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Laura Dyason is an honours student at Federation University, Victoria. Her thesis project 

is entitled, ‘Development and Management of Identity in Second Generation Former 

Members of the Exclusive Brethren’. Dr Bernard Doherty is Adjunct Lecturer in New 

Religions at St Mark’s National Theological Centre, Charles Sturt University, Canberra.

The modern Hydra: the 

Exclusive Brethren’s online 

critics

A case study of cult awareness activism and 

community formation in cyberspace

Laura Dyason and Bernard Doherty

he Internet can mobilize participation and group forma-

tion in conlicts and social movements, and can be used as 

a vehicle to enhance struggle and contending in conlict. 

Because the Internet provides fast and eicient communica-

tion and enhances information exchange among potential 

participants, it can provide an easy basis for people to 

share information and learn about a conlict, others who 

are involved and what tactics are useful in the struggle.1

One notable aspect of contemporary online discussions of religion is the 

vehement tone adopted by many participants. he general absence of 

traditional gatekeepers or editorial oversight in online forums has meant 
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that the discussion of various topics is often unmediated and unrestrained. 

Perhaps more in the case of already controversial religious groups than with 

mainstream churches, it is indisputable that a high degree of acrimony in 

discussions of religion is a marked feature of online discourse. Factors like 

the comparative novelty of the internet as a communications medium, a 

relative absence of non-textual social context cues, and the real or perceived 

anonymity of participants, have combined to make the internet an ideal 

platform for contemporary religious contestation and the implications of 

this online discourse have occasionally bled into oline social conlicts.

In this article we conduct a preliminary exploration of how the contro-

versial Christian group, the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church, usually 

referred to as the Exclusive Brethren, have become the topic of what Swiss 

scholar of religion Jean-François Mayer has dubbed ‘cyberspace propaganda 

wars’.2 We will examine how the oline practices and various ideological 

perspectives existing within the Cult Awareness Movement (CAM)3 have 

been transposed into cyberspace through a brief history and analysis of 

some of the major websites established by former members of the Brethren.

We suggest that these websites function in at least a dual capacity. On the 

one hand, these sites provide a support network, what Canadian sociologist 

Lorne Dawson has called ‘virtual community’, 4 fostering a public, interactive, 

enduring, and regulated network for former members to engage in mutual 

support. On the other hand, these sites provide a platform for a sustained 

critique of Brethren beliefs and practices, whereby former members of dif-

ferent ideological persuasions can not only vent their frustration regarding 

what they consider the negative aspects of Brethren practice, but moreover 

where they can engage in propaganda campaigns against their former core-

ligionists. We examine this second aspect utilizing the theoretical lens of 

E-Space propaganda (proposed by Canadian sociologist Douglas E Cowan) 

to outline some of the major strategies used by these sites.5

Taking a controversy online

Since at least the 1960s when a series of newspaper reports began to appear 

pertaining to the Exclusive Brethren, the group has been the subject of 

infrequent bursts of media attention, largely due to its strict adherence to 

the doctrine of separation from what members consider the evil practices 

of the wider world. Over the period from the 1950s through to the present, 

the Brethren as a group have displayed a high degree of what sociologists 
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call ‘sectarian tension’6 and have maintained tight communal boundaries 

between community members and mainstream society, placing strict limi-

tations on the degree to which members can interact socially beyond the 

Brethren community.

When these boundaries are transgressed by Brethren members this 

usually results in a member being ‘shut up’, a disciplinary process whereby 

their interactions with the wider Brethren community are severely restricted 

for an indeterminate period of time. If an errant member is considered by 

elders within their local assembly to be unrepentant, the member is then 

‘withdrawn from’, essentially a form of excommunication which severs their 

ties with the Brethren community.7 hose ‘withdrawn from’ are subsequently 

subjected to varying degrees of religious shunning by members in good 

standing, which often includes immediate family. In cases of what are con-

sidered more serious sins (for Brethren those sins outlined in passages like 

1 Corinthians 5:11–13), being withdrawn from is an inevitable outcome in 

order to maintain communal moral purity. Being withdrawn from is never 

an irreversible condition, but few individuals withdrawn from subsequently 

return to Brethren fellowship.

his process has severe outcomes, for those withdrawn from, many of 

whom sufer greatly from the challenges of adapting to the world outside the 

tight-knit Brethren fellowship with minimal or no social support; but also 

for family members who remain in fellowship, who are often faced with the 

dilemma of choosing between their religious adherence—and, more often 

than not, the only social world they have ever known—and contact with 

loved ones. While it is diicult to estimate how many families have been 

afected by this situation, it is widely held that up to 8,000 Brethren left the 

group over the period 1953–70, with a greater concentration of these being 

in the northern hemisphere, especially following the so-called ‘Aberdeen 

Controversy’ of 1970.8

Since Bruce D Hales became worldwide leader of the Brethren in 2002 

there have been promising signs of a less rigid approach to separation, with 

the leadership openly acknowledging that some past disciplinary actions 

may have lacked procedural fairness, along with some attempts to facilitate 

minimal contact between separated relatives. However, these approaches, 

referred to as ‘he Review’, have been treated with suspicion by many former 

members and in most instances renewed contact has been short lived. As 

such, separation continues to be the major source of contention surrounding 
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the group, fuelling criticism and scrutiny of other arguably less controversial 

aspects of Brethren communal life.9

Prior to 2005 the tensions surrounding the efects of the doctrine of 

separation tended to emerge sporadically as the result of media reports 

outlining the experience of former members who had been withdrawn 

from. In certain cases the published memoirs of former Brethren regaled 

experiences both within the group and after their departure, almost always 

under contested circumstances and with a signiicant degree of animosity. 

his status quo of infrequent exposure, however, changed rapidly in 2005 

when the group became the subject of newspaper headlines after a series of 

high-ranked Brethren members were linked to third-party election adver-

tising donations supporting the incumbent government of Prime Minister 

John Howard and the conservative electoral campaign of then New Zealand 

opposition leader, Don Brash. Subsequent investigative reports revealed 

individual Brethren also engaging in the funding of advertisements in the 

USA, Sweden, and Canada.

While this situation was heavily reported in the Australian and New 

Zealand media at the time, one important but largely unexplored aspect of 

this controversy has been the role played by internet websites critical of the 

Brethren. Anti-Brethren websites have fostered and maintained a network of 

predominantly ex-Brethren members in a series of inter-related campaigns 

aimed at exposing what they feel are the malevolent activities of the group. 

his ex-member network has also sought to encourage government and 

regulatory bodies to institute social control measures against the group’s 

activities (e.g. by campaigning to have the group’s charitable exemptions 

and state funding for their schools overturned). Mayer calls these kinds of 

campaigns ‘cyberspace propaganda wars’, and notes that ‘for those lonely 

former members who felt they had to confront and expose international 

movements they had left, the Internet provided them with an unprecedented 

venue for voicing their complaints and concerns’.10

he role of the internet in escalating conlict between former members 

and the Brethren cannot be underestimated. Indeed, the relatively new 

site of contestation provided by cyberspace has clearly provided a more 

efective means for countermovement mobilization against the group. As 

former Brethren member Joy Nason has written in her recently published 

autobiography:
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In 2000 I heard about a website entirely devoted to matters 

concerning the Exclusive Brethren. he irst time I visited 

this site was a pivotal moment for me. My initial reaction 

being—who could possibly care? I was wrong. A great many 

people did care. heir horrifying histories were revealed 

in stark detail on this site. hey were my soul brothers and 

sisters from another life, their stories were my stories.11

Nason’s experience of encountering and engaging with a virtual community 

of former Brethren is similar to that recounted by numerous others who 

have found support and a voice on the succession of three websites critical 

of the Brethren. Beginning in 1997 with former Brethren member Dick 

Wyman’s website, ExclusiveBrethren.net, these websites have emerged at 

diferent stages of a wider controversy that has been taking place oline, 

each generally more elaborate than the last, and each building on subsequent 

developments and trends in communication technology to facilitate—if not 

necessarily achieve—a greater reach within cyberspace and to further the 

basic countermovement tasks of ‘information assembly, management, and 

dissemination’.12

The anti-Brethren web: a brief history

he irst signiicant website dealing with the Brethren (ExclusiveBrethren.

net) was set up in 1997 by former member Dick Wyman. Wyman had left 

the group in 1963 at the height of James Taylor Junior’s tightening of the 

group’s boundaries. After a short stint in the US Air Force, Wyman moved 

into computer programming and eventually decided, after over twenty years 

working in IT, to set up his own website. He chose the theme of the website 

because he felt that there was insuicient information online regarding the 

Brethren. Wyman’s original site, discussed in some detail by Australian 

investigative journalist Michael Bachelard, was a relatively low-tech afair, 

featuring mainly textual resources and web links to other information avail-

able online. More importantly, it featured a guestbook that ‘allowed former 

members of the Brethren to make contact with one another, seek out lost 

members of their families, and to tell their stories’.13 A sizable number 

of former members like Nason chanced upon this site and, according to 

Wyman, at its peak the website had around 5,000 pages of information and 

was being updated almost daily.
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In addition to this Wyman’s site also contained documentary material 

on the Brethren’s history and links to other online resources of varying 

accuracy. As was the case with later websites, Wyman’s website also provided 

a space for comments by various participants on media and academic articles 

dealing with the Brethren. Wyman vetted most of these comments before 

posting, however, to remove any overtly ofensive material or spelling errors. 

