesting. I'll leave an excerpt for you here, and as always, you can read the entirety of the article by
clicking the link at the end of the post.

“Are there any videos (movies, documentaries or anything of the sort) that you would
recommend to give a more clear-cut example of Dark Triad behaviour?”

To my knowledge, few good documentaries exist on dark triad behaviour. I recommend watching
prison-based documentaries, as roughly 1-in-5 prisoners is a psychopath. Naturally being a prison
setting, it is likelier you will observe low IQ blue-collar psychopaths rather than white-collar high IQ
psychopaths, however despite this bias in sample, you will see the occasional high IQ.
Differentiating the lower from the higher IQ is easy as higher IQ prisoners will engage in creative
pursuits and use violence instrumentally, whereas lower IQ prisoners will lack creative pursuits and
thus seek conflict for stimulation. It is my contention that because lower IQ prisoners lack the
intellect necessary to creatively abstract, acts of violence comprise the totality of their interest.
Nailing down a higher IQ white-collar psychopath is incredibly hard as their greater impulse control
means they’re better able to conceal themselves, however Vice was able to base a short
documentary on one.
There is an English documentary called “Psychopath Night“, which contrasted an FBI profiler’s
analysis with the behaviour of an imprisoned high IQ psychopath. There was likewise input from
Oxford University’s Kevin Dutton, a professor known for his friendship with an ex-SAS psychopath
that has partnered with him on numerous psychopathy texts. These texts are useful, but not well
written.
Dutton constantly attempts to normalise psychopathy as something that’s “cool but slightly quirky”
with an overbearing chummy tone, and it is this which detracts from the authority of his writing. It’s
hard to take somebody seriously who discusses the ruthlessness of negative empathy with the
salivation of a hyperactive teenager, and oh boy does Dutton salivate.
Nonetheless, Dutton rewards those with the constitution to endure his blabbering should you prove
either masochistic or curious enough. If one can exercise a little patience, one will find Dutton has
many valuable insights. Dutton’s books are not literary masterpieces to be absorbed and pleasurably
savoured, but rather, verbose drudgery to be dissected for occasional nuggets of gold.
As for media examples of Psychopathic characters, there are countless, but to name a few:
– Jordan Belfort in The Wolf of Wall Street is a narcopath (an ego dominant psychopath)
– Marlo from The Wire is a psychopath. If autists were psychopaths, they’d be like Marlo.
– Omar from The Wire is a sociopath (like a psychopath, but has sympathy for his in-group.)
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– Snoop from The Wire is your typical butch dyke psychopath
– Katherine from The Vampire Diaries is a more accurate portrayal of typical female
psychopathy/BPD behaviour.
– Lord Varys & Petyr Baelish from Game of Thrones are Machiavellians.
– Frank Underwood from House of Cards is a depiction of the highest form of psychopath, a
“General.” Unlike others on the negative empathy spectrum who blunder out of a need to indulge
shortcomings (eg: violent tendencies, excess depravity, historicism etc) “Generals” have evolved
beyond such indulgences. A “General” puts the requirements of the game above desire by strategising
before fulfilling his urges, whereas his lower-tier counterparts prioritise their urges before the game
and thus become unstuck.
A General is instrumental rather than reactive; to react to provocation or give in to pettiness is not
characteristic of the General, for the General recognises the tactical pitfalls these things represent and
possesses the iron will necessary to resist them. The General realises only a correct sequence of steps
will get him what he wants, thus he is future-orientated where his lesser counterparts are present-
orientated. If you want to learn more about the General archetype, read this article.
As the list above alludes, dark triad characters comes in many shades and varieties. Whether they are
criminal, corporate, violent, cold or charismatic, one thing is universal among them: they’re cut-
throat and cunning. The media is rife with different variations upon the same theme, although there is
something one should be aware of when scouring the media for dark triad personalities – the
characters are plausible, but their schemes aren’t.
In TV shows timing is too perfect, and so the elaborate schemes in play are so utterly contrived
they’re inimitable. As such, only analyse a fictional character’s psychology, not their schemes. The
schemes by merit of their fiction are ridiculous, and therefore unviable for real world emulation.
When a show’s writers ensure a character always wins and can perfectly execute his plans to the
nanosecond, cunning is deified to a realm of fantasy through the misrepresentation of what is
humanly possible.

FULL ARTICLE:
http://illimitablemen.com/2014/09/10/understanding-the-dark-triad-qa-part-1/
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If she doesn't worship the ground you walk on and consistently
bring value to your life SHE IS COMPLETELY UNWORTHY
of a relationship. The thing you gotta realise about women: It
doesn't matter how unworthy of your commitment they are,
they'll still try HUSTLE & STRONG ARM YOU INTO IT!
384 upvotes | April 16, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

LTRs suck (don't live with a woman, don't get married) because you need to be on your -A GAME-
ALL THE TIME, you never get to rest, and that's fucking draining. Women are energy black holes,
any energy you have for productive shit like building your business, studying, inventing something
etc will be pissed away if you live with a woman, pissed away on the mediocrity of assuaging the
ever manifesting insecurities of the ball of estrogen that is woman. Shit will get petty, shit will get
dramatic, and you will waste a whole lot of energy on nonsense you could be doing without.
Women don't realise why LTRs suck for men, and I suspect those that know why from reading this
sub still don't give fucks because GET COMMITMENT AT ALL COSTS is a woman's mission in
life. They are either ignorant to the male experience or know full well it's a shit deal for men but don't
give a fuck because it benefits them.
No matter what you learn about men and women from TRP, women will never care about the
male side of things. NEVER. They will always put their needs, THEIR IMPERATIVE - first.
Call it solipsism, call it the feminine imperative, call it what you like - I call it reality. If
feminism has proved anything it's proven that women will shit all over men if it means they get what
they believe they deserve. And let me tell you something - despite the fact most women ARE NOT
RELATIONSHIP MATERIAL, these women feel they deserve one and will stop at nothing to
get one.
And they don't give a fuck if you don't want to give them a relationship and neither do they give a
fuck if they're not worthy. THEY'LL TRY AND FORCE IT, they'll baby trap you or do some other
crazy shit TO FORCE THE COMMITMENT. Think of rape for a second. You can't FORCEFULLY
TAKE SEX from a woman but women have no problem FORCEFULLY EXTRACTING
COMMITMENT from men.
Even an enlightened woman who knows LTRs are emotionally and cognitively taxing on a man and
accepts this WON'T CARE, she'll still demand it anyway BECAUSE THIS IS HER MISSION IN
LIFE - to get a man to provide for her and protect her. Just because a bitch makes 6 figures and does
some martial arts class and got some feminism in her head, doesn't mean she doesn't have the girl
instincts to want to rest her head on a man's chest or be held to "FEEL SAFE." Women need this shit
like babies need winding, they crave it, dare I say live for it, and thus getting commitment is their
life's obsession - it's a fundamental part of who they are.
Women hate bachelors because it reminds them men need women less than women need men.
A woman is never happily single no matter what she tells herself or anybody, but plenty of guys out
there are happily single rather than caught up in a woman's bullshit. The only reason men put up with
women's total buttfuckery is because they wanna get laid, it's not like 99% of women have any
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redeeming aspects other than their fuckability.
Take away the fact men are horny bastards and what else does a woman bring to the table? Sweet
fuck all. They're leeches. This is why when a woman stops putting out she becomes the definition of
useless, the one thing she had to do, the one source of value she could provide? Now she can't even
be fucked to do that (but don't worry she'll find a way to make it somehow your fault she's not doing
her womanly job). All the while you have to keep being THE MAN, which means paying for her shit
and enduring her emotional tirades, but them legs? They can close at any time.
A woman is a honey pot, she entices you in with sex so you can be her emotional
crutch/ATM/security guard and then should the mood suit her, revises the contract later so she gives
you sweet fuck all whilst you keep giving her what she wanted - THIS IS WHY MARRIAGE IS
FOR SUCKERS, YOU'RE LITERALLY "LOCKED DOWN", SHE'S LOCKED YOU IN
LIKE A LOW MORTGAGE RATE, GREAT FOR HER BUT YOU'RE FUCKED.
Women don't give a fuck that they're the anchors on your speed boat, holding you back, taking your
time up with nonsense bullshit and bringing chaos to your life with neurotic emotivity. No, they
actually expect you to be their human mood stabiliser "the rock in their storm", a very romanticised
way of saying "I'm annoying and crazy as fuck so endure my tirades of bullshit and set me straight".
This is what they do and who they are, they are a burden. And rather than pretend women aren't a
burden because they're equal (feminism) or that "you're not a real man unless you endure the burden"
(traditionalists) TRP tells you outright "women are a burden and only the best ones are worth the
hassle". TRPs teaches you to be discriminant with women, rather than "feel lucky you even managed
to get one" like the average chump thinks.
They are the needy sex, but they rely on you thinking they're the prize instead of you so they can
complete their life's mission: babies and marriage.
You only truly internalise the adage "bitches ain't shit" when you objectively compare how much you
bring to the table vs her. When you realise she's not an equal but a dependent, and by nature of being
a dependent she is a responsibility (and probably a liability) - your view of women becomes very
different. You cast off all illusions of equality and see them for what they are. I leave you with a
parting question, no matter how much sentiment one habours for a dependent, are they inferior, equal
or superior? The answer is crystal clear for those who can see past sentimentality and politically
correct thinking. And such a reality need not be the product of hatred nor disgust or anything else
unflattering, but rather, it may simply be what it is - the natural order.
If there's anything you take from this rant of pure misogynistic women hating bile (/s) it should be
this: ALWAYS QUESTION A WOMAN'S WORTH, NEVER EVER COMMIT TO THE
UNWORTHY. It is not your responsibility to fix broken women, or make unworthy women worthy -
if they can't make themselves worthy, then fuck 'em, they're not worth your time. Women aren't doing
charity work by fucking the bottom 80% of men, so why the fuck should you be the charity that gives
a woman the relationship she doesn't deserve? Exercise extreme prejudice, they do.
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Divergent Missions
61 upvotes | April 17, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I hope you enjoy my latest, thanks for reading!
EXCERPT:

Where testosterone coalesces with creativity, the engine of civilization hums on the fuel of male
ambition. Civilization is man’s grand project, an expression of his thought form and aspiration, and
although from time to time atypical women will make spontaneous contributions, its distinctly
masculine texture remains dominant.
Man has a mission beyond the scope of the home, it is merely the scale of vision and ability to
actualise that differs among men. Indeed, we owe modern civilization to men who kept firm to their
life’s work and executed their vision, for it is women who bring us into this existence, but men who
make said existence glorious. All men have missions, but it is within the provision for humanity
through the development of civilization that the greats illuminate the depth and scale of said
ambition.
Women are concerned with matters of people, people are women’s business, reproduction with a
powerful man is their life goal – they are simple. Where woman’s ambitions are concrete, some may
even say mundane, man’s potential is infinite. This is not to say that men do not seek to reproduce,
but rather that babies and hearth do not constitute success for man in the way it does for woman. A
woman who achieves these goals actualises her femininity, her mission is complete, and so she rarely
will she aspire for greater.
Men on the other hand do not find completion in family life, it is important to them, but it does not
encompass the sum of their being. Men do not live for relationships, family and people in quite the
way that women do, whilst the social fabric is the beating heart of all that matters to women, it is but
a puzzle piece in a grander picture for men. Being the architects and providers of humanity, man’s
focus is expectedly different; the scope of his existence is wider, and so the extent he must be willing
to go more extreme.
To play it safe as a woman brings success, but for a man it elicits nought but failure. A woman
married with children is the epitome of feminine success, but a married man with a child is not. And
even should a man not marry nor reproduce, the need for a mission is still there, for whilst a woman
defines herself by her relationships, a man defines himself by his achievements.

FULL ARTICLE: https://illimitablemen.com/2016/04/17/divergent-missions/
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Tips for getting the most out of your time and avoiding bullshit.
326 upvotes | April 27, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

The intro is my philosophy on time, followed by a section on drama avoidance, and a section on
selective association, finished up with instruction on how to fall in love with self-improvement. A
wide scope of people should be able to appreciate this one, shit, if the blue pillers pretend I didn't
write it even they might like it. I'll include an excerpt here as usual, and I hope you at least enjoy the
read if you don't learn something.

EXCERPT:
An ambitious man feels like he never quite has enough time, for vision is vast and time brief. A man
who lives to achieve must thus do so constantly, for considerable gaps in productivity lead to self-
loathing. A man who respects time disrespects himself for wasting it, his very reason for being tied
inextricably to his productivity.
If an ambitious man is productive, he is happy, if he’s not, he isn’t; he doesn’t achieve because he
wants to, but rather, because he has to. Such a man has no choice in the matter, but rather this is the
way his life must be, for if his happiness were not tied to his productivity, his life would not be a life
worth living.
Only a man without an appreciation for time is content to waste it, for absent ambition he is ignorant
of the path forfeited. If the unambitious man could peek into the life of his productive self, he’d
believe the greatness strewn in front of him were a con. Consumed by ignorance and unable to
appreciate the relationship between greatness and productivity, the mundane man does not even
dream dreams, let alone build them.
An actualised man bereft present or future achievement is a shadow of his former self, for
achievement is addictive and ambition cruel. A man who’s given up is not really a man, he doesn’t
feel like one and nobody sees him as one, for expectations of men are great and the achievements of
such men, poor. Many struggle to optimise their time and few master the endeavour, but he who does
not try or no longer tries is held in contempt by those who retain a respect for time.
To be an actualised man is not merely to have achieved, but to continue to do so; actualisation does
not entail retirement, for a man’s work is not done until his time’s spent. Time is limited and
ambition gluttonous, and so a man must separate the worthy from the unworthy, make firm choices,
and live with them regardless of their retrospective efficacy.
If you want to read the rest of the article, click here and skip to paragraph 6.

NOTE 1: I've been politely and not so politely informed I have beautiful writing and shit grammar,
so I'm currently looking for an editor who can find the delicate balance between correcting my
mistakes, and debauching the shit out of my stylistic. If you're interested, select one of my pieces and
edit a couple of paragraphs and send your edits to illimitableman [at] gmail. If I like your work, you
can do the book too. Note: I'm not reputed for responding to emails quickly.
NOTE 2: Yesterday I recorded my first ever podcast with Christian McQueen, you'll get to hear my
autistic neckbeardy self blabber about World of Warcraft, fedoras, and the lengths of varying garden
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insects, bet you can't wait.
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Another 54 Machiavellian Maxims for your reading pleasure.
414 upvotes | May 1, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

These maxims are observations and deductions I've made on strategy and human behaviour, this
piece being a continuation of the maxims I published back in March.
I think you guys will enjoy it, especially those who struggle to read my usual denser, lengthier prose.
I'll leave 25 maxims here, with a further 29 (54 total) available on the blog. Enjoy!
You can find part 1 here: http://illimitablemen.com/2015/12/27/machiavellian-maxims/
And part 2 here: http://illimitablemen.com/2016/03/07/machiavellian-maxims-part-2/

– In matters of persuasion one should appeal to emotion, not reason. Where this fails, use1.
sophistry.
– Logical fallacies double as effective Machiavellian power plays, for logic is antithetical to2.
cunning.
– Anticipate your opponent’s moves, preempting where possible and implementing3.
contingencies where not.
– An intellectual more than anybody must become Machiavellian, for it is this and this alone4.
that will save them from predacious egos. [See More Here.]
– Delivery is more persuasive than substance, optimise appearance and strike when the time is5.
right, for masterful delivery can make even the mundane into magic.
– In matters of defection it is more effective to offer revenge than money.6.
– It is foolish to sentimentally gauge the chance of betrayal, but rather, one should assess the7.
incentive and capacity for doing so. Offer disincentives to maximise loyalty.
– Your most intimate enemies will admire you, copy you and take all your advice only to use it8.
for an agenda that undermines yours.
– Each personality is a puzzle in which favour can be unlocked by demonstrating the traits9.
desired by the personality, learn a personality and complement it to influence it.
– Apologies are oft ineffectual, for they stir up resentment and exacerbate matters by10.
highlighting wrongdoing. A leader should not show regret, he should ignore, deny
acknowledgement, or spin a negative into a positive. To regret is to show weakness and invite
belittlement.
– Appear unappealing to those who don’t appeal to you, for it is better to be undesired than to11.
be desired by the undesirable.
– To permit insolence from one is to court it from all; crush the insolent or deprive them a12.
platform, lest you earn a reputation for timidity.
– The most terrible action can be bred from the best of intention. Be mindful of bad advice13.
from the well intended, they may mean well but unintentional or not, their misinformation will
destroy you.
– The power players have learned to harness the zealous delusions of their pawns to dress14.
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unvirtuous agendas in the clothing of nobility.
– Anybody who can conceive of evil can enact it.15.
– Conceal your intentions whilst ascertaining the competition’s, he who has the most correct16.
data wins; always be mindful of misinformation.
– Most believe one should never be ruthless (because it’s evil) or that one should always be17.
ruthless (because otherwise you’re weak). Both are wrong.
– Provocation is an invitation to act in a way that reduce’s one’s power; as such, ignoring is a18.
skill any would-be Machiavellian would do well to master.
– Mastery of interpersonal psychology is micro Machiavellianism, mastery of military strategy19.
is macro Machiavellianism and business strategy is both.
– Transactional analysis: Every time somebody asks you a question, they want you to give20.
them value, or they’re looking to sabotage you. Be mindful of the blur between curiosity and
inquisition.
– Strive for success but be cautious of it, for one who knows not how to handle it will be21.
robbed of the qualities that made them great; rampant success introduces an overconfidence
that diminishes reason and a complacency that destroys drive – do not be a victim of your
success.
– The histrionic weaponises their storytelling talent on the slightest whim, for blackmail is how22.
they obtain and chaos is how they indulge. Be wary the histrionic, for they take root and disrupt
venomously like a toxin.
– Should you see the trifecta of: confrontation, dismissiveness and attention seeking – you have23.
yourself a histrionic. Tread on their egg shells and succumb to aggressive sensitivity, or reject
them by refusing to deign acknowledgement.
– Absence increases respect only when the absence is legitimate. If you ignore somebody but24.
are observed by the ignored engaging others, you are not absent, and so elicit disrespect rather
than respect. True absence is in disappearance, not observable silence.
– It’s subtler to deprive than to inflict. Inflict to make a statement, deprive to attack with the25.
stealth of plausible deniability.

FULL ARTICLE: https://illimitablemen.com/2016/04/30/machiavellian-maxims-part-3/
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Christian McQueen and I shoot the shit on his radio show
78 upvotes | May 1, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I went on Christian McQueen's show and we talked about power, game, and a whole host of shit.
I hope you enjoy the show as much as we enjoyed making it.
https://realchristianmcqueen.com/2016/05/01/free-episode-46-illimitablemen-com-interview/
Selected excerpts:
37:01: "All this drama nonsense; it's like information-porn for losers."
38:17: "I'm talking about isolating yourself from mediocrity."
42:59: (Regarding self-loathing from being unproductive) "Now you're wasting time on hating
yourself for the things you didn't do."
52:46: "Women look for a father figure in a man. And they can get that! Assuming they can find a
man who's not a total fucking bitch."
53:29: "They're not all equally cunty. But cuntiness is in all of them."
53:40: "The balance is to have a little bit of hate, but not to be consumed by it. A little bit of hate.
Just a little bit. You can't deify them in any way."
65:39: "People can build something from nothing if they are all in that collective endeavor."
71:25: "There's always bullshit with the elite. You can't let that affect your aspirations."
72:00: "Because you gave time to the drama, you can't give time to yourself."
73:06: "You have hunters, who live for the thrill of the chase. ... The other group is the farmers ... The
farmer gives less of a shit about this chase. Maybe he's an inventor or deep into some kind of
intellectual shit and wants to put more time into that than chicks."
77:00: "If you're just stoic all the time, you're going to be boring. You need to give them that drama.
And yet at the same time, you can't react."
EDIT This episode became Christian's most downloaded episode ever in just 4 hours! Thanks for the
love.
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Understanding The 48 Laws of Power
88 upvotes | May 11, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

1.) Introduction:
The 48 Laws of Power is the modern man's Machiavellian bible; based on the incisive strategic
thought of prominent classical thinkers Niccolo Machiavelli and Baltasar Gracian, Robert Greene sets
out to elucidate the reader on the nature of power. He explores power by dissecting its elements,
explaining each element's uses, and exemplifying its manifestation through regaling historic tales of
Europe's elite.
The 48 Laws of Power is so thoroughly potent in its capacity to teach cunning, that it is not only a
bestseller, but likewise the most loaned book in U.S prison libraries. In some prisons the book is even
banned, as such one is almost certain that if the text had been released in an earlier era, it would have
ended up on the Vatican's list of forbidden texts in the same way Machiavelli's "The Prince" did.
2.) What The Book Lacks:
It's important for the aspiring Machiavellian to know what The 48 Laws of Power lacks in order to
compensate for the gap in understanding they will be left with. Some of the things left unsaid in the
text will be outlined within the confines of this essay, whilst others will require further reading.
The 48 Laws of Power is not a complete treatise on power. Although a detailed set of in-depth
maxims, it focuses predominantly on the micro and omits near all mention of the macro. It focuses on
the optimisation of personal affects to enhance social power, but does not offer strategic models or
blueprints.
Realising The 48 Laws of Power was an incomplete treatise, Greene released The 33 Strategies of
War. The 33 Strategies is the The 48 Law's complementary sister text, because where the 48 Laws
focuses on the micro, The 33 Strategies focuses on the macro. Only once an individual has studied
both texts will they possess a complete understanding of the Machiavellian world that Greene
elucidates, neither book is sufficient in and of itself.
To expound on what I mean by this, The 48 Laws of Power will make you shrewder with people, but
it won't help you formulate effective business strategies. Whilst the 33 Strategies of War will arm a
man with the understanding necessary to engage in corporate warfare, it will do little to assist him
interpersonally. As such, neither is a comprehensive education in power, but together they form a
complete and unassailable treatise. Combine these texts with Machiavelli's "The Prince", and one has
both the psychological tools and philosophical understanding to develop a masterful competency in
cunning.
The examples used to illustrate the book's laws take place among a social class most cannot relate to
in an era alien to all who live today. As such, it is necessary to transfer the elements of power
represented in a classical paradigm into a contemporary one. Whilst competent abstract thinkers will
have no problem doing this, the average person will find it challenging to translate some of the laws
into a modern context and will as such struggle to truly understand the precepts of the text.
Greene exposes the granular building blocks of power, but that's where he stops. The book does not
provide methodological instruction to help the reader implement the laws. And likewise, it does not
teach the reader which law takes precedence when two contradicting laws are relevant to one's
situation. It is down to the reader to work these things out for themselves, and if they cannot, they
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will be unable to derive the entirety of what the book has to offer.
You can read the rest by clicking here
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Master Monk Mode With Modafinil
25 upvotes | May 25, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

So you’re in Monk Mode, but you find yourself regularly lacking the energy and focus you need to
complete all the tasks you assign yourself. You find it hard to concentrate when reading books, and
your workouts suck because you get tired quickly. What do you do about it? Other than getting your
testosterone, estrogen and thyroid checked, you start taking modafinil.
Some of the most influential people throughout mankind’s history have done drugs. Freud developed
his psychoanalytic theory under the influence of pharmaceutical grade cocaine, Winston Churchill
took nitrous oxide and Francis Crick, was supposedly (it’s disputed) high on LSD when he
discovered DNA. Like it or not and irrespective of stigma, sourced well and dosed correctly chemical
compounds can help an individual think in new ways and perform at an elite level.
Now whilst I shan’t ever be advocating the consumption of outlawed narcotics here at Illimitable
Men, there are a class of substances known as nootropics that can greatly enhance a whole range of
things. Effects vary from the enhancement of creativity and memory, to the alleviation of depression
and fatigue.
In fact, you probably unknowingly take at least one nootropic everyday: caffeine. Caffeine is the
world’s most famous nootropic, relied upon and consumed by millions day in, day out. Many people
will shamelessly admit to a caffeine addiction because it’s socially acceptable and carries no stigma,
but at its essence caffeine addiction is a biological addiction.
The main problem with caffeine is that tolerance is developed quickly. It’s a diuretic (you keep
needing to go to the toilet, which interrupts your productive phases) and positive effects only last for
a few hours (at most) before another dose is needed, and so when caffeine wears off, the individual
experiences a horrible crash. Take it for too long and you become dependent, caffeine is habit-
forming.
Modafinil is one of the strongest nootropics on the market, in truth I’d say its potency puts it
somewhere between a drug and a nootropic, as it’s too weak to be a drug but too strong to be a
nootropic. Luckily for you, the powers that be disagree with my assessment and classify modafinil as
a nootropic off-label and a prescription medicine on-label. As such getting hold of the stuff is simple,
and to my knowledge there is no penalty for possessing it (but this may vary by jurisdiction, so do
research on the laws in your country before ordering anything.)
In the US under the controlled substances act, modafinil is categorised as a schedule IV drug,
meaning to legally purchase the compound you need a prescription for narcolepsy or shift work sleep
disorder, however in some instances it is given for sleep apnea. Most people cannot get a prescription
from their doctor for modafinil, or even if they can, find it is cheaper to buy it online than with
medical insurance. I’ll tell you exactly where you can source it from a reputable supplier further in.

