
The day everything changed 
 
The world we live in, is rapidly changing and as humanity is forced into a 
higher level of consciousness, more and more of what was once deeply 
hidden, is now being exposed and it’s rapidly gaining momentum, as it 
comes to the surface. How many times, have we believed something 
about a person, who we completely trusted and thought they had 
integrity, only to find out later, that what we believed was the complete 
opposite? In the past many people blindly trusted their government, 
politicians, their doctor or other members of their community and then 
after seeing some conflicting evidence, were stimulated to dig deeper and 
try to figure out what was really going on and sometimes, it can take a 
considerable amount of time and effort, including the possibility, that 
you may have to open your mind to new possibilities, to ultimately get to 
the truth. 
 

 
 
I would just like to openly share the following information and I’m not 
asking that you even agree with what I say in any way. All I ask is that 
keep an open mind and thoroughly evaluate what I present and trust 
your own intuition before you jump to any conclusions. Now imagine if 
you removed the 2 names of the key players within this scenario and 
were able to look at this information, from the perspective, as an 
informed but detached observer? Imagine reading the following 



information but you didn’t know who these people were? Think of the 
advantage you could have, if you could temporarily suspend judgement 
and just look at the data, for what it is and see it with fresh eyes? 
 
As you can clearly see in our mainstream media, it is very heavily 
censored in such a way that it can significantly shape the perception of 
the public. This is done in such a way that it can make someone who’s an 
absolute criminal, look like a nice person and someone who’s a nice 
person, look like a criminal. Think of Bill Gates, Hillary Clinton or 
George Soros. Even though these people have done horrendous things 
against humanity, people still voted for Hillary and many people believe 
Bill Gates and George Soros are kind and generous philanthropists. Then 
you can also see that people like Donald Trump, Edward Snowden and 
Julian Assange who have done so much good to expose the deep levels of 
corruption throughout the world, have been treated like war criminals by 
the criminals in government and the mainstream media etc. Whenever 
someone controls the flow of information, that person can use that 
information in any way they choose, to shape and control the perception, 
of the people who consume that information. How much of the PTV 
media is controlled, how is it controlled and why is it controlled? Is the 
PTV media a free-flowing media, where the flow of information is not 
controlled or censored in any way? Do you feel confident you could post 
whatever content you felt strongly about, within a group of your 
choosing, without any disapproval, criticism or negative consequences 
from the people controlling that flow of information? 
 
If the world had absolute truth and transparency in all of its media then 
the vast majority of the world’s crimes could not have happened. They 
know it’s a numbers game as long as they can get the majority of the 
population to believe the lies, then the herd will stampede anyone who 
doesn’t conform. Think of the entire coronavirus scam? In Australia, a 
bus driver was beaten to death, for not wearing a mask, because the herd 
were fed lies and had mind control strategies used on them. Out of their 
manufactured fear and paranoia, they justified murdering this man, who 
had a higher understanding, of what was really going on than they did 
and because he had a different viewpoint to theirs. 
 



 
 
 
Now it’s up to you what you think, but have you ever noticed that you’re 
not allowed to ever chat socially in PTV? There’s no Social Lounge, 
where members can chat openly, just to discuss whatever is on their 
minds. There are also no public debates allowed at any time. There is a 
News Gems channel that you can post in but if you post anything that’s 
not to their liking, you could be criticised or ridiculed and if you disagree 
with Andrea, for more than a few messages, you have the potential to be 
accused of becoming polarised, or that you’re an agent of the matrix and 
then, it’s only a matter of time before you’re removed, as many members 
have already discovered. Strangely, in most cases, this is usually only 
with female members, who did not agree or conform with Andrea’s 
version of reality. It may seem strange but it’s true. Even if you’re not 
removed, you will be on Andrea’s watchlist with a keen focus on closely 
monitoring your behaviour, or your non-compliance. 



 
 
 
The following is Julie’s letter to Andrea, which Andrea felt the need to 
share with me, and then there’s Andrea’s response to it. This was shared 
with me because Andrea is looking for people to agree with her and 
where she seeks agreement, so that she can manufacture the justification 
for her addiction to being right. 
 

 
Response to Andrea_28Mar23  
 
Dear Andrea 



 
I’m just coming through a migraine (it seems to have become a pattern 
that when MM has a crisis, I accompany him with a migraine!), and I 
listened to your Zoom call. I wish to be totally honest here, I will risk 
meeting with your rage or dismissal for the sake of speaking a few words 
of truth (which are not fixed or carved in stone, but rather happen to be 
constellating together in my world at this moment, and have been arising 
within me for some time). 
 
Most importantly of all, a huge, garlanded ‘thank you’ for getting us to 
here! I feel so honoured to have been with you for just a short while on 
your journey, to glimpse all that you and Ken (and Jolly of course) put 
in, all that you do on the inner and outer planes that has made this 
moment possible. This is my overriding message, a head bow, a smile of 
deep appreciation, and an enthusiastic wave of support… 
 
And… I listen to you telling me who you are, and I wish that you would 
let me find out for myself! I need to be able to do this, you cannot tell me 
what / how to think! You are absolutely extraordinary, you have gone 
through and carried so much on your way to here, and yet I also see you 
traumatised, your nervous system not so happy, your being far from 
whole. You speak of your incredible mentors, and I wonder if (some of) 
the inner work you did was within a frozen nervous system. I say this 
because I think it’s what happened to me, when I studied psychotherapy 
many years ago, I was so desperately seeking, digging that I lost my 
social self for a time, which made me aware but also super-sensitive, 
brittle. I was already diminished / controlled by earlier traumatic 
experiences, which have somewhat been soothed by family life in the last 
two decades. And I’m still working with this now, my system is not so 
strong (it trips into ‘migraine’ mode as an exaggerated ‘freeze’ mode). Of 
course I am not under anything like the stress and pressure that you are 
under, but I thought it was worth a mention. I care for you deeply, I see 
what a committed, deeply honourable and profoundly principled and 
caring being you are. I want to learn from you, connect with you, 
although a spikey-ness so often gives me ‘go away’ messages. I am 
reminded of Polyvagal Theory, and Deb Dana who has been working 
with this model. Our highest level of nervous functioning is when we are 
able to co-regulate with other beings, that is, we are not just maintaining 
our own homeostasis but contributing to that of the beings in our 
relational field. Terence Real also writes about this co-regulation in his 
work as a relational therapist – resolution of a relational crisis always 
involves both parties opening to social co-regulation, rather than 
keeping in their fixed ‘being right’ position. When we experience the 



‘safety’ of a nervous system in ‘social engagement’ mode, then in our 
work we can enjoy play and social interactions, we can heal, form bonds 
of friendship and we are creative (at best co-creative). 
 
Of course, this is all that I wish for PTV! I am giving you my best here, in 
spite of some trepidation and hesitance. Maybe I stand to be corrected, 
maybe my words are abhorrent to you, but if I don’t share them then I 
am withholding - I am not honouring my commitment, sharing my 
excellence, ful-filling my being and living my passion. 
 
I listened to the musical track. When it had finished, the room fell quiet 
and I could hear the early morning musical chorus of birdsong drifting in 
from the garden. And as much as I wanted to enjoy the musical piece, I 
am not a great fan of lounge-y style, but in listening to the end, I was 
blessed with what resonates in me as the real calling – that of nature, in 
her beauty and bounty, doing what she does so expressively, 
unreservedly, whole-heartedly… This is what calls me. And maybe 
especially so on this morning, of Tuesday 28th March 2023. 
 
I am in. For the long haul, for good or ill, for rich or poor, to make this 
world a place for all of Life to thrive for mutual benefit and joy. I see the 
way to this is the path that you and Ken have laid – through 
disentanglement from the matrix, through growing the systems that 
allow others to follow, through carefully-overseen, creative, fully 
capitalised projects that honour the dignity, integrity and life force in all 
beings…  
 
Thank you Andrea, thank you Ken, MM, Jolly, Brad, Nida… 
 
With Love 
 
Julie 
 
 
Now whenever I first read Julie’s letter, I was initially in agreement with 
Andrea because I just trusted Andrea’s word that everyone was being 
mean to her, but after a much deeper evaluation, I realised that Andrea 
was actually the one with the issue. What I see from Andrea is a classic 
example of total projection. Now from my perspective, I think Julie has 
written this letter to Andrea in a sincere and deeply respectful way. She 
does say “I want to learn from you, connect with you, although a 
spikey-ness so often gives me ‘go away’ messages.” It seems from Julie’s 
message, that she would like to able to connect with Andrea, but that she 



doesn’t feel that Andrea is approachable and I believe that many other 
members may have had a similar experience? I personally would never 
choose to bow to anyone and I don’t know why anyone would feel the 
need to bow but we all have that free will choice? Now when you read 
Andrea’s response to Julie, it seems like Andrea has been really triggered 
by it and what I see is Andrea reacting to it in a really disrespectful and 
condescending manner and this reveals a lot about who Andrea really is?  
 
 

 
 
 
Now when you read Andrea’s response to Julie you can see she’s been 
triggered by Julie’s response, but why? Rather that address or comment 
on what Julie had said, Andrea is calling rank on her. She lists just how 
wonderful she is and how much she knows about the topic and just how 
much she and Ken have suffered, which is a clear deflection, but how 
could we not know how much Ken and Andrea have suffered because 
Andrea never stops moaning about it? Julie’s letter is belittled and 
Andrea uses ridicule and guilt in an attempt to gain Julie’s surrender 



rather that trying to understand and appreciate where Julie is coming 
from. I believe Julie wanted the opportunity to speak with Andrea, with 
the intention of having an open dialogue to discuss certain topics but I 
think, as you can clearly see, that Andrea was the one who got triggered, 
became defensive and has projected all of her unresolved emotional 
issues onto Julie. Now imagine if we just switched the names of the 
people in this conversation, would you see it then? Andrea also mentions 
that she sent Julie something about migraines but she accused Julie of 
ignoring it. Could it be that Julie was in a lot of pain and was using 
existing methods of pain control? Now, why does Andrea need so much 
constant validation? Even in the News Gems Keybase group she was 
criticising members within that group for not liking or commenting on a 
post she shared. Can Andrea not even see the catch 22 scenario she has 
set up? What Andrea is doing is asking members to like or comment on 
her post but if someone said anything that Andrea didn’t like, then 
Andrea could get triggered and then blame that member for her getting 
triggered. Now even if the member’s opinion was 100% correct but not to 
Andrea’s liking, then that member runs the risk of being attacked by 
Andrea and if she, because it’s nearly always a she, doesn’t back down 
and bow to Andrea’s imagined authority, then she is likely to have her 
character assassinated by Andrea and then be subsequently removed. 
This is Andrea’s favourite, rinse and repeat formula. Now one thing that 
I’ve really learned with working with people all over the world for 
decades, is that people grow with praise and they shrink with criticism. 
Praise makes you feel good, it expands your spirit and it makes people 
feel alive and empowered. Criticism shrinks your spirit, it makes people 
close down, it disempowers them and it doesn’t feel good. Unfortunately, 
it seems like Andrea has an addictive lust for people to praise her but 
regularly hands out lots of criticism, with the blind support, of her 
carefully selected posse, of highly proficient, loyal arse lickers. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Andrea’s text continued… 
 

 
 
 
In the above text you can clearly see Andrea becoming highly triggered 
and going into competition with Julie saying “I don't see anything that 
you have created in this world that would come close to what Ken and I 
have through many years of meeting people like yourself a being who 
likes to stick the knife in out of their own jealousy and rage.” If you read 
Julie’s message to Andrea, I can’t see any jealously and rage in there 
whatsoever. I do see a massive projection from Andrea and her tone is 
highly disrespectful and whether you want to look at it or not, Andrea is 
not a nice person. It seems that if you don’t appreciate something the 
way Andrea appreciates it, then you have a problem. Are we not allowed 
to have a difference of opinion or perspective, without the threat of an 
emotional outburst from Andrea? What we see is a massive promotion 
about just how much Andrea knows but the reality is she has absolutely 
no idea how to apply what she knows. She talks about doing the inner 
work the most but applies it the least. If you ever wanted to clarify what a 



perfect image of misery would look like, Andrea is it. Andrea also says 
“we are all works of art” and if that is true, then the first image that 
comes to my mind, as Andrea being a work of art, is something created 
by Marina Abramović. 
 
She also needs to mention that “I will take the knife out and still proudly 
walk through the doors tonight to sign the new monetary system into 
existence which comes through my account because I built that with my 
resilience.” How could anyone with any degree of intelligence believe 
that Julie was trying to stick a knife into Andrea? This is a total and 
completely unfounded projection from someone who is just so full of her 
own self-importance and extreme delusions of grandeur. Does Andrea 
really believe that she has built anything of value? It seems Andrea’s 
focus is totally on the “me” and she’s completely forgotten about the 
“we”? Could PTV actually have gone anywhere without the huge 
financial and energetic support of its members? Is she really that self-
obsessed to not even acknowledge, or mention all of the people who have 
made PTV what it is today?  
 
 

 
 
As you can see there is a lot of stuff going on in the background with 
Andrea. It’s everyone’s else’s fault and her interpretation of Julie’s letter 
is seriously distorted. Now if I agree with her, Ken agrees with her, Jolly 
agrees with her and all of her arse lickers agree with her, then she must 
be right, according to her model of the world for being right? Right and 
remember there could be many other people in Andrea’s chain of 
agreement that we’re not aware off, giving her the conformation bias, 
she’s looking for? The game is rigged. 
 
 



 
 
 
Andrea also mentions “My intention for everyone here is to get 
assistance with doing this type of work.” Now her intentions may be 
honourable, but this is a pure projection, of her model of the world, onto 
other people. Not everyone is broken, or would need to, or want to do 
this type of work. Some people might also find that this type of work 
might do more harm than good. There are 1000’s of different approaches 
to healing and it’s our choice, as to which approach, we feel most aligned 
with but Andrea thinks her path is the only one and the right one. Are we 
not allowed to have different perspectives or beliefs without suffering the 
wrath of Andrea? Below is another example of Andrea having another 
issue with a PTV member, but strangely I wasn’t forwarded any 
messages from Susanna. 
 



 
 
Now, as you can see Andrea has gotten agreement from Jeffrey and this 
is her favourite strategy for the justification of her behaviour, so in 
Andrea’s model of the world, it must be true. When I read Andrea’s 
message to me, I thought that once again here is another member who 
has allegedly attacked Andrea and if you listen to Andrea complaining, 
you will see that that’s a constantly recurring theme. Now at the time, 
whenever Susanna called Andrea a sycophant, I thought this was just 
another derogatory statement and there was no justification for it but 
once I read Andrea’s message back to Susanna, I really saw a side to 
Andrea that was quite nasty and vicious. In the past I had only heard one 



side of the story but if you study Andrea’s letter to Susanna in detail, you 
will see that Andrea is in a highly charged emotional state and is 
projecting all of her unresolved emotional issues onto Susanna. Now for 
a woman who’s a seminar junkie, who has most likely funded this 
seminar addiction, with donations from members and who purports to 
have been doing the inner work for the past 30 years, from my 
perspective, she has failed miserably. Andrea is still deeply traumatised 
and in a lot of psychological and emotional pain and she just looks like a 
very miserable person. She is just one of those people who has told her 
story over and over again, so many times, that she has now become her 
story. Her misery has become her identity and she truly is addicted to 
her suffering and she wants everyone to know, just how much she has 
suffered and that we should all feel so guilty because this intense 
suffering is for us. She’s the ultimate martyr and we need to be grateful 
for her suffering. If Ken does ever waken up and get away from Andrea, 
then Andrea could go out on her own, as her story sounds like it could 
start a new religion?   
 
Also, if you look at someone’s eyes they never lie. This woman has a very 
deep dark energy that unless you know what you’re looking for you may 
not see it but don’t take my word for it. Now for NDA purposes you can’t 
show this photo to anyone outside PTV but I would suggest that you find 
another one publicly online of Andrea and show it to someone you trust 
but who doesn’t know Andrea and say to them… “My friend was 
thinking of getting a new babysitter. What do you think about this 
lady?” and just observe their response. 
 
 



 
 
 
Now when you read Andrea’s response to Susanna, you will see that 
there is a lot of projection and anger towards Susanna. I have seen a lot 
of things happen for approximately the last four years and one glaring 
pattern I see, is that not one person who has ever challenged Andrea has 
ever been right. It seems that if you listen to Andrea that everyone just 
gets triggered by her and wants to attack her. Why does this happen? Is 
absolutely everyone wrong? Do these people just want to attack her? 
Why do they feel compelled to attack her? Or is it that Andrea does have 
some deeply rooted issues that she hasn’t dealt with and she’s the one 
doing all of the projecting? Below is a copy of Andrea’s message to 
Susanna, which you can read and if you look beyond the syntactically ill 
formed sentences, the poor punctuation and grammatical errors, you’ll 
be able make up your own mind. 
 



“Susanna, since you have not responded, made any effort to apologize for 
your behavior and gone into your next ploy of pretending none of this 
happened, labeling me as avoiding and a sycophant after an engagement 
of going into the machinations of your mind of projection when those are 
your traits of your mind, I am proceeding with having you suspended 
along with your husband from our society for 6 months.  
 
So, as you can see Susanna and her husband were immediately 
suspended. No public hearing, no opportunity to discuss matters or let 
others observe. Is this the type of society you want to support, or be part 
off? Also, anyone that is suspended rarely ever comes back, except in 
exceptional circumstances. So, a suspension usually means the person is 
permanently removed. 
 
It is interesting that the part of you saying that all these members think 
whatever of me has magically disappeared so what is that about? Taking 
evidence that you have been bad mouthing me and going into agreement 
with others in our society for what reason? Your behavior is quite odd 
coming out with this bravado of thinking you can analyze me but then 
retracting back into your hiding from me.  
 
Now if you look at the following sentence, you’ll see that going into 
agreement with others is not allowed. “Taking evidence that you have 
been bad mouthing me and going into agreement with others in our 
society for what reason?” Is somebody not allowed to have a difference 
of opinion, or not allowed to have agreement with others without the 
threat of being removed as a member? Did Susanna retract because she 
realised the system was rigged against her and she didn’t want to be 
subjected to Andrea spewing all of her venom over her?  
 
I find it curious that you come across as this new age guru that does 
inner work but actually you do what we call faux inner work, one that 
enhances your ego in competition and superiority which is really not 
good for our society.   
 
If Andrea had actually done all of the inner work she talks about, then 
why would she be so triggered, by so many people? Is Andrea actually 
the one who’s been doing the faux inner work and she’s trapped by her 
own delusion of grandeur and self-importance? Why does Andrea allege 
that so many people are always wanting to attack her? Is it because they 
see beyond the veneer of Andrea’s projection and they see the massive 
incongruency between what Andrea says and what she really does, or is 



it that Andrea freaks out whenever people with integrity call her out on 
it? 
 
You truly do not get what we are doing here and I wonder what you have 
been doing all this time talking to our members (that we spend a lot of 
time with, teaching deprogramming) about me and how you would think 
this would be of mutual benefit in a mutual benefit society. Had you 
watched our videos you would know that we have said this is OUR game 
and this is MY home but since you are so busy with your life you don't 
seem to take in what we are really doing here, but you do seem to have 
time and think you can analyze me, try to influence people about me and 
make up stories and excuses not to do anything here. Most of the people 
that I have shared your interaction with on our board and privy council 
are appalled by your disgusting manner of speaking down to me and 
creating division amongst our members.  
 
There are some really excellent people within PTV, but if Andrea asked 
certain members within the board or privy council about any member, 
she had an issue with, they are always going to agree with her. If they 
didn’t agree with her, they wouldn’t be allowed to be in that position. 
Andrea has set up a cybernetic loop, where she always gets the answers, 
she’s looking for and then she uses that confirmation to justify her 
actions. It also appears that it’s Andrea talking down to Susanna, not 
Susanna talking down to Andrea, but this clearly exposes the projection. 
 
I fear that you have just influenced other members to your New Age 
thinking of being special from whatever it is you do, which to me is 
getting on a superficial platform of self-importance. Had you been 
studying our material you would see this is not going to peace which is 
fundamental to our society.   
 
Andrea once again talks about peace but this behaviour isn’t peaceful in 
any way. It’s an attack on Susanna and this message says so much more 
about Andrea, than it does about Susanna. Even if Susanna did say 
things that Andrea didn’t agree with, could Andrea, a person who talks 
so much about PTV being a society of peace and a person who has been 
doing so much inner work for decades, not lead by example and show 
true leadership? 
                                                                         
As an added note, a being who I collaborate with, who is my closest 
friend and ally and is very psychically advanced said you have very well 
guarded attachments to entities that you have made agreements with to 



create discord. Is it an accident that I got violently ill this week after my 
interaction with you?  No not at all.  
 
Another question I would ask is why did Andrea get so violently ill? Is it 
because Andrea is projecting all of this toxic energy towards Susanna 
and she’s just vibrating at that frequency, or is it that inner work is only a 
concept to Andrea and one that she cannot actually apply? Also, what 
about the entities or “being” that Andrea chooses to interact with?  
 
How does that make you feel on the most important week of our lives 
and this planet's life that you have to insert this type of thought form into 
our unified field to puff yourself up? 
 
The above statement is also used to induce a feeling of guilt and using 
guilt, to achieve your outcome, is highly manipulative and unethical. It’s 
also the most important “week of our lives” almost every week in PTV 
and has been for many years.  
 
Don't worry, we will still proceed forward even with people like you 
around and you should really have a look if you can, what drives you to 
do that.  
 
Andrea asks Susanna what drives her to do what she does but what 
actually drives Andrea to do what she does. Is this an example of high-
quality leadership or leading by example? Not a chance! 
 
You say you want change in the world and yet you attack the people that 
actually do things to make that happen?  
 
Is asking uncomfortable questions actually an attack and are we not 
allowed to ask questions about things that we don’t agree with or want 
clarity on? 
 
You are really not that intelligent if you think your ego is superior and if 
you really care about your children and all the people in this world.  
 
Does anyone reading this really think, that Susanna thinks her ego is 
superior? Does Andrea mean superior to her ego? Is this Andrea’s 
unconscious belief that her ego is superior and is only being exposed now 
whenever we evaluate it? Is Susanna’s intelligence being questioned now 
because she doesn’t agree with Andrea’s perception of the event? This is 
absolute manipulation and bullying behaviour and it’s not an acceptable 
way to treat people. 



 
You have no remorse for your actions from what I see and I can hear the 
wheels of justification in your mind for not really performing here or 
how you can be so catty to scratch at me because you have not moved 
forward in this process but have been parasitical. 
 
So, Andrea is right and Susanna is wrong and Andrea is judge and jury 
and Susanna was removed because Andrea doesn’t like what she heard. 
Has Andrea ever been wrong? Are we not allowed to have a difference of 
opinion without being removed? Are the wheels of justification actually 
spinning in Andrea’s mind and we also need to ask ourselves, how many 
times has this happened with other members in the past? What specific 
criteria did Andrea use to justify calling Susanna a parasite? I can’t see 
any evidence other than slander but is it a possibility, that Andrea is the 
parasite?  
 
What a disappointment that you said that you were the Impossible Team 
and yet you berate someone that lives that daily and has never 
experienced anything that you do as doing the impossible. 
 
You have no idea who I am and you are only just talking to yourself in all 
this.  
 
I really think Andrea was absolutely correct here. People had no idea 
who Andrea really was, but once you see who she really is, to the core of 
her being, you can’t unsee it. She does have some very noticeable, deeply 
ingrained, recurring behavioural patterns. 
 
You have fear to confront and face yourself and you go for the people 
who you can manipulate with your other developed empathic senses that 
are just really senses of how to make your game better, not for what is 
Best For All, the purpose and mission of my creation.    
 
It seems that the above paragraph is a perfect reflection of who Andrea 
truly is and an excellent example of projection. It also appears that 
Andrea believes that PTV is her creation and not a co-creation of all 
involved. Why would someone want to covet PTV rather than share 
ownership of it, especially if they truly wanted to make the world a better 
place? It really does sound like, it’s all about me me me for Andrea. 
 
In short you are gaming the system - our system. I have no idea who 
your husband is at all because he has no presence here but it is easy to 
see who runs the relationship if he agrees to your behavior and says 



nothing and allows this. We do not like having one partner of a couple in, 
and one out for many reasons and from our experience.  
 
Once again, it’s Andrea’s system and could it be possible that Andrea is 
gaming her own system? As admitted, Andrea has no idea who Susanna’s 
husband is but she still feels the need to speak about him in a 
condescending manner. Is that an appropriate manner in which to 
behave, especially being that she calls herself the scribe of PTV? 
 
This is what determined my decision. You calling me a sycophant.    
           
sycophant; plural noun: sycophants 
 
    a person who acts obsequiously toward someone important in order to 
gain advantage. 
    "because he is high-ranking, he's surrounded by sycophants". Some 
common synonyms of sycophant are leech, parasite, sponge, brown 
noser and toady   
 
This was something I must admit I previously overlooked but now in 
hindsight it makes total sense. I can see with such clarity why this 
triggered Andrea but it took quite me a while to figure it out, almost 4 
years in fact. I had the opportunity to stay with Ken, Jolly and Andrea for 
a week in 2019. I had finished working as a Senior Leader, at a Tony 
Robbins event in Florida and something that I have done all over the 
world since 2007. Tony Robbins is also someone Ken completely 
disapproves off. I flew into see them in Los Angeles and all was great for 
the first few days. Then after a few days, as Ken and I were about to leave 
the house, Andrea viciously attacked him in such an aggressive manner 
that I was shocked. She spoke to him in such an inappropriate and 
disrespectful manner and what made it more humiliating for him, was 
that she completely emasculated him in front of me. Now for Andrea to 
do that in front of me was so wrong, on so many levels but this is where 
the sycophant comes in. Andrea covets Ken with such an intensity and 
has inserted her being so deeply within his, that she has almost encoded 
herself within his DNA. This has been done on so many different levels 
including emotionally, spiritually and most definitely energetically. She 
really is the ultimate parasite and it’s so deep and so pervasive that Ken 
cannot see it. I would also like to mention that I did work with Andrea in 
2019. Although I will not discuss the content of that work, I will say that 
I actually think Andrea has become much more nasty and bitter towards 
people over the years and she uses her inner work mantra, to deflect 



from accepting any responsibility for her life, or the situation that she 
finds herself in.  
                                  
 So let's see, I have built a large society based on years of law study, years 
of hard work, spending all my inheritance, deep real inner work and 
have moved myself to where I can directly affect the whole system to 
make positive changes in the world despite being attacked endlessly by 
people who want to be where I am...and I am the sycophant?  
 
So once again it’s Andrea’s society and she built it and on years of law. 
Now let’s absolutely clarify something here, Andrea knows very little 
about anything other than moaning profusely and she most definitely 
doesn’t know much about the law. She also is so self-absorbed that she 
has deleted Ken and all of the other members who have contributed a 
vast amount of time, money and effort also. She may have contributed 
her inheritance but others have given their inheritance and other 
members have given vast sums of money and brought their passion and 
creativity with them. Andrea says that she can “directly affect the whole 
system to make positive changes in the world” but is that really the case 
for her? It seems she has mastered the art of finding fault in many people 
and she likes to play the blame game. Another question is why is it that 
so many people attack her endlessly? It seems that everyone who attacks 
her is in the wrong and she is right? What is it that she does that so many 
people don’t like? Is it her attitude, is it her behaviour, is it her addiction 
to significance, or is it her condescending tone, in which she portrays her 
delusion of grandeur? How is it mathematically possible that Andrea is 
always right and so many people get it wrong, or is it that they can see 
straight through her and feel compelled to call her out on it. Also, what 
determining criteria does she use to make the statement that people 
want to be where she is? Is this true, is it really true, or is it just another 
one of her projections?  
 
We ask that people bring their being, passion, commitment, genius here 
and you brought what exactly?  So far, I only hear excuses , false 
promises and a warped sense of reality thinking you have mastered the 
inner work to think I am a sycophant.   
 
When you take a look at Andrea, do you see her passion, commitment 
and genius? I can’t see it. All I can see is a very angry and controlling 
woman who likes to blame, criticise and project and if Andrea is the 
result of many decades of inner work, then it didn’t work out very well 
for her. If you wanted to be rich, would you study the habits of poor 
people? If you wanted to be healthy, would you model the habits of sick 



people? If you wanted to do inner work, would you want to model the 
habits and behaviours of people who are so angry and miserable all of 
the time? It seems Andrea can talk a good story but she looks like a really 
miserable person devoid of any joy or happiness. Ask yourself, does 
Andrea actually have any personal congruency, or does she look like 
someone you’d see on a massive billboard promoting a suicide hotline? 
 
When you have done anything close to what I have then let me know but 
until then enjoy playing pretend inner work with people other than our 
members . Our members are actually here for freedom and you are 
steering them the wrong way and it is just not acceptable.  
 
If Andrea was actually doing any real inner work, would she look like a 
depressed person? I think it’s Andrea that’s mastered the art of doing 
pretend inner work. People who are actually doing the real inner work 
don’t moan about it and they don’t seek constant validation for doing it. 
Most people who are doing inner work, are doing it in private and don’t 
need people to know about it. She says our members are here for 
freedom but Andrea wants to control everything and everyone and 
especially free thinking, as it’s not allowed unless Andrea says it’s ok.  
 
As I said, you are not in the real world and we don't like actors here that 
pretend to be, but doing something else. Had you been humble and self-
honest perhaps you would have had a chance here but you took out the 
knife to think you could get me with your impotent rage and by your 
magical New Age thinking.  
 
Is Andrea really the actor here and is she the one playing the pretend 
game? When you look up the dictionary meaning of humble it says… 
“Having or showing a modest or low estimate of one's own 
importance.” Does Andrea need people to feel inferior in front of her, so 
that she can feed her lust for the feeling of superiority? 
 
It doesn't work here and never will.  Your knife went in deep and as Jolly 
said it was a full-on plunge into the chest, but I am bigger than that. I do 
not take your bullshit philosophy of me being avoidant or a sycophant 
and you can shove that right back where it comes from.   
 
What if Susanna was actually correct and Andrea was really being 
avoidant? When you look at Andrea’s patterns, I think you can clearly 
see those are sycophantic patterns?  
 



The reason I have to be how and what I am is because of people like 
yourself who are so asleep and blind as to think that if they attack me or 
Ken that they will get something for that. Maybe in the AI heaven but 
certainly not here.   
 
The reasoning behind Andrea’s logic is absolutely absurd. Is asking 
questions forbidden? Can Andrea actually answer the questions rather 
than deflecting from them and attacking the person who has asked the 
questions? A very common strategy of narcissists is to attack and deflect, 
rather that respond to what was asked. This changes the focus where the 
person who asked the questions, ends up having to defend themselves 
from attack and the narcissist gets away without having to actually 
answer the uncomfortable questions that have been asked. 
 
You have others fighting for your limitations that you have entrained and 
are still going after our members to join your camp. That is called divide 
and conquer which if you read our law form you would know that is not 
what we created Panterra for. I don’t see after all this time you have 
embodied that but just did your programs here and when that didn’t 
work sit in the background and make me wrong but hoping for the relief 
funds and you might do something with one emoji on the notices. 
 
Why does Andrea need so many people to validate her? Why is she so 
angry whenever no one likes her posts? Is it because they don’t value the 
content the same way Andrea does, or are they not interested in 
meaningless crap that Andrea posts? Is she that insecure that she needs 
constant reassurance, validation and approval?  
 
After 6 months if you want to redo an application, you will have to start 
from square 1 and then have an interview by me at which I will really 
take you to task as to what you have done to work on these programs of 
denial and projection.  
 