Wyman described his own purpose in a BBC Everyman program in 2003:

he Brethren were deliberately trying to conceal their 

activities from the general public and I wanted to provide 

a counter-balance to this secretiveness that the Brethren 

insist on maintaining about themselves.14

his said, Wyman noted in the same documentary that his own perspec-

tive had become somewhat more ‘conciliatory’ over time and while some 

of the material on his website was very negative, Wyman himself remained 

an earnest and moderate critic. As the Webmaster of the more developed 

Peebs.net website, Tim Twinam, notes:

[Wyman] was a fatherly man, a very thoughtful man, 

with an academic kind of approach, who simply started a 

guestbook. And that’s what took of, he was searching for 

himself, asking ‘What am I, what’s my background?’ And 

he was creating an online story and allowing other people 

to put theirs up, too.15

While a modest enterprise, Wyman’s site provided a preliminary platform 

for giving voice to an assemblage of participants in what Canadian sociolo-

gist Susan Palmer has dubbed the ‘equalization of perspectives’ ofered by 

the internet. 16 Writing in regard to similar sites which appeared during this 

period, Palmer notes:

Since the late 1990s, the dissident voices of hitherto powerless 

minorities inside the NRMs [New Religious Movements] can 

be heard by fellow members and by outsiders. hese include 

second generation members (adults, teens or children), 

dissident members, ex-members, fringe members of the 

group, ex-wives, discarded lovers or alleged rape victims of 

the charismatic leader, and even rival, schismatic prophets.17
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Prior to Wyman’s site, the perspectives of former Brethren members were 

limited to occasional biographical pieces in newspaper reports and auto-

biographical memoirs which had limited circulation. With the arrival of 

Wyman’s site, and considerably more so with its successor, Peebs.net, former 

members became able to tell their stories en masse, and utilize this new 

communication platform to reconnect with former friends and estranged 

family members who had also left. As Bachelard perceptively summarized:

his was in the early days of community activism on the 

internet, well before social-networking sites began, but 

members of this unique and traumatised community 

eventually found Wyman’s site and began using it with 

enthusiasm. For many of them, it was the irst time they 

had found anybody else who had gone through similar 

experiences, and the irst time they felt that they were not 

mad or alone.18

Despite its popularity with former Brethren, Wyman’s site was not 

without controversy, not least when in October 2000 a disenchanted current 

member of the Brethren contacted Wyman and began providing internal 

details about the group to the website, which eventually found their way onto 

a documentary on BBC’s Everyman television program. his documentary 

told the stories of a group of former members as well as featuring interviews 

with prominent Brethren elders in Britain, an early example of the bridging 

of controversy between diferent forms of communications media which 

has expanded exponentially in recent decades. In early 2004 a defamation 

suit for copyright infringement, business interference, and other matters 

was iled by the Brethren’s publishing arm, the Bible and Gospel Trust in 

Minnesota, against both Wyman and Canadian Daniel Little, who, since 

July 2003, had been primarily responsible for the upkeep of the website’s 

guestbook. Wyman closed the site in February 2004 in response to this, 

noting that the closure had been for ‘personal reasons’.19 he lawsuit was 

eventually settled out of court with Wyman being paid $10,000 and apolo-

gizing to the Brethren for any ofence caused.

While there was a short-lived site set up by Daniel Little (http://www.

withdrawnfrom.com), the next phase of this online controversy was insti-

gated by American-based Englishman Tim Twinam, who founded Peebs.

net in 2004. Like many of the more active ex-members who have utilized 
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these websites, Twinam’s family had been withdrawn from in 1970 when 

he was aged just 15, after his father had questioned the Brethren leader at 

the time. As was the case with Nason illustrated above, Twinam noted the 

importance of Wyman’s website in fostering his interest and helping him 

to come to terms with his unconventional religious upbringing. As journal-

ist Andy Bromage observed in a report on Twinam’s later legal problems:

Twinam says he never thought much about his upbringing 

until, in 1998, he discovered a website, ExclusiveBrethren.

net, devoted to reconnecting former followers. he stories 

Twinam read there—of broken families, shattered lives and 

people driven to despair—dredged up long-buried memories.20

Just as it had been for Nason and Wyman, for Twinam this was a journey 

of self-discovery, as he told Bromage, ‘Suddenly, I discovered why I am who 

I am … I started to understand my life, why I’d been a little bit diferent’.21 

When Wyman’s site was abruptly closed down in early 2004, Twinam 

contemplated setting up his own, although he was initially hesitant about 

potential legal actions like those Wyman had encountered. However, when 

changes in law allowed for the conidential registration of web domains in 

California, Twinam decided to step into the breach that had been left by 

the closure of Wyman’s site. Over the following four or more years Twinam 

and his wife updated the website daily, connecting former members through 

both public and private forums.

A software developer by profession, Twinam was able to design a more 

sophisticated internet platform which encompassed, among other features, 

the entirety of the guestbook feature from Wyman’s site, as well as docu-

ments on the Brethren’s history, in particular focusing on the controversies 

over the events in Aberdeen in 1970 and what Twinam, and others such as 

Nason, had claimed ‘were unmistakable signs that the Exclusive Brethren 

had become a cult’.22 he site also included a virtual memorial entitled 

‘Suicide and Murder’ for a series of former members who had died either 

by suicide or, in at least one case, murder. hese cases, the virtual memorial 

claimed, featuring press reports or short biographies, were linked in some 

way with the deceased having left the Brethren. At the time of its closure, the 

site alleged that it was ‘currently researching nearly 50 deaths that deserve 

investigation’.23
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Far more interactive than Wyman’s site, particularly in its latest incarna-

tion before it was pulled down in early 2013, Peebs.net amassed an extensive 

archive, and described what it anticipated would be further development 

to create a ‘modern state-of-the-art web environment’.24 Moreover, the site 

crossed over from being a mere repository of information and medium for 

communication to developing an active oline network of 144 helpers in 

twelve countries who ofered exiting Brethren ‘a wide range of voluntary 

services including shelter, counseling, friendship, inancial help, jobs and the 

special bond that cult survivors share’.25 It is likely that it was this function, 

which Twinam ‘credited with having saved lives’26—together with the outside 

developments described above which had brought the Brethren into sharper 

public focus—which saw the website become a target of Brethren litigation.

While the tone of the site’s content was generally negative, Twinam 

claimed that he did not ‘wish the death of the Exclusive Brethren’, but rather 

the ‘ability of families to talk’.27 Regardless, in 2007 the Bible and Gospel Trust 

sued Twinam and his wife for copyright infringements relating to material 

which he boasted he had obtained from Wyman’s now defunct site, in con-

travention of the earlier legal settlement with Wyman. he case carried on 

unsuccessfully for a number of years until Peebs.net was eventually taken 

down in early 2013, amid ongoing rumours among former members as to 

the circumstances of its demise. At the time of its demise, active participant 

and retired Scottish academic, Dr Ian C McKay, described the site as ‘the 

main route through which damning evidence against the Brethren was dis-

seminated by ex-Brethren’.28 While information gathering and dissemination 

was a major feature of this site, its social function for ex-members appears 

to have been equally important. As Bachelard noted when asked about it 

by another journalist:

[Twinam’s] using a tool that is incredibly powerful … I’ve 

heard many times the story of people who come out and 

are separated from family and feel completely alone in the 

world, until they come across this website and feel com-

munity again.29

Soon after Peebs.net was taken down the latest site, Wikipeebia.com 

appeared. In the words of McKay, ‘ighting the Internet, whether by bribes, 

threats or litigation, is a bit like ighting the legendary Hydra. Every time 

you chop of one of its heads, another two sprout up in its place’.30 Loosely 

Case 4:25-cv-10864-JST     Document 36-1     Filed 04/27/26     Page 10 of 20



125

he modern Hydra: the Exclusive Brethren’s online critics

based on the Peebs.net site design, but so far lacking the volume of content, 

Wikipeebia.com appeared in early 2013 but has yet to achieve the level of 

traic attained by its predecessor. he reason for this, we suggest, has to do 

with a migration of former members to Facebook and Twitter for maintaining 

virtual community, rather than the public forum of Wikipeebia.com, which 

appears to have become largely the province of a small group of more activist 

participants. he website administrator of Wikipeebia.com has chosen not 

to publicly disclosed his/her identity, with the domain registered instead 

under the menacing name of the Amalek Group.

he emergence of Wikipeebia.com has coincided with the issues pertaining 

to a 2012–13 dispute between the Brethren and the Charity Commission for 

England and Wales. he website became a source for promoting the lobbying 

of politicians in support of the Charity Commission’s original ruling, which 

had disallowed the registration of the Brethren’s Preston Down Trust on 

the grounds that it ‘had not demonstrated that it had suicient beneicial 

impact on the wider community to meet the public beneit requirement to 

be a charity’.31 Moreover, the website, especially through links to the blogs 

of key participants, seeks to emphasize what former members consider to 

be detrimental and harmful aspects of the Brethren on their members and 

the wider community. he Charity Commission agreed in January 2014 to 

register Preston Down Trust under a series of conditions, much to the chagrin 

of Wikipeebia.com participants. Since this time the website has sought to 

promote other campaigns, such as ‘Tie a Yellow Ribbon’,32 in which former 

members tied yellow ribbons to the gates of meeting rooms mainly in Britain, 

recording the names of relatives still in the Brethren or deceased who the 

former members had lost contact with by virtue of being withdrawn from.

Wikipeebia.com also seeks to maintain a vigilant watch on Brethren 

activities, for instance, by the dissemination of negative press coverage 

via Twitter and Facebook and with a button on the welcome page inviting 

viewers to ‘Report a Breach’33 to the Charity Commission. his is an attempt 

to highlight what critics contend is the Brethren’s self-interested campaign 

to maintain its charitable status—for example, through its establishment of 

Rapid Relief Teams to assist during times of community need with catering 

services. Similarly, the website has published documents critical of the 

Brethren’s growing network of schools both in the United Kingdom and 

elsewhere, which critics see as potentially damaging to social cohesion and 

in some instances receiving undue public funding. However, even critics 
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have conceded that in many instances these schools have performed at an 

above-average level.34

While this site has devoted bloggers and a small number of regular 

participants on its forum, the level of controversy and public interest in 

the Brethren has reduced in recent years. Moreover, litigation against both 

Wyman and Twinam by the Brethren has encouraged former members to 

move toward Facebook groups (with their privacy controls, opportunities 

for more efective vetting of members, and relative immunity from litigation) 

to provide a more secure online environment for the maintenance of the 

supportive functions of virtual community established on earlier sites. While 

the establishment of virtual community has thus far proven to be a more 

tangible outcome of the online discussion about the Brethren, it is equally 

important to examine the strategies of contestation which some participants 

on these websites have employed in their campaigns against the Brethren.

Cyber propaganda wars: strategies for online contestation

While drawing on a number of perspectives to analyze the strategies for 

contestation used on anti-Brethren internet sites, in this section we will 

draw in particular on Cowan’s discussion of the use of propaganda in online 

contestation. Propaganda here is deined as:

A systematic, ideologically driven, action-oriented manipula-

tion and dissemination of information, which is (a) designed 

for a speciic target audience, and (b) intended to inluence 

the beliefs and behavior of that audience in a manner con-

sonant with the aims and objectives of the propagandist.35

his deinition does not imply any value judgment on the actors involved in 

anti-Brethren websites, but rather seeks to examine the wider communica-

tive processes that can be observed in online contestation and the strategies 

adopted by participants. Of particular interest is how these relate to those 

strategies adopted by other players in the Cult Awareness Movement (CAM). 