You can read the full article here (skip to section 2 if you've read the above)
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She Can Never Be Your Equal
242 upvotes | May 26, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Men are superior to women and therefore have more responsibilities than women. Women are
superior to children, and therefore have more responsibilities than children. Superiority means
"leadership over" due to increased maturity and reason, it does not come with a connotation of hate.
Women do not hate children because they're superior to them in the same way that men do not hate
women because they're superior to them. Although plenty of men have their hang-ups with women
(just as the reverse is true.) Men are more mature than women, who are more mature than children.
This is about a hierarchy of maturity, of which men are at the top. The less mature you are, the less
reasonable you are. You wouldn't want an immature person in charge of you, and assuming you
found someone competent, you wouldn't say you were equal to the person in charge of you.
The problem with people today is women have been told it's bad to let a man be in charge of them,
and men have been told to treat women as equal partners rather than subordinate dependants they
care for.
You are superior, and you have to be in order to be eligible. That's reality. For the sake of ego
preservation on her part, she will want to think of herself as your "first mate" or "partner", but you're
not the captain, you're the ship. Without you there is nothing, no base nor foundation. She relies on
you VASTLY more than you rely on her, and any functional relationship between a man and a
woman is always based on this model.
It doesn't mean she's not important, it means you're depended upon more than you depend on her. It
means the distribution of burden is disproportionate in order to reflect your difference in maturity,
your burden is greater because her need is greater, her need is greater because she is more immature,
and by extension of being less mature, less competent.
In fact, it's dangerous for you to depend on her emotionally, but the reverse is perfectly acceptable
and fine. This is the burden that comes with being at the top of the maturity hierarchy. Emotional
loneliness. Accepting you cannot confide all your deepest secrets and fears, not unless you're a
schmuck who wants to see your relationship fall to shit. Women are so upset they're not really equals
that they're completely ignorant to the fact that not being the final person everybody depends on is a
privileged position. That when push comes to shove, women want someone to lean on and someone
to blame, that true equality to men is something they could never handle. Like a child who wants to
stay up late and eat unlimited amounts of candy, they only see the privileges of being a man, not the
burdens.
Notice how women always go on about maturity in a way men don't seem to give a fuck about?
They're like the damn maturity police. This reminds me of little kids who insist they're grown-ups out
of insecurity. "Women are equal to men!" touted by women is the same infantile narcissism as a child
claiming "I'm not a little kid anymore!". It stems from the desire to be taken seriously by people
you're less mature and capable than. This is all ego, remember you will find the truth in action rather
than words, for in words they claim equality to man, but in action they demand superiority from him.
In relation to the statement "women are children", this is hyperbole, what /u/redpillschool concretely
means is "women are childlike" - if they weren't, you wouldn't want them. Feminine charm comes
from a certain present-orientation, feminine beauty comes from a lack of ageing.
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Women play up innocence and play down their cunning because this is what makes them attractive to
men. Innocence is an inherently childlike quality. Men don't try to seem innocent because it's not
masculine, things that are childlike are inherently unmasculine, but they aren't unfeminine. Why?
Because women are closer to children than men. Stop thinking this is some way of talking women
down or some sad attempt at dehumanisation. It isn't. It's a truism regardless of whether it suits your
sensibilities.
Shrewd women constantly leverage the appearance of innocence to get people to help them. Women
pout, men don't. Women have strops, men don't. Women cry more than men. Women are less rational
than men. In summary: women are more mature than children, but less mature than men.
You can teach a woman to behave well, but she is still a woman and so requires discipline in the
same way a child does. She craves it. She will not "be good" because "she's a good woman" she will
only "be good" because you convey authority, and in order to convey authority, you must be superior,
superior meaning more mature and more competent. This is the natural order of things.
Egalitarianism is an indoctrinated ideal, it is normal to you because you grew up brainwashed by
feminist garbage, but it is not normal in nature, and it is not indicative of reality.
Women's childlike qualities are not just physical (smaller, less hair etc), but their neonatality is
likewise echoed mentally. The hottest women have greater neonatal traits than uglier ones. She's not
your psychological equal. You can love her, care for her, even depend on her for small things, but
she's not your equal and never will be.
As Schopenhauer said, she is somewhere between a child and an adult, an adolescent perhaps. If you
can't accept that, if you need to believe in the feminine ego porn that she's your equal in every which
way, fine. But that doesn't mean TRP is wrong, it means you're unable to accept an aspect of reality
that discomforts you.
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Play On People's Need to Believe to Create a Cult-like
Following - IM's notes on Law 27
29 upvotes | June 30, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

1.) Introduction - Summarising The Law:
Law 27 is a particularly important law, for the need to believe is a universal aspect of the human
character that can be leveraged into acquiring great wealth and fame. The need to believe in the
mysterious, the beautiful, and the ideal is a source of great passion and comfort, and yet it is only by
exploitation of this very mechanism that influence can be achieved.
Law 27 touches upon the single aspect of the human psyche that dictates the form of all human
thought and action, as well as the movement of capital that accompanies it. This is why ideology,
marketing, subculture and religion all frenetically compete to influence the people with their various
interpretations of reality, for those who buy into their views reward them politically and financially.
Belief and gullibility are inextricably intertwined, for gullibility finds its root in greed, escape, and
the want of happiness, things which exist in all minds. All minds are suggestible, it is just that some
are convinced to a greater degree and with less effort than others. The purview of this law is to
exploit the aforementioned needs by building belief systems from them that will act as a funnel for
personal success.
Remember, to form a cult is not to merely impress a mind, but rather, to capture it by defining the
very filter with which it interprets its surrounding reality.
2.) Notes On The Law:

A following is the cultural embodiment of an army, your most zealous followers will preserve
your reputation by fighting your detractors.
With a following in tow, the enforcement of your will becomes automated. Your followers will
act as relays for your ideas, pushing your agenda and converting others to your cause. Like any
good business, a successful faith outsources proselytisation to its most fervent pawns.
People are blessed with the ability to adapt to a harsh reality, but cursed with a need to believe
in delightful implausibilities.
The allure of the unreal is the grace of transcendence, fantasy bestows escape from mediocrity,
and it is in this desire gullibility finds partial form.
Cult creation relies on a central point of worship, a person or thing that symbolises a group's
shared values. Cult leaders appear to be the living personification of the ideals, norms and
values that the wider group holds dear.
In the absence of religion there is a power vacuum, the people's need to believe remains, but the
cult which previously sustained the need is absent. As such, people turn to smaller and less
ancient cults, swapping religion for ideology in the unending quest to understand a cold world
and experience a better tomorrow.
The gullible outsource their agency to faith, rationalising failure as fate.
The greater your number of followers, the easier it becomes to acquire new ones; this is
preselection at work.
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A sophistic charlatan is infallible to his cult, misfortunes are rationalised around him rather than
attributed to him.

You can find the rest of my notes here - enjoy!
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How To Use Your Ego
60 upvotes | July 19, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

The Building Blocks of Reinvention:

Whether they’re aware of it or not, everyone has an opinion on narcissism, and a value system based
on a preference for its presence or absence. Some respect only the boldness of grandiosity, whereas
others are repelled by the lack of grace exhibited by unadulterated id. As such, those looking to
reinvent themselves are typically confused about the degree of ego they should aspire toward in the
pursuit of their idealised self. Is ego good, or is it bad? This is a context dependent question, but in
the grand scheme of things it is neither, rather it is a tool.
One’s mental visualisation of their ideal persona changes in accordance with their life experience.
The arrogant self-aware intellectual can see where arrogance has cost him, and may as such aspire to
a more stoic life. Should a man’s failure be associated with passivity on the other hand, he will view
egotism as the answer.
It is a fallacy of instinct to believe embodiment of the egotistical opposite is a solution to the
floundering personality of current. Balance is necessary in all things, and ego is no exception. To
maximise one’s success, you must be plural rather than singular, not the stoic OR the narcissist, but
rather the stoic AND the narcissist. Many, many people disagree with this premise out of distaste, but
nonetheless, its utility is incontestable.
The egotistical should practice humility, as the humble should egotism. Each is necessary and neither
is sufficient, for finesse requires the ability to wield both. The ability to exercise finesse is more a
product of trial-and-error than it is an innate competency, and so the area you’re weak in is the one
that requires the most focus. In short, do not pick a side, develop your weaker one.

You can read the rest here. (skip to section 2)
If you have any comments/questions feel free to leave them here or on the blog, either's fine.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/how-to-use-your-ego.60897
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/4tmdag/how_to_use_your_ego/
https://illimitablemen.com/2016/07/17/how-to-use-your-ego/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 318 of 355

Wake The Fuck Up! See women for who they are, not who you
want them to be.
194 upvotes | September 20, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This is an old TRP rant of mine from back in 2013. It's not been revised or updated, this is the
rant in its original form. Removed it from TRP when I updated it and expanded the content for my
blog. I then later decided I would leave rants to Reddit + Twitter and not post vitriolic/less polished
material on the blog. Result: this rant became unavailable, but people have long memories and some
people remembered it and wanted to send it to others. As such, I had a few requests to make it
available again. I've been really busy doing other shit, but finally I've gotten around to reposting it.
Enjoy!

Women who are worth commitment are rare, I can't stress this enough. Most women deserve to be
old and alone because since they've been given all the freedoms in the world to do whatever they like,
they've not used that power to become people who are remotely desirable, likeable or respectable to
men as a collective (without holding them at politically correct gunpoint) or even themselves.
Women never have a good word to say about women either, with good reason. They're selfish,
deceitful cunts.
Most of them (nearly all) make no effort whatsoever to fulfil a man's wants or needs, they are totally
fixated with their own needs, they bring little but expect a lot, suffice to say, they're a bad deal. They
are big, over-sized, over-entitled, manipulative little children who answer to nobody, walking around
on some over-inflated faux sense of self-importance whilst dispensing nothing but shit tests when you
insert kindness coins, only responding well to those who are disrespectful to them as "egalitarian" as
such behaviour clearly isn't.
Be careful of the women who pose as unicorns or "good girls" but have a hidden agenda. Women can
pretend to be somebody that they're not for a very long time, some of them, although seeming
generally impatient in mannerism can covertly be very patient in the long run if the personal reward
is high enough for them, if they want to divorce you, trap you with a kid or any crap like that they
will play a very long game and win your trust bit by bit with small gestures that command respect.
Relationships are war.
Some of these women actually believe they're different from other women hence the chanting of "not
all women are like that" - let me tell you now, for every 10 women who claims to not be like that, you
might find 1 unicorn, if even that (OK let's get real, it's a lot less than 1 in 10 - unicorns - they're
fucking mythical beings.)
A lot of women are so illogical and ignorant they truly believe they don't do the terrible things or
have the fucked up flaws that we talk about other women doing and possessing because they simply
can't see it within themselves, they lack ethereal self-awareness; however do not confuse their
inability to see their flaws and thus the false confidence they exude in "righteously" proclaiming that
they do not have those flaws as matter of fact. A woman can indignantly believe in her own self-
righteous beliefs like religious zealots can believe in their god(s) and all the associated lore. They can
have all the passion in the world and be incredibly convincing, this zest can even be overwhelming
and intoxicating, but it doesn't make any of what they think or say real, as in - observable or credible.
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It's merely subconscious lying. They are deluded.
At the end of the day, logic is the only thing that's impartial so you must trust that above opinion or
anything else. That's why we have science, it's logic demonstrated by observation and reproduction.
You can be so ignorant in believing a lie as truth that you'd pass a lie detector test saying the inane
crap you spew because you truly believe it, but that doesn't mean it's an objectively observable truth.
All a polygraph tells you is if you yourself think you're lying, if you're lying but think you're telling
the truth, the machine will say you're telling the truth.
Even with the "realest" no-bullshit rare smart seeming chicks, when you start digging into who they
are as a person and start shit-testing and observing them, when you try to corroborate their answers
with their actions you'll see that "the realness" goes out the window, they are totally deluded, a lot of
the crap they do simply doesn't match up with what they say, they lack consistency and thus by
extension, credibility, actually I'm being unfair, they are consistent in one thing - at being deluded.
They are a fucking deluded group of people. DELUDED. "Oh but what about the fields full of
unicorns that be Russian/eastern European/southeast Asian women?" sure they're often better looking
and better educated than western women but they're still prone to the same Achilles heel, believing in
self-delusion also known as "actually thinking backward rationalisation and reality are synonymous
entities." Women are women. They are totally flawed by nature of their inability (or reluctance) to
conceptualise the fairness of reason as an abstraction.
Unicorns are individual beings, they are outliers, they are not groups/demographics. If you want a
good credible woman, go look for your outlier because society will not force inherently selfish
women to be decent anymore like say the Victorians did. We had terrible women before feminism,
feminism just increased the quantity and concentration of shit women in the population by removing
all the controls that society had previously placed on them.
The truth is many women are in total denial about who they really are and just feed off of bullshit to
make themselves feel good. They are emotional sloths; they feed on good emotions so truth be
fucking damned. They won't let the truth get in the way of their personal pleasure. This is why
women aren't credible or even loyal, the underlying cause of this is that they will often choose their
own happiness over the needs of a relationship in the face of a serious sacrifice, the caveat is with
children, most women are great to children, it's a damn shame they can't treat men with that same
love and sacrifice - with the exception of unicorns, which most of you think you have met, but
haven't.
The sceptical and new initiates who can't see this and question it's truth are not deep enough down the
rabbit hole, you've still got a long way to go - a lot of you think you can use red pill philosophy to
make yourself desirable to a woman and then go fuckoff to your masturbatory Disney fantasy "...and
they lived happily ever after" because now you have the magical instructions to create attraction.
Bullshit. That is nothing but you still being ignorant, still being unable to accept that women are
unilaterally: self-obsessed, selfish, solipsistic users.
You are deceived by their image, their soft sounding voice, their laughter, your eyes lie to you,
completely. You are deceived by your weakness, you perceive delicacy in a beautiful woman, in her
small frame, from the touch of her soft skin, when in reality, in the heart, it’s you who is delicate, not
she. Your wish that "things weren't this way" by the hope that "it can be better" is unfounded bullshit.
They are who they are. Your desires are not tangible or even provable, merely hypothetical - and if
you find a methodology to make it so, then by all means, make it so and come share it with us so we
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can all live the dream and start turning hoes into unicorns; but until you do that (which you probably
won't, this is a huge fucking hypothetical) then simply accept women for who they are, don't project
onto them who you want them to be and claim its possible because you projected it and had a minor
success in one brief moment, that's doing the same shit we accuse women of - hamstering/backward
rationalising.
Having bullshit expectations and believing in bullshit are only going to lead you to disappointment
and ruin, it's almost as if, half of you men here are setting yourselves up for failure, you're willing to
risk and sacrifice for a "crack at happiness" a "crack at an idealisation" fuck that, I rather never have a
crack at the bullshit fantasy we're all fed our entire lives then get raped by the realisation that that shit
isn't even real. Call it jaded, call it bitter, rationalise away what I say - I'm a young guy. Never been
divorced or married. No kids. Still in university, bright future ahead of me. Don't blame the baggage,
blame reality, blame feminism, blame our ancestors for letting everything get this shit. Women need
to be subject to standards, expectations and controls like men are but because they're not (anymore)
we have absolute social anarchy now.
Look, here's an exercise for you. Next time you're with a woman you think is hot, talk to her with
your eyes shut or just not looking at her (she can't even be in your peripheral vision) see how you
interact with her and what you think of her words when you're not constantly bombarded by her
beauty, scientists have said a hot girls face has similar effects on the male brain to cocaine. Google it
if you care enough. Female beauty intoxicates males, it stops you thinking correctly. If you used
nothing but logic and scientific suspicion you'd have no internal struggle in dealing with women,
you'd see them clearly for what and who they are.
It would be nice if you could be a team, and with a unicorn, that's possible - but if you've not got a
unicorn stop wishing the opposing military would just call a truce fire, it's like North Korea and
South Korea, the best you're going to get is a 50+ year truce and a DMZ buffer and eventually it's
back to war and one of you is going to lose. It's not a matter of IF it's a matter of WHEN. The "battle
of the sexes" presenting itself as tongue in cheek is not tongue in cheek at all, it's real fucking shit.
Get that into your head. Women only team up with you on the conditions that you're better than them
and that they can use your betterment to better themselves, as soon as you're worse than them, they're
dumping your ass. It's a battle. She'd use your corpse to save her own neck because she thinks she's
more important than you are. That's reality.
The best way to find out if a woman is "secretly" fucking bonkers on your hunt for a unicorn is to
really fuck her off (do it, on purpose) and see what tactics she starts throwing at you from her mental
warfare arsenal. When she's mad she can't control herself so you'll get to see the real core of who she
is. If she starts twisting things, gaslighting you, threatening you or anything like that... red flag, next
the bitch she's not worth the hassle no matter how nice the hole is or how much you've come to like
her. Do not ignore huge red flags like this. If she just cries, apologizes or basically doesn't do
anything deeply head fucking, you're probably safe, but you need to discern what she's capable of.
The reason you want to piss her off is because when you piss them off they show their true colours
beneath the makeup and the bullshit, you get to see who the real ugly spirit/soul is behind that facade,
that illusion, that fake ego and that bullshit persona. Women are the masters of illusion, manipulation
and fakery, you literally have to cast a fishing rod into their soul and yank it out to see who they
really are, to see the core of who you're actually dealing with. You can think you know a woman for
years but until you've had the most terrible of fights with her, you do not know who she is or what
she's capable of, all you've got is her word but no proof "that she's not like that" so get your proof or
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regret it for the rest of your life when you trust the wrong woman and are thus taken to the cleaners,
trapped for eternity. Test her mettle.