I doubt Susanna would ever subject herself to returning to an 
environment that is rigged to ensure that Andrea is always right. It also 
seems that Andrea has already decided the outcome of that interview 
well in advance? 
 
You see you really revealed yourself by calling me a sycophant because it 
is so far from the truth. Go look in the mirror. You have no being of 
sovereign integrity cultivated just a lot of games and programs. I 
recommend that you start to do the real inner work of revoking and 



rescinding all the contracts that you made with all those entities you 
carry with you and find out who you really are.  
 
I think what triggered Andrea here, was that Susanna exposed who 
Andrea really is, to the core of her being. I think the above paragraph 
perfectly describes who Andrea really is and I think it’s Andrea who 
really needs to take a look in the mirror. It seems that the word 
sycophant really triggers Andrea but as we all know, the truth will set 
you free. 
 
So far, I am not impressed with what you have shown here. If I find that 
you have been talking about Ken and me in any negative aspersions to 
gain sympathy or to start an uproar then the door will not be open to 
you.  
 
As you’re well aware anyone who has been suspended is unlikely to ever 
return. Andrea’s attitude and behaviour towards this woman is highly 
abusive and she is absolutely corrupted by whatever delusion of power 
she thinks she has.  
 
I also require a full authentic apology with full self-honesty and what you 
have been really up to in our society.  I know when people are lying and 
when they are telling the truth so don’t make shit up like you just have. 
 
Andrea really thinks her opinion matters but people only tolerate her 
because they have to. She talks about doing inner work the most but 
demonstrates it the least. She makes so much stuff up herself and blames 
everyone for her problems. I think Andrea is absolutely delusional and 
refuses to have any self-honesty and it’s Andrea who makes so much shit 
up. 
 
Perhaps what will make you wake up is to see where Ken and I go now 
and what will happen in this world. I can’t say that you gave me any 
inspiration or support in that last 2 years that you have been here, 
whatsoever. You were just doing Susanna in the Susanna game and 
missed the opportunity of real growth and aliveness. 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Teale 
Scribe of PTV 
 
 



Now if you really look at Andrea’s message to Susanna, you will see it’s 
full of fear, projection, anger and venom. Is this a message that’s written 
respectfully and a message that you’d expect from a person who claims 
to have done so much inner work? Do you really believe Andrea’s letter is 
sincere? Do you believe it was respectful? Do you believe it was 
appropriate? Do you believe it was justified? Do you believe what Andrea 
actually says? 
 

 

 
 
 
I’d like you to take a look at the above pictures. Now on the left we see 
Andrea’s current Keybase profile picture and on the right, we see a more 
accurate and up to date picture of Andrea. Now, why would Andrea use a 
profile picture that looks like it’s decades old? Is she stuck in the past? Is 
the picture on the left Andrea’s own romantic self-image of who she’d 
like us to think she is, and the one on the right is how we really see her? 
Now imagine, what a before and after photo of what 30 intense years of 
inner work would look like? Would the above photos be an inspiration to 
follow the path Andrea followed towards her inner work, or would it be 
an extreme warning to run the other way? Is a picture worth a thousand 
words?    
                                

 
 



I think Pam’s reaction was appropriate, especially has Andrea had 
treated her good friend so disrespectfully. Now I’m not sure if you see 
the pattern yet, but Andrea had an issue with Susanna, an issue with 
Pam, an issue with Julie, an issue with Sara, an issue with Monica, an 
issue with another NZ lady, who subsequently somehow vacated her 
membership, an issue with me and there’s so many more people that 
Andrea has had issues with. Now do all of these people have issues and 
are the problem, or is it Andrea that has the issue and she’s the one 
doing all of the projecting? Maybe if we removed Andrea out of the 
equation the issues might stop immediately? Would people celebrate if 
she was removed? 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Now here’s another correspondence from Andrea about Julie. 
 
 

 
 
 
One pattern I really do see, is that Andrea makes the snowballs and Ken 
throws them and if Andrea is upset with someone, she’ll get Ken to do 
her dirty work. Another issue is that Andrea and Ken, have surrounded 
themselves with arse lickers and you know exactly, who you all are and if 
that’s where you want to invest your passion and brilliance, that’s fine. 
Now, these are the people who always agree with what Ken and Andrea 
say and their position within that inner circle is dependent, on being 
highly proficient at the much-needed psychological gratification, of the 
aforementioned art of arse licking, along with their unquestionable and 
continuous blind allegiance. 
 



 
 
 
Are Ken and Andrea not already Ruthless? If this is how they behave 
whenever they still need donations, what will they be like once donations 
are no longer needed? I think that this amount of power, concentrated in 
the hands of a totally unaccountable individual, with a serious lack of 
transparency, is highly dangerous, especially with someone who’s ethical 
boundaries from my perspective, have become very blurry recently. 
 
 

 
 
 
As you can see above another 2 members were removed but I’m unsure 
about the reason why? 



 
 
 
On another note, I had watched and shared a video in the News Gems 
Keybase group, which really showed just how sophisticated the AI had 



become, to the degree that it would be almost impossible to distinguish 
the computer-generated image from the real person. I thought this was 
really important to know, because if we knew about their levels of 
sophistication, it would make it much more difficult for us to be deceived 
by it. The thing here, was that it was about the dangers of AI and it was 
done by a human exposing this technology but Andrea got triggered by 
it, before she could even understand what was being said. What she 
missed because she got so triggered, was that this was about just how 
sophisticated the AI had become. This was done by a human, showing 
how this technology was so advanced, that many humans could not tell 
the difference and I thought it added great insight but Andrea said “very 
good” which was just a sarcastic comment and another display of her 
true self. She had also commented on something that she hadn’t even 
watched. Whether you agree or not with my commentary, just look at the 
patterns of behaviour and watch how repetitive and predictable these 
patterns are? It appears that Andrea made an assumption about that 
video and believed it was created by AI, but realistically it was just an 
error in judgement on her behalf. She was just so reactive, that she got 
triggered before she could even process what was being communicated. 
 
 

 
 



Now from my perspective, what I had posted did not warrant Andrea’s 
response to it. It seems like she just likes to moan and because she’s in so 
much pain, she feels everybody needs to suffer along with her. It seems 
that the saying “misery loves company” is so true.  
 
So, my opinion is that Andrea is an absolute narcissist with the 
overlapping behaviours of a sociopath. This woman is highly unethical, 
she’s extremely manipulative and she will remove anyone who questions 
her perceived authority. She’s also seriously overweight and I’m not sure 
if she’s an emotional eater but people regularly use food as a form of 
anaesthetic to distract themselves from their suffering. This is not a 
judgement it’s just an observation. Our bodies are a perfect reflection of 
what we do to them on a daily basis. She constantly claims that she’s 
under constant attack and that she has to put up with so much. Perhaps 
the reality is that it’s the members who have to put up with so much? 
 
I remember a few years ago that I was told about the Upland House. 
Something big happened at that time but I only have a few details about 
it. From my understanding there was a woman possibly called Susan, but 
I’m not sure, who could really see through all of Andrea’s really 
controlling and unethical behaviours and it eventually surfaced and it 
unavoidably came to Ken’s attention. Now rather that dealing with the 
true problem which was Andrea, Ken removed the other lady and 
continued to enable Andrea’s behaviour. Now I’m not certain of the 
actual sequence of events but I know Andrea was the problem and no 
one’s allowed to talk about it. I really think Andrea is the biggest obstacle 
to the success of PTV and Ken has to really take a close look at himself 
and decide what he really wants to achieve in this lifetime. I believe that 
PTV cannot succeed with Andrea being part of it. She’s not a nice person, 
she talks about inner work but displays the characteristics of a bullying 
tyrant who has weaponised Ken to do her dirty work. 
 
If you look at the date stamp on the next screenshot, you’ll see Andrea is 
having another issue with Monica, a member in NZ at the same time, 
she’s having issues with other members, in the UK and I don’t think they 
know each other. 
 
 



 
 
In the above screenshot you can see that Andrea has just said she has “no 
idea who she is” but in the next screenshot she says “From what I see all 
you do is complain all the time”. This is such a ridiculous contradiction 
and Andrea has so many of them if you just look. She just can’t resist 
opening her mouth and spewing all over people. 
 
So, Monica wrote to Andrea and then Andrea responded to Monica. 
 
 

 
 
 
Monica then responded to Jolly the same day and then Jolly forwarded it 
to Andrea and then Andrea forwarded this to me. 



 

 
 
 
Now Andrea once again makes the snowballs and ken throws them. 
Monica and her husband were then immediately suspended by Ken for 6 
months, which usually means forever because as Monica said “I’m just 
offering my opinion” in a message to Jolly?  
 
Here is Ken’s suspension letter to Monica in which he references the art 
of war. Now are Ken’s actions an appropriate response to the questions 
Monica asked? Is Ken perhaps engaged in an internal war within 
himself? There are only 4 pages but it has once again been indexed 
incorrectly. 
 



 
 



 
 



 
 



 
 
 
So, now that we’ve gotten the trivia out of the road, let’s move onto Ken 
in more depth.  
 
I was carrying out the interviews for PTV, in the role of lead interviewer. 
I had also read the applications of 44 new applicants within the previous 
few weeks and then evaluated them. One of those applications was from 
Mona Hofmann and even before I interviewed her, I had raised concerns 
with Jolly. 
 



 
 
Now this was the text before the interview but I wanted to post it now 
because of its relevance. If you’re in Team Buddy, I would suggest you 
watch the interview before in the likely possibility, the evidence is 
removed. You can also see that in the question of what honour and 
integrity meant to her, she responded about sex magic and sodomy, 
which I thought was an area of concern. Did she not understand the 
question or is she so heavily fragmented that she struggles to hold onto 
reality? Also, what was it about this lady that Ken was so attracted to, 
that he was willing to remove all of the entry criteria for her? 
 



 
 
Now as Jolly as openly admitted above “we have had a very low success 
rate with people who have been fast tracked.” There was also a lot of 
Mona’s application paperwork missing and she had absolutely no idea 
what was really going on. Based on the interview criteria that we had 
used since I started doing the interviews, I then proceeded to do an 
interview with Mona and shared it with Andrea. 
 
 

 



The following screenshot is what I sent Jolly after the interview. 
 

 
 
Now I want to clarify that I do not have an issue with Ken and his 
preferences, even if “sometimes, he really does get it very wrong!” Or 
even if he gets hooked in by the “damsels in distress” and or the fast-
tracking system, even if they are high maintenance. If Ken chooses to 
focus his energy on the “damsels in distress”, that’s his choice and it’s 
also possible, that he gets some much-needed momentary relief from 
wallowing in Andrea’s energy? I’m also delighted that Jolly has openly 
admitted that even though it could be true about Ken “he would never 
admit to anything like that!” I’m glad to see her mind is open and she’s 
being completely honest. She also confirms that “we do not want any 
more high maintenance members!” 
 