Augmenting his earlier work with the late Jefrey Hadden, Cowan identiied 

four interdependent principles that condition whether or not a propaganda 

campaign is likely to be successful: (1) ainity; (2) repetition; (3) consistency; 

and (4) simplicity.

Each of the anti-Brethren websites has exhibited all of these principles. 

As suggested above, ExclusiveBrethren.net easily achieved ainity, speciically 
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among its target audience of former members. Many participants had 

been subject to the strict disciplinary processes of being shut up and later 

withdrawn from, and thus stories of these processes relayed on the website, 

coupled with the increased sectarian tension of the Brethren from 1950 

onward, resonated with their personal experiences. his situation provided 

a readymade audience of former members with a direct ainity, even if, as 

the case appears to be, many had hitherto been fully integrated into main-

stream society and built lives outside with little reference to their Brethren 

past. Peebs.net and Wikipeebia.com also achieved ainity, as indicated by 

the comment of Nason that Peebs.net became ‘a place for former Exclusive 

Brethren to bare their souls, pour out their grievances and seek comfort in 

like-minded people’.36

hese themes (and others discussed below) have also achieved some 

limited ainity with a critical non-Brethren audience and anti-cult activ-

ists who have already been sensitized to the negative image of the Brethren 

which has taken shape since the 1950s. his was summarized well by Harold 

Rowdon when he referred to the group as having ‘forfeited the sympathy of 

all right-thinking people’ and described their system as being comprised of 

‘crack-pot regulations, ostracism of non-conforming relatives, broken mar-

riages and broken homes, inhumanity and even suicides’.37 It is also worth 

noting is the way in which diferent types of media have overlapped here in 

fostering this wider ainity. Newspaper coverage of the Brethren has been 

almost entirely negative and the group’s public image has on several occa-

sions been severely tarnished, especially in the 1960s and in recent years. 

Furthermore, new media technologies like Facebook and Twitter have allowed 

isolated oline media coverage items to achieve a far greater circulation 

than had hitherto been possible in a pre-social-media environment, which 

leads us to the second principle of propaganda: repetition.

In terms of repetition, Cowan notes that for propaganda to be suc-

cessful it must ‘repeat [its] message constantly’.38 One need only read the 

recurrent negative themes which emerge on these websites to see this 

aspect in play. Aside from the direct cloning of content between Wyman 

and Twinam’s earlier websites, and the frequent posting and re-posting 

of negative media material, Wikipeebia.com contains an entire section of 

ex-member testimonies which contain formulaic accounts framed by a set 

of suggested questions like, ‘Why did you leave or were thrown out?’ and 

‘What was the reason you were withdrawn from?’39 Furthermore, the site’s 
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bookshop link contains a combination of recent former member biogra-

phies, critical journalistic books, classic secular anti-cult literature, and a 

selection of nineteenth-century evangelical counter-cult polemics against 

the Plymouth Brethren.

he perspectives adopted by contributors to the ‘True Leavers Stories’ 

section are notable for their ideological divergence. On the one hand there 

is a small group of participants who have adopted a more secular humanist, 

anti-cult perspective which draws on insights from counselling psychology 

or more popular anti-cult discourse (claims of brainwashing, for example). 

On the other hand, there is group who adopt a more religiously oriented 

counter-cult perspective, framing their discussion of the Brethren in terms 

of their post-Brethren Christian identity. As Nason has noted, ‘the Peebs.

net website was weighted with postings from former EB members who still 

clung tenaciously to their Christian faith’,40 though Nason herself identiies 

as a secular humanist and utilizes the writings of popular anti-cult writers 

like Raphael Aron. he recurrent themes of secular, anti-cult discourse are 

all present here: allegations of family separation, child abuse, suicide, inan-

cial malfeasance, brainwashing, as well as more general issues like limited 

personal freedom and threats posed by the group to social cohesion.

In contrast to this, many religious counter-cult themes are repeated, 

such as criticisms of the allegedly un-Christian nature of Brethren beliefs and 

practices when compared with the more mainstream evangelical Christian 

groups who comprise the majority of Christian counter-cult writers. Most 

participants adopt what can be deined as a ‘rationalist counter-cult perspec-

tive’,41 whereby the Brethren are accused of failing to follow the teachings 

of Jesus, of perverting the Scriptures, of religious hypocrisy, and of more 

speciic ecclesiological and sacramental aberrations (e.g. their understand-

ing of separation and their adoption of infant baptism rather than believer’s 

baptism). It is also interesting to note, as Italian sociologist Massimo Introvigne 

observed in a recent conference presentation,42 that Wikipeebia.com also 

contains links to a number of anti-Brethren tracts, written by evangelicals 

during the nineteenth century and now readily available through archival 

websites, thus repeating a series of predominantly heresiological arguments 

that have circulated since the emergence of the Brethren in the late 1820s.43

It might at irst appear paradoxical to ind both secular and religious 

ideological perspectives derived from the CAM informing criticisms on 

this website. Yet this functions to increase the degree of ainity that the 
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critical messages ind among a diverse body of former members, as well 

as to maintain its consistency by virtue of the repetition of the negative 

religious counter-cult and secular anti-cult themes outlined above. Many 

accusations posted on the site are not restricted to the Brethren alone, but 

are part of the wider discursive matrix of cult-awareness polemics. hey 

thus amplify the potential ainity with target readers. As Cowan suggests, 

‘this ongoing replication allows countermovement Web sites to present a 

consistent message that is repeated over and over, a consistency that con-

tributes in no small measure to the self-limiting construction of reality that 

informs such material’.44 he repetition of a consistent message targeted at 

the speciic audience of former members, both secular and religious, helps 

to reinforce the viewpoints contained therein and by virtue of this provides 

little or no space for competing social constructions of reality. Put simply, 

Wikipeebia.com presents a varied but hegemonic anti-Brethren discourse 

which brooks little in the way of alternative perspectives. Indeed, as British 

sociologist Eileen Barker noted regarding her own extensive experience with 

more negative sectors of the CAM, ‘these anti-cultists had no intention of 

listening to anything that might require them to adjust their images—even 

if the information came from former members of the movements’.45 On 

the rare occasion a Brethren member stumbles on to one of the forums 

and attempts to frame their beliefs in a more positive light, they are almost 

invariably met with a degree of hostility and incredulity. McKay summarizes 

the attitude of the general website participant toward Brethren contribu-

tions on Peebs.net:

Brethren members often contributed iercely to the discus-

sions on these blogs, apparently trying to defend and support 

Hales Brethrenism, but seldom used anything more than 

empty assertions unsupported by evidence or argument, 

interspersed with argumentum ad hominem. Or in English, 

if you couldn’t discredit the message, they would attack the 

messenger. Or sometimes they would warn him that he was 

heading for eternal torment in Hell.46

While the few Brethren contributions read this way, the hostility certainly 

goes both ways. his brings us to the inal principle of propaganda: simplicity.

While these sites often contain some scholarly material which might 

provide more detailed analysis (although such are an exception), the 
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principle of simplicity, namely the deployment of ‘simpliied analysis of the 

problem and the proposed solution’,47 is readily apparent on Wikipeebia.

com as well as earlier sites. he general design of anti-Brethren websites 

has focused heavily on a highly simpliied negative image of Brethren life. 

he Brethren are reduced to a two-dimensional image like the caricature 

by Rowdon quoted above. Here one of the attached blogs summarizes this 

simpliied image quite well:

his is the place for those interested in the Hales exclusive 

brethren cult who actively destroy families, castrate Gays, 

avoid paying taxes, cause suicide and murder and are told 

by leader Bruce D Hales to develop an utter hatred of the 

world!48

Here the social construction of the Brethren is simpliied and clear, and aims 

at the ‘dissemination of information that “exposes” the group in question, its 

practices, and/or its leader(s)’,49 drawing on simpliied sets of what British 

sociologist Stanley Cohen has dubbed an ‘inventory of images’—that is, 

the way in which social phenomena are reduced to a set of exaggerated and 

distorted criteria.50 Furthermore, by doing so the blogger above seeks to 

‘curtail the group’s expansion in a particular social space’.51 In other words, 

the construction of reality (or inventory of images) presented on Wikipeebia.

com and earlier anti-Brethren sites mirrors those found in oline media that 

have been identiied in earlier studies of how the group has been consistently 

portrayed as a threat to wider society and is, by extension, underserving of 

charitable status or public funds for its schools.52 he simpliied image of 

the Brethren portrayed here seeks to encourage government and regulatory 

bodies to institute social control measures against the group’s activities, 

whether this be their earlier transgression into the political sphere, or more 

recently their amassing of public funding for their schools and religiously-

based charitable exemptions, while still fostering a high degree of sectarian 

tension with the wider society.

Conclusions

In this article we have argued that in the case of the Plymouth Brethren 

Christian Church ‘the Internet … has provided critics with a relatively 

low-cost tool with potentially wide impact’.53 However, while a signiicant 

amount of material —if not the majority—disseminated on websites like 

Case 4:25-cv-10864-JST     Document 36-1     Filed 04/27/26     Page 16 of 20



131

he modern Hydra: the Exclusive Brethren’s online critics

ExclusiveBrethren.net, Peebs.net and Wikipeebia.com can be clearly iden-

tiied as propaganda in sociological terms, this by no means exhausts the 

functional role played by these websites. Instead, we have suggested that 

a more important and successful function of such websites has been the 

establishment and maintenance of a virtual community of former members 

who engage in mutual support, admonishment and information sharing. 

Furthermore, we have demonstrated that while participants are by no means 

unanimous in their current beliefs, these websites provide a social platform 

for them to make sense of their shared pasts, as well as to seek ameliora-

tion for perceived past wrongs committed against them by the Brethren. 

In general, however, such sites lack wider appeal outside a small target 

audience of former members, largely as a result of their tailored discourse 

and the inwardly directed nature of the discussions. Such sites may achieve 

a strong ainity among former members, but little ainity with a wider 

internet public aside from those already sensitized to the Brethren’s negative 

public image and CAM discourses. While we have touched upon aspects 

of the Brethren’s response to these websites, such as their use of litigation 

in attempts to mute criticism or to preserve the integrity of certain internal 

documents, much more could be written regarding the development of the 

Brethren’s own online presence and their internal negotiations about how 

they utilize the internet whilst maintaining strict communal boundaries. 

