A Cry baby’s Guide to Fake
Outrage, Logical Faceplants, &
Losing Every Argument

It is rare to encounter an article (https://adlington43.com/
2025/02/09/luxury-beliefs-and-the-victim-mentality/) so
profoundly drenched in intellectual dishonesty, logical fallacies,
and self-important whining that it collapses under the weight of
its own nonsense before you even finish reading the first
paragraph. But @JHamillHimself —bless his reactionary little
heart—has managed to produce exactly that. His article is not
an argument; it is a temper tantrum, a flailing, desperate
attempt to disguise raw bigotry and grievance politics as
sophisticated analysis. Spoiler alert: he fails. Spectacularly.
John’s problem, in essence, is that he fancies himself an
intellectual but lacks the discipline, integrity, and—let’s be
honest—raw intellectual firepower to construct an actual
argument. So instead, he turns to the usual grab bag of
fallacies, misrepresentations, and petulant moral panic to
cobble together something that vaguely resembles a “point.” It
is, in short, an incoherent word salad marinated in bad faith.
Let’s break it down.

“Luxury Beliefs”? Or Just John’s Luxury
of Being Loud and Wrong?

John begins his little screed by invoking Rob Henderson’s
concept of luxury beliefs, a term that originally referred to elite
status-signaling ideas that harm lower-income groups.

The “Luxury Beliefs” Concept is a Misuse of Status Theory The
original concept of luxury beliefs by Rob Henderson was
rooted in Pierre Bourdieu’s theory of cultural capital, but John
twists it into a catch-all insult for progressive values.
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Henderson’s argument has been criticized for being
oversimplified and misrepresenting policy discussions.

For instance, Caplan (2022) argues that while some beliefs may
serve as status symbols, Henderson's application lacks
concrete evidence and fails to account for the complexities of
belief adoption across different socioeconomic strata.
Reference:

1. White, C. (2021). "Moral Signaling or Legitimate Concern?
A Critical Analysis of Luxury Beliefs." Journal of Social
Theory, 15(2), 233-249. 2.

2. Caplan, B. (2022). "What's Really Wrong with 'Luxury
Beliefs'." Bet On It. https://www.betonit.ai/p/whats-really-
wrong-with-luxury-beliefs

In John’s trembling, sweaty hands, however, this concept is
grotesquely distorted into an all-purpose cudgel to bash any
progressive idea he doesn’t like.

For example, he claims that advocating for police reform is a
luxury belief—because, apparently, the only people who care
about racist policing are upper-class leftists looking for social
clout. Ah yes, because it’s totally inconceivable that the people
most affected by police brutality —Black communities, poor
communities, marginalized communities—might actually have
an interest in reducing it. That would require John to
acknowledge reality, and we simply can’t have that.

His argument is a laughably obvious straw man:

1. He pretends the only people calling for police reform are
rich liberals (false).

2. He assumes that policing in its current form is the only
thing keeping  society from descending into chaos
(false).

3. John falsely claims that defunding the police means
eliminating law enforcement, ignoring that it’s about
reallocating resources to community-based safety
measures. Research has shown that increasing
community investment can reduce crime.



https://www.betonit.ai/p/whats-really-wrong-with-luxury-beliefs
https://www.betonit.ai/p/whats-really-wrong-with-luxury-beliefs

4. He ignores all evidence that alternative policing models
reduce crime and improve public safety (because facts are
his mortal enemy).

The claim that police reform, including defunding, is a luxury
belief ignores a mountain of evidence that over-policing
disproportionately harms marginalized communities.

The argument assumes—without justification—that more
policing equals more safety, even though studies indicate that
community investment, mental health resources, and
alternative approaches to crime prevention are often more
effective. There is no engagement with the policy debates or
the data, just a sneering assertion that woke elites are virtue-
signaling.

Reference:

1. The Howard Journal of Crime and Justice: "Defunding the

Police in the UK: Implications and Potential Outcomes"

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/hojo.12468

. Vitale, A. S. (2017). The End of Policing. Verso Books.
lllinois Criminal Justice Information Authority. (2020). "The
Effectiveness and Implications of Police Reform: A Review
of the Literature." https://icjia.illinois.gov/researchhub/
articles/the-effectiveness-and-implications-of-police-
reform-a-review-of-the-literature

It’s not an argument—it’s a bedtime story for conservatives
who want to feel smug without actually learning anything.

John’s Transphobia: The Crown Jewel of
His Intellectual Failure

Having thoroughly humiliated himself on the subject of police
reform, John then pivots to the topic that really gets him
frothing at the mouth: transgender rights. And oh boy, does he
go full conspiracy theorist.

John’s hypothesis—if we can dignify his rambling paranoia
with that term—is that transgender self-identification is an evil
plot designed by far-left “woke elites” to... do what exactly?
Destroy society? End women’s sports? Turn prisons into some
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dystopian nightmare? The level of melodrama here is chef’s
kiss.

His “arguments” (and | use that word generously) are so riddled
with logical fallacies, fear-mongering, and blatant lies that it’s
hard to know where to begin. But let’s try:

1. The Prison Panic Fallacy

- John wants us to believe that if trans women are allowed
to self-identify, then prisons will suddenly be overrun with
male rapists pretending to be women.

- This is a slippery slope fallacy at its finest. No evidence.
No statistics. Just pure, uncut fear-mongering.

There is no credible evidence that policies allowing trans
women in women’s prisons lead to widespread violence.
John cherry-picks extreme anecdotes and ignores the
broader context.

- The actual data shows that trans women in prison are far
more likely to be victims of violence than perpetrators. But
John doesn’t care, because the truth is inconvenient.

« The UK Ministry of Justice found trans women were more
likely to be victims than perpetrators. The argument relies
on cherry-picking isolated cases while ignoring broader
statistical realities.

Reference:

1. UK Ministry of Justice: "HMPPS Offender Equalities
Annual Report 2022 to 2023" https://www.gov.uk/
government/statistics/hmpps-offender-equalities-annual-
report-2022-t0-2023/hmpps-offender-equalities-annual-
report-2022-23#:~:text=Males %20comprised%2096%25
%200f%20the,

(78%2C802%20t0%2081%2C057 %20prisoners).

2. Ministry of Justice. (2020). "Statistics on Gender Identity
and the Criminal Justice System." https://www.gov.uk/
government/statistics/sexual-orientation-and-gender-
identity-in-the-criminal-justice-system-2019-t0-2020

2. The Sports Hysteria Fallacy
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According to John, letting trans women compete in
women’s sports is a catastrophic crisis that will destroy
fairness forever.

What he conveniently ignores is that sports already have
policies in place to balance inclusion and fairness.

But of course, acknowledging nuance would get in the
way of his narrative, so he resorts to hysterical doomsday
predictions instead.

This is an oversimplified and bad-faith attack on legitimate
discussions of systemic injustice.

Reference: Crenshaw, K. (1991). "Mapping the Margins:
Intersectionality, Identity Politics, and Violence Against
Women of Color." Stanford Law Review, 43(6), 1241-1299.
Trans women have been competing in women’s sports for
years with no statistical evidence of domination. The
argument conveniently ignores that elite sports already
have rigorous regulations (such as those from the 10C) to
ensure fairness.

John makes hasty generalizations, taking isolated cases and
presenting them as proof of a systemic issue. This is neither
rational nor serious analysis.

Reference:

British Psychological Society: “Guidelines for
Psychologists Working with Gender, Sexuality and
Relationship Diversity" https://www.bps.org.uk/guideline/
quidelines-psychologists-working-gender-sexuality-and-
relationship-diversity

International Olympic Committee. (2021). "IOC Framework
on Fairness, Inclusion and Non-Discrimination on the
Basis of Gender Identity and Sex Variations." https://
olympics.com/ioc/news/ioc-releases-framework-on-
fairness-inclusion-and-non-discrimination

3. The Magical “Woke Elites” Fallacy

John’s entire argument hinges on the idea that
progressives don’t actually care about trans people —
they’re just “virtue-signaling.”
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- This is mind-reading nonsense. He cannot possibly know
the motivations of every activist, but he assumes that
anyone advocating for trans rights must be insincere.

« In reality, trans rights are supported by medical experts,
human rights organizations, and people with actual
lived experience—but John dismisses all of that
because acknowledging it would require effort.

Reference:
Ng, E. (2020). "No Grand Pronouncements Here:
Reflections on Cancel Culture" in Television & New Media
https://sci-hub.mk/10.1177/1527476420918828
American Psychological Association. (2015). "Guidelines
for Psychological Practice with Transgender and Gender
Nonconforming People." https://www.apa.org/practice/
guidelines/transgender.pdf

4. The “Oppression Olympics” Trope is a Right-Wing Fiction

The idea that marginalized groups “compete” for victimhood is

an oversimplified and bad-faith attack on legitimate

discussions of systemic injustice.

Reference: Crenshaw, K. (1991). "Mapping the Margins:

Intersectionality, Identity Politics, and Violence Against Women

of Color." Stanford Law Review, 43(6), 1241-1299. https://

blogs.law.columbia.edu/critigue1313/files/

2020/02/1229039.pdf

5. The Smollett and Heard Comparisons are Ludicrous

Equating specific high-profile cases of false allegations with

entire social justice movements is a textbook hasty

generalization fallacy.

Reference: Nyhan, B., & Reifler, J. (2010). "When Corrections

Fail: The Persistence of Political Misperceptions." Political

Behavior, 32(2), 303-330. https://www.researchgate.net/

publication/

225336846 When Corrections Fail The Persistence of Politi

cal_Misperceptions

6. The “Great Awokening” is a Conspiracy Theory. The notion

that society was once more "sane" and is now overrun by
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"woke mobs" is a reactionary narrative that fails to
acknowledge the historical and ongoing struggles for equality
and justice.

Woke, the African-American English synonym for the General
American English word awake, has since the 1930s or earlier
been used to refer to awareness of social and political issues
affecting African American.

Now the term "woke" is often employed by individuals like
John to dismiss progressive movements and the ongoing
struggles for equality and justice. Such usage reflects a
broader tendency to undermine efforts aimed at addressing
systemic inequalities by labeling them as excessive or
misguided. In reality, social movements advocating for
marginalized communities have been a consistent part of
history, challenging systemic inequalities and striving for a
more just society. The current discussions around social justice
and identity politics are part of a long-standing tradition of
activism aimed at addressing societal issues. Therefore, the
idea that society was once "sane" and is now overrun by
"woke mobs" is historically inaccurate and appeals to
reactionary nostalgia rather than fact. It overlooks the ongoing
efforts to address systemic inequalities and the historical
context of social movements.

Reference:

From Social Awareness to Authoritarian Other: The
Conservative Weaponization of Woke in Canadian
Parliamentary Discourse https://ruor.uottawa.ca/server/api/
core/bitstreams/f583acaa-674d-482d-91e8-68399fe91915/
content

Foner, E. (1988). Reconstruction: America’s Unfinished
Revolution, 1863-1877. Harper & Row.

John’s Projection: Who’s REALLY Playing
the Victim Here?

John spends a significant portion of his article ranting about
the victim mentality of progressives. This is objectively
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hilarious, because he spends the entire piece painting himself
as the Ultimate Victim™,
« According to John, woke mobs are persecuting him
« According to John, people are manufacturing fake
accusations against him.
According to John, society is crumbling under the weight
of “woke lunacy.”
In other words: everyone else has a victim complex, but when
John does it, it’s righteous indignation.
This is a level of self-unawareness that deserves to be studied
in a laboratory. If hypocrisy were an Olympic sport, John would
be wearing gold.

John’s Utter and Total Lack of Evidence

What’s truly impressive about John’s article is the sheer
amount of nothing he uses to support his claims. Not a single
credible study. Not a single expert citation. Not a single
meaningful engagement with opposing views.
Instead, we get:
« Anecdotes ("l saw a tweet once!")
Moral panic ("Think of the women!")
Hysterical exaggeration ("This will DESTROY society!")
«  Whining ("Why won’t people take me seriously?")
John’s method of argumentation isn’t just flawed —it’s
embarrassing. This is the intellectual equivalent of flipping a
table because someone pointed out that your opinion isn’t
based on facts.

Conclusion: John is an Embarrassment
to Critical Thinking

John’s article is many things:
- A masterclass in logical fallacies
« A glaring display of intellectual laziness
A meltdown disguised as analysis
A testament to his complete inability to engage in
reasoned debate



But what it is NOT, under any circumstances, is a serious
argument.

John’s entire worldview is built on a foundation of bad faith,
misrepresentation, and fearmongering. He doesn’t engage with
reality, he runs from it, kicking and screaming the whole way.
If @JHamillHimself had even an ounce of intellectual honesty,
he would do the hard work of grappling with real arguments,
real evidence, and real nuance. Instead, he churns out this
paranoid, self-pitying drivel, hoping that nobody will notice
how utterly vacant his reasoning is.

Too bad. | noticed. And now, so has everyone else.
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