This was my summary of the Mona Hofmann interview. 
 
“Mona Hofmann was very triggered by me during the innerview. She 
really struggles to actually answer any question and consistently goes 
off on elaborate meaningless tangents. I think this woman is still 
processing very deep levels of trauma and she finds it very hard to 
focus. I think her presence in PTV would be highly disruptive, especially 
at the crucial moment in time. She has so much projection going on and 
this is the first person ever that I’ve said that I don’t think she should 
become a member. Her life is in chaos and I think she would need to do 
some deep inner work.” 
 



After the interview I uploaded everything to the Team Buddy group and 
a little while later I got this message from Jolly. 
 

 
 
Now as you can see from the above text Jolly said… “Regarding Mona - I 
have literally only watched a couple of minutes of the recording, and I 
can see what you mean about her being unhinged!” So, before Jolly 
spoke to Ken, she was in agreement, in that she thought Mona was 
unhinged. Now if Ken had of communicated with me beforehand and 
discussed Mona with me, I could have lowered the entry level criteria 
and brought her in as a member, if that was what fascinated Ken.  
 

 
 



The above message was sent to me by Jolly and you will notice that it 
was Ken’s intention to write to me within an hour or so. In reality what 
happened was that Ken didn’t write to me within an hour or so. What did 
happen was that he posted a letter to me publicly in the 
ptvcotp.inner_resolution group more than 3 days later.  

Now most of you will remember that whenever a member is filling out an 
application form, in the questions section, you are asked…  “How 
reliable are you? How do you follow through on something, or not?” 
The next question is “Are you conscious of time in this reality – are you 
punctual, or always running late?” How did it go from being one hour 
for Ken to respond to me, to it taking over 3 days? Is there one standard 
for members and another standard for Ken? It appears that there are 
some double standards?	

Now I’m not sure if Ken got challenged with me saying what I had said 
about Mona, especially because I said she shouldn’t be in PTV and he 
had wanted her in. You have to remember, that I was never told that Ken 
had guaranteed Mona a place in PTV until after the interview. Also, most 
of Mona’s paperwork was not completed, or was missing and I already 
had raised concerns about her suitability, as a member before the 
interview. If Ken had changed the entry criteria, that was something that 
I should have been informed of before the interview, not after. I applied 
the exact same rules to Mona as I had applied to other members. I think 
it’s highly unethical that Ken would change the entry criteria and then 
blame me for saying what I had said about Mona. The system that was in 
place worked perfectly and as it was supposed to do. The only unknown 
variable in the event for me is, did Ken see my comments about Mona 
and have a reaction because he felt challenged because of what I had 
said, or did Andrea see my comments about Mona, which were the direct 
opposite of what Ken had wanted and she got triggered and then 
pumped Ken to do something? Either way Ken would not disclose the 
specific order and sequence of events leading up to me being told to stop 
doing the interviews, until he spoke to me. His letter to me appeared to 
be a reverse engineered reaction to whatever had triggered him, after he 
was aware of the Mona interview. Did Andrea frame my interview with 
Mona in a certain negative way or did Ken just have a knee jerk reaction 
to it because he felt challenged because of what I have said in my 
summary regarding Mona. I have absolutely no problem receiving 
feedback and would always welcome it. What happened with Ken, was an 
extreme reaction and as I tried to get to the source of that reaction. Ken 
was determined to imply that I had acted unreasonably and that I 
couldn’t accept the feedback. The truth was that I wasn’t willing to accept 
his lack of ecology and integrity, in how he dealt with the matter. From 



my perspective, Ken abused his position and used it to silence me, rather 
that address the issues I had raised. I believe Ken behaved in a 
dishonourable manner and I was really shocked by his behaviour. In his 
following letter to me you will see that he wanted me to give more of an 
overview of PTV but anyone who had went through the normal channels 
would have had a much deeper understanding of PTV. We also in the 
past used our membership numbers during an interview, because it 
made it easy for all of the different members, to be easily identified but 
this was something that really triggered this woman. Now massaging the 
entry level criteria, without telling me, for a person who is seriously 
emotionally challenged, even though she may be a good person, is 
ethically wrong. This looks like a “woke” attitude to doing things and one 
that is ultimately destined to fail. It seems the system had to be modified 
to accommodate Mona rather than Mona working within the existing 
system. I’m just curious if Ken’s predilection for damsels in distress, or 
Mona’s possible satanic past, with her references to sex magic and 
sodomy, have somehow clouded his judgement, especially whenever you 
consider, that the fast-tracking approach operated by Ken, has had such 
a poor success rate? I wonder what truly motivates Ken and his fast-
track approach? 
 
 

 
 
I also want to admit to a gross error in judgement. Now this was on the 
1st of May and the person I was talking about was Andrea. I just didn’t 
see it until I saw it, and once I saw it, I couldn’t unsee it but it seems jolly 
made an assumption that I was talking about Mona in the following 
screenshot. 



 
 
As you can see from the above message, I was not aware of the system 
Jolly talks about but I think it’s simple enough to understand? Now if I 
had been given this information beforehand, I could have made the 
necessary adjustments to help accommodate Ken’s wishes. 
 
The following communication was posted by Ken in the 
ptvcotp.inner_resolution group with approximately 10 members. Isn’t it 
interesting that PTV COTP Inner Resolution Group wasn’t even able to 
openly discuss this matter, never mind resolving it?  



 
Ken says I need to provide more “detail and context” when I first 
introduce myself. Now that may be appropriate if the person doesn’t 
know anything about PTV and hadn’t done any research but I didn’t 
know that upfront and Ken, or anyone else didn’t communicate that to 
me. It would also take a lot longer to do an interview because I would 
have to explain, so many more things that any other applicant would 
already know. The interview criteria were changed from “we need to be 
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Follow-Up	For	Justin	on	Interviews	
	

I	am	writing	to	give	you	some	feedback	on	your	interviews	that	I	watched	with	Peaches/Jane	and	Mona,	
and	in	general	for	future	interviews.		The	key	point	is	that	it	is	important	that	you	provide	more	detail	
and	context	when	you	first	introduce	yourself	so	that	the	other	being(s)	can	get	comfortable	with	you	as	
representative	of	the	society	and	understand	the	process	we	are	doing	in	our	vetting	of	potential	new	
members.		They	need	to	have	a	better	idea	of	why	you	are	doing	the	interview	and	how	it	relates	to	their	
process	of	becoming	a	member.		Also,	there	are	key	points	behind	the	questions	that	if	the	people	have	a	
context	for,	they	will	be	better	able	to	give	the	responses	we	are	looking	for	and	perhaps	will	give	more	
depth	to	their	answers.	

			
Your	style	from	what	I	have	seen	in	these	two	interviews	is	a	bit	mechanical	and	off	putting.		You	just	go	
from	one	question	abruptly	to	the	next	without	explanation.		The	most	important	one	is	about	religion	
and	beliefs.		You	just	pop	a	very	loaded	question	“What	are	your	religious	or	spiritual	beliefs?”	when	most	
people	don’t	even	think	in	those	terms.		There	is	no	context	for	them	to	understand	why	we	are	asking	
that	question.		This	does	not	mean	for	you	to	talk	about	your	experiences	in	this	subject	context	(as	you	
did	with	P	&	J)	but	to	lay	a	foundation,	as	discussed	below,	before	asking	the	question.		



vigilant and ensure we don’t get any more people like Terry in” to let’s 
rig the system to ensure this person gets in, but we’re not going to tell 
you the rules of the game have changed and it’s your fault you didn’t 
know. This is reverse engineering and it’s not acceptable. 
 

 
 
Even in the first few sentences of the above screenshot, you can see that 
Ken refers to the essay, questionnaire and other items. Most of this was 
missing with Mona and the information she did provide was seriously 
fragmented and seemed to be written by someone who was totally out of 



their mind. Ken also mentions that “we have matured in our experience 
with over two thousand members”. I’m really surprised at Ken 
suggesting that I tell the applicant that PTV has over two thousand 
members. I don’t think this is ethical and a concerning behaviour from 
someone with the title of “Office of the Overseer” and “Protector and 
advocate for the People”. The only thing I ever see Ken protecting is his 
cash flow? 
 
 

 



Mona had not read any of the PTV material and had no idea what was 
going on in the interview. I could have easily done what Ken had wanted 
with this woman, if he had of told me beforehand. I also offered to work 
with this lady, as I really could have helped her release the trauma, if 
that was required but I didn’t know that the outcome of the interview, 
was already decided beforehand but Ken won’t even acknowledge his 
lack or responsible communication in this matter? 
 

 



 
There were only 4 pages in total, as the document had not been correctly 
indexed.  
 
Mona also sent me a few emails after the interview, which were shared 
with Jolly and then passed onto Ken. 
 

 
 
I’ve included my duplicate screenshot below from Mona to me, that I had 
shared with Jolly, so that I could include Jolly’s comment on the matter. 
 
 

 
 
 
It seems Jolly can see the similar issues that I saw with Mona but Ken’s 
ability to see any issues with Mona eludes him. Why is this? 



 

 
 



 
 
 
This was my response to Ken… 
 

The day the law met human nature 
 
I am writing to give you some feedback on my experience with the 
sequence of events that unfolded before and after I carried out my 
innerview with Mona Hofmann on Wednesday the 26th of April. I 
initially was asked by Jolly a few months ago to step in to the Sara 
situation because there was a lot of friction within NZ group. This initial 
communication arrived on a Friday night by Signal, something that Jolly 
only uses if she needs to contact me if she needs a quick or urgent 
response. I had taken a considerable amount of MDMA a few hours 
earlier and was still in a very altered state of consciousness but I still 
fully engaged with all of my consciousness to communicate effectively 
under the circumstances.  
 
Over time, this eventually evolved into me reading all of the up to date 
current 44 membership applications. Some applicants only submit a 1-
page essay, while others have submitted a 23-page essay, which can take 
up to 90 minutes to read, but on average it takes around 1 hour per 
application to process. This is so that I really get to tune into and 
understand where this person is genuinely coming from. My sincere 
desire is that I get as many applicants to join PTV as is possible but I 
endeavour to make sure that the people joining are absolutely the right 
people.  
 
