
WESLEY COLLEGE PLANS TO DISCRIMINATE AGAINST BOYS

Dr. Helen Drennen, headmistress of Wesley College (the same school I spent 11 years of my 

boyhood at), a well known "public" (actually private, fee paying) school in Melbourne, is not 

happy with the 4 boys to 3 girls gender ratio of pupils at her school. On Sept 3rd. 2018, she and 

her lawyer (an incongruous female figure in a man's pants, a man's crewcut and wearing 

lipstick) requested, in a tribunal hearing at King's St in Melbourne's CBD, at the Victorian Civil 

and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT), to allow her school to favor acceptance of girls applying to 

her school, to give girls more scholarships than boys, to advertize preferentially for girls, etc. to 

increase the "gender ratio" to 50:50. In other words, what Dr. Drennen wants is a "girl quota." 

Dr. Drennen wants her school to be given an exemption from the Victorian anti-discrimination 

law, that normally forbids such discrimination on the basis of gender.

I was the only male in the room. When I was asked, "Whom do you represent?" I answered 

"Males, the other half of the population!"

I assume (I didnt ask her, perhaps I should have) that Dr. Drennen genuinely believes that girls 

are equally capable as boys, so that imposing a girl quota on her school would be perfectly just 

to both sexes, in terms of "equality of opportunity" and meritocratic fairness.

I too would agree with Dr. Drennen's aim to create a girl quota for her school, IF, and its a big if, 

girls had the same average IQ as boys, had the same IQ variance (i.e. a measure of how spread 

out IQ scores are over a whole population), had the same testosterone levels (hence 

motivational levels), and had the same average brain size, with the same number of neurons, as 

boys.

Unfortunately for her, none of the above criteria are true, so from my "masculist scientist" 

point of view (I coined the term "masculist" in the early 70s, and was a PhDed full research 

professor in artificial intelligence before retirement) Dr. Drennen's girl quota request will be 

discriminatory against boys, and therefore is illegal.

Why do I think girls are intellectually, genetically, inferior to boys on average? Because that is 

what the scientific evidence shows. For example -

1.  Boys have an average IQ superiority over girls by 4 IQ points. (Google or YouTube Prof. 

Rushton, or Prof. Lynn on this for details.) 

2.  Women are hypergamous, i.e. a woman will try to mate with as superior a male as she can 

attract, thus getting superior DNA for her kids, who will then have DNA superior to hers. 

Women evolved with this hypergamous instinct, which is good for the species, but there are 

constraints on how superior a man can be, that a woman can aim for. Research shows that if 

the IQ difference within a couple is more than 5 points, the relationship fails, so the above 4 IQ 

points superiority of the average male IQ above the average female IQ, is consistent with that 5 
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IQ points constraint.

3.  Males have a 10% larger IQ variance than females (i.e. males IQ scores are more spread out 

over the whole populaiton (millions of people)) so that the morons AND the genii are males, so 

given that the genii are males, it is not suprising that men have won 99% of the science Nobel 

prizes, and women have won a piddly 1%. The genii are males, so it is men who invent and build 

whole cultures and it is women who parasite off them (i.e. women parasite off both the men 

and the cultures.)

4.  Men's testosterone levels are much higher than women's, so men are much more 

aggressive, more ambitious, more dogged, more persistent, at finishing difficult tasks, so have a 

greatly superior track record of achievemnt over women. Women are more wishy washy and 

give up more easily when the going gets tough. Paraphrasing the expression - "When the going 

gets tough, the tough get going, but less so for women, due to lower testosterone levels."

5.  Probably the most damning fact against women, that a man (who, for example, gets tired of 

the arrogance of  some "feminazi princess") can hurl at her, is that "Women's brains on average 

are 10% smaller than men's brains. (Google it!). This is consistent with the fact of female 

hypergamy. Women sexually selected men who were taller, bigger, stronger, fiercer and 

smarter than them, to provide protection against big, strong, fierce men from enemy tribes 

who might kill her in intertribal wars. Smarter men made better hunters, and thus provided her 

and her babies with more scarce male hunted meat in times of starvation. 10% fewer neurons 

in the female brain is a lot. Thats like taking an ice cream scoop out of the male brain, i.e. 10 

billion fewer neurons, 10% less neural processing capacity, so its not surprising that women 

dont invent much, dont build much, dont create much. Men are smarter than women because 

women sexually selected men over several million years who had these superiorities.

The above is what science says, so what are their consequences for Dr. Drennen's "girl quota?"

Let's assume Dr. Drennen gets her way, i.e. she gets her "girl quota" for her school, what impact 

will that have on boys? I think it's clear that it will discriminate against some boys, that it will be 

anti-meritocratic, because the bottom scoring girls who will be given a slot in her elite 

expensive school, will be LESS ABLE (i.e. less meritocratic) than the top scoring boys who WILL 

NOT be given a slot.

Thus those superior boys who are denied a slot, will be discriminated against, and this should be 

illegal.

When it came to my turn to speak at the above tribunal hearing, I mentioned the above, as well 

as saying, by way of analogy, that the US tried creating a "blacks quota" that badly backfired, 

and was later quietly dropped. In the US, the average IQ of black Americans is about 85, 

compared to the white 100. Those bottom scoring blacks who were given a slot at the elite 
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colleges in the US due to the black quota, became the butts of strong resentment against them 

from whites and yellows who told these blacks "You're too stupid to be here at this elite school. 

Youre only here because of the black quota. Youre taking the slot of a smarter white or asian 

student, who should have your slot, because he/she is smarter than you." 

The social and moral pressure against these "quota-ed" blacks was so heavy, that these blacks 

themselves asked their representative organizations to stop the black quota, which is what 

happened. The elite colleges in the US are now disproportionately filled with Asians and 

Ashkenazi Jews, because these two groups have higher average IQs than blacks or whites. (The 

average IQ of Ashkenazi Jews in the US is a whopping 115, and for Asians 105, compared to the 

average white IQ of 100).

If the black quota idea failed in the US, why would Dr. Helen Drennen's "girl quota" proposal 

fare any better? A girl quota is discriminatory against boys, given boys genetic superiority over 

girls, and therefore should be thrown out of court as illegal, because it discriminates on the 

basis of gender, which is what the original legistation of equal opportunities for both genders 

was originally designed to prevent. 

At best, Dr. Helen Drennen is poorly informed on the scientific basis  for differences in abilities 

between boys and girls, or, at worst, she is merely another "misandrist gynocrat" giving girls 

"privileges for princesses." Either way, we masculists are fed up with such discrimination against 

males and are increasingly putting our male foot down, with a growing anger and bitterness. So 

feminists, be warned - we men are smarter than women, and a hell of a lot more aggressive!

Cheers,

Prof. Dr. Hugo de Garis

profhugodegaris@yahoo.com

https://profhugodegaris.wordpress.com   (contains links to 300 YouTube masculist 

essays/videos)

=========== 
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