We hope in the near future to expand more on this important topic.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

OAKLAND DIVISION 
 

Rapid Relief Team (RRT) Ltd., 

Plaintiff and Counterclaim-
Defendant, 

vs. 

Cheryl Bawtinheimer, 

Defendant and Counterclaim-
Plaintiff, 

vs. 

Brown Rudnick LLP, Katy-Jade Church, and 
Michael Graif, 

Counterclaim-Defendants. 

Case No. 4:25-cv-10864-JST 

 

 

 

DECLARATION OF  
CHERYL BAWTINHEIMER 

I, Cheryl Bawtinheimer, declare as follows: 

1. I am the Defendant and Counterclaim-Plaintiff in the above-captioned matter.  

2. I have first-hand personal knowledge of the matters set forth herein, and if called 

upon as a witness, would and could competently testify thereto. 

3. This declaration is submitted in support of the Reply in Support of Motion for a 

Preliminary Injunction (the “Reply”).  

4. I am a former Plymouth Brethren Christian Church (“PBCC”) member, though at 

the time it was called the Exclusive Brethren.  

5. After leaving the cult, I started the Get-a-Life Podcast (“GAL”) on YouTube, in 

collaboration with other former members. 

6. I started GAL to show solidarity with other former PBCC members, to try and 

create a community that can act as a support network for those who leave, to provide information 

about the PBCC, and to comment upon the PBCC to warn the public about this organization. 

7. GAL is devoted to revealing hypocrisy in the cult and sharing stories about 

members who have left and suffered trauma at the hands of the PBCC. 
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8. I receive many messages from people who have escaped PBCC, and use my podcast 

as a source of hope and support.  Many of these people use my podcast as a lifeline.  My podcast 

is not mere entertainment.  It is a resource for people who are hopeless, feel trapped, are 

excommunicated, and traumatized by the PBCC.   

9. A true and correct copy of a sampling of those messages is attached hereto as 

Composite Exhibit 3 to the Reply. 

10. In discussing RRT, I have posted videos on both the “Get A Life Podcast” YouTube 

channel and the “Rapid Relief Team – Exposed” channel. 

11. The “Get A Life” channel currently has 1 Copyright strike, and the “Rapid Relief 

Team – Exposed” channel has 2 Copyright strikes, because of RRT’s abusive and false DMCA 

Notices.  

12. A true and correct copy of my YouTube Copyright strikes is attached hereto as 

Exhibit 6.  

13. If I continue to get Copyright strikes, I will lose my YouTube channels and all of 

the videos on them. I will not be able to re-upload them on YouTube.  

14. This means I will lose my entire following, which I’ve spent years growing. This 

will ruin all goodwill with my viewers. 

15. Even if I put up the exact same videos again, it would not cure the harm caused by 

the strikes. Each video had backlinks from across the internet leading to them.  Each video had 

user views that matter for page ranking.  Each video had significant engagement in the comments.  

16. All of that is lost if I repost the same videos. I need the original videos with the 

same URLs restored to cure the harm of the strikes.  

17. I receive many messages from PBCC survivors, who express to me that they use 

my podcast as a lifeline.  

18. A true and correct copy of a sample of those messages is attached as Composite 

Exhibit 9 to the Reply.  

19. If I don’t get an injunction, I face a permanent loss of the audience for whom I 
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create my content. This would be an especially dire consequence for the victims of the PBCC 

whose only lifeline is the Get-a-Life Podcast.  

20. At first, YouTube reinstated my videos when I submitted counter-notices 

establishing that my use of the RRT Logo was a fair use. It was not until January 29, 2026, that 

YouTube stopped reinstating the videos in light of this lawsuit.   

21. A true and correct copy of the January 29, 2026, email from YouTube is attached 

as Exhibit 10 to the Reply. 

22. I am not a lawyer.  I did not know what to do when I was sued.  And I cannot afford 

legal representation.  It took me quite some time to find a lawyer willing to defend me on a mostly 

contingent fee basis, because while it is not very hard to find an American lawyer who will sue 

someone on a contingent fee basis, it was hard for me to find someone willing to take a defense 

case on contingency plus the meager fundraising I was able to do.   

23. I understand that it is usually a good thing to seek an injunction as fast as you can, 

but I moved as fast as I could, desperately seeking representation in a foreign nation, without much 

money to pay for that help.  I could not have possibly moved faster than I did.   

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct.  
 
Executed on _____________.  __________________________ 

Cheryl Bawtinheimer  
04 / 27 / 2026
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Fair use on YouTube
In US copyright law, fair use allows someone to use copyrighted content under certain conditions
without needing permission from the copyright owner. Common examples can include works of
commentary, criticism, research, teaching, or news reporting.

Ultimately, courts decide fair use cases according to the facts of each unique case. You’ll probably
want to get legal advice from an expert before uploading videos that use copyrighted content.

Subscribe to the YouTube Creators channel  for the latest news, updates, and tips.

Four factors of fair use
In the US, when courts decide fair use cases, a judge will consider how the four factors of fair use
apply to each unique case. The four factors of fair use are:

1. Purpose and character of the use: Nonprofit education uses are more likely to be considered fair
use than commercial uses. Adding new expression or meaning to the original material is more likely
to be considered fair use than merely copying the original.

2. Nature of the copyrighted work: Using material from primarily factual works is more likely to be
considered fair use than using purely fictional works.

3. Amount and substantiality of the portion used: Borrowing small bits of material from an original
work is more likely to be considered fair use than borrowing large portions. But, if what’s borrowed
is considered the "heart" of the work, sometimes even a small sampling may not be considered fair
use.

4. Effect of the use upon the potential market: Uses that harm the copyright holder's ability to
profit from their original work are less likely to be fair uses. Courts have sometimes made an
exception under this factor in cases involving parodies.

Am I protected by fair use if I...

YouTube Creators

Fair Use - Copyright on YouTubeFair Use - Copyright on YouTube

Watch on

Give credit to the copyright owner?

Transformativeness is usually key in the fair use analysis. Giving credit to the owner of a
copyrighted work won’t by itself turn a non-transformative copy of their material into fair use.
Phrases like “all rights go to the author” and “I do not own” don’t automatically mean you’re
making fair use of that material. They also don’t mean you have the copyright owner’s permission.

Include a disclaimer in my video?

There aren’t any magic words to automatically apply fair use when you use someone else’s
copyrighted work. Including the phrase “no infringement intended” won't automatically protect

4/27/26, 11:02 AM Fair use on YouTube - YouTube Help

https://support.google.com/youtube/answer/9783148?hl=en#zippy=%2Cgive-credit-to-the-copyright-owner%2Cinclude-a-disclaimer-in-my-video%2Csay-im-using-t… 1/3
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Frequently asked questions (FAQ)

you from a claim of copyright infringement.

Say I'm using the content for "entertainment" or "non-profit" purposes?

Courts will carefully review the purpose of your use in evaluating whether it's fair. Declaring your
upload to be “for entertainment purposes only,” for example, is unlikely to tip the scales in the fair
use balancing test. Similarly, “non-profit” uses are favored in the fair use analysis, but it’s not an
automatic defense by itself.

Add my original material to someone else's copyrighted content?

Even if you’ve added something to someone else’s content, it still may not be considered fair use.
If your creation doesn’t add new expression, meaning, or message to the original, it probably isn’t
fair use. As with all the other cases discussed here, courts will consider all four factors of the fair
use test, including the quantity of the original used.

Live outside the US?

While rules about copyright exceptions are often similar around the world, they can differ.
Different countries and regions may have different rules about when it's allowed to use
copyrighted content without the copyright owner’s permission.

For example, in the EU, the use must fit into specific categories, such as quotation, criticism,
review, caricature, parody, and pastiche. Other countries/regions have a concept called fair
dealing that may work differently.

Keep in mind that we consider local rules when we review copyright removal requests. You can view
the YouTube Copyright Transparency Report  for more info on how we process copyright removal
requests, including how often we request additional info from copyright holders who claim a video
doesn't qualify for a copyright exception.

How does Content ID work with fair use?

If you upload a video containing copyrighted content without the copyright owner’s permission,
you could end up with a Content ID claim. The claim will keep you from monetizing the video, even
if you only use a few seconds, such as short uses of popular songs.

Automated systems like Content ID can’t decide fair use  because it’s a subjective, case-by-
case decision that only courts can make. While YouTube can’t decide on fair use or mediate
copyright disputes, fair use can still exist on YouTube. If you believe that your video falls under fair
use, you can defend your position through the Content ID dispute process. This decision shouldn’t
be taken lightly. Sometimes, you may need to carry that dispute through the appeal and DMCA
counter notification process.

If both you and the claimant try to monetize a video under dispute, the video will still monetize
until the dispute is resolved. Then, we’ll pay out the accrued earnings to the appropriate party.

Options to resolve claims outside the dispute process

The easiest way to deal with Content ID claims is to avoid them in the first place. Check out the
YouTube Audio Library  for copyright-free music in your videos. If you choose to get music from
other royalty-free or licensing sites, be sure to read the terms and conditions carefully. Some of

4/27/26, 11:02 AM Fair use on YouTube - YouTube Help

https://support.google.com/youtube/answer/9783148?hl=en#zippy=%2Cgive-credit-to-the-copyright-owner%2Cinclude-a-disclaimer-in-my-video%2Csay-im-using-t… 2/3
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Recommended for you

YouTube access restrictions
for users under the age of 1…

Need more help?
Try these next steps:

these services may not give rights to use or monetize the music on YouTube, so you could still end
up with a Content ID claim.

If you get a Content ID claim for music that isn’t essential to your video, try removing it or
replacing it with copyright-free tracks from the YouTube Audio Library. You can also re-upload the
video without the copyrighted content.

What is YouTube’s fair use protection initiative?

In rare cases, we’ve asked YouTube creators to join an initiative that protects some examples of
“fair use” on YouTube from copyright removal requests. Through this initiative, YouTube
indemnifies creators whose fair use videos have been subject to removal requests for up to $1
million of legal costs in the event the removal results in a copyright infringement lawsuit.