Up until now, I used the presumption that according to our entry criteria 
that had been used for every innerview to date, either by me and other 
previous members, who were carrying out innerviews, was that each 



applicant had read our Declaration of Intention, which is a requirement 
and would also have studied a reasonable amount of content about PTV, 
including reading our mission statement beforehand. After 
understanding a certain level of our content and if they felt aligned with 
PTV, then that person had the opportunity to apply to become a 
member. To me, Mona had no idea what was going on, or where she was, 
and for such a sensitive person jumping into a completely unknown 
situation without a context was grossly irresponsible, totally 
unprofessional and not my responsibility. From my perspective this was 
a gross error in judgement and was seriously lacking in responsible 
communication. 
 
As you are aware, with each applicant there are always 3 documents to 
submitted before an innerview can be conducted. That is the NMS, the 
applicant’s essay and the NMQ. It now seems that you had made some 
sort of agreement with Mona Hofmann, that she could become a 
member of PTV but this was never previously communicated to me at 
any time, so how would I ever know about such an extreme change in 
protocol or procedure.  
 
Mona did not provide her New Member Survey and her New Member 
Questionnaire has a huge segment of the PTV entry level criteria 
questions completely missing. This was also outside the normal entry 
level criteria. I have attempted to develop a system where I can 
efficiently process applicants one by one with the intention to alleviate 
the slowly but ever-growing backlog.  
 
I’m fully flexible and open to always improving and perfecting how we do 
things but you decided to change the entry level criteria in such a radical 
and extreme way without informing me as to these changes.  
 
How was I to know that you had changed the entry level criteria and how 
was I to know that this woman knew virtually nothing about PTV and 
that she should still be admitted to PTV? Using the appropriate entry 
level criteria, it is important for PTV that I had asked Mona the very 
necessary questions. I feel that was highly inconsiderate of you making 
those decisions without informing me of the outcome beforehand, as 
these decisions seriously impacted how I dealt with matters further 
downstream. 
 
Below is question 12 on Mona’s NMQ and her answer which screams 
Red alert. 



How would you describe honor and integrity – what do these words 
mean to you?  

I decode a lot of my worlds on a very crude yet “cutting right through the 
bullshit” level...so I use he and she quite literally for the two core aspects 
in which this plan-et was locked down under so to speak.....and so within 
so without ....so he/ my reptilian... deeply repressed ...yet full On 
commander! IN UNTAPPED CAPACITY Was not havin it...the being in 
dishonour was unbearabale for him....that it took me this entire lifetime 
to bypass what was used against me breaking through and letting go of 
the one lie that had ruled them all...that I was alone...  

So making an EMOTIONAL connection with “her” was a break through 
of the highest order...I feel I can assist men and it is manny more men 
than women that are taking their lives now...everywhere....  

Share ...and primarily by virtue of the Living environments” what I know 
about truly healing from satanic wickedness and sex magic and their 
sodomy harvester keys used to install DEATH from within... with the 
million boys...never speaking.........now targeted openly by death spitting 
feminism and whatever social engineering nonsense is used to bring in 
the full-on genocide programs  

The above statement relates to honour and integrity and screams that 
there is a huge amount of mental instability within this person. She has 
only been a member for a few days and I’m already getting feedback that 
she is wreaking havoc within PTV. 
 
I start my PTV day at 6.15am always checking the chats to see if any 
issues or situations need my attention and I do that whenever 
circumstances allow throughout the entire day until I go to bed at around 
11.15pm. In between times, if possible, I will be emailing applicants to 
arrange a date and time for innerview, which can take a lot of time and 
focus, given that I might be contacting someone for the first time and 
there can be 3 or 4 of us on a call and we can be in very different time 
zones. I live an insanely busy life with a lot of things to manage 
throughout the day but I have a lot of flexibility in the order and 
sequence of what I do and I’m want to add that I have happily done this 
in the past. I want to state, that I have in the past committed a very large 
part of my day to do whatever I can do in regards to helping PTV to the 
best of my ability at all times. 
 
For you to stop my flow based on what I can only describe as 
fundamentally flawed information, caused a huge energetic shift in 



direction with how I had structured my time and focus. This could easily 
have been avoided with responsible communication beforehand from 
you directly to me.  
 
I was also informed after the innerview, that you would message me 
within an hour but I didn’t get any message from you directly 
whatsoever, but I did notice that you had posted your message to me 
indirectly, within a group setting of ptvcotp.inner_resolution, more than 
3 days later after the event happened and I was also notified of your post 
by Jolly. I think that if there were any issues that needed to be resolved 
we would have communicated directly man to man and on a one-to-one 
basis and in private but for whatever reason that didn’t happen. Now 
that this has been brought into a group setting, I feel we must deal with 
this situation within an open group setting.  

You did mention this… “The key point is that it is important that you 
provide more detail and context when you first introduce yourself so 
that the other being(s) can get comfortable with you as representative 
of the society and understand the process we are doing in our vetting of 
potential new members. They need to have a better idea of why you are 
doing the interview and how it relates to their process of becoming a 
member.”  

This may be a useful add on, after the fact, if you want to lower the entry 
level criteria for members to get in who couldn’t be bothered reading our 
Mission Statement or Declaration of Intention, but this woman had no 
idea where she was or what was going on. This is something that I 
cannot be held responsible for, as I had no part in how she got to where 
she got to within the system, especially as the well-developed checks and 
balances were completely removed without any discussion, 
communication or notice. 

I have previously in the past openly mentioned many times, that I was 
open to feedback, but this feedback response refuses to address some 
fundamentally flawed issues that urgently need to be openly discussed. 
You also go on to say that I became Polarised with her, this sounds 
absolutely ridiculous to me and I really struggle to see what specific 
criteria you used to make that judgement? I also have a few questions 
that I’d like to discuss in an attempt to bring closure to this matter. This 
is what I wrote about Mona Hofmann in my summary… 

“Mona Hofmann was very triggered by me during the innerview. She 
really struggles to actually answer any question and consistently goes 
off on elaborate meaningless tangents. I think this woman is still 



processing very deep levels of trauma and she finds it very hard to 
focus. I think her presence in PTV would be highly disruptive, especially 
at the crucial moment in time. She has so much projection going on and 
this is the first person ever that I’ve said that I don’t think she should 
become a member. Her life is in chaos and I think she would need to do 
some deep inner work.” 
 
I still think this is an accurate overview and you seem to have a very 
different perspective from me and you don’t need to agree with me but I 
would appreciate the opportunity to discuss this matter with you at your 
earliest convenience. Your writing style on what you’ve written to me 
seems a bit strange and out of character but we can discuss that later if 
possible.  
 
When I look at the suggested script you posted, this would have been 
totally unnecessary if the person had actually come through the 
appropriate channels and actually read our foundational documents. 
This looks like a reverse engineered script to mask an issue due to a 
fundamental flaw in communication, something that I’m not responsible 
for, which was previously and to date a necessary PTV requirement.  
 
There’s also the possibility that I will be accused of being polarised, 
going to my enemy construct, or being an agent of the matrix, projection 
or whatever off the shelf terms that can be used for whatever reason but I 
assure you that is most definitely not the case and I’m willing to prove it. 
I truly want what’s best for you and PTV and I have the utmost respect 
for you. I’d like to talk and will absolutely respect any decision you make 
after we conclude our chat but we need to chat. Is it possible that 
someone can have sincere and valid questions and not be any of the 
above terminologies?  
 
I would also urge anyone who can to watch the innerviews I did with 
both Peaches and Jane, along with Mona Hofmann on the 26th of 
April. These can be found in the Team Buddy folder, so that it will 
provide the relevant context and a deeper understanding, of this now 
much more public discussion.  

There’s also a much deeper matter of a serious concern, that I have 
uncovered within PTV, which I think we need to discuss. This is well 
beyond what has unfolded with the interviews but for now this matter 
can be put on hold. 

It was also very noticeable that Ulrike was really surprised that Mona 
was actually allowed to become a member. It also raises an ethics 



question as to why certain members get preferential treatment and other 
do not? Is this appropriate, is this necessary, is this fair, is this the way 
we want to do things and are members ok with the 2 sets of rules or 2 
sets of laws for different members? Is this ok for us to openly discuss as 
members of PTV or is this discussion not permitted? 

I also asked Wayne, who was Peaches and Jane’s buddy about the 
innerview experience. This are the messages before and after the Mona 
issue.  

Justin_1470    26th April 
 
Hi Wayne, Peaches and Jane are lovely people, so credit to you for 
bringing them along. They will make a wonderful addition to our society. 
 
Wayne_1808   26th April 
 
Thanks Justin, I thought they were very good candidates, and I have 
known Peaches for about 15 years or more. You are a very effective 
interviewer and held good control over the timing and process. Thank 
you. 
 
Justin_1470  30th April 
 
Hi Wayne, I'm just curious if you know how Peaches and Jane found the 
innerview process? What was their experience and could I have done 
anything to improve it? 
 
Wayne_1808  30th April 
 
They both said they enjoyed the interview and thought you were 
wonderful, keeping the process light, though serious. They have both 
done many courses, seminars, and do regular online webinars. 
 
Justin_1470   30th April 
 
Great, thanks for the feedback. 
 
……………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 
 
Ken also sent me this following private message after I posted the above 
content, which was a response to his first message to me, in the 
ptvcotp.inner_resolution group. 
 



 
 
The only piece of information I really wanted from Ken was to have full 
transparency and accountability for the exact sequence of events that 
stimulated him to write his message to me. That means, who did he 
specifically talk to at that time. What influenced him and how was that 
specific decision reached with all contributory factors disclosed. What I 
got was an 18-page hit piece calling my character into question and I’m 
happy to discuss my character if desired but he still doesn’t answer my 
questions. What he does do is attack my character, in an attempt to have 
me defending my character and take the focus of the questions, I have 
already asked. Ken needs to answer my questions truthfully and 
transparently and then we can discuss my character if he likes. 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



This was Ken’s response… 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
Now I didn’t really want to comment in between these pages but Ken has 
made such an idiotic statement that I had to mention it. As you can see 
in the above bottom blue paragraph, he implies that he will be busy 
“24.7.365 around the clock for probably the next year without a day 
off”. Now 24.7.365 is a full year, without an hour or day off, so saying 
around the clock is absolutely absurd, just as much as saying “probably 
the next year without a day off”. This also implies that he will never 



sleep at any time for one year. I think Ken is talking an absolute load of 
bollocks here. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 



 



 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
Ken also says in the above paragraph “Justin, to be honest” which 
linguistically presupposes that all the other communication he has 
written was not honest. Is this something he has unconsciously exposed 
within himself? 
 