Read my blog
Talk smack with me about random shit on Twitter
Support my work
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Dark Triad Archetypes: The Jester
64 upvotes | September 20, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I ran a Twitter poll seeing how many of you could identify a jester DT subtype by asking "Is Milo Y
DT?" - 49% of you answered no, which is hilariously if not sadly wrong. On the upside, more of you
answered yes than answered no, and few people can probably boast of a readership that's so switched
on that 51% of them can accurately detect a white collar DT. Anyhow, I digress. The article is not
about Milo Y, but it pretty accurately describes * people like him *. This is completely fresh and
original content in the DT/RP sphere of knowledge, and I can say with unwavering confidence it's
something you won't have read about before. So if you're one of the people who complains there's
never any new theory and everything's a rehash, you're in for a treat. As usual, I'll include section 1
here and a link to the full article at the bottom. Enjoy!

EXCERPT:

The jester’s humour can take on either an attack or defence posture, with humiliation acting as his
weapon, and plausible deniability his shield. And I say ‘he’, for of the few jesters I have encountered,
not one has been female. Likewise if I am to put my personal experiences to one side and observe the
wider culture, I remain at a loss in the attempt to identify a female jester.
The wit inherent to the mechanisms of the jester are intrinsically masculine in their nature, for the
jester employs a type of verbal gladiatorship of which I have little doubt is fuelled in great part by the
ordination that the male must prove his fitness to the female as opposed to the inverse. As the dearly
departed Christopher Hitchens stated in simpler terms, women aren’t funny because they don’t need
to be; and such a truism does not find any particular exception within the expression of one’s
Machiavellian interpersonal style either.
Of course a high functioning dark triad woman is wittier than her neurotypical counterpart by effect
of her reduced emotional sensitivity, but this does not lend itself to becoming the dominant function
which underpins and subsequently characterises her interpersonal style. The feminine Machiavellian
archetype is almost always that of the seductress, favouring the weaponisation of sex and all the
attendant traits this implies, she presupposes the virginity of enemy men and the promiscuity of
enemy women whilst overtly oozing innuendo and sensualism in her bid to entrance allies.
Think of a Machiavellian archetype as a flavour of cunning, all Machiavellians are cunning, but the
way in which that cunning is expressed differs vastly in its style and execution. Different archetypes
use different stylistic mediums to exert their influence. Be it to charm or humiliate, jesters use
humour, seductresses use sexuality whereas fault finders use rules and malicious compliance.
Cunning may be universal, but the asset utilised and the way in which it is personified vastly differs.
The jester’s power stems from a quick wit and their ability to employ said wit humouristically, for it
is their ability to verbally destroy an enemy to a chorus of laughter that makes their otherwise
unacceptable aggressiveness permissible.
The jester is a master of reframing perception through humour, and so of all the various styles of
cunning found manifest, his persuasion goes unmatched. His ability to sway group opinion is second
to none, for hilarity always brings great popularity, and seductiveness cannot target as large an
audience as hilarity. Irrespective of environment, be it the royal courts of Europe or a television talk
show, the jester’s subtle albeit inextricable control of public perception goes indomitably
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unchallenged.
When people on the internet say “trolling is a skill”, they unknowingly nod gently to this
Machiavellian interpersonal style. To give an example of what a jester looks like, Milo Yiannopoulos
epitomically embodies the form of a jester. Stylish, cunning, witty and highly narcissistic, the jester’s
ability to theatrically employ wit and word to persuade, entertain and humiliate is incontestable.

FULL ARTICLE: https://illimitablemen.com/2016/09/19/dark-triad-archetypes-the-jester/
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Womanly Duplicity & Its Constituent Parts
16 upvotes | September 20, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

New piece on the intrinsicality of female Machiavellianism. It's a great accompaniment in the dark
triad literature to my piece Lucifer's Daughter, the main difference being that DT women are a subset
of women, whereas Machiavellianism is native to them all (outlying snowflake aspie girls
notwithstanding - ha!) This is an important distinction to make: almost all women are wired to be
self-deceptively cunning, but very few of them are actual psychopaths. As for narcissism? That's
rampant in today's women, it's a socially "maladapted" personality trait - but you didn't need me to
tell you that. Enjoy!

EXCERPT:

Why are women so manipulative? Know that firstly in matters of people, manipulation is as natural to
a woman as stinging is to a scorpion. Woman herself needs no education in wielding her sexual
powers to exert undue influence on man, for nature has equipped man to covet her sexuality, and
woman herself to abuse it. This intersexual blend of Machiavellianism is thus as automatic as it is
instinctive, it is less so a product of conscious higher thinking, and more so an inevitability of the
selection pressures that bred her.
From here we discover a curiously enigmatic piece of the feminine puzzle, one that leaves many a
man dumbfounded in its seemingly paradoxical juxtaposition. If we are to presuppose that woman is
intrinsically cunning, then how can we simultaneously assert her propensity for fantastical gullibility?
If women are so manipulative, why is it that they are more susceptible to propaganda and given to
believe more fervently in the supernatural, the religious, and other such unsubstantiable things? After
all, the cunning are known not for their epitomisation of gullibility, but for their deficit of it. So if
they are to be mutually exclusive, should one not the preclude the other? And if so, how can she be
cunning if she is likewise gullible?
It is my contention that in neither man nor woman is gullibility mutually exclusive from cunning, and
I shall endeavour to explain why this is hence forth.
As I alluded previously, a woman’s cunning is a byproduct of her instinct, not a premeditated affair.
Her ability to seduce is more nature than it is nurture, her manipulations no more than mechanisms of
her biological wiring than they are conscious exertions. Her spasmodic capriciousness, penchant for
blame shifting and affinity to the plausibly deniable are evolutionarily adapted survival traits, as is
her propensity for rationalisation and its subsequent supplantation of her reason.
And yet the very capacity for rationalisation that makes her manipulations so powerful is the very
thing which confers her gullibility in matters of the esoteric and abstract. Effectively, her ability to
rationalise makes her most effective in the manipulation of people, but the very deficit of reason such
rationalisation causes is what leads to her gullibility in the abstract.
As an additional factor, one must note women’s unconditional loyalty to authority. She is obedient in
much the way a child is, and it is this obedience which makes her prone to foolishness.
If a person of repute is to tell her something, she will evaluate the thing based on the importance of
the person who told her it rather than dissect the elements of what she was told. It is in this way that
lesbianic upper class women duped the common woman into working; by playing on the innate
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victim complex characteristic of woman’s infantile narcissism, they were able to convince her that
labour was a freedom women were denied rather than a burden from which they were saved.
Womankind subsequently rationalised away her position of relative comfort unencumbered by the
harshnesses of labour, and bought into the idea she was born into an oppressed class. As such it
becomes quite clear, interpersonally she is cunning, but ideologically she is the very fool she
manipulates relationally.
Be she cunning mindfully or instinctually, she is innately predisposed to a degree of cunning one way
or the other. This is not to suggest that women are incapable of consciously premeditating their
manipulations for such a thing is possible if not commonplace, but rather it is testament to the
baseline of duplicity present in women even when conscious effort is absent. Even then, I make this
distinction only to emphasise the intrinsicality with which cunning exists in women, I by no means
believe the typical woman lacks either the interest or inclination to more mindfully develop the
instincts that nature bestowed her. Likewise it is in tangential relevance to this I find it important to
note that women’s profound interest in, and domination of academic psychology is no more than an
effect of her intrinsic Machiavellian propensity.
Women who are instinctively cunning rather than mindfully cunning will often succumb to gullibility
in spite of themselves. For you see, their instincts equip them solely to seduce and petition man, not
to engage in the strategisation of complex, abstract mental work. Women with a flair for the strategic
are either learned or dark triad and are therefore by definition outliers, the base of the female
population’s Machiavellian instinct scantly extends beyond the interpersonal and the intersexual.
And so when it comes to things outside of this arena, she is as naive as the dictation of her emotions
and the deficit of her reason allows. Combine this deficit in logic with her evolutionary propensity to
rationalise away the undesirable, and the strength of her need to believe is laid bare.