The goal of this initiative is to make sure these creators have a chance to protect their work. It also
aims to improve the creative world by educating on both the importance and limits of fair use.
Because of the variation in the rules governing such uses by different countries/regions, as
described above, we're only able to offer this initiative to creators living in the United States who
agree to have their videos only available in the United States.

Post to the help community
Get answers from community members

4/27/26, 11:02 AM Fair use on YouTube - YouTube Help

https://support.google.com/youtube/answer/9783148?hl=en#zippy=%2Cgive-credit-to-the-copyright-owner%2Cinclude-a-disclaimer-in-my-video%2Csay-im-using-t… 3/3
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Understand copyright strikes

•
•

•
•

•
•
•

•
•

Copyright strikes are different from Community Guideline strikes and Content ID claims.

If you get a copyright strike, it means your content was removed due to a legal copyright removal
request. These requests are reviewed and, if they appear to be valid, we have to remove the content to
comply with copyright law.

Copyright strikes expire in 90 days if you complete Copyright School  and your channel has fewer
than 3 copyright strikes. You can also resolve them by getting a retraction or submitting enough valid
counter notification. Channels that get 3 copyright strikes in 90 days are subject to termination.

Subscribe to the YouTube Creators channel  for the latest news, updates, and tips.

What happens when you get a copyright strike
When your channel gets a copyright strike, we’ll email you and explain why. We'll also explain how to
resolve the copyright strike. Official notifications come from no-reply@youtube.com.

Here’s what happens to your channel:

1 copyright strike:

We remove the content from YouTube.
You can complete Copyright School  to have the strike expire in 90 days, otherwise it will remain
active on your channel.

2 copyright strikes:

Same steps as above.
If Copyright School was completed, the strike will expire in 90 days, otherwise it will remain active on
your channel.

3 copyright strikes:

Your account, along with any associated channels, is subject to termination.
If your channel is terminated, content uploaded to your channel will be inaccessible.
You can’t create new YouTube channels.

Note:
Content can be removed from the site for reasons other than copyright.
Videos can only have 1 copyright strike at a time.

YouTube Creators

Understanding Copyright StrikesUnderstanding Copyright Strikes

Watch on

4/27/26, 11:03 AM Understand copyright strikes - Computer - YouTube Help

https://support.google.com/youtube/answer/2814000#zippy=%2Cwhat-is-copyright-school%2Cdo-i-need-to-complete-copyright-school-to-clear-a-copyright-strike%2… 1/3
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•

•

•

Resolve a copyright strike
There are 3 ways to resolve a copyright strike:

Complete Copyright School and wait 90 days: Copyright strikes expire after 90 days if Copyright
School  is completed.
Get a retraction: You can get in touch with the person who submitted the copyright removal
request and ask them to retract the copyright removal request.
Submit a valid counter notification: If you think your content was removed by mistake, or qualifies
as a copyright exception, like fair use, you can submit a counter notification.

Note: If the copyright removal request was scheduled, it means you have 7 days to delete your content and
avoid the copyright strike. To see if you have this option, check the copyright strike email sent from no-
reply@youtube.com. In all other cases, deleting a video doesn’t resolve a copyright strike.

Get info about a copyright strike

1. Sign in to YouTube Studio .
2. On the Dashboard  look under Active copyright strikes for info about copyright strikes.

or

1. Sign in to YouTube Studio .
2. From the left menu, click Content .

3. Click the filter bar   Copyright.

4. In the Visibility column, find a video with “Removed” status.
5. In the Restrictions column, hover over Copyright.
6. Click See details.

a. On the overview page, you can see the impact of the copyright strike on your video and channel,
the current status and content used.

b. Click See details to see the claimant’s name and where in your video the claimant's content
appears. If the strike was issued against a specific audio track, you will see this information under
Infringing audio track.

YouTube Partner Program (YPP) courtesy period
If your channel is part of the YouTube Partner Program (YPP), you're eligible for a 7-day courtesy
period. After 3 copyright strikes, you'll have 7 additional days to take action before your channel is
terminated. During this period, your copyright strikes won’t expire and you can't upload new videos.
But, your channel will remain active and you can access it to resolve your copyright strikes. You can
either submit valid counter notifications or ask for retractions. Deleting the affected content doesn’t
resolve the strikes.

If you submit counter notifications that bring your copyright strike count under 3, and those counter
notifications are forwarded to the claimant, your channel will not be terminated, and your upload ability
will be restored. If your copyright strikes are resolved by retraction, your channel won't be terminated.

Computer  Android iPhone & iPad

If you don’t have access to your channel, you can find info about your copyright strike in the email
YouTube sent (from no-reply@youtube.com) to notify you that your content was removed.
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Recommended for you

YouTube access restrictions
for users under the age of 1…

Need more help?
Try these next steps:

Frequently asked questions (FAQ)

What is Copyright School?

Copyright School consists of 4 questions about how copyright works on YouTube.

Do I need to complete Copyright School to clear a copyright strike?

Yes, to clear active copyright strikes on your channel, you’ll need to complete Copyright School.
After completing, your strike will clear 90 days from the day it was applied to your channel. You
only have to complete Copyright School once.

Can live streams get copyright strikes?

Yes, if your active live stream is removed for copyright, your channel will get a copyright strike and
your live streaming access will be restricted for 7 days. If your channel gets another copyright
strike, the live stream restriction will last 14 days.

I got a claim on my video, does that mean I’ll get a copyright strike?

Content ID claims are different from copyright strikes. If you get a Content ID claim on your video,
it typically doesn't result in a copyright strike.

However, if you dispute a Content ID claim without a valid reason, the copyright owner has the
option to submit a copyright removal request for your content. If the copyright removal request
appears valid, your content would be removed from YouTube and your channel would get a
copyright strike.

What happens if a channel that's linked to mine gets a copyright strike?

If a channel linked to yours has 3 active copyright strikes, your channel is also subject to
termination.

Similarly, if your channel has 3 active copyright strikes, other channels linked to yours are subject
to termination.

Post to the help community
Get answers from community members

4/27/26, 11:03 AM Understand copyright strikes - Computer - YouTube Help
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Copyright Strikes 
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Exhibit 7 
10 News+ YouTube Video 

 
*To be filed conventionally  

with the Clerk’s Office.  
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June 19, 2024 | 5 minute read

Alaska Airlines Must Pay to Use Virgin Brand Even
Though It Is Not Using the Brand

A

David Knight
Counsel

recent judgment of the English Court of Appeal demonstrates the
importance of examining licence agreements in corporate transactions.

This case was between the Virgin Group and Alaska Airlines. The history goes back
to 2018 when the airline Virgin America merged with Alaska Airlines, on which date
Virgin America ceased to exist and all rights and obligations were assumed by
Alaska Airlines. Thus Alaska became a party to a licence agreement by which the
internationally well-known Virgin Group had licensed to Virgin America the rights to
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use the Virgin brand. The licence included obligations to make royalty payments
including minimum royalty payments of about USD 8 million per annum, increasing
over the 25 year life of the licence agreement.

As those familiar with U.S. domestic airlines will know, Virgin America subsequently
was de-branded, taking instead the Alaska Airlines brand. Within just under one
year, Alaska Airlines had ceased any use of the Virgin brand and had ceased
making any royalty payments including the minimum royalty payments. Virgin
sued.

Key clauses in the licence agreement were:

Cause 3.6 “Subject to Clause 3.7, [Alaska] undertakes that, for as long as it
provides the Licensed Activities it shall continue to do so using the
Names [i.e. the Virgin brand] and shall use all reasonable efforts to promote
its conduct of the Licensed Activities under the Names.”

Clause 3.7 “Notwithstanding any other provision of this Licence nothing in
this Licence shall prohibit [Alaska] at any time during the Term from electing
to perform the Licensed Activities or any other activities, including, but not
limited to, operating flights, code sharing arrangements with any other
airlines or entities, or operating flights between any points regardless of
where such flights originate or terminate, without the payment of royalties,
so long as [Alaska] does not use the Names or Marks while undertaking such
activities.” 

Clause 8.1 “In consideration of the Airline Rights granted pursuant to Clause
3, [Alaska] agrees to pay [Virgin]: (a) with effect from the Effective Date and
until December 31, 2015, a quarterly royalty which shall be 0.5% of Gross
Sales in respect of each Quarter or part of a Quarter; (b) with effect from
January 1, 2016 and until the Trigger Date, a quarterly royalty which shall be
0.7% of Gross Sales in respect of each Quarter or part of a Quarter; and (c)
with effect from the Trigger Date and for the remainder of the Term, a
quarterly royalty which shall be 0.5% of Gross Sales in respect of each
Quarter or part of a Quarter In each case, subject to the requirement
that [Alaska] will in each financial year during the Term pay at least the
annual Minimum Royalty in accordance with Clause 8.6.” 

Clause 8.6 “For the avoidance of doubt, [Alaska’s] obligation in respect of
payment of royalties due to [Virgin] in each financial year of [Alaska] is to pay
the greater of (a) a royalty based on a percentage of [Alaska’s] Gross Sales in
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the relevant period, at the rates set out in Clauses 8.1 and 8.3 above, and (b)
the Minimum Royalty payment applicable for that period…”

Alaska argued that clause 3.7 expressly provides that it can at any time operate
without using the Virgin brand and can do so without paying royalties. In such
circumstances, where it is not obliged to pay royalties, it would be a bizarre
interpretation (Alaska asserted) for it nevertheless to have to pay minimum
royalties. The difficulty for Alaska with such a line is that it rather overlooks clause
3.6 and the obligations there set out to use the Virgin brand, to which Alaska’s
response was that clause 3.6 was trumped by the opening words of clause 3.7.

Evidence demonstrated that clause 3.7 was included in response to a U.S.
Department of Transport requirement that Virgin America should be entitled to
operate free of the control of the Virgin group (based outside of the U.S.), including
being able to operate without using the Virgin brand on a royalty-free basis. That
requirement would be undermined, Alaska contended, if, in operating without
using the Virgin brand, it had to pay the equivalent of 80% of the royalties (as of
2013), which would have been payable if it had used the brand.

The Court of Appeal disagreed, finding that “the language of the Licence, the
factual matrix and commercial considerations all point firmly to Virgin being
entitled to at least the Minimum Royalty in exchange for the rights Alaska holds for
the remainder of the term of the Licence.”