 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
Just to be clear here, I have never once mentioned anything about not 
paying writs, this was just something manufactured by Ken. I also do not 
pay a TV licence and I haven’t done for 15 years. These people cannot 
identify me because the letters they send are always addressed to the 
occupier. I also don’t have my car registered in my correct name, so the 
system can’t find me. It’s also interesting that on Ken’s first feedback he 



never mentioned any of this but now he’s so aghast by it. The reality is 
that the PTV system is so poorly indexed that it’s virtually impossible to 
find anything and if you say anything, as I have in the past, you’re just 
belittled for mentioning it. 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
This following is my final response to ken before I was removed from 
PTV… 
 
“In an open and free-thinking society, it would be reasonable to think 
that there would be a way to discuss unresolved issues in an open and 
transparent way and with full accountability, without the threat of 



being removed as a member. From my perspective it seems that Ken 
thinks that some men are more equal than others. I also think it’s 
unethical that Ken posts highly deflective emotionally charged verbiage 
directed at me, and then says I can’t comment on it and he won’t be able 
to discuss the contents of that post for 1-2 months, while everyone else 
can. Perhaps I can use the damsel in distress fast tracking system to 
expediate the process? Now, in the cabal-controlled world, the control 
of information may be the status quo, but let’s clarify something here 
from the onset, I will say whatever I want to say, whenever I want to 
say it, and no one gets to tell me, what I can or cannot do.  
 
Another area to consider, is that the person who controls the flow of 
information, in most cases has a superior advantage. So, imagine if I or 
anyone else, said something that was 100% true and 100% factually 
correct, which exposed something, that was for the greater good of all 
in PTV and in which, all of the members had a right to know? The 
person in charge of controlling that information could alter its 
direction, remove it or prevent its delivery, if it was not to their liking. 
 
In Ken’s verbose letter, it seems that he was more concerned with how 
he looked to other members viewing this conversation, rather than to 
actually address the issues raised and from my perspective, he is an 
absolute master at semantic wizardry and being intelligently evasive. I 
will admit that his level of tactical skill and sophistication in casuistry 
are exceptionally well developed and would be virtually invisible to 
detect for most people. I can see that rather than actually address the 
certain issues I have specifically raised within a certain context; he 
skilfully but unethically changed the context in an attempt to shape the 
readers perception. I can also see at times that he has strategically used 
ambiguity to his advantage. There has also been certain information 
that I had requested in my letter to him but that has not been 
forthcoming and I fully understand why, but there is also absolutely no 
possibility of a resolution by text, as I would never be allowed to discuss 
what it is I need to discuss without censorship. 
 
Ken is also very fluent in the art of Sophistry whenever it is needed and 
in such a stealth way, that for most people it will go undetected. I want 
to clarify the actual reason, as to why I mentioned to Ken about keeping 
our communication private. This was totally for Ken’s benefit not mine. 
Now that he has said what he has said publicly, his addiction to self-
importance will not allow him admit he was wrong in any way, to 
avoid embarrassment. He has publicly attacked my character and 
decision-making process and Andrea said that because of what I did, in 



an attempt to deal with the Sara issue, in the NZ group, they now “were 
left to clean up this mess.” Now I didn’t really want go there but seeing 
that you have reminded me of people making errors in judgement, how 
about this one? Ken’s infatuation with his King David? This was a 
massive error of judgement on his behalf. This decision cost our society 
an incredible amount of money, with zero accountability and was a 
huge waste of time, effort and energy but were not allowed to talk 
about it? 
 
I’m actually surprised that Andrea has been so vocal here with her 
overtly slanderous and condescending tone, especially with her 
comprehensive portfolio of dirty little secrets, but let’s be very clear 
here, her game is absolutely over and I will deal with her once I’m 
finished with the important issues. It’s going to be a real “get real with 
Teale” moment, where her room 101, is going to look like a luxury 
vacation destination in contrast, once everything is exposed. 
 
Now, Ken and Andrea also have a choice. They can censor me or they 
can listen to me, or they can use their tried and well tested programme, 
by manufacturing a hit on my character using the usual terminology of 
“he became polarised” “he’s projecting” or “he went into his enemy 
construct” or “he’s an agent of the matrix” and all of the other regularly 
used favourites.  
 
We are supposed to have the ability to discuss things openly and to 
have access to some sort of forum that allows a difference of opinion to 
be discussed, but that’s not allowed. The outcome I would like, is that 
we do a Zoom call publicly within all of the society, so that we can have 
full transparency, accountability and disclosure. Just to make it easy 
for everyone, after that Zoom call, if that option is chosen, I will be 
leaving PTV and will not be returning unless I’m asked by Ken to do so. 
Ken knows exactly what he did and that’s a decision he’s going to have 
to live with, but no doubt he’ll try to soothe himself with his intellect. 
The universe is watching on many different dimensions and I’m 
standing here in the absolute purity of my spirit. 
 
I want to state that I will act ethically and with honour and integrity, in 
the best interest of PTV at all times, even though it may not appear like 
this in the beginning, especially if someone cannot see beyond the spin 
or commentary being offered in the short term but I guarantee you, it 
will all make sense in the end. If I am denied a voice, or censored in any 
way, including my removal from PTV, that is a choice you are very 



welcome to make but be aware that every action has a consequence and 
everything will be revealed and nothing can stop what’s coming.  
 
Some people have been shocked by my behaviour and may think that 
it’s really out of character for me and I can fully appreciate why, but 
this simply boils down to me having integrity and I can’t unsee what I 
have seen and I’m bringing every fibre of my being and consciousness 
to this issue. I also think it’s highly unlikely that activation will even 
happen within the next 30 days, as the energetic core of PTV is so 
fragmented, distorted and out of alignment, which I think is what is 
holding us back. 
 
Another matter to consider is the huge amount of member turnover 
over the years. We are currently at membership number 2657, yet there 
are only 326 members in the Notices and Updates group. If you choose 
to do the maths, that’s a lot of people who are no longer members but 
does anyone ask why? 
 
For me, I see 2 strong personality types within Ken, there the Authentic 
Ken, he’s fully grounded, incredibly focused, he has compassion and 
will give freely with pleasure, to all who need his assistance and is a joy 
to watch. Then there’s the Energetically Castrated Ken, he gets angry, 
gets triggered and projects his inner conflict onto others and in that 
energy, you feel your spirit shrinking. Authentic ken would openly 
debate me and actually enjoy the process. Energetically Castrated Ken 
would remove me and justify manufacturing a character assassination 
to deflect from the situation. There are no problems only opportunities, 
so I wonder at this defining moment in history, which version of Ken is 
going to show up?  
 
I would also suggest that you screenshot this conversation for your 
records for obvious reasons.” 
 
……………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 
 
Now after I posted my first statement in the ptvcotp.inner_resolution 
group Andrea decided to post the following message… 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
Now I want to apologise in advance for having to subject you to more of 
Andrea’s never-ending diatribe but I feel it’s really important to see all of 
the evidence in context? What happened in NZ was that a dispute had 
developed between several members and Jolly asked me to step in and 
facilitate a resolution if possible. Andrea also mentions that Ken was not 
able to relax whenever he was spending 10 hours responding to me. 
Andrea’s version of time keeping seems to differ significantly from Ken’s 
version. Am I now somehow being held responsible for Ken’s inability to 
relax? I was deeply relaxed whenever I was writing everything and I 
actually enjoyed the process. Andrea is also implying that I have created 
a mess and it’s my fault. That is another one of her projections and as 
you continue to read, you will see that there are many people involved in 
dealing with the NZ issue involving Sara. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  
 
 
 
Andrea’s text continued… 

 
 
 



 
 
 
Although you have previously seen Andrea try to blame me for what 
unfolded in NZ, you can now see that was just another unfounded 
emotional outburst without her accepting any self-responsibility. She 
also accuses me of having issues with my father, which is another one of 
her projections. I actually had an amazing relationship with my father 
until he was murdered by the National Health service in December 2021. 
As you can see Andrea likes to make a lot of accusations but that’s all 
they are, but they are very clear indicator, of who Andrea really is, at the 
deepest core of her being. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Text continued…  

 
 



 
 



 
 
Now as you can see highlighted above in blue, anyone who in good faith 
voted for Sara to remain in PTV, in Andrea’s opinion now needs to come 
forth and are expected to “come clean about it.” Why does Andrea need 
these people to do this? Is this to shame them? Is it for control? Is this 
because someone dared to think for themselves? The bizarre thing is that 
Andrea already has access to that information and I have the screenshots 
of it also, but for ethical reasons I’m not going to post it here because 
certain members were afraid of the potential repercussions from Sara. 
Are the following members who got involved in the voting scenario now 
going to have to come forward and ask for forgiveness because Ken has 
made his position very clear on voting. Would any dictator or cult leader 
ever allow voting? 
 
 



 
 

 
 

 



I would also like to explain that I have worked with Sara, for over 10 
hours, to help her work through some personal challenges and although 
she did make some very meaningful shifts in consciousness, she still had 
some things, that she needed to work through. I also have Ken’s 
suspension letter to Sara but I didn’t want to include it here, because it 
would just take up so much space but after reading it, I do believe he was 
unnecessarily harsh with her but I do think he gets off on that. 
 
It’s also strange that Andrea attacks me so aggressively, yet as you can 
see, in the following screenshots, that until I questioned the wisdom of 
Ken’s decision-making motives, my skill set was very much appreciated 
and even praised? In the first screen shot you’ll see that I have 
underlined Jolly’s Freudian slip but let’s continue? 



 









 
 
Summary:  
 
This following is my opinion on Ken and Andrea based on me knowing 
them since 2019 and meeting them in California, for a weekend seminar 
and then spending a week with them the following month but it also 
includes my interactions with them to date. I truly think Ken is an 
energetically castrated man, who once had a powerful vision to do the 
right things for the right reasons but he somehow lost his potency along 
the way. It seems that Ken has some deep energetic entanglement with 
Andrea and he may have some sort of toxic self-destruction contract with 
her, that he may or may not be conscious off. Andrea has inserted herself 
so deeply within Ken’s psyche and I think he’s consciously unaware of it. 
Whenever I take a really deep forensic look at Andrea, I see a person 
who’s highly manipulative, she’s incredibly devious and her addiction to 
being right is extreme. She is corrupted, by whatever delusion of power 
she thinks she has and she doesn’t care about what she has to do to 
remain in control. At a very deep level Ken knows he should have walked 
away from this woman decades ago but any man who enables a woman 
in the process of emasculating him, is most definitely energetically 
castrated.  
 



I would also like to mention that I has a psychic attack from Andrea on 
the evening of Friday the 5th of May. This was a most unusual experience 
for me, as I have never had one before. This is where she really tried to 
pierce my consciousness, with the intention of harming me, attempting 
to gather information in secret and an attempt to change how certain 
events were going to unfold. This failed attempt actually confirmed I was 
on the right track and it gave me a great inspiration to focus with on 
what I was revealing with renewed intensity. The following day on 
Saturday the 6th of May, a friend who was staying with me was 
psychically attacked also. They were asleep in bed and Andrea had sent 2 
malicious dark entities to psychically attack them. Now they did not 
succeed and my friend had to awaken out of their sleep to break the 
pattern and I was informed about what had happened the next morning. 
 