FULL ARTICLE:
https://illimitablemen.com/2016/09/14/womanly-duplicity-its-constituent-parts/
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What To Learn And How To Learn It
394 upvotes | October 14, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

BLOG VERSION:
https://illimitablemen.com/2016/10/11/what-to-learn-and-how-to-learn-it-these-are-the-question
s/
Contrary to what may be impressed upon the reader by the length and intricacy of my essays, I
greatly value simplification, especially when it comes to learning something. There are so many great
books to read and so many interesting topics to discover, that there simply isn't enough time to absorb
it all. As such, when one is voracious for knowledge they must make choices in what they learn, and
then strive to absorb what they have deemed worthy of learning as quickly as they can humanly learn
it.
Knowledge is not power but power potential, and rather it is the application of knowledge and not
knowledge itself that constitutes power as we think of it. As such, it is in one's interest to accrue as
much knowledge as possible in order to increase their power potential. Time however is as equally
pressing as it is finite, if not because it is finite, and thus the net maximum potential power
accumulable decreases in direct proportion to the amount of time expended on things extraneous of
one's current learning objective.
To simplify this statement: the more time one spends learning any specific thing, the less time they
have left on the Earth to learn other things. And those things you're not learning could be,
unbeknownst to you, more conducive to your personal power than the things you have chosen to
learn.
Cost-benefit analyses are our friends, but whatever we choose to learn incurs a sunk cost, and thereby
it is in our interest to choose both wisely (to make the most informed decisions we're capable of in
choosing what we learn) and to choose quickly (to avoid the unproductive inertia of indecision and
procrastination).
Naturally, the accuracy of a choice tends to increase with the slowness with which it is decided, and
thus there's an argument to be made that slower more accurate choices are superior to quicker and
more sloppily made ones. Regardless, momentum is the achieving man's friend, procrastination but
his foe. And so in light of this there's an even greater argument to be made: that in the pursuit of
growth, it is better to simply make a decision than it is to make none at all, for even in failure there is
education, whilst in stagnation there is little besides regret and the illusion of safety.
Ultimately, the goal of the most ambitious self-actualiser is to make smart learning choices in as little
time as possible, whilst learning the chosen thing with maximum depth and understanding in the
shortest time possible.
Most outwardly agree learning is important, fewer actually expend the effort necessary to actively
learn, whilst even fewer seek to tinker with their learning methodology in order to optimise it. I of
course am of the belief that in order to truly be the best that one can be, that simply doing is
insufficient, doing is necessary, but more importantly one must seek to refine how they do. Learning
is no exception to this need, and rather, I actually think of it to be the thing that epitomises this
sentiment.
"But IM, is knowledge even important to the accumulation of power? Surely experience is superior to
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reading?"
There is indisputably great value to knowledge, but knowledge bereft a means of implementation is
unactualised of purpose in much the way raw materials owned by nations without the means to refine
them see the potential of said materials wasted.
Experience is vital in matters of the heart and the body, but it's not the be-all and end-all. Simply put,
experience is overrated, for there's not enough time in this life to experience everything to the degree
sufficient enough to master it. This is why we have specialisation, for it is better to be a master of one
trade than a layman in all.
This is also why we compress time in the form of books, for they allow us to derive the core lessons
of a thing without requiring us to invest the time necessary to fully experience it. Life is literally too
short to experience everything to the degree necessary for a man to truly understand and master it, for
beyond a certain level of proficiency, one falls victim to the law of diminishing returns.
The power of books lies in their ability to have us learn from those who have already invested the
time to become an expert at a thing, they are almost like surrogate mentors if you will. And so in the
grander picture, they are time-saving devices, although in the heat of immediacy many do not view
books as such because they can take considerable time to ingest. Nonetheless, irrespective of the time
it takes a man to read a particularly lengthy and intricate book, it would take him even longer to live
the things the writer did in order to form a conclusion of equal authority.
By the time you become a wall street trader, a pro wrestler, or whatever it is that will teach you the
lessons you want to learn, you could've read hundreds of books that would've taught you more than
you would've learned from investing an equal or greater amount of time actually trying the thing for
yourself.
Personal experience is inefficient because you do a lot of things that don't work in order to discover
what does, whereas the success derived from the experience of others can be distilled into knowledge
that saves you from making the mistakes necessary to arrive at the same conclusion.
Books that draw knowledge from a wide data pool can pattern recognise trends to derive principles,
and these principles can in turn be used by the uninitiated to increase their odds of success. It is this
macro approach to knowledge which allows a person to draw inferences with a level of accuracy that
would be simply impossible to derive were they reliant solely on personal experience.
Take The Bell Curve for instance, the employ of statistics garnered from thousands of studies
allowed this book to make conclusions with a level of accuracy beyond that which any single person
is capable of achieving. How is this so? Quite simply, more data. Anyone with even a basic
understanding of statistics realises that absent wilful falsification, greater sample sizes lead to more
accurate findings.
People trust experience more because it can't be faked, and lord knows academics fabricate all kinds
of data to support their ideological agendas, and yet irrespective of this, experience is most certainly
overrated.
I’m not trying to debase the necessity of experience for it certainly has value, undoubtedly a great
many thing requires experience in order to be truly understood. However, there are only so many
experiences a person can have, and one’s experiences are often incomplete in the sense that they're
the byproducts of inability rather than achievement.
Likewise, people of greater mind can teach us things we don't notice, or struggle to articulate and
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consciously understand. And so reading not only saves us time, but more importantly it allows us to
pierce the universe more deeply than if we were to remain unlettered. It is this quality of the book
that makes it irreplaceably additive to one's time on this Earth.
This is the value of secondhand knowledge, and unlike experience, it is often undervalued owing to
its indirect and vicarious nature. I think this to be incorrect, and rather that it is the unread experience
junkie who is the fool rather than the individual who complements their living with the wisdom and
discoveries of men greater than they.
To give an example I'm sure most of you will relate to, a divorced man knows enough about marriage
to accurately forewarn younger men of the risks inherent to the endeavour. One need not actually go
and get married and undergo the same pains, trials and tribulations that millions of other men have in
order to validate the finding.
This would not only be extremely deleterious to one's mental health, but likewise a terrible use of
their time. This notion really exemplifies how knowledge can trump experience in educating one on
"what not to do", for when a person has internalised a long list of what they shouldn't be doing, the
number of mistakes necessary to get where they want to go is reduced exponentially. Yes, often to
find the answers on how to specifically do a thing, a person need merely repeatedly attempt a thing
whilst altering their approach with each iteration. But to discover what not to do and decrease the
odds of failure from the get go, this is where reading provides quite the boon.
"Ok IM, I understand reading is necessary to augment my success, but if reading is the default state
of learning, how do I optimise my learning process to learn even quicker?"
So in the paragraphs prior I detailed my philosophy on learning, now I will detail the steps I've taken
in light of it.
Effective businessmen know that in order to scale up and earn truly ludicrous sums of money they
must learn to delegate. Things they became accustomed to doing when they were small should be
assigned to others in order to free up their time for grander tasks. I apply this idea to learning.
If a person can reduce the time taken to learn a thing without compromising on the depth with which
they understand the thing, they can gain a huge edge over the competition.
So rather than constantly read books, I look for people who have gone to the effort of fully
understanding a book, plucking out its gems and explaining what they mean in a summarised manner.
This way, I can profit from their time investment and learn exactly what they've learned in only a
fraction of the time.
Books condense life, but summaries condense books, and thus pound for pound I believe reading or
at least actively listening to summaries given by people who have already fully read a text is
something that will provide me with the greatest intellectual return in the shortest amount of time. I
believe very few people are doing this, and that yet this one thing alone can give a man a great edge
in this game we call life.
This is the beauty of the digital age, if you know where to look, you can find time-saving services
that would simply not have been possible before the advent of the internet. Podcasts are an obvious
place to begin streamlining the learning process, I particularly enjoy the Tim Ferriss podcast. The
only drawback with podcasts is the advertising and predominance of socialising acts as no more than
fluff to the budding learner. Podcasts are as such in my view, more semi-educational easy listening
than they are concentrated catalysts for self-growth.

http://fourhourworkweek.com/podcast/
https://theredarchive.com/
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A step-up from podcasts are audio summaries, an audio summary is a person summarising the key
points of a text they've read and articulating these findings to the listener. I particularly enjoy
illacertus's YouTube channel for this purpose. The advantage audio summaries have over podcasts
is how the speaker directly delivers the information absent the fluff of banter or social observation
you can expect from podcasts.
Finally, we have text summaries. The main reason I believe text summaries to be superior to audio
summaries is because audio can play in the background, allowing you to tune them out whilst you do
other things. Text on the other hand demands your full attention to be imbibed, and thus cannot fall
victim to your need to check social media. It's actually quite difficult to find anyone going through
the hassle of summarising books into text summaries, however I managed to find an online
bookclub which is doing exactly this.
I wouldn't listen to a podcast in lieu of reading an actual book, however, if you're reading to grow
rather than for self-pleasure, I highly recommend integrating audio, and particularly text summaries
into your autodidactic toolkit.
If you're not improving, you're not growing and if you're not growing, you're losing. By speeding up
your rate of learning, you vastly increase your chances of success. Don’t hold yourself back.

https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCmvhCWvHk3-SJqljh5cCm8A
http://www.kibook.club/
http://www.kibook.club/
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Ruminations on Double Standards
18 upvotes | November 28, 2016 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

There is parallel advantage and disadvantage to living as male or female, for men are by and large
deemed more credible, whilst the womanly form is more coveted. As such, if you are a man the world
is more likely to respect you than it is to desire or care for you; whereas if you’re a woman, the world
is more partial to be desiring and caring of you, than it is respecting. On some level, be it conscious
or not, it would seem our fair species recognises women as dependants and men as their guardians,
treating each accordingly.
Now on the surface this sounds like men get a better deal, and within the infinite remit of ideological
feminism and the intrinsicality of feminine self-pity, this is certainly what much of womankind
believes as she takes a perverse sense of pride in being the prima facie victim. Yet in reality, man’s
position comes with a burden, loneliness and difficulty of life that is as equal parts alien as it is
undesirable to the feminine.
Womanly complaint makes it a common point of contention that there are matters in which by
injustice of her womanliness she suffers gross disadvantage, and it is this line of thinking which
serves as the foundation for feminist thought.

You can read the full article here.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/ruminations-on-double-standards.64873
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/5fck8w/ruminations_on_double_standards/
http://illimitablemen.com/2016/11/28/ruminations-on-double-standards/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 331 of 355

My radio appearance with Donovan Sharpe earlier this evening
*HEAVY RED PILL - TOO MUCH FOR MOST TO
HANDLE*
92 upvotes | January 15, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I was on radio tonight with my man Donovan Sharpe. You can hear me on radio with him over on
Soundcloud:
https://soundcloud.com/user-794676769/live-wspecial-guest-illimitable-man
Previous radio appearances:
With Mark Baxter:
https://realmarkbaxter.wordpress.com/2016/12/21/the-mark-baxter-podcast-episode-2-illimitable-ma
n/
With Christian McQueen:
https://amanindemandradio.podbean.com/e/episode-46-the-illimitable-man-interview/
If you want to talk smack or give feedback.. leave a comment. Great. Will be posting a new article
soon. A happy 2017 to you all. Hope all is well! Keep killing it brothers.
-IM
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Machiavellian Maxims (Part 4)
228 upvotes | January 16, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

I hope you enjoy my latest, thanks for reading!
EXCERPT:

– Social causes are disguises for the predators and lifestyles for the sheep.1.
– Her first concern is her appearance, her second concern her cunning, both serve the same2.
ends.
– Your response should be proportional to the perception of the threat, there’s no need to3.
launch nukes when you can get the job done with a well-aimed bullet.
– A leader must be mindful in exercising benevolence, for too much benevolence is perceived4.
as weakness and fosters resentment.
– One is wise to openly support freedom of speech, but they should only do so for as long as5.
such speech is not deleterious to their reputation; it is almost always an act of self folly to not
censor those biting deep into their repute.
– Be mindful of the Streisand effect, if your detractors are persistent and resourceful, censoring6.
will make things worse rather than better.
– People are bolder when they’re paying and meeker when they’re paid. Caveat: the latter7.
doesn’t apply to blackmail.
– People want to forget, not be reminded. Very powerful. Never forget this.8.
– Tu quoque is the sophist’s most preferred logical fallacy, for it can justify their poor9.
behaviour whilst simultaneously redirecting attention to the misdeeds of others.
– Weak and strong in matters of strategy are not effects of appearance in so much as they are a10.
question of the tactical viability and efficacy of a plan.
– In financial exchange, the man paid covets payment in advance whilst the man paying seeks11.
to pay after the fact.
– When people retroactively change their minds, they will blame you for their change of heart12.
irrespective of whether it’s truly your fault.
– “Coincidence” is the term people use to describe a chess move they don’t understand.13.
– To see how ruthless life truly is, all one need do is observe the vast difference in means14.
between people.
– Survival of the fittest, there is no greater truism; winners and losers, everyone takes what they15.
can get. Nothing is owed, everything is game.
– Let the other man lose his cool, but be sure to keep yours, for it is the man with the most self-16.
control that leaves victorious.
– The nicer the man, the more he suffers, for the world does not respect carte blanche kindness.17.
Forget kindness, show only magnanimity – a selective kindness backed by thoughtfulness and
strength.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/machiavellian-maxims-part-4.40051
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– The beauty of a question is it’s in your power to decide whether you’re going to answer it or18.
not.
– Sell a person on a thing by making them think you’re not selling anything. The moment they19.
think you’re trying to sell them, they’ll behave as if they hold all the power.
– This is as true of physical action as it is of agenda pushing: that which happens suddenly is20.
noticed and reacted to, whilst that which happens gradually is not. In stealth, promote
gradualness. Move too quickly and you will be discovered.

FULL ARTICLE: https://illimitablemen.com/2017/01/15/machiavellian-maxims-part-4/
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DON'T GIVE UP! - We're gonna make men great again!
525 upvotes | January 25, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Finding a decent loving girl for a companion is hard as fuck if not a damn near impossibility, shit, I
think in our hearts of hearts that this is what the majority of men want but are hard pressed to admit.
The reason a lot of guys don't bother actively pursuing these deep kind of relationships with women
and have accepted it's probably never going to happen for them is because the average girl, and by
average I'm talking 99%+, are not even willing to work on improving themselves either intellectually
nor domestically, and nor are they capable of submitting to a man's benevolent authority in which she
looks up to and loves her man as her superior.
No, instead they're on this egotistical equalist bullshit which doesn't work and simply makes them
less desirable to even be around by dismerit of the insolence and poor behaviour that results from a
woman who believes herself to be equal, if not superior to her man. And hear me brothers, hear me
clearly when I say that equalism is the gateway to tyranny rather then benevolent superiority when a
woman and not a man inhabits the role. Such a thing serves as little other than a stepping stone on the
path to dysfunction and chaos, and such a thing is hardly a sustainable way of life even if it were
desirable. Equalism and its subsequent psychological androgyny are true perversions.
I am hardly fervently religious, I have no religious education nor indoctrination, however I have
taken it upon myself to read parts of the bible of my own accord, and I believe religion got it right
when it said women should worship men, men should not worship women.
This is not misogynistic nor oppressive as the average idiot has been misled to believe. It is the
natural order of things in so much as it is the most effective model for happiness within the family
unit across a society. Men love down by sacrificing, women love up by worshipping. To worship
is to respect an authority, love it, and follow it - that's all it is, nothing more, nothing less. How
sad is it that such wisdom has become a taboo lost to the common sense of the common man? Did
God not sacrifice for his children? Does a man not sacrifice for his woman? Then why can't a woman
find God in her man and worship him as is necessary in the way man was able to reward God's
sacrifice for him? It seems the collapse of religion has not only lead to man's loss of faith in God, but
women's subsequent loss of faith in man. The latter is absolutely decimating the emotional and moral
essence of our fair society. To reframe this order as evil and oppressive is such a disingenuous
inversion of healthy family values it makes me sick to even think about. I have no desire to get into
religious or metaphysicial philosophical discussions about whether God exists or not, all I know is
faith is important, and women who do not know how to have faith by worshipping a strong man
are unmarriagable.
And the so-called progressives will say "what's wrong with mutual respect?" like the absolute retards
that they are. They know nothing of love. Love is not based on mutual respect. Love is based on
mutual care, women care when they can respect your hardness, men care when they fall in love
with your softness. An equal woman is not a soft woman, nor a desirable woman, nor a woman man
wants to protect, nor a woman one is willing to endure, and thusly she is not a woman in anything but
the physical sense of the word to a man.
Regardless, if you can't have all that shit, if you can't have the loving loyal chick that hasn't slutted it
up and that's the shit you want, and then you furthermore realise most women are just so fucking
devoid of any relational potential, average women are not going to attract you on a mental, emotional
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or psychological level. Merely physically. And that's where the union ends, sad as it is, for there is so
much more we are capable of as a species, and yet we have had this denied us due to the toxic fruits
of the feminist tree.
Women have, via feminism, in the hubristic and bigoted belief that they deserve to be equal to rather
than beneath man, devalued their value as emotional entities and are increasingly seen as good for
nothing more than their physical worth - a fuck - because after all, if you don't cultivate your
personality, if you are not humble, if you are not soft, if you are not submissive, nor accommodating,
nor pleasant beyond your immediate physical attractiveness, what is there exactly to like about you?
A man doesn't want to be in a relationship with an insolent little girl who can't accept her place
in the natural order and tries to foolishly compete with, rather than complement her man. By
behaving as a man and trying to compete as a man, she devalues herself in the eyes of man.
Funnily enough women are there on the flipside moaning "why wont men commit to me" after they
have fucked countless men for a decade if not more, and are simultaneously incapable of giving up
the feminist bullshit and the constituent boyish masculinism and narcissism it has imbued them with.
We live in a very sick culture. It's not fair this is the fucking legacy our ancestors left us with their
bullshit 60's/70's movement, but these are the pieces we've been left to pick up. And a lot of us are
going to self-destruct trying to cope with it, but cope with it we must. Just know that, as a man, even
though you are alone because the voice of a good woman is more likely to be the song of a siren than
the voice of a woman who is actually pure of heart and intent, you are not alone by yourself. We are
all fucked with this shit, we are all alone, men as a near universal collective share the concern that
you do, that there are no good women, and it's either vapid superficial sex with narcissistic bitches, a
life as a beta cuck, or a life of celibacy with no desirable mid-point in sight.
We live in trying times, tough times, hard times. But hard times make hard men and hard men make
good times, so I think, you know, if we keep on doing what we're doing, we can be less shit, we'll
make other men less shit, we'll all become fucking great again.. and then and only then, when we're
so fucking badass the dumb bitches will forgo their programming to lock down what they perceive to
be an apex male of a man.. block by block.. family by family.. we will rebuild society. HOWEVER,
and this is a big however, it wont be like the society of old where betas aplenty got to have happy
marriages under the guidance of god and marriage.
Not even religious people get that now because of the feminist poison. I don't want to name names
because I'm a discreet man and marriage wrecking is not my thing, but I've had a so-called Christian
girl talking dirty to me in the Twitter DMs some time back. As much as that gets my cock hard, it
makes me fucking weep to think her husband who slaves away to give them a home has an insolent
straying bitch hitting up random red pill writers on the internet. No. Any future society we rebuild
will be a society of alphas with a strong pimp hand keeping their bitches in line, who are in turn,
thankful they're being kept in line instead of allowed to run feral into their own soul-destroying
promiscuous infertility.
I truly believe if we can make men great again, we can make women great again too. But not in
the reverse order. Women are followers. They will do sweet fuck all of their own accord, and we'll
have to drag them kicking and screaming out of the abyss they are oh so degenerately enchanted by.

Latest blog piece: https://illimitablemen.com/2017/01/15/machiavellian-maxims-part-4/
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Twitter: http://twitter.com/IllimitableMan
Support my writing: http://patreon.com/IllimitableMan
Latest podcast: https://soundcloud.com/user-794676769/live-wspecial-guest-illimitable-man
Thank you for reading and I hope I gave you all a lot to think about. Next podcast will be on
February the 4th due to all the immensely positive feedback we got on the last one we did!
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Whenever men ask me what kind of woman they should be
looking for as relationship material in future I'm just gonna
send them this
195 upvotes | February 9, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

So my latest essay is about how integral the dominant and submissive dynamic is in fostering healthy
and happy relationships between men and women. This stuff seems pretty normal to me, but things
being as fucked up as they are means a lot of people HAVE NO IDEA about this dynamic or know
about it but misconstrue it entirely as outdated, oppressive, or some other banal crap. I'll leave you an
excerpt below and a link to the full essay at the bottom. I hope you enjoy reading this as much as I
enjoyed writing it. Cheers!

It hardly feels worthy of mention, because it comes as naturally to one’s self as a sky of blue or a
blade of green grass, yet in our age of dystopic social engineering and decadent artifice, it appears
controversial that healthy romantic relationships between men and women take on a dominant-
submissive dynamic.
In a culture of toxic femininity in which the feminine is made primary, the natural and healthy role of
man and woman has been perverted to the extent the mere idea of man leading his woman is deemed
offensive, if not at the very least backward and regressive in its stance. The intelligentsia of our time,
ever unenlightened as they are, have placed their chips on the pillars of equality and obstinately
refuse to re-evaluate the foolishness of their pseudo-progressiveness.
Dancing has been used ritualistically as a preliminary step to courtship since time immemorial, the
dance itself serving as little more than a finessed way of ascertaining a man’s ability to take charge
and a woman’s to follow. Now imagine if a couple were silly enough to think that neither partner
should lead nor follow, owing to their shared belief that equality negates a need for hierarchy. If their
roles as dance partners was not identical, they would inhabit a state of inequality. But because
dancing requires a leader and a follower, and our fellow dancers do not believe in inequality, they
would quite simply fail to dance! The absurdity of their beliefs would, effectively, render them
incapable of dancing.
Extrapolating this to the dating market of today, much of the general dissatisfaction and unhappiness
we see stems from this belief, or at the very least the incapacity for one or either sex to fulfil their
roles as dominant and submissive. Be it that the man is an ineffectual and submissive “leader,” or the
woman is an insolent, ball-busting sham of a “follower”. Neither is good relationship material for the
other and neither will do, for although dominance and submission is necessary for a relationship to
take place, a woman’s love is based upon respect, and her inability to respect a man she has been
burdened to lead will ultimately conclude in her loss of love for him.

Full essay: https://illimitablemen.com/2017/02/05/dominance-and-submission/
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How To Stop Feeling Tired (if you're always tired as fuck, then
none of the self-improvement material in the world will be
enough - get your energy levels on lock first!)
401 upvotes | February 23, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Link to full article: https://illimitablemen.com/2017/02/23/how-to-stop-feeling-tired/

Excerpt from the introduction:
Energy optimisation is of great importance to me. I’m not naturally high energy, but I’m naturally
pretty smart. And I’ll tell you this. High energy guys with shit for brains will kill it more in life than
low energy smart guys ever will.
Energy is king. Don’t let anyone tell you otherwise. A high energy dumbass will outperform a low
energy genius every time without fail. Not only will his peak in any one scenario be higher, but his
ability to endure will be greater.
Without energy, you just can’t get shit done.
When genius boy wants to lay back in his chair and do fuck all, dumbo the elephant wants to zoom
around town completing errands.
It is energy and energy alone that underpins every single human’s ability to do anything. And so there
should be nothing, absolutely nothing, that is more important for you to get under control than this.
If you’re not a high energy person, and you’re reading this, your objective should be to change this.
Firstly, identify why and how you’re low energy, then engage in lifestyle changes and/or therapeutic
treatments to fix the problem.
This is your true route to a better life, not binge reading self-improvement material. Self-
improvement material can’t give you energy, it can only tell you what to do assuming you actually
have the energy to follow its advice!
Being low energy is not a an acceptable state of living. It’s normal to average people, because
average people are accustomed to being in poor health, but if you read IM, you are obviously
someone with zero interest in being average, and will do whatever it takes to win at life.
It doesn’t matter how capable you think you are, how smart, how talented, how whatever. As a smart
man who’s had to deal with far too much fatigue throughout his life, I can tell you this:
Smart men are smarter when they’re not fatigued.
Having sharp effortless focus and not having to battle brain fog not only improves your performance,
but rids you of the emotional frustration that comes with brain fog.
So however smart you think you are in your constant state of tiredness? Yeah, you’d be smarter if
you weren’t tired all the time. If you’re not a high energy person, you will never reach your potential,
you will find it hard to be motivated, social and productive.
Nobody who is ambitious wants this for themselves.
It’s not because you suck. It’s not because you’re lazy, or some other garbage where people with
better physiology due to genetics or drug consumption look down on you for being less productive
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than them.
It’s because your hormonal profile sucks. It’s easy to kill it at life when your hormones rock, which is
why a lot of winners are into blood panel monitoring and hormonal optimisation. If you are tired all
the time, your hormones suck, and it’s holding you back. Period.
A lot of people who don’t achieve much and are deemed lazy, may actually be very mentally
ambitious and driven. But if they don’t have the energy to act on their ambitions?
Then for all and intent and purpose the world thinks you’re a loser. It doesn’t care you’re tired. It just
wants results. Wanting to produce results isn’t enough. You need to be actually able to produce them!
It doesn’t matter if you’re a god damn rocket ship. If you have no rocket fuel, how are you getting to
Mars? You’re not.
It’s easy for a high energy person with good hormones to tell a low energy person with bad hormones
to work harder, that they need to get out of their head, that it’s their fault and theirs alone they suck
and blah blah. I see egotistical chest beating fucks talking like this all the time.
Nonetheless, my objective is not to bitch for the entirety of this article – it’s to help. I believe this
opening rant is necessary, because if you believe you suck innately, and don’t realise it’s a fixable
biological problem that is to blame, there’s no hope for you.
Once you recognise the world is unfair, and that the reason you’re sucking at life stems from subpar
health, you can find a way to do something about it.

Enjoy the article, I hope it helps you improve your life.
https://illimitablemen.com/2017/02/23/how-to-stop-feeling-tired/
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The Choice [REMASTERED] - Should you have a family, or
live as a bachelor?
94 upvotes | February 26, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Full Article: https://illimitablemen.com/2016/01/22/the-choice/
So I've just finished remastering this essay. Amazing how much one can improve at writing in a year.
It wasn't as terrible as some of my earlier stuff, yet I still found significant ways to improve it and
wanted to share the updated version with all of you. Hope everyone is well and that you enjoy the
essay. Cheers!