A key point here is that Alaska had no right to terminate the licence, but in any
event, a minimum royalty payment is not commercial nonsense when considered
as a payment to keep open the possibility of using (and in the Court’s words
“sterilise”) the Virgin brand at any time during the remainder of the 25 year
licence. Furthermore, “it is plainly of value to Alaska that the well-known Virgin
Brand should not be used by one of its competitors in the US airline marketplace.”

Further, the court held that even if there were commercial oddities on a literal
interpretation, such commercial oddities carried less weight in contractual
interpretation where “the Licence …  is a professionally drawn contract between
commercial parties. That is all the more so in circumstances where the parties
knew and intended (i) that its terms would be reviewed and had to satisfy a
regulator and (ii) a third party might well acquire or merge with Virgin America and
assume its rights and obligations under the Licence.”

What could a party in Alaska Airlines’ position have done differently to avoid this
ongoing obligation to pay minimum royalties?
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At the time of the merger, carefully check all licence and other on-going
agreements and ensure that they are fully aware of the consequences of
taking on those agreements, particularly if they are going to materially change
the operational arrangements of the target company.
Consider whether prior to completion there are options to terminate the
licence if access to the licensed rights is no longer required. If not, consider
whether the licensor will agree how the agreement should be interpreted if
there is a lack of clarity, or if there is the possibility to buy-out the licensor’s
rights. It is not always possible for the potential acquirer to have such
discussions, particularly if the deal is subject to confidentiality terms, but it
might be possible for a target company to do so.
Obtain indemnities from the vendor. This may not be an option in a straight
merger situation.

What happened behind the scenes when the Virgin America and Alaska Airlines
merger was being negotiated does not form part of the judgment. It may be that at
that time Alaska Airlines took, or attempted to take, all these actions, but in the end
given the commercial upsides outweighed went ahead fully aware of the risk of
having to pay these ongoing minimum royalty payments. Sometimes it is necessary
just to take a punt, but what should not be necessary is to take a punt in ignorance
of the risks through a failure to fully think through the impact of ongoing
contractual obligations.

 

Sign up to receive our latest BRiefings delivered directly to your inbox.
Subscribe
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DECLARATION OF BRADEN SIMMONS 

I, Braden Simmons, a resident of Auckland, New Zealand, declare as follows: 

1. I was excommunicated from the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church (PBCC) in 

2019 after raising objections about its leadership. 

2. I have been a supporter of the Get A Life (GAL) podcast since its first episode in 

2022. The podcast has provided a platform for former members of the PBCC to 

share their experiences, many of which relate to coercion, social isolation, and 

loss of identity following departure from the church. 

3. Listening to the podcast has contributed to my understanding of my own 

experiences and those of others in similar circumstances. More significantly, it 

has contributed to establishing a community of former members, allowing myself 

and others to understand and express our stories with confidence and support. 

4. I have personally participated in the podcast, appearing on Episode 11 in 

December 2022 to share my experience. 

5. At that time, a business affiliated with the PBCC leadership was litigating me in 

New Zealand over allegedly accessing confidential church information. On 20 

December 2022, shortly after Episode 11 was published, the PBCC-affiliated 

parties offered to settle the proceedings. I did not accept that offer, but it helps to 

illustrate the important role of the Get A Life platform. 

6. Among the most significant episodes to date, in my view, is Episode 94, in which 

my father, Stephen Simmons, described how he and other trustees were coerced 

into providing lucrative contracts to businesses connected to PBCC leadership. 

7. I consider that the podcast serves an important role in enabling former members 

to process their experiences, understand the impact of their time in the PBCC, 

and reintegrate into wider society. 
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8. I am concerned that removing the Get A Life podcasts, or constraining their 

freedom to publish in the name of copyright, would be both unjust in the narrow 

sense, and detrimental to the wider cause of educating society about high-control 

groups and the harms they inflict. 

9. It is illustrative that the television series Unchosen, which is based on the PBCC 

and parallels the lived experiences of many guests on the Get a Life podcast, is 

currently a top-rated show on the video streaming platform Netflix. 

I swear this under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States. 

Dated_________________ 

Signed_________________ 

Braden Simmons 

Auckland, New Zealand 

27 April 2026
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26th April 2026  
 
I, Andrea Lee MacKinnon, want to make a statement about how the Youtube Get A Life 
Podcast videos have personally saved my life. 
I was your typical PBCC wife, married with children, stay at home mom and not allowed to 
work. My situation was even more unique in the fact that I had relocated to Germany from 
Canada upon marrying as you do in the brethren – you must move to where the husband 
lives.  
About 12 years into my marriage, after trying everything that was available to me in the 
PBCC help-wise, it was clear that my mental health issues, depression, isolation, and 
suicidal thoughts weren’t caused by my marriage or living in another country with another 
language. But I couldn’t figure out what it was! 
Searching on the internet one day I came across the Youtube Get A Life Podcast page, and 
it was like discovering a gold mine of information – true stories and accounts from people who 
had left the PBCC with varying experiences. It became very clear to me upon watching these 
videos that it was my circumstances and being part of the PBCC that was causing my deep 
unhappiness and despair.  
Watching the podcasts, being hooked on every episode that came out, seeing the courage 
that others had to break free of the PBCC and hearing their similar emotions as to how I felt 
trapped, and the exposure of what really goes on inside the PBCC was mind-blowing. It 
confirmed that many many things that I had seen, heard and personally experienced were 
not normal in every day life and were signs of a dangerous high control religious group. It 
also confirmed to me that I wasn’t crazy, I wasn’t mentally ill, I wasn’t unhappy with myself, 
my marriage or my children – it was my environment. It was stifling me, slowly killing me, and 
it would eventually kill me if I didn’t get out. It opened my eyes to the fact there was another 
way to live, and a safe way to make it happen.  
 
The MAIN REASON that I am where I am today, still alive, not depressed, not in a mental 
clinic, free, happily still married with my husband, with our two children and a fulfilling life, is 
because of the Get A Life Podcast videos.  
I didn’t have to end my life to end my suffering, I was able to gain freedom!  
They are an absolute indispensable wealth of stories and accounts of people who previously 
had no safe space to share their stories. Each single one of the podcasts helped me towards 
leaving and still help me today. 
The podcasts saved my life. I’ve said it many times to Cheryl Hope and anyone who asks my 
story, and I will keep saying it.  
 
I also have done two podcasts on Get A Life sharing my story, with the sole goal of helping 
others who may also feel trapped in a similar way to the way I felt. This has resulted in 
countless people reaching out to me, telling me their stories and how my podcasts have 
helped them. Some have already left, some are in the process of leaving, and some just 
beginning to question leaving. They are of all gender and age, which proves each podcast 
resonates with every single person still in the PBCC and feeling trapped.  
 
If the podcasts were to get taken down, the most accurate and valuable source of help to 
those still in the PBCC would be lost and would inevitably result in many people desperate to 
leave without all that information and accounts, which are crucial to them leaving.  
 
I swear this under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States. 
 
Andrea Lee MacKinnon 
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Getalife YouTube

From

To  info.getalife@proton.me

Date Monday, April 27th, 2026 at 1:51 AM

To whom it may concern,

My name is Ben Woodbury, and I am writing to share the impact that the Getalife
YouTube channel has had on my life after leaving a high-control religious environment.

As a gay man, leaving was not simply about stepping away from a belief system. It meant
trying to rebuild an identity that had been suppressed and shaped by fear for most of my
life. When I first left, I struggled deeply with self-worth, shame, and a lack of
understanding of who I was outside of that environment. I felt isolated, disconnected, and
unequipped to function socially in a way that felt authentic.

For years after leaving, I carried confusion about what I had experienced, particularly in
relation to my sexuality. There was very little language or support available to help me
process it, which made integrating into broader society and forming genuine relationships
incredibly difficult.

I only discovered the Getalife YouTube channel a few years after leaving, and I can say
without hesitation that the Getalife YouTube channel has had a profoundly positive and
meaningful impact on my life. Being able to see and hear others share experiences similar
to my own created a level of understanding and validation that I had not found anywhere
else.

Through their content, I was able to better understand the environment I came from,
including the control, expectations, and long-term emotional effects it had on me. Hearing
others speak openly about these experiences helped reduce the shame and confusion I had
carried for years, and made me realise I was not alone.

As a gay man, this has been especially important. The suppression of my identity had
lasting effects on my confidence and sense of self. The Getalife YouTube channel helped
me begin to unpack that in a way that felt safe and grounded in shared experience. They
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gave me language for things I had never been able to articulate and helped me rebuild a
sense of identity that felt like my own.

Socially, the impact has been significant. The content has helped bridge the gap between
isolation and connection. It has allowed me to engage more confidently with others, feel
less alone, and better understand how to exist outside of that environment in a healthy and
authentic way.

I can only imagine how different my early years after leaving may have been if I had come
across this content sooner. Even discovering it later, it has still had a deeply positive and
lasting impact on my life in so many ways.

The Getalife YouTube channel is not just content, it is a critical platform for connection,
education, and recovery for people like myself. Losing access to it would remove an
important and often rare source of support for those navigating similar experiences.

I swear this under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States

Regards

Ben Woodbury 
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Declaration of Dan Waskey

From Daniel Waskey

To info.getalife@proton.me

Date Sunday, April 26th, 2026 at 5:45 PM

I, Daniel Waskey, being over the age of 18 and competent to testify to the matters stated below, declare as follows:

I was born and raised inside the highly controlled religious group called the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church.
Every relationship I had — family, friends, mentors, the people I worshipped with and worked alongside — existed
inside that fellowship. I left on March 7, 2024.

Long before I found the courage to leave, the Get A Life podcast was a lifeline for me to the world outside.

I grew courage to change through the podcast's stories of people who have left the Plymouth Brethren Christian
Church — how they were shunned by their own families, siblings, spouses, and lifelong friends; how they rebuilt their
lives in different parts of the country and the world; how they navigated work, relationships, faith, and ordinary daily
life after walking away from the only community they had ever known.

While I was still inside the fellowship, going through the motions of a life that no longer fit me, I watched and listened
to those episodes in private - knowing that if I was caught, I would be in trouble from the elders immediately.

I want to be clear about how I used the Get A Life podcast before I left, because I believe this goes directly to the
heart of why this content matters. I was not consuming it for entertainment. I was using it to mentally prepare myself
for what I knew was coming. I knew that if I left, my family would shun me. I knew lifelong friendships would end
overnight. I knew I would walk out into a society I had been taught my entire life to fear. The podcast let me hear, in
their own words, from people who had already walked that road. It let me see how they had survived, what they had
lost, what they had rebuilt, and what the early months and years on the outside actually looked like. Episode by
episode, I built a mental map of a future I could not otherwise picture.

