
Renee Spencer – supplementary information to the transcript 

The CHAIR: Yes, okay. One other thing I would like to pick up from your opening statement too: 
you spoke about surveillance, surveillance that your daughter is under as being part of this group. Is 
there any consent involved in the surveillance? Do you think your daughter and other group members 
know that they are being surveilled? (p. 17) 

Additional comments from Renee Spencer: As I said in the hearing, yes members are aware that 
they are under surveillance and there is an element of consent. However, this is not what I would call 
informed-consent. McKay phrases the surveillance as “safety” and “sharing everything”. Members are 
not aware that information gathered from surveillance such as reading personal letter/emails is used 
against them, ie., information gathered can be used to subtly coerce members. For example, McKay 
used information I sent to Ellicia in private emails to portray me as a devil worshipper – the civil 
defamation trial details the level of sophistication used to manipulate Ellicia’s perception of me, her 
mother, via the so-called consensual monitoring of emails.  

In regards to members having emails they send out to family members monitored, the practice of 
sending these to leadership (usually David McKay, 

) is presented as “coaching”. I have multiple sources of evidence to support this coercive 
practice. 

While group members have a level of awareness of being surveilled, their family members don’t 
know the full of extent in which they are being surveilled. 

The CHAIR: Then I guess my final question around surveillance is: what do you think the 
government’s role here is, to help address the surveillance of members of this group? (p. 17) 

Additional comments from Renee Spencer: From what I understand of the law, given that the 
illusion of consent is provided by members of the Jesus Christians, pursuing them under existing 
legislation is troublesome (ie., current laws are not sufficient to address the issