
        
            
                
            
        

     
The Blue folder
There are no more strong ones
 
 
RECON: Architecture for Escape from the Tactical NightCivilization has reached a dead end, where "saving time" has become a trap, and "efficiency" has become a method for accelerating entropy. We live in an era dominated by tacticians—individuals whose consciousness is monolithic, whose goals are primitive, and whose only horizon is a "middle-pace run" in pursuit of status and money. They call this development. We call it the "tactical mud" that is leading the world toward an inevitable collapse.The book RECON is not a social theory, nor is it a political program. It is a rigorous blueprint of reality, intended for those who understand: the old system of governance—based on inertia, fear, and a tribal code—has exhausted its margin of safety.RECON is a "black box" for civilization. It is an instruction manual for those who will become the crystallization point of order when the inertia of the tactical night finally turns the current world into dust.If you are seeking comfort—close this book. If you are ready for a total rethinking of the mechanics of governing reality—you hold in your hands a tool for building your own Adamant.Time is the only resource that cannot be recovered. Do not waste it on the empty.RECON is the first theoretical base in history that does not attempt to serve any existing system, but instead offers a method for preserving Reason in conditions of global entropy.
--------
Chapter 1. Dopamine Is Not a Vitamin: From Dawn to Dusk
The book World of Clowns (new title: The Age of Clowns) was pointless in 2022. It existed only on Russian Ridero and American Amazon. Yet, even the contrarian showman Tucker Carlson noticed: something is wrong with the world. Western politicians are very strange. Tucker Carlson even used the word "clowns."
 
But if a media star like Tucker Carlson has spoken, it means "the fools have reached the same conclusion"—one must find the reasons for the global show of strange politicians.
 
Everyone knows the ancient observation: "bread and circuses." In the Ancient world, rulers distracted the masses from reality by distributing free bread and staging gladiatorial combat. What lay beyond the fog was unclear to the common people. And today, it is not necessary to know. Unlike the Romans, the masters of that world, modern people live on a different plane: bread and circuses have changed in form, but the content remains the same. Modern people are not "masters of the world"; they are "personalities"—that is what democrats call them (which is why democrats currently run the world; though, in reality, this world is run by money: money is the shortest path for a plebeian to nominal status).
 
People live under the motto "is—is not." Today (now), it exists; tomorrow (a minute later), it is gone. In RECON, this state is called "quantum suspension." Because of this, the primary currency is attention. Even if the track is filled with junk, if people are looking at it, it is good; it is profitable. It is—it is not; it is not—it is.
 
To keep people in this "quantum grid," they are stimulated by traps. It doesn't matter if there is rain, hail, snow, a landslide, or an avalanche outside—people don't care. All these elements are packed into the news simultaneously. News acts like doses of dopamine (though there is plenty of other noise besides news). The main thing is to make noise, like a Roman herald with a booming voice (on the net, one can fart, blow their nose, or whisper just to be unusual—people will watch and immediately forget). This is quantum suspension. I assure you, there is a direct link between crisis and quantum suspension. Even if the Fed regulators tried to drive everyone under one legal umbrella by masterminding a planetary epidemic and playing games with vaccines in 2020, the level of dopamine and "quantum" status varies across the planet. Where the crisis (simultaneously economic, political, and cultural) is highest, the dopamine (circuses) had to maintain the "is—is not" quantum state faster. Just to keep the population occupied. This is a quantum population. It can be led by any idea. (A quantum population can even be taught to drink from a toilet if desired. But that is an exaggeration). So, where there is more crisis and a lack of conservative skills (or where the population has chased money from small to large, and the tone is set by corrupt officials from above—government people), there, more dopamine is needed (in these places, people are very noisy and inert to this day. Making noise is the main thing). If the people need to be pacified, then politicians—"pacifiers"—must appear. (Before World War I, the circus was very popular). Today, the situation is very reminiscent of 1914 (I am not Woland, but I assure you, the situation is identical). What is the difference? Today, the entire planet is seeking dopamine here and there. Where there is more crisis, anxiety, and uncertainty, there… finally, the parade ale must be completed by the chief clown. What is all this for? I started with the adventure of the book World under Clowns, which I (tried so hard) translated with the help of a machine. Then I edited every chapter by hand (to the extent that my English skills allowed) and, finally—the icing on the cake—checked it with Grammarly. It was all in vain. There were flattering reviews from an employee of an American publisher (though a publisher's employee can be suspected of ulterior motives). Not one, I repeat, not one platform, even self-publishing, would accept it.
 
We live in an era where intellect is sacrificed for loyalty, and dignity for an endless dopamine show. While the world consumes artificial sweeteners, electing clowns as rulers for the sake of momentary comfort, few notice that the Earth is rushing toward the abyss.
 
While people flounder in quantum suspension, weariness is beginning to manifest (since even Tucker Carlson has started to doubt). For now, an "autopsy report" of a civilization that chose its own end voluntarily is not needed. But the weariness will accumulate, I assure you.
 
However, the dopamine network is not eternal. Even the sweetest lie eventually leads to nausea. Perhaps someone has already felt this weariness from the sweetness and begun to look for an exit from the "quantum and dopamine cockpit." In any case, when the scenery collapses and the applause dies down, history will erase those who were too busy consuming content.
 
This is an invitation for the few—the Zelots of Tradition—who seek clarity where others seek only new entertainment. The time of the clowns will last for one more cycle, but this book is already a signal for those who are ready to exit the hall before the lights go out. And for now, the breakthrough of Western algorithms has finally happened. It has already been possible to digitize the book about future weariness from dopamine.
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 Chapter 2. The Modern "Germania": Who Tactical Governance Pushes Off the Stage
 
"Bormann’s gold—the gold of the Party—is a hundred times greater than Himmler’s. And no one knows about it."
 
Today, we will dissect how tactics became the dominant global trend. We will understand how the masses, without realizing it, have come to manage the world based on their internal essence. We will see how Strategy—the domain of natural leaders—has been pushed off the world stage over the centuries, replaced by mass tactics: what we might label the "democracy of globalization."
 
The modern global system is "Democracy," which, by its very nature, is pure tactics. It does not set goals for centuries. It operates in quarterly reports, popularity ratings, and election cycles. In this system, the "Strategist"—the one who thinks in categories of eternity, lineage, and power—has become dangerous. The Strategist demands discipline, sacrifice, and long-term planning. The "Tactician"—the populist, the manager, the media face—demands only one thing: to be "attractive" and acceptable "here and now."
 
Modern Europe—or "Europe Zйro"—has replaced the Strategist with the Administrator. They have swapped Future for Security, and Honor for Popularity. The current elite invites women to lead not to save the tribe from ruin, but to save the System from itself—from its own inability to develop. It is a classic manipulation of the "security instinct," a shell game where empathy serves as the instrument of legitimation for the destruction of Europe's own industrial potential.
 
The male code—in the RECON system—is responsibility for results based on risk. But modern Europe fears risk so much that it has effectively castrated the male type of decision-making. A male strategist in the current system is an "unnecessary part". He is too dangerous; he might "dare" to act.
 
Modern "Germania" has turned into "Europe Zйro". If the ancient Germans summoned women to save the tribe from destruction, the current elite summons female politicians to save the System from its own inability to evolve.
 
---
 
Chapter 3: Maternal Instinct?
 
The primary driver of degradation within the RECON framework is not the feminine principle, but rather mass egoism.
 
To clarify, it is not:
 
*"We want to protect our children and our home."
 
But rather:
 
"We want no one to disturb our comfort."
 
These are fundamentally different concepts.
 
Maternal instinct is capable of immense sacrifice for the sake of the future. A mother can completely abandon her own well-being for her child. Conversely, the "small man" of the Zйro system refuses to sacrifice anything at all.
 
His desires are simple: safety without responsibility; status without merit; pleasure without effort; recognition without risk; equality of outcomes without competition. Therefore, within the RECON model, it is not the maternal principle that operates, but the principle of ego preservation.
 
From this arises a compelling conclusion: a strategist is dangerous not because he is a man, and not even because he demands discipline. He is dangerous because his very existence serves as a reminder of difference.
 
The mere appearance of a talented, strong-willed, or far-sighted individual (an Architect) shatters the psychological comfort of the masses.
 
 If someone is capable of seeing further—it implies that not everyone is equal.
 If someone is capable of taking responsibility—it implies that not everyone is equally responsible.
 If someone is capable of self-sacrifice for a distant goal—it implies that not everyone is equally strong.
 