Without that, I do not believe I would have found the strength to leave the cult. I would have stayed in a life that was
killing me spiritually because the unknown on the other side would have been too terrifying to face alone.

Those podcasts also gave me an understanding for things I had never been allowed to know before. They gave me a
comprehension of spiritual abuse, coercive control, and shunning, and a framework for understanding what had been
done to me and to the people I loved.

It educated me, in plain and human terms, that what I was experiencing was real and that other people had survived
it. For the first time in my life, I understood that I was not crazy and I was not the problem.

When I finally fled in March, 2024, the consequences were exactly what the Get A Life podcast had prepared me to
expect.

My family cut me off. Lifelong friends — people I had grown up with, worshipped with, and shared every meaningful
moment of my life with — disappeared overnight. The shunning was total. There were no goodbyes, no closure, no
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acknowledgment that I had ever existed inside that community. Because of the podcast, I recognized what was
happening to me. I had heard it described before.

The Get A Life podcast has continued to be a lifeline in every season since I left. In the early days it helped me grieve
the losses without feeling alone.

As time went on it gave me models of people further down the road — people who had rebuilt families, careers,
friendships, and a relationship with God outside the fellowship. Hearing leavers from around the world describe how
they integrated into ordinary society — how they made friends outside the assembly, how they navigated workplaces
and dating and civic life, how they raised children in a world they had been raised to fear — has done work that no
single therapist, pastor, or friend could have done on their own.

It rebuilt a sense of self-worth and identity that the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church had spent more than thirty
years systematically dismantling.

The Get A Life podcast is not entertainment. It is not opinion content.

For people leaving the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church, it is survival material. It is a meaningful part of the reason
I had the strength to leave, the reason I survived the shunning that followed, and the reason I am able today to live as
a healthy, contributing member of the broader society I was raised to fear.

I swear this under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States.

Daniel Waskey
Date: 4-26-2026

Dan Waskey
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April 26, 2026 

The YouTube Channel Get A Life Podcast video episodes have helped me heal from the isolation 
created by leaving the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church. I only knew two outside people 
personally when I left the church. Leaving the church created a social void in my life, one that 
caused great mental anguish. Finding these videos helped me realize I wasn’t alone. Other 
people were out there who had done the same thing as me and made it. Listening to a podcast 
is one thing but being able to see people as they tell their stories makes it so much more real 
and has been a great help to me. The videos were also helpful in coming to accept who I am and 
who I love. In the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church being attracted to the same sex is viewed 
as a grave sin. Seeing podcast episodes with other people from the 2SLGBTQ+ community 
helped me love and accept myself.  

I swear this under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States. 

Joelle Green  

Joelle Green 

Case 4:25-cv-10864-JST     Document 36-9     Filed 04/27/26     Page 9 of 22



Since I left the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church, I have watched many videos from the Get a 
Life Youtube Channel. They greatly helped me process some of the traumas I endured during 
my time in the church. The experiences we shared as members of the same church are 
impossible to fully explain to someone who has never been through it, and that is extremely 
isolating. Watching people describe how they surpassed challenges similar to my own, and 
seeing how they are thriving and leading fulfilling lives gave me hope when I needed it most. 
Losing this resource would be a blow to many people who are alone out there needing the hope 
that this Youtube channel gave me. 

I swear this under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States. 

Melinda Zyanne McHaffie 

Zy McHaffie 
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                                                                                            Olive Leaf Network - Australia  

 
 

 

April 27, 2026 

To Whom it may concern, 

As a psychologist and Director of the Olive Leaf Network, I have witnessed firsthand and researched 
the profound psychological isolation experienced by survivors of closed, authoritarian environments. 
My community needs-assessment, which was presented at the International Cultic Studies Association 
(2024) and involved 76 second- and multi-generational survivors of cultic groups, highlights a 
demographic that is often invisible rather than just marginalized. For many, the transition into society 
is marred by intense shame, identity fragmentation, and the belief that they are "the only ones." This is 
supported by our findings: 96.1% of born-in survivors reported an adverse impact on their sense of 
self, and 88.2% reported suffering from significant shame. 

The Get a Life podcast, hosted by Cheryl Bawtinheimer, serves as a vital clinical resource. By 
providing a platform for shared narratives, the podcast facilitates normalization—a critical stage in 
trauma recovery. This normalization is essential, given that 67.61% of survivors who participated in 
the study (from a range of cultic groups, excluding the PBCC) had an Adverse Childhood Experience 
(ACE) score of 6 or higher, indicating extreme developmental trauma. 

The podcast offers survivors "no-cost psychoeducation" (which is not a replacement for 
psychotherapy) by featuring experts who provide insights that are often inaccessible elsewhere. 
Access to such resources is paramount because: 

• 63.2% of born-in survivors report struggling with mental illness, compared to roughly 22–23% 
in the general population. 

• 38.2% have experienced suicidal ideation, which is significantly higher than the general 
population rates in Australia (16.7%). 

• Financial constraints remain the most reported barrier to accessing traditional professional 
treatment. 

To silence a survivor's voice under the guise of organizational interests sets a dangerous precedent—
one that prioritizes institutional reputation over the fundamental healing and human rights of the 
individual. Our research shows that social support and connecting with other survivors are among the 
most beneficial aspects of a healing journey. As a clinician, I believe that we must protect these spaces 
of integration, connection, and truth-telling. 

I swear this under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States. 

Maria Esguerra 

 

Psychologist – Behaviour Support Practitioner (Advanced) 
Member of the Behaviour Support Practitioners Australia (BSPA) 
Member of the Australian Association of Psychologist Inc. (AAPi) 
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Re: YouTube, Get A Life Podcast

From Martin Farncombe 

To

Date Monday, April 27th, 2026 at 4:29 AM

Dear Cheryl,

 

I would like to begin by thanking you and the team for the work you’ve done over the years with the YouTube Get A
Life podcasts.

 

I left the PBCC, who’s umbrella covers the Rapid Relief Team (RRT), a few years ago. I saw an opportunity to leave I
took it. but I was unprepared for what life would be like afterward—and for how I would be treated.

From that day on, I lost contact with my sister, who had been my best friend. My parents would not allow me to visit,
telling me, “Sorry, son, but you know the position.” I loved them dearly. In the years that followed, I also lost my wife,
my home, my job, and—tragically—my only son at the age of two.

 

Starting a new life outside the group, among people I had been taught to distrust, was incredibly difficult. For many
years I struggled alone, trying to rebuild while dealing with depression and a deep sense of worthlessness—feelings I
still contend with today.

 

Then one day I stumbled across a YouTube podcast called Get A Life. It opened a completely new world to me, I
didn’t feel so alone. I heard stories from others who had left and faced similar experiences—sometimes even more
difficult than my own.

 

These podcasts have helped me more than anything else, both mentally and emotionally. They’ve given me insight,
perspective, and practical ways to cope. They continue to be a vital source of support.

 

Even now, several years after leaving the PBCC, when I begin to struggle, I turn to YouTube Get A Life to help steady
myself. I always look forward to new episodes.

 

I swear this under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States.

 

4/27/26, 8:09 AM (2984) Inbox |  Proton Mail

https://mail.proton.me/u/50/inbox/CNC3s52UehWEdZuj8-7-H_G6Js_pQ9z8WuAYvmi-jE4PQFqVCnLBjTJDmeP1zQqeJP4D6YtwhIPznOf_dsjsQQ== 1/2
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Martin Farncombe

 

4/27/26, 8:09 AM (2984) Inbox | Proton Mail

https://mail.proton.me/u/50/inbox/CNC3s52UehWEdZuj8-7-H_G6Js_pQ9z8WuAYvmi-jE4PQFqVCnLBjTJDmeP1zQqeJP4D6YtwhIPznOf_dsjsQQ== 2/2
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Ross Turner 

Taking part in the YouTube Get a Life podcast, co-founded by Cheryl Bawtinheimer, has had a 
meaningful impact on me. Being given the space to share my story openly allowed me to 
release things I had been carrying for a long time, and in doing so, it helped ease some of the 
trauma I’ve experienced. Speaking about it out loud brought a sense of clarity and relief that I 
hadn’t fully felt before. 
 
Equally important has been listening to other people’s stories. Hearing their experiences and 
recognising similarities with my own made me feel less alone and more understood. It created a 
sense of connection and reassurance, reminding me that others have faced similar challenges 
and found ways to move forward. Overall, the podcast has been a powerful part of my healing 
process, both in sharing and in listening. 
 
I swear this under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States. 
 
Ross Turner 
 
26th April 2026 
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26th April 2026 

 

I am writing to provide a statement in support of the YouTube Get A Life podcast and its 
importance to me personally. 

 

The YouTube Get A Life podcast has played a significant role in my healing and personal 
development after leaving the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church (PBCC). Listening to 
and participating in the podcast gave me a sense of hope that meaningful change could 
occur in addressing the harm and erosion of human rights within the group. 

 

For a long time, I lived under a culture of silence and control. Speaking out through the 
YouTube Get A Life podcast allowed me to begin shedding those constraints. It gave me 
the courage to process my experiences openly, which has been an essential part of my 
healing journey and in rebuilding my sense of self-worth and identity. 

 

The podcast has also connected me with a broader network of people who have had 
similar experiences. This sense of community and understanding has been invaluable. 
It has helped me integrate more confidently into life outside the PBCC, knowing I am not 
alone and that others understand what I have been through. 

 

Without the YouTube Get A Life podcast, I do not believe I would have had access to the 
same level of support, validation, and encouragement to move forward in a healthy and 
constructive way. 

 

I swear this under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States. 

 

Kind regards, 

 

Cassie Davies 
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DECLARATION OF STEPHEN SIMMONS 
IN SUPPORT OF THE PUBLIC INTEREST AND VALUE OF THE “GET A LIFE” PODCAST 

I, Stephen Simmons, declare as follows: 

1. I am a resident of Auckland, New Zealand. I am over the age of eighteen and competent to 
make this declaration. The matters stated herein are based on my personal knowledge and 
experience. 

2. I was shunned by the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church (PBCC) in February 2020, shortly 
before my sixtieth birthday. In 2022, I was formally excommunicated from the PBCC. 

