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I’ve been giving a bit more  thought lately to the problem I’m 

having finding a suitable twaytwef (2A2F = 2 apartments, 2 

FIPs) girlfriend in a monoconscious feminazi dominated culture, 

as well as to the brute fact that women are fuckwits at math and 

physics, which are my two main intellectual passions. 

There are a few women who are good at, and are truly interested 

in math and physics, so that I might be able to share my 

intellectual passions with them, and I could target my search at 

the universities, and probably come up with a few potential 

candidates, but there’s a problem that I’m becoming 

increasingly conscious of, that prompted me to coin the term 

that features in the title, that I need to explain. 

The problem is that when I go to math or math physics seminars, 

there are a few women there, not many, since these two fields 

are the toughest on campus, so that the profs in these fields are 



the smartest males on campus. For example, in the US, the 

average IQ of a theoretical physics professor is a whopping 170, 

with the pure math profs even a bit higher. It is not for nothing, 

that theoretical physicists have a reputation of being arrogant, 

and that so many of the professors of other fields have a 

“physics envy” i.e. they would love to have a theoretical physics 

professor’s IQ, that would make their life so much easier. They 

would be able to breeze through what is for them, intellectually 

difficult material, but they are stuck with the IQ genes they got 

from their parents, and just have to live with them. 

So, given women’s 4 IQ point lower average IQ compared to 

men, women’s 10% lower IQ variance compared to men, their 

10% smaller brains, and lower ability to abstract than men, it is 

not surprising that the two fields of pure math and math physics 

are utterly male dominated. When I attend, i.e. sit in, on pure 

math seminars given by professors and post docs, the percentage 

of women in the audience is typically less than 10%, which is 

also true for the percentage of women on the faculty of these 

subjects.  

In short, women are just too dumb to be good at such fields, so 

that creates a problem for heterosexual men who have an 

intellectual passion for these topics, who would love to be able 

to share their intellectual passions with their girlfriends, but for 

each such woman, there are probably ten men, so most of them 

will have to resign themselves to never finding a strongly 



compatible woman who loves math and physics as much as 

these men do. 

For such men, there is not only the sheer shortage of women at 

those intellectual levels, but there is another problem that has no 

name, so I felt the need to coin one, which is found in the title. 

This other problem, that I’m strongly suspicious of, is that those 

few women who do have a very strong love of pure math and 

math physics tend to have what might be called “male minds” 

i.e. I’m suspicious, that when these women were growing in the 

wombs of their mothers, they got a heavier dose than usual of 

testosterone, which caused their brains to wire up more into the 

male pattern than the usual female pattern. 

There are some women who are well known in the media, who 

are rather extreme examples of this phenomenon. To illustrate 

the point, I will give two concrete examples, so that readers will 

know what I’m talking about. They are Harvard University’s 

theoretical physicist, Lisa Randall, who pioneered the concept of 

large extra dimensions in particle physics and general relativity, 

and the SETI (search for extraterrestrial intelligence) advocate 

Jill Tarter, who was portrayed by Judie Foster in the movie 

“Contact.”  

When I listen to these two women, I have the feeling (and I 

admit I might be wrong) that they are male brains in female 

bodies. Not only do they give me the impression that they  think 

along male lines, but they feel along male lines as well, to such a 



point, that for me, having a relationship with such a woman, 

would be almost like having a relationship with a man, i.e. it 

would be close to a homosexual relationship, which leaves me 

cold.  

I’m one of the 99% of males who are heterosexual, so it looks 

like I’m stuck between a rock and a hard place, i.e. I may have 

to compromise between accepting a woman who loves math and 

physics to some degree, but whose brain is NOT so wired up, 

that she is effectively a male brain in a female body. 

But how to gauge such women? How to measure the degree of 

compromise? This got me thinking about what I have called my 

“gynandric brain scale” i.e. a neuroscience based scale on which 

peoples’ brains can be measured in terms of the level of their 

maleness or femaleness. 

I’m not enough of a neuroscientist to be able to formulate in 

detail such a measure, such a scale, but I can give some clues. 

This scale could be set up in such a way, that those people who 

lie in the middle of the scale would have “hermaphrodite 

brains.” Those lying near the extreme end of the male side, 

would be very “man’s man” type men, with high testosterone 

levels, with very strong male behaviors and interests. 

Perhaps I might have a high male score on this scale, since my 

intellectual interests make me see nearly all women as 

femaliens, whose ability to reason and abstract, are so weak that 

I cant take nearly all women seriously. 



At the extreme female end would be someone like Marilyn 

Munroe, who oozed femininity.  

Its quite possible that neuroscience is not yet sufficiently 

advanced to be able to create such a gynandric (i.e. female-male) 

brain scale of the kind I’m talking about, but since it is probably 

only a decade or so away, before neuroscience has the full 

connectome (i.e. knowledge of all the synaptic connections in 

the human brain (synapse = a connection between two brain 

cells (neurons)), I consider it likely that differences between the 

connectomes of females and males will become strikingly clear, 

and not just with qualitative differences but with quantitative 

differences as well, so that a gynandric brain scale becomes 

possible. 

If some neuro anatomist or neuro physiologist is reading this and 

is inspired by the concept of a gynandric brain index, then I 

hope you will provide the detailed definition, i.e. create a 

quantitative definition of the scale, specifying what it is exactly, 

that is being measured. Call this measured quantity X. The 

probability distribution of its values for the two sexes, would 

probably look like that of a two humped camel, i.e. few people 

would be hermaphrodites, with more or less equally male as 

female brains. 

As one moves out along the male side of the scale, more men 

would have average male levels of X. As one moves further out, 

one sees fewer men with very high values of X. Moving along 

the female side of the scale, more women would have average 



female levels of X. As one moves further out, one sees fewer 

women with very low values of X. 

One could plot the X score probability distribution function 

(analogous to the bell, gaussian, normal, distribution curve in 

statistics) for males and for females (although this might raise 

some philosophical hackles, regarding what is male and 

female?!) and assign a “Z score” i.e. the number of standard 

deviations from the male mean score or from the female mean 

score, i.e. a Z(male) and a Z(female). 

I don’t know if the male and the female X score probability 

distributions would look like two bell curves that overlap to a 

small extent, but not totally, or maybe some other two humped 

camel shape. 

I leave the details to future neuroscience, but the point is that 

this gynandric brain index could be used to measure the level of 

maleness of a female brain and vice versa. For example, say a 

man had a male gynandric Z score of -3.0, i.e. he was three 

standard deviations below the average male X mean score, 

which could be equal, say to a female gynandric Z score of +1.0 

Knowing the form of the two X distribution curves for men and 

women (assuming they are gaussian), one could say that the man 

scores lower than about 98% of men, and higher than about 84% 

of women. 

If I’m right about Randall and Tarter, then their X scores would 

be well into the peak (the hump) of the male distribution, i.e. 



they would have very high positive gynadric Z scores for 

females. 

Now, let’s assume this gynandric brain scale exists - what 

impact might it have on gender politics? I think there would 

probably be strong correlations between high performance 

women and their gynandric scores. The higher a woman’s 

gynandric index (GI), the higher her average performance score 

would be.  

There is plenty of scope for psychometric research here. 

Psychometricians could take this gynandric brain scale and use 

it to predict how well individuals scoring high on it would 

perform, especially if research showed that there was a strong 

correlation between performance and a high gynandric index 

(GI). 

Masculists could then use it to ram home the point to the 

feminazis, that men outperform women on just about anything, 

not only because men have higher average IQs than women (by 

4 IQ points), a 10% higher IQ variance than women, 10% larger 

brains than women, but perhaps also higher GIs than women, 

adding more muscle to the masculist argument that women are 

the inferior sex, so that the feminazis stop coming out with their 

isscienate fairy, PC, misandrist garbage that women are superior 

to men in general, which is a sick joke to masculist scientists. 

But for the masculists, there is also a down side to the above 

discussion on the possible existence of a gynandric index (GI), 



and that is that a woman who scores highly on the gynandric 

scale may be more interesting intellectually for a sage man, but 

she is also more man like in her brain, so that having a 

relationship with her would be like having a relationship with a 

homosexual, which would be a turnoff for most men, given that 

99% of men are hetero. 

As more experience with the gynandric scale is acquired, it may 

become standard knowledge, that there is a “sweet spot” for a 

woman, in terms of the level of attractiveness of her quasi-male 

brain to male sages, i.e. she is sufficiently male in her brain 

architecture to be able to think more or less like a man, but not 

so much so that she is effectively a male brain inside a female 

body, so that men are put off by her maleness. These sweet spot 

women would then be targeted by sage males looking for an 

intellectually optimum relationship with them. 

I admit all the above is still very speculative, and half baked, but 

interesting, I find. I will have to give it more thought, but the 

above at least launches the idea, and I love ideas. 

Cheers, 
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Women, An e-Textbook of 300+ Masculist Fliers for Men’s 
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