Excerpt:
To enjoy the decline, or to start a family, that is the question. And of course this is a problem unique
to man, particularly those conscious and critical of the paradigm we occupy, for it is not a
consideration that even crosses the threshold of consciousness in the archetypal drone. And yet unlike
the drone who knows no quandary, who idly autopilots his way into an unremarkable five to fifteen
year marriage that yields two point one children, the more enlightened man finds himself in the
pivotal yet privileged position of making an informed choice about his future’s course.
Such a man is free to direct his fate absent the demands of religious indoctrination or self-serving
women. After all, should one of the most important decisions of a man’s life be made by anyone
other than the man himself? Does a man pressured and cajoled into starting a family do so on his own
terms, or on the terms of those with a plan for him? With both reason of mind and heart of soul, the
man free of spells and delusions can exercise his mental sovereignty by weighing up the risks and
rewards of the lifestyle choices available to him, be that the life of a patriarch, or the life of a
bachelor.
A self-respecting, free thinking and proud man should not be bullied into marrying, by his religion,
his family, nor the woman manoeuvring to get a ring on her finger. A man should make this decision
free of external devices and with full mental clarity, for a man should establish a serious relationship
in much the way he would seek to maintain it. Therefore it stands to reason that should a man be
cajoled or duped into marriage and babies, that although it may initially fill the dissimulating woman
with nought but estrogenic rejoice and maternal glee, such shadowy foundations do not bode well for
their relationship’s longevity.
A strong man does not respond to shame, he acknowledges it for the manipulative transgression that
it is, disregards it as folly, and continues to forge his path absent the mechanisations of such
duplicity.
The free man wonders which lifestyle choice would be in his best interest, and is he, no matter what
he does, condemned to an unforgivable degree of heartache either way? If marriage leads to divorce,
and bachelorhood leads to childless loneliness, what is a man to do? After all, a choice between
misery or loneliness hardly seems like much of a choice at all.

https://theredarchive.com/r/TheRedPill/the-choice-remastered-should-you-have-a-family-or.41261
https://old.reddit.com/r/TheRedPill/comments/5wcma2/the_choice_remastered_should_you_have_a_family_or/
https://illimitablemen.com/2016/01/22/the-choice/
https://theredarchive.com/


www.TheRedArchive.com Page 341 of 355

So you're depressed, low energy, or anxious for no reason?
Donovan and I talk a lot of smack whilst persistently discussing
the benefits of Testosterone therapy!
43 upvotes | March 4, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

OUR PODCAST: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-FnCNpWrbk0
All that needs to be said was said in the title.
I don't try to nerd it up in podcasts. My aim is to be entertaining whilst dropping knowledge at
random. If you feel like shit, listen to this, maybe you'll learn something, take the plunge and improve
your life.
No need for a super long forum description. Just listen to the podcast. Could change your life!
Any questions? Ask in comments and I'll do my best to address them.
Cheers!
-IM
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50 Shades of Red (Part 4)
509 upvotes | March 10, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://illimitable.men/2017/03/09/fifty-shades-of-red-part-4/
Maxim posts are always really popular, so I did an additional 50. 20 can be found below, the
additional 30 are on the blog. Enjoy the latest series.
Being that this is part 4, you can find part 1 here, part 2 here and part 3 here

IM MAXIM #151 – If she suddenly stops wanting your attention, she’s getting attention of equal or
greater value elsewhere.
IM MAXIM #152 – The older the woman, the greater her sense of urgency, the older the man, the
more reluctant his urge to commit.
IM MAXIM #153 – All sensations of dread inflicted onto you by her should be responded to with
equal or greater dread.
IM MAXIM #154 – To conquer a woman’s ego, frame everything she does as suspicious, call her
out, neg her, dismiss her, and you will win. The beauty of this strategy is not even her awareness can
diminish its efficacy, for aware or not, dominance is dominance.
IM MAXIM #155 – Preface everything she says with “right now I feel like” and you will understand
her better, for she is capriciously fickle.
IM MAXIM #156 – Her intentions are byproducts of her mood, not binding statements derived from
a code of honour; a change in mood will as such void all and any prior declarations of intent made by
her.
IM MAXIM #157 – Women have to work hard to be likeable, men have to work hard to be fuckable.
IM MAXIM #158 – If she says she needs space, neither argue nor plead. Withdraw all attention.
Disappear. The ease with which you depart will make her second guess her decision.
IM MAXIM #159 – Her need to feel safe should outweigh her infantishly narcissistic need to be in
charge of things she doesn’t want to be held responsible for.
IM MAXIM #160 – It’s hard for a child to understand the existential pressures of being an adult. To
a lesser degree albeit significant degree, the same is true of women with men.
IM MAXIM #161 – A woman with confidence issues can get a quality man because it’s a passive,
feminine trait. Boldness is man’s burden.
IM MAXIM #162 – Behind every messed up young woman who had potential is a man who broke
her heart, or a misandrist harpy whispering venom into her ears.
IM MAXIM #163 – For all her wiles and prowess in charming and deceiving others, womankind
isn’t so good at decision-making. The reason she’s great at the former is the same reason she’s poor
at the latter, she’s evolved to “fit in”, not to evaluate with, nor value reason.
IM MAXIM #164 – When you’re in a relationship with a woman, you must drag her up or she’ll
drag you down.
IM MAXIM #165 – When women win, everyone loses, women included. They are masochists with
a penchant for self-destruction and will destroy themselves as well as any who would help them – if
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you let them. Refer to Maxim #164
IM MAXIM #166 – Egotistical women think they’re above submissiveness because they’ve
forgotten their place, but alphas seek submission, not conflict.
IM MAXIM #167 – Most young women are overly cautious with men because they are mindful of
his sexual intent, yet when it comes to insidious older women who would corrupt them, they are
gullible. Refer to Maxim #162
IM MAXIM #168 – Men thrive when they’re in touch with reality, women thrive when they’re
detached from it, for the very loss of innocence which strengthens man damages woman.
IM MAXIM #169 – Despite the cultural narrative that it is men who are the cheats, women are
responsible for the majority of adulterous divorce. Women have more opportunities to cheat and are
less innately virtuous, thus only by mechanism of constant and ruthless discipline do they properly
behave.
IM MAXIM #170 – A woman’s virtue is directly proportional to the level of ruthlessness her man
subjects her to. Refer to Maxim #169
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Machiavellian Maxims (Part 5)
211 upvotes | April 2, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

https://illimitablemen.com/2017/03/31/machiavellian-maxims-part-5/
As usual, the first 25 maxims are here, the rest are on the blog. Enjoy!

– Cull the fickle, insolent, and disloyal, for even if it injures you in the short-term, it will1.
benefit you in the long.
– Being likeable is a conflict avoidance strategy.2.
– When dealing with pedants, jobsworths and fault finders, use subjunctives such as “if”,3.
“perhaps” and “maybe”, so they can’t nail you down to a position. Anything that can be
misconstrued, will be, plausible deniability is thus paramount.
– Trust is a self-fulfilling prophecy, the less you trust the other party, the less they’ll trust you.4.
The inverse is also true; the more you trust the other party, the likelier they’ll trust you.
– When people don’t like you, they look for flaws in your methods in an attempt to discredit5.
you. Give them something non life-threatening to chew on.
– Faced by a lion, most will step back, not forward.6.
– Egotists will underestimate you, cowards will overestimate you.7.
– Projection: most people posit the opinion they hold of themselves as a notable exception for8.
generality in counterargument.
– When you describe a man to himself in accurate yet unflattering detail, you deal a crippling9.
blow to his psyche.
– The waiting game is a necessary game, as such, it is strategically optimal to outwait those10.
who would test your patience.
– If power is defined as one’s ability to impose their will onto the world, then money is the11.
commodification of power in physical form.
– The more words you use, the less they’ll like what you say.12.
– Misdirection: if they say a lot of words without communicating a bottom line, they’re13.
deceiving you.
– War is everything. All the time, everywhere, war rages constantly. It has different forms,14.
intensities, and appearances, but it persists perpetually, eternally.
– Competition is not war per se, but rather, its predicate. One can compete indirectly and15.
without maliciousness of intent. War on the other hand is wilful violation, for it is less distant,
more immediate, and manifests itself as conflict or sabotage.
– Frames are a war of propaganda. Do not absorb the other side’s frame, have them absorb16.
yours. Whoever absorbs first, loses. If neither side concedes, stalemate. Caveat: satire.
– Intelligent energy allocation is a fundamental principle of effective strategy, for bereft energy,17.
there is nothing.
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– Pragmatism is king, doubly so when one is suffering.18.
– Strong ethics are oft the superficial purview of the elite and the substantive limiter of the19.
loser.
– The middle class are confined to methodologically unsound moral codes, for it ensures20.
they’re neither a threat nor a factor in the game of power.
– The poorest and the richest tend to be the least moral, for the poor have dire need, whereas21.
the rich possess excess power; desperation and domination alike lend themselves to immorality.
– The immoral rich are unvirtuous on a greater scale than the immoral poor, for they have22.
greater means with which to impose their ethics. The immoral poor in turn justify their
immorality based on the actions of the immoral rich, people they’d likely mimic given the same
resources.
– For the rich it’s easy to be moral because they can afford to be, for the poor, it’s easy to be23.
moral because there’s little power to tempt them.
– The method necessary to win and it’s associated reputation are entirely distinct entities.24.
Method is effectiveness, reputation is perception.
– If you want to sell someone, lie to them. If you want to help them, hit them with the truth. A25.
spoonful of humour helps the medicine go down.
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Ask me questions about TRT (Testosterone Replacement
Therapy)
26 upvotes | April 4, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

People ask me a lot of questions on this topic, but there's also also a lot of hysteria, reticence, and
general fear surrounding it "muh fertility" "muh apprehension of needles "muh steroids are evil" etc.
So I decided I'll do a FAQ on TRT, one and done, and leave it there.
If you have any questions related to the topic, ask them there, and assuming they're relevant or not
already answered, I'll put them into the FAQ.
To be clear: I won't be responding in this thread, selected questions will make it into the FAQ,
which will be published to Illimitable Men.
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Divergent Missions [REMASTERED]
51 upvotes | April 6, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

http://illimitablemen.com/2016/04/17/divergent-missions/
I've just finished remastering this essay, I think the quality of the prose is pretty high and should
make for a pleasurable read. Enjoy!

Where testosterone coalesces with creativity, the engine of civilization hums on the fuel of male
ambition. Civilization is man’s grand project, an expression of his thought form and aspiration, and
although from time to time atypical women will make spontaneous contributions, its distinctly
masculine texture remains dominant.
Man has a mission beyond the scope of the home, it is merely the scale of vision and ability to
actualise that differs among men. Indeed, we owe modern civilization to men who kept firm to their
life’s work and executed their vision, for it is women who bring us into existence, but men who make
said existence glorious. All men have missions, but it is within the provision for humanity through
the development of civilization that the greats illuminate the depth and scale of said ambition.
Women are concerned with matters of people, people are women’s business, reproduction with a
powerful man is their life goal – they are simple. Where woman’s ambitions are concrete, some may
even say mundane, man’s potential is infinite. This is not to say that men do not seek to reproduce,
but rather that babies and hearth do not constitute success for a man in quite the way they do for a
woman. A woman who achieves these goals actualises her femininity, her mission is complete, and
so rarely will she aspire beyond it.
Men on the other hand do not find completion in family life, it is important to them, but it does not
encompass the sum of their being. Men do not live for relationships, family and people in quite the
way that women do. Whilst the social fabric is the beating heart of all that matters to women, it is but
a puzzle piece in a grander picture for men. Being the architects and providers of humanity, man’s
focus is expectedly different; the scope of his existence is wider, and thus the extent he must be
willing to go, more extreme.
To play it safe as a woman brings success, but for a man it elicits nought but failure. A woman
married with children is the apotheosis of feminine success, but a married man with children is not.
Even should a man not marry nor reproduce, the need for a mission persists, for whilst woman is self-
defined by her relationships, man defines himself by his achievements.
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Critical Thinking & The Citation Needed Fallacy
14 upvotes | May 27, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This one's more about logic and how people use "show me your studies" as a thought terminating
cliche, rather than sexual strategy. Hence flaired as off topic. Enjoy!
https://illimitablemen.com/2017/05/26/critical-thinking-the-citation-needed-fallacy/

Excerpt:
The other day, a poster left a comment disputing the value of the writings at Illimitable Men due to
the lack of studies and statistical data used to support the views espoused. Now, although I do not
think one needs peer-reviewed studies to put forth observations and formulate opinions in relation to
them; I am most intrigued by individuals who believe the absence of scientific evidence is sufficient
grounds to invalidate a premise, for this is not only lazy thinking, but presumptive.
It is lazy because it permits the individual to dismiss a thing without consciously evaluating an
argument based on its individual merits, and it is presumptive because it assumes contemporary
science possesses the technological sophistication requisite to test all conceivable hypotheses. The
latter is matter-of-factly untrue, for science in all its grandeur and mighty empiricism is as yet
incapable of piercing the realm of metaphysics, which continues to defy quantification.
Consciousness remains an enigma to science, and for as long as this remains true, philosophy will
remain hegemon of all things metaphysical and thereby spiritual in nature. This is precisely why
philosophy exists, for it has repeatedly endured as a form of top-down investigation into the
metaphysical substrate of reality for millennia, filling a vacuum of human need that religion
embodies, but does not explain.
Religion is the symbolic mythologisation of the human metaphysical spirit into a myriad of stories
designed to provide guidance, whereas philosophising is an evaluative process that attempts to make
sense of the human soul and its cosmic abstractions via observation and reason. Philosophy is thus,
by definition, not engaged in the politics of academic credentialism, nor bound to the empirical
method as a means of discovery or conclusion forming.
Scientific materialism excludes the metaphysical, and is therefore hard-pressed to explain the aspects
of humanity it cannot empirically reduce to a measurement. This is why people look to philosophy
and religion to lead spiritually fulfilling lives rather than science, for empiricism is soulless in that it
only claims what is measurable and experimentally replicable to be true, whilst holding what isn’t as
untrue, or at the very least inconclusive.
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Young Men & The Empathy Gap - "Young male suicide rates
have increased 50% since 1994."
1012 upvotes | August 18, 2017 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

So I was reading an article on Psychology Today and was pleasantly surprised to read a rather red pill
piece that was very much in line with The Suffering of the Lost Boys piece I wrote a few years
back, be it that it's Psychology Today, I was expecting nothing but complete feminist tosh. But then
Gad Saad and Roy Baumeister of Florida State have columns on there, so I suppose my
preconception was wrong and they at least make a degree of effort to publish articles from
psychologists all over the political spectrum. That aside, let's get into the analysis.