3. As a direct consequence of my exclusion, my wife divorced me. Four of my six children have 
refused all communication with me, as have nearly all of my grandchildren. I was also 
prohibited from attending the burial services of my elderly father and mother. 

4. The stated reason for my expulsion was that I raised serious concerns regarding fraudulent 
practices and the cruel mistreatment of church members by PBCC leadership. In my 
experience, questioning or exposing leadership conduct is not tolerated within the PBCC. 

5. Since my expulsion, I have appeared as a guest on the Get a Life podcast on YouTube on five or 
six occasions. My purpose in doing so has been to truthfully describe my experiences and to 
expose hypocrisy, deceit, financial misconduct, and psychological—and in some cases 
sexual—abuse that, in my observation, occurs within the upper hierarchy of the PBCC. 

6. The Get a Life podcasts perform a vital public service. Like many high-control religious 
groups, the PBCC conditions its members to believe that their organization alone represents 
truth and that its leader is beyond question. In such circumstances, external scrutiny and 
public exposure are essential both for accountability and for the protection of current and 
former members. 

7. Despite official prohibitions and the threat of severe discipline, many PBCC members view 
the Get a Life podcasts through YouTube and other media. I am aware, through direct 
communications, that these programs have prompted members to re-examine leadership 
claims and practices and, in some cases, to recognize misconduct that had previously been 
concealed from them. 

8. The impact of the Get a Life podcasts on the PBCC has been significant and disproportionate 
to their size. Both ordinary members and senior leadership are aware of the programs. In 
response, the PBCC has made various superficial changes aimed at improving its public 
image, which I understand to be a direct reaction to issues raised on the podcast. 

9. The podcasts have also drawn the attention of external authorities, including charity 
regulators, taxation departments, and education authorities. Based on information publicly 
disclosed, it is likely that investigations by the Australian Taxation Office into multiple 
PBCC-related business entities were prompted, at least in part, by matters revealed through 
the Get a Life podcasts. These investigations reportedly resulted in the closure of at least two 
PBCC-controlled accountancy businesses and the repayment of millions of dollars to the 
Australian government. 
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10. In my opinion, grounded in my personal experience and direct observations, the work carried 
out by Cheryl Bawtinheimer and Richard Marsh through the Get a Life podcast is not only 
valuable but essential. Their reporting and commentary give a voice to individuals who have 
been silenced, deter serious misconduct, and serve a clear public-interest function. 

11. For these reasons, I believe that the Get a Life podcast deserves strong legal protection as a 
legitimate exercise of free expression and as a safeguard against abuse, corruption, and 
coercive practices within powerful organizations. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing is 
true and correct. 

 

Executed on: 27 April 2026 
Location: Auckland, New Zealand 

______________________________ 
Stephen Simmons 
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27 April 2026  
 
I am Peter Hart from New Zealand. I became aware of the YouTube Get a Life podcast 
and asked to tell my story as a recent leaver from the Exclusive Brethren/PBCC. There 
were several reasons for this: Firstly, I wanted my true story to be told, as leavers are 
often falsely accused and maligned to those still inside, especially my immediate 
family. Secondly, it was a message to insiders about the wrongness of the leader and 
the system.  
 
These aspects were very important for me; it helped me to feel that the PBCC no longer 
had me trapped, and that my sacrifices of losing almost everything were not in vain. It 
helped me to regain some self-esteem and identify who I was and who I could be going 
forward. The Get a Life Team were an important role in my recovery to normality and to 
society, and I have gone back and watched the video on YouTube a few times to remind 
me of how far I have come.  
 
I swear this under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America.  
 

 
 
Peter Hart 
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I, Jacqueline Ruth Hart declare as follows: 

1. Background and Involvement 

I became involved with the YouTube channel and podcast series commonly known as 
the “Get-A-Life” podcasts for the purpose of providing a public platform for individuals 
who have left or survived involvement in the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church 
(PBCC) to share their lived experiences in their own words. 

2. Purpose of the Platform 

My involvement was motivated by a belief that it is important for the experiences of 
former members and survivors of the PBCC to be documented and made accessible in 
a single, organised forum. The You Tube Get-A-Life podcasts serve as a consolidated 
repository of personal testimony, allowing these individual accounts to be preserved 
and referenced collectively. 

3. Public Education and Understanding 

The documentation of these stories provides an important resource for individuals, 
families, researchers, legal professionals, and members of the public who wish to 
better understand what can occur when a person leaves the PBCC. These recorded 
accounts help illustrate the emotional, social, psychological, and practical impacts that 
former members report experiencing as a result of their involvement with, and 
departure from, the PBCC. 

4. Supportive and Safe Environment 

Participants who have chosen to tell their stories through the You Tube Get-A-Life 
podcasts that I have hosted, have told me that the opportunity to speak openly in this 
setting has been cathartic and beneficial to them. They have expressed that the 
podcasts feel like a safe and respectful space for individuals to recount their 
experiences without coercion or manipulation. After speaking publicly of their journey 
of leaving the brethren, the feedback I have received is that they feel liberated as they 
now know the public will be more aware of the harm totalitarian groups can do. 

5. Preservation of Truthful Accounts 

I believe it is important for the truth of individuals’ personal stories to be documented 
accurately and preserved. The You Tube Get-A-Life podcasts provide a single, 
identifiable platform where these narratives can be recorded and made available, 
ensuring that such accounts are not fragmented, lost, or misrepresented. 

6. No Malicious Intent 

My involvement with the You Tube Get-A-Life podcasts is not undertaken with malice, 
harassment, or intent to defame. Rather, it is grounded in the principles of free 
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expression, public awareness, historical documentation, and support for individuals 
sharing their own lived experiences. 

7. Personal Knowledge 

The statements made herein are based upon my personal knowledge, involvement, and 
understanding of the purpose and function of the You Tube Get-A-Life podcasts and the 
feedback received from participants. 

 

Declaration Under Penalty of Perjury 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that 
the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on this 27th day of April 2026 

 

Jacqueline Ruth Hart 
Declarant 
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Christchurch, 27 April 2026 
 
 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
 
 
As an international investigative cult journalist, author of the HarperCollins bestseller 
Cult Trip and organiser of the Decult conference in New Zealand, I regard the “Get a 
Life” podcast channel on YouTube as an invaluable resource to understand and gain 
insight into the Exclusive Brethren/PBCC.  
 
Our first cult awareness conference had former Brethren member and 
Excommunicated author Craig Hoyle in a session with former Brethren member Lindy 
Jacomb from the Olive Leaf Network. As the convenor of this inaugural event in New 
Zealand, the “Get A Life” YouTube podcast helped me in preparation for our event to 
understand why the voices of ex-members of the Plymouth Brethren Christian Church 
matter so much in the field of recovery from high-control religious groups.  
 
Especially for journalists, educators and victim advocates like me, this survivor-
focussed independent platform is critical for informing our research as professionals, 
as well as the wider public. I highly recommend “Get A Life” to anyone studying, 
featuring or researching the Exclusive Brethren/PBCC. It’s a vital resource.  
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

Anke Richter 
Anke Richter  
DECULT founder/director 
www.ankerichter.net  
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Exhibit 10 
Email from YouTube 

January 29, 2026 
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Re: [J7HK4OZ6EODUAR3O2EXJP6UXDM] New copyright counter notification

From YouTube Copyright <youtube-disputes+1qmia085rgn5g0h@google.com>

To info.getalife@proton.me

Date Thursday, January 29th, 2026 at 10:30 PM

Dear Get A Life Podcast,

Thank you for your counter notification. Unfortunately, it's unclear to us whether you
have a valid reason for filing a counter notification, so we won't be able to honour your
request.

Counter notifications are only used when content has been removed as a result of
mistake or misidentification. This includes a belief that your content is covered by
copyright limitations or exceptions, such as fair use, fair dealing or uses for the purposes
of quotation, criticism, review, caricature, parody or pastiche. Bear in mind that using this
process may result in the claimant commencing legal action against you for copyright
infringement, so you may wish to evaluate your legal position before filing a counter
notification.

What you can do now

Ask the copyright holder for a retraction or simply wait for your strike to expire.
If you are sure that your video has been misidentified as infringing and are willing
to possibly defend the action brought against you by the copyright holder, you
can resubmit your counter notification. Make sure that you explain in detail how
you have all the necessary rights to the video's content.

If you don't know or want more information about copyright, visit our Help Centre. You
may also wish to seek legal advice to determine if your video infringes someone else's
copyright.

- The YouTube Team

Counter notification as follows:

Videos included in counter notification:

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yUeq9k97hno

Display name of uploader: Get A Life Podcast

I am submitting this counter notification in response to a copyright takedown request
submitted by Rapid Relief Team (RRT) Limited. The takedown notice does not clearly

2/12/26, 8:36 PM (292) All mail | info.getalife@proton.me | Proton Mail
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identify the specific copyrighted work allegedly infringed, nor does it specify which
portion of the video is claimed to be infringing, beyond naming the claimant. As a result,
I believe the removal was based on mistake or misidentification. The removed video(s)
consist of commentary, criticism, reporting, and analysis of a matter of public interest.
Any copyrighted material referenced, including logos or images, was used in a limited,
non-substitutive, and transformative manner for the purpose of criticism, commentary,
and reporting, consistent with fair use principles. I have a good-faith belief that the
material was removed as a result of mistake or misidentification of the material alleged to
be infringing. I declare under penalty of perjury that the information in this counter
notification is accurate. I consent to the jurisdiction of the Federal District Court for the
judicial district in which my address is located, or if outside the United States, the United
States District Court for the Northern District of California, and I will accept service of
process from the claimant. Full legal name: Cheryl Bawtinheimer Channel: Get A Life
Podcast Email: info.getalife@proton.me

I swear, under penalty of perjury, that I have a good-faith belief that the material was
removed due to a mistake or misidentification of the material to be removed or disabled.

I consent to the jurisdiction of the Federal District Court for the district in which my
address is located or, if my address is outside the United States, the judicial district in
which YouTube is located, and will accept service of process from the claimant.

Cheryl Bawtinheimer

Cheryl Bawtinheimer

info.getalife@proton.me

Help Centre • Email options
You have received this email to provide information and updates around your YouTube
channel or account.

© 2021 Google LLC d/b/a YouTube, 901 Cherry Ave, San Bruno, CA 94066
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