I was also attacked psychically again in the early hours of Saturday the 
13th of May, as I was sleeping. I had never experienced anything like this 
before, so I had to check with my 84-year-old friend Shelia who has an 
amazing ability to track and monitor these types of events and she 
confirmed that it was some sort of lizard that worked with Andrea. Now I 
wasn’t affected by Andrea’s behaviour but I could clearly see that my 
psyche was being attacked with the intention to harm me, to change the 
course of events and to gather information. Ultimately, it made me more 
aware, more vigilant and it strengthened my determination to expose the 
dark and sinister side of Andrea, that she so desperately tries to keep 
hidden. Andrea, you have been exposed and your alliance with these 
reptilian entities are now public knowledge. You will be held accountable 
for your actions and I have called the intergalactic court to be present, 
whenever you are going to be dealt with. The exact same court you 
confirmed existed, whenever I worked with another member to remove 
his attachments with the reptilian entities in California in 2019.  
 
I truly believe that PTV cannot and will not succeed while Andrea is 
around. Other that her favourite hand-picked selection of carefully 
selected arse lickers, not many people like her and if PTV was a 
democracy, she would have been voted out decades ago, which is why 
she is probably so triggered by the thought of it. Will Energetically 
Castrated Ken ever get his balls back? Well, from my understanding the 
only way he can, is to remove himself from Andrea’s energy and distance 
himself from her extreme energy vampire addiction to her Ken. For now, 
we’ll just have to watch this space and see what happens, as we all 
continue to walk the magical path of life. 
 



 
 
 
I thought that the following questions would be useful for some 
members to have answers to? 
 

1. If a member had an issue or difference of opinion with the Scribe 
or Overseer of PTV, can that member discuss that issue publicly if 
desired, or can that person be immediately removed from PTV 
without any form of transparency or accountability to the other 
members of the society? 

 
2. If in the present or future, the Scribe or Overseer of PTV became 

highly unethical or corrupted, what safeguards or procedures are 
in place to protect the members from any potential abuses of 
power? 



 
3. Ken states that PTV is non-hierarchal but yet it functions as a 

complete hierarchy. You can see Ken is at the top, then Andrea, 
then Jolly and the it filters down through the ranks. If it’s not 
hierarchical, then how specifically does the internal structure and 
mechanisms of PTV operate? 
 

4. Are the Overseer or Scribe accountable to the members in any 
way? If so, how specifically and where can a member find this 
information? If not why not? 
 

5. If a member wanted to create their own society, it appears that it 
would be under the umbrella of PTV? Is it possible for a member to 
create their own society, which is completely independent of PTV 
and if so does PTV provide that option and support to the 
members? If not why not? 
 

6. It states that PTV is a “House of Peace” yet it appears that Ken and 
Andrea behave in a war like manner, at times towards members 
that they have disagreements with. Why is that and why does this 
happen so often? Is this because so many people have gotten it 
wrong, or do we need to take a deeper look at the people running 
it? 
 

7. It states that PTV is a “Mutual Benefit Society” yet those benefits 
can be severely restricted or removed if someone doesn’t conform 
to Ken or Andrea’s version of reality. Is this truly a mutual benefit 
society, or is that just in name only? 
 

8. Is there somewhere where a member can go to see who was 
removed and why they were removed? Is the member who was 
removed allowed to have their statement put on record so that they 
can have their comments noted? If not why not? 
 

9. It appears that PTV also operates as a dictatorship or as a cult, with 
Ken having unquestionable and unaccountable authority over all 
members at all times? If this is not true, please explain the specific 
mechanisms used to operate the society, without using elaborate 
names to deflect from the question. How do the key components 
specifically operate within the society especially with issues 
relating to disagreement or conflict? 
 



10. Is Ken the ultimate con man? Does MM really exist? If MM 
really exists, is he the one playing Ken? Given that the Deep State 
is run by ruthless psychopathic criminals, who will do anything to 
retain control, why would they allow someone like Ken to exist or 
even help? If Ken was really as important, as he tries to make out 
he is, then why has Ken not been assassinated or at least 
threatened? Why does Ken not have an extremely high level of 
security? This just does not add up? A homeless person wearing a 
Rolex watch would look less out of place than this does? 
 

 
I hope you all had an enjoyable time reading this content, no matter 
what your perspective is. Whether you’re in agreement with me or not, is 
irrelevant. My intention was to ask questions and look at some of the not 
so nice things within PTV that are not normally allowed to be discussed 
or debated. I thoroughly enjoyed writing it and found it deeply relaxing 
and entertaining and I sincerely wish you a truly magnificent onward 
journey wherever that might take you. I also want to thank those 
members who helped make this communication possible, especially with 
those members exposing how Ken was trying to spin this event within 
PTV.  
 
I did post my final message on the morning of Friday the 5th of May and 
then drove for a few hours and then checked in again, just after midday. 
I did make one response to someone who commented, and then I didn’t 
check in again until the evening of Sunday the 7th of May. It was only 
then that I realised that Energetically Castrated Ken had shown up and 
removed me, which was what I had expected to happen. 
 
For me intention always matters and my question is, what was Ken’s true 
intention for removing me from PTV? What did he gain from my 
removal? Why was it done so secretly? What truly triggered him? Do you 
believe he was being authentic at all times during this discussion? Were 
there other sources of input data that were used to make the decision to 
remove me? If so, would Ken then answer and declare those other 
sources, so that we can see the chain of information that may or may not 
have changed the sequence of events that unfolded? The only piece of 
information I want, is what motivated Ken to do what you did? Will he 
actually answer the question, or do another 18-page rant, rather than 
answer the question? Why is he so unwilling to answer this question? 
The reason is most likely because it would expose something deeper 
within PTV, that if the members saw, they make not like what they had 
seen?  



 
If I really wanted to harm Ken, I would have left PTV silently and not 
shared what I had seen. I couldn’t think of a more obscene and wretched 
punishment for him, that for him having to suffer for rest of his life 
smouldering in Andrea’s energy. I saw what he did and he framed me for 
something I didn’t do and because I wouldn’t roll over, I was removed 
and I’m happy with that. I really think if he doesn’t get away from 
Andrea soon, she’s going down and she’s going to bring Ken down with 
her.  
 
Another issue that I thought was an abuse of Ken’s power was whenever 
some of the members previously had an issue with the FPM contracts. 
These contracts were badly written and related to post activation and 
needed to be amended. When members questioned this contract, they 
were suspended for not signing a faulty contract, that ken had incorrectly 
written. Is this how you’d expect someone to lead by example, and was 
suspending members the appropriate, or only action to take? 
 
I believe I have been fully authentic; I have acted with integrity and I’ve 
given my truthful expertise and opinion. It may not be liked by some and 
I may have even made some mistakes, but I did this from a place of 
absolute clarity. I was also fully grounded at the time of writing this. One 
thing that you might not know about me is that I analyse a very large 
spectrum of data in the world and I can see stuff that most people don’t 
years see before they see it. Only after the coronavirus scam and millions 
of people worldwide have been murdered by the Medical Religion, they 
realised that the CDC, the NIH, the FDA, the WHO, the EHRA in Europe 
and many others were all corrupt. I also exposed the criminal 
pharmaceutical companies and their completely rigged studies and their 
bought and paid for doctors. I was calling it with such precision and 
accuracy in 2010 and people are only seeing it now. I also think this is a 
precise and accurate overview of what I saw within PTV. It’s also 
interesting that for PTV being a peaceful society, Ken acts like a 
warmonger whenever he’s writing letters to the members he’s removed. 
 
To Ken… 
 
I really think at times, you can be a great person but you’re with a 
woman you don’t love and a woman who has a really dark and toxic 
energy. I really don’t know what contract you have with Andrea and why 
you feel the need to stay with her? We all have our own free will to do as 
we please in this universe. I sincerely wish for your onward evolution 
and that you take a really deep look at what I have said? You need to find 



a woman that nourishes the very depths of your soul, if that is your 
desire, but you have allowed yourself, to become so energetically 
entangled with a very sinister and stealth energy vampire and I think it 
would be advised, to at least consider what I’m saying, before you 
dismiss it?  Andrea feeds of your energy in such an addictive frenzy and 
you either can’t see it, or you refuse to see it. Even if you don’t agree with 
anything whatsoever in this entire document, please consider what I 
have said about Andrea. If you chose to leave her, would she accept that? 
If you did leave her, what reaction do you think she would have? If you 
feel she is absolutely entitled to half of whatever PTV means to her, why 
not gift it all to her and start a new society and see how many follow you 
and how many stay with Andrea? I really think PTV has a huge potential 
to make such a meaningful shift in the world but I believe it will only 
ever meet, a minute amount of its potential, while you allow the energy 
of Andrea to distort and twist your perception. This is the final piece of 
the puzzle you’ve been looking for but for some reason you can’t see it. 
When you leave this dimension and go on your next journey and you 
look back at this will you be at peace with all that you did and will you 
have achieved, what you came here to do? I’m communicating to you 
from a place of absolute sincerity. I’m telling you that you need to get 
away from Andrea before she extracts the very last drop of your life force 
and awareness. I also think you should give Eddie a copy of this? 
 
On a final note, is it not interesting that I was removed from PTV, yet I 
was never told I was going to be removed? I was just removed from all of 
the groups on Keybase and had my access to Gemstone University 
removed. To date, I haven’t received any official correspondence of any 
kind explaining any aspect of what has happened. What I did experience 
was a total lockdown within all areas of PTV and denied any opportunity 
to discuss any issues I had raised. Are these not the behaviours of a 
dictator or cult leader? Where is the Tao of Leadership now? Where is 
the application of the chaordic principles? Where is the transparency? 
Where is the accountability? Why is Ken with all of his knowledge and 
skillset so afraid to face me? 
 
By the way just as a word of warning in case you decide to post any more 
notices or make any videos about me. If you say anything about me, 
which I deem disrespectful, condescending, derogatory or untruthful in 
any way, I will come for you seeking resolution and you know I’ll be 
watching. I hope you enjoyed the intellectual foreplay but if you 
misbehave in any way, there will be consequences and being resourceful 
is my greatest resource. Thank you all for reading along, your 
observation was most appreciated.  



 
If any person reading this would like to give me feedback on what I’ve 
posted, please feel free to contact me on Keybase at justin_1470. All 
feedback is welcome, regardless of how you interpreted the information, 
or how it impacted you.  
 
 

The best is yet to come 
 


