
John’s Logical Dumpster Fire: 
A Masterclass in Cowardice, 
Delusion, and Faux 
Intellectualism

This is the last scrap of attention John will get from me. I won’t 
address his dishonest, hateful and abusive rhetoric again, 
where he pretends to know what my and @goblinqchesh ’s 
positions are.

@JHamillHimself 's latest article, A Failure to Understand Either 
Language or Evidence, is yet another exercise in intellectual 
dishonesty, rhetorical sleight-of-hand, and barely concealed 
bigotry. His response to my critique is less a coherent 
argument and more a fragile ego’s flailing defense against the 
cold, hard facts that exposed his previous nonsense. It's the 
rhetorical equivalent of a toddler throwing blocks while 
screaming "Fake news!" Let's break down his response, fallacy 
by fallacy, and demonstrate once again why his position is as 
bankrupt as his understanding of evidence.

1. The Straw Man Straw Man

John claims that I misrepresented his arguments by 
constructing a straw man. He argues that I falsely attributed to 
him the belief that "the only people advocating for police 
reform are rich liberals." Yet, his original text clearly centered 
on the notion that affluent liberals promote police reform as a 
status-signaling practice, while dismissing the concerns of 
working-class communities.

The Fallacy:

• John’s defense hinges on the word "only." He claims he 

never said only rich liberals promote police reform. But his 
framing painted police reform as a performative gesture 
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rooted in elite circles, disregarding the well-documented, 
community-led movements advocating for police reform.


The Facts:

• Police reform advocacy is predominantly led by 

marginalized communities directly affected by police 
violence (Vitale, 2017; Hinton, 2021). These communities 
have been calling for reforms long before affluent liberals 
joined the conversation.


• Research shows that defunding the police is not about 
abolishing policing but reallocating resources toward 
social services that address the root causes of crime 
(ICJIA, 2020).


Assessment: John attempts to dodge the critique by hyper-
focusing on a single word while ignoring the substance of the 
argument. This is classic rhetorical misdirection—like trying to 
argue the Earth is flat because someone once said "the horizon 
looks flat." His intellectual laziness is so profound it should be 
preserved in a museum as a cautionary tale.

2. Prison Panic: The Bogeyman of 
Transgender Self-ID

John doubles down on his scaremongering regarding 
transgender prisoners, regurgitating the claim that trans 
women in prisons pose a danger to cisgender women. He 
cherry-picks misleading statistics and presents them as 
absolute truths.

The Fallacy:

• Cherry-Picking: John cites that 58.9% of trans-identifying 

men in prison have been convicted of sex crimes. He 
conveniently ignores that this figure is based on a small, 
self-selected group and fails to reflect the reality of trans 
incarceration more broadly (Ministry of Justice, 2020).


• Slippery Slope: He suggests that any policy allowing trans 
women into female prisons will inevitably lead to 
widespread assaults. This fear-based narrative is 
unsupported by credible evidence.




The Facts:

• The Ministry of Justice (2020) reports that transgender 

women in prison are significantly more likely to be victims 
of violence than perpetrators. The data does not support 
the claim that self-ID policies endanger cisgender inmates.


• Prison safety is best maintained through case-by-case risk 
assessments, not blanket exclusions based on gender 
identity (Barclay & Marsh, 2019, Sexton, L., & Jenness, V. 
2016, Sumner, J. M., & Sexton, L. (2015).


Assessment: John’s fixation on rare, isolated cases ignores the 
larger statistical picture and relies on fear rather than facts. It's 
like arguing against seat belts because one person, once, got a 
bruise from the strap. His fearmongering is so transparent that 
it practically glows in the dark.

3. The Sports Lie

John trots out the tired, debunked claim that trans women 
dominate women’s sports, even going so far as to invoke the 
2016 Olympics as proof of a systemic issue.

The Fallacy:

• False Causation: John points to the 800m race in Rio de 

Janeiro, where the top finishers were intersex athletes with 
elevated testosterone levels. This is not comparable to 
transgender women competing under strict hormone 
regulations (IOC, 2021).


• Hasty Generalization: He extrapolates from one event to 
claim that trans athletes are "stealing" medals across all 
sports.


The Facts:

• Studies demonstrate that testosterone suppression 

significantly reduces athletic advantages in transgender 
women (Harper et al., 2021).


• The IOC's updated policies require strict hormone level 
regulations and ongoing monitoring to ensure fair 
competition.




Assessment: John relies on anecdotal evidence and 
sensationalism while disregarding the empirical research 
guiding modern sports governance. It's as if he believes 
shouting "It's not fair!" repeatedly will magically become 
evidence. His inability to grasp basic statistical principles 
would make a high-school math teacher weep.

4. The Language Comprehension 
Defense

John devotes considerable space to accusing me of failing to 
understand his words. He complains that terms like "woke 
elites" and "evil plot" were attributed to him unfairly.

The Fallacy:

• Equivocation: John plays semantic games to avoid 

addressing the underlying critique. His entire article hinges 
on the idea that "woke" activists ignore harms to women
—a framing that implies malicious intent, regardless of 
whether he explicitly uses phrases like "evil plot."


The Facts:

• The notion of "woke elites" manipulating social policy for 

status is a common far-right trope with no empirical 
foundation (Ng, 2020).


• Henderson's own theory of "luxury beliefs" has been 
criticized for oversimplifying complex social behaviors and 
dismissing legitimate advocacy efforts as mere virtue 
signaling (White, 2021).


Assessment: John’s linguistic pedantry is an attempt to distract 
from his lack of substantive evidence. It's like a child yelling 
"You said 'big dog,' not 'large dog'!" while missing the point 
entirely. His semantic gymnastics are impressive only for how 
profoundly unserious they are.

5. The Manufactured Victimhood 
Hypocrisy

John accuses me of playing the victim while simultaneously 
claiming that he is being unfairly maligned by "woke mobs."




The Fallacy:

• Psychological Projection: John accuses others of the 

exact behavior he exhibits: manufacturing outrage to gain 
sympathy and discredit his critics.


The Facts:

• His narrative of being "falsely accused" mirrors the very 

behavior he ascribes to trans advocates. He weaponizes 
his perceived victimhood to shift focus from his fact-free 
assertions (Nyhan & Reifler, 2010).


Assessment: John's article is less a rebuttal than a public 
display of self-pity. The world's smallest violin is playing just for 
him. His martyr complex is so overwrought it should come with 
a fainting couch.

John's response is a textbook case of bad-faith argumentation: 
misrepresent data, sow fear, and accuse critics of dishonesty 
while engaging in precisely the behaviors he decries. His 
rhetorical tactics—straw men, cherry-picking, slippery slopes, 
and false dilemmas—are not hallmarks of rigorous analysis but 
symptoms of an intellectually bankrupt position.

If John wants to be taken seriously, he should start by 
engaging with the actual data and abandoning his reliance on 
rhetorical tricks and moral panic. Until then, his arguments 
deserve nothing more than derision.

Final Analysis: John’s latest response is a desperate attempt to 
salvage his crumbling position. His reliance on emotional 
manipulation and rhetorical trickery cannot withstand the 
weight of empirical reality. If his arguments had merit, he 
wouldn’t need to hide behind cherry-picked data and 
performative outrage. Watching his rhetorical antics is like 
watching a clown juggle water balloons full of mud—amusing 
for a moment, but ultimately just a messy failure.
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