Everyone knows a young man who is struggling, either in school or afterward; "failing to
launch," with emotional disturbances, in interactions with the opposite sex, or with drug use
and gang activities.

He is observing the increase in boys and young men who are emotionally unstable, economically
unsuccessful and incompetent with women. Low status males. The outlier here is the men who
engage in gang activities, they very may well be emotionally unstable, but many have romantic and
economic success. Regardless, they are all symptoms of the same thing - an absence of masculine
influence in the lives of young men, an abundance of women in the education system and an
epidemic of single motherhood leaving many young boys and men without any access to masculine
influence. Gang activity, emotional instability, and an inability to talk to the opposite sex are
byproducts of this.
In the animal kingdom, parents pass on their hunting skills to their young. The same concept can be
applied to fathers and their boys. On the note of gang activity: many gang members tend to be from
single mother households, and form the gang as a way of maintaining a male space to learn
masculinity and climb what Peterson would call the dominance hierarchy.

Mass shootings have tripled since 2011, with the majority being carried out by young men,
while young male suicide rates have increased 50 percent since 1994.

Here he tries to really emphasise the extreme degree of young male instability. Interestingly, the
study he links to to support this statistic defines "young males" as aged 10-24 and the time range
measurement for the occurrence of said suicides to be between 1994 and 2012. Suffice to say, at least
one 10 year old boy somewhere out there found life so unbearable, he killed himself. Despicable.

Nobody sees investing in boys’ development as “worth it” and as a result boys today are
growing up and deciding that it is not worth it for them to invest their time and energy back
into their communities. For many, virtual reality has become a safe haven, and in some
instances more structured and rewarding than reality. Thus we see the emergence of terms
such as hikikomori, diaosi, bamboccioni, and NEETs, along with the rise of movements
such as Men Going Their Own Way (MGTOW). Who can blame them for wanting to opt
out?

I think MGTOW is the outlier here. A lot of MGTOWs are divorced men who simply cannot find it
within themselves to trust a woman again, and have decided to opt out. Sure, there are some young
MGTOWs, but I'm not entirely sure they comprise the majority of that RP demographic. Would need
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to conduct a survery to see representativeness distributions by age, but he's pretty on point with the
other terms. NEETs are "Not in education, employment or training" and the hikkomori is a Japanese
phenomenon where people don't leave the family home and start their own lives, but stay at home
most of the time in a state of extreme introverted seclusion well into their 30's.
The rotten fruits of feminism have led to boys who are poorly equipped to deal with the world as
men, and as such they escape from the difficulties of life by anaesthetising themselves with video
games and porn. People often attribute these things as reasons for the rise in male underachievement,
however I believe this to be an inversion of cause and effect, and that these things are rather the
coping mechanisms of choice for dealing with the difficulties that face the young blue pill beta male,
not the cause of those difficulties. The causes are mentioned by Zimbardo in the next paragraph:

Just one out of five elementary and middle school teachers is male, and fatherlessness in
America remains above 40 percent. Among boys who do have fathers, the amount of time
they spend in one-on-one conversation with their dads is only a fraction of the time they
spend in front of a TV or on a computer, where they see men represented as emotionless
warriors, hapless dads, or losers who can’t get anything right. In other words, many boys are
going from male-absent home environments to male-absent school environments back to
male-absent home environments where they then watch toxic male role models on a screen;
this begs the question: what kind of future are they supposed to envision for themselves?

He somewhat subtly says boys and young men are failing in life, killing themselves more and
engaging in more delinquent behaviour due to a lack of masculine influence in their lives, and that
single motherhood has a lot to answer for in this regard.
If you're interested in reading the full article for yourself, you can read it here:
https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/hero/201708/young-men-and-the-empathy-gap
You can read my take on the subject here:
https://illimitablemen.com/2014/05/08/the-suffering-of-the-lost-boys/
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Banned on Twitter
574 upvotes | June 9, 2018 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

Hey guys.. know I don't post here much (most of my content has been distributed via Twitter for
awhile) however I have just recently been suspended from the platform.
Just want you to know you can find me on gab - http://gab.ai/IllimitableMan and of course the blog
(yes, I will update!) - http://illimitablemen.com/archives
Won't bother rejoining Twitter with a new account as there's just no point as what they banned me for
doesn't even line up with that they're claiming.
New content from me soon (especially now Twitter isn't there to distract me)
Thanks, and I hope everyone is well
-IM
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The Monetization of the Manosphere
386 upvotes | November 27, 2018 | /r/TheRedPill | Link | Reddit Link

This is something of a disgruntled critique and will likely prove to raise a few heads, cause some
figures in the sphere to dislike me on a personal level, and possibly even cause a bit of controversy,
yet nonetheless, I'd like to stick my neck out and state some things on my mind that bother me about
the general direction the manosphere has been taking.
I suspect that being one of the oldest red pill posters, as well as a known blogger, these concerns are
more likely to be heeded, noted and more seriously discussed as a community coming from me, than
they would should the same sentiments be expressed by a less established member of the community.
And likewise as someone who has retained their anonymity, has not attended 21 con and who has not
become part of the larger get along gang of "I'll scratch your back if you scratch mine" I have a
political and economic impartiality to say things pertaining to our fair space that perhaps others do
not.
Basically, I don't mind being hated for telling the truth because doing so will not harm any significant
personal or economic relationships I have.

I haven't published anything to my website for approximately a year and a half now, taking
something of an extended hiatus from writing and building "my brand" (I use that term loosely,
because even though it's the byproduct of my mind, it's not a personal brand)
And in that time, the sphere has changed *A LOT* - and as far as I can tell, is being diluted down and
ceased upon by people who wish to hijack the community we've built to push their own personal
brands and line their pockets rather than add to the literature and provide a fair value for cash
exchange.
Essentially, we're under siege from grinders, grifters, hustlers, marketers and other opportunists who
view us as an undersaturated market they can tap in to and sell to.
These types take the social network we've built up through our various forums and blogs which have
migrated slowly over to social networks like Twitter over the years as manosphere writers such as
myself and Rollo have used it more, and are inserting themselves into that network to rinse the fuck
out of the less intelligent amongst us with trite platitudes and rephrased stolen content for personal
profit.
We've always had people trying to sell e-books, and even the odd PUA course for sale here and there,
but for the most part, our space has remained relatively non-commercialised and has been more about
supporting individual content creators who push the envelope through book purchases, donations and
even merchandise (Roosh) rather than actually trying to dilute down the core message by
corporatising it.
PUA was more corporatised and bullshitty than TRP with the $5k per weekend bootcamps and what
not, but the red pill itself has always been quite an organic community where the bulk of the value
was provided for free, and the rest was provided for a modest price in a fair value exchange between
creator and consumer.
At the end of the day, nobody needs to buy Rollo Tomassi's books if they don't want to because
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everything in his books is already on his blog. His monetisation of his work is respectful to, rather
than manipulative of his followers. This is an ethical form of monetisation, as it allows people to
support work they've already enjoyed for free should they so choose, and is more content rather than
marketing heavy.
This is what I call a fair value exchange, because you get years worth of thinking and writing for a
modest price in something you can physically hold.
Selling a course on how to improve your mindset or make money online for $293 a unit "whilst stock
lasts and for a limited time only" whilst employing copywriting to aggressively push this to your
twitter following is not.
This is frankly insulting people's intelligence and in all likelihood selling a subpar product that does
not live up to the grand claims it makes for a quick buck.
I likewise now see 21 Convention is marketing soap claiming it will "turn you into an alpha chad due
to an infusion of pheremones" - other than the immediate comedic value - is this serious? We're
selling soap now? Seriously? The manosphere is selling soap? I honestly hope I'm missing out on
some sort of joke or something and that this isn't a serious value proposition, but in all honesty, at
face value, it appears to be a cheap cash grab.
This isn't even meant as a shot fired at 21 Con, as evidently it's helped a lot of manosphere writers,
personalities and other people to network in the real world, and is predominantly an information
aggregation service brought to a live speaking format.
But when we start selling soap and claiming it'll help you get girls, there's a degree of corporatisation
and opportunism in that I believe to be ultimately harmful to the community, because let's face it,
there's no fucking soap on this earth that's gonna get you laid and anyone who buys that shit believing
it will is ultimately a gullible idiot.
Be it soap or online marketing courses, it is clear the goal here is the enrichment of the person selling
the product, not the transmission of actual useful information that can uplift the dire condition of men
by helping to combat the toxic effects 2 generations of divorce and single motherhood wrought by
feminism has had - which is after all, why this community even exists to begin with, lest the
unabashed pursuit of greed cause us to forget this.

All of this is most evident on Twitter with the plethora of random marketers, narcissistic attention
seeking personalities who offer little real value, and personal branders who have popped up out of
nowhere and whom have gained a foothold in our extended social network by being a mix of
theatrical and consistent in posting rephrased general self-improvement advice, yet who clearly have
no desire nor ability to either add or build upon the body of literature we have created, let alone
actually admit they are associated with us.
Many take a great many deal of the things we say, rephrase them, claim them to be some sort of
innovative and original insight, take the credit, and profit off the back of it as they incorporate
knowledge freely given into a paid product.
There are a number of personal brands on Twitter whose following mainly consists of red pillers, or
of whom at least got their start from the red pill, who would publicly disavow or even deny being
associated with that label.
I remember being on Twitter as far back as 2013, and thus remember the manosphere space on there
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before personal branders, marketers and other parasites who have added little if anything to the
general literature were rampant telling you to sign up for their newsletter, promising they can help
make you thousands a month, whilst other uncreative types who could never write an even remotely
profound long-form essay to save their lives push the same rephrased general self-improvement
advice over and over again in bulletpoint check lists.
These people then have the gall to tell people who call them out "you don't like money" and "you
need to stop hating on people trying to make a living" when you call them out on their bullshit, which
I have done, primarily because I am an asshole, and secondarily because I am protective of a
community I've played a large hand in building that I now see being opportunistically exploited.
In truth, I've made a decent sum of money from the manosphere all without actually selling my
integrity and treating my followers like a bunch of idiots by peddling low quality products and
services to them with aggressively manipulative marketing language.
If I wanted to read Ca$hvertising, launch a supplement, sell a course, use marketing language to
aggressively push products, partner up with some affiliates and put advertising banners on my blog, it
is well within my power to do so.
I don't do this, because these are consumer unfriendly practices and ultimately dilute my content.
Does this mean I don't make as much money as I could by not manipulating everybody at every
available opportunity? Yes.
But it also means my brand is stronger and more trustworthy, precisely because it does not resort to
these cash grabbing gimmicks.

I never actually bothered to launch or sell a product (much to the annoyance of many who still pester
me to release a book - I'll do it eventually before you ask) but I've made money by giving people the
option to support my work where they see fit
This has mainly taken the form of donations, patreon sponsorship and consulting services, rather than
in the form of affiliate marketing, advertising, courses, and the sale of supplements and other subpar
products.
I am happy with this form of monetisation, because it allows me to create the content I want to create
whilst putting quality first, rather than putting money first and seeing quality as an afterthought.
I respect my followers and want to entice them into supporting good work, rather than see my
followers as a flock to be fleeced who shall be taken for coin at every available opportunity.
The poetic irony to all of this of course is that I am the one who is known for more greatly exploring
cunning and the dark triad within the sphere, yet when push comes to shove, am one of the few
showing the most integrity in actually not exploiting my fans for cash.
I leave you with this final thought:
There's nothing wrong with making money, but there's an honourable way to go about it, and a
scummy way to go about it
We, as a community, need be vigilant in maintaining an organic resilience to those who would look
to exploit the social network we've built for quick profits, but whom don't give a remote flying shit
about men and are ultimately just here to build up their wallets rather than build up men.
When you see this, call it out - force people to make money ethically by providing high value in
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return for cash, or deprive them your cash altogether.
Allowing for increasing corporatisation of the community will be ultimately what kills it, and we
can't afford for that to happen.
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