Consequently, mass egoism begins to perceive such a person as an existential threat. Therefore, I believe the most potent thesis is not: *"Women are displacing men."
 
But rather:
 
"Mass egoism displaces anyone who serves as a reminder of the existence of height."
 
Under this paradigm, the blow falls not only on strategists, but on any outstanding figures whatsoever—thinkers, scientists, artists, reformers, military commanders, and inventors (Architects). This is not a conflict of sexes; it is an instinctual, deep-seated urge toward absolute equality.
 
This brings us back to the figure of the "upstart" (vyskochka). Within the RECON framework, the upstart irritates the mass not by being inherently bad, but simply by disrupting the comfortable worldview where no one is permitted to stand out too prominently.
 
To illustrate this, we draw a rigid line from the ancient Germans (Tacitus) to modern Europe, where tactics (short horizons, empathy, preservation of the status quo) systematically displace strategy (long-term construction, risk, the vertical of power). We directly link this to the disproportionate prevalence of women in the key institutions of the European Union. Let us analyze this without a single note of accusation:
 
The roster of female leaders in the EU in 2026 clearly demonstrates the zeitgeist and the current landscape: von der Leyen, Lagarde, Metsola, Kallas, Frederiksen, Meloni, and others visibly dominate key positions. This is neither an accident nor pure "egalitarian progress." In bureaucratic and regulatory structures, women currently possess a structural advantage: they exhibit higher average scores in conscientiousness and agreeableness (according to the Big Five personality traits), excel at coalition-building, and demonstrate a lower propensity for high-risk disruptions. Voters (especially women, who frequently constitute the electoral majority) and the media value these traits.
 
However, a crucial qualification must be made: these are primarily administrative and political roles, not the strategic centers of hard power (big capital, tech conglomerates, the military-industrial complex, intelligence agencies). In those spheres, men still heavily predominate.
 
Tactics vs. Strategy — A Real Dichotomy
 
Democracy in its mass form, as we have noted, is inherently tactical by nature. The 4–5 year electoral cycle, popularity ratings, quarterly reports, social media—all of these reward those who excel at looking caring here and now, avoiding scaring the voter with harsh, long-term decisions, and maintaining a narrative of "safety and empathy."
 
A strategist (the Architect, in your sense—a person of lineage, honor, risk, and a generational horizon) is frequently toxic to such a system. He will propose inherently unpopular measures: cutting welfare in favor of capital investments, enforcement of rigid demographic policies, technological breakthroughs at any cost, and potential external conflicts. The mass voter rejects this. The voter wants "a mother who will comfort everyone and find a compromise."
 
Yet, this dynamic has absolutely nothing to do with "equality"; it is about shifted selection pressures. When a society grows wealthy, ages, and loses its sense of existential threat, it begins to prefer the guardians of comfort over the builders of empires. Women, on average, manage this specific role better—not because they are "worse," but because their evolutionary stakes are fundamentally different.
 
Is Europe Not on the Brink?
 
Tacitus’s Germans called upon women in critical moments precisely because the tribe was on the brink of destruction. Today, the modern "tribe" (Western civilization) calls upon them because it desperately wants to *avoid* being on the brink. It seeks to freeze the current level of prosperity. This is less of a transformation and more of a societal deep freeze.
 
Thus, terms like "The Death of the Masculine Code" are far too romanticized. The issue is not a lack of muscular men in the gyms. The actual problem lies elsewhere:
 
* Institutions (education, HR, media, law) systematically penalize high variance and dominant male behavior.
* Risk and responsibility have been entirely redistributed: the state has assumed the traditional functions of the father/husband (social safety nets, divorce courts, child custody dominance).
* Masculine energy is consequently channeled into hedonism, pornography, and gaming, or sequestered into specialized subcultures (fitness communities, crypto, military subcultures), or it simply emigrates to more traditionally "masculine" societies.
 
Arnold Schwarzenegger serves as an excellent example here: he was a top-tier tactician (personal branding + show business), not a strategist of civilization. The true strategists of today operate either entirely outside of politics (such as Elon Musk and certain tech-billionaires) or within authoritarian systems (China, partially Russia, Singapore) where the planning horizon is significantly longer.
 
 Where Does This Lead?
 
"Europe Zйro" is the exact term for it. Low birth rates, deindustrialization, total reliance on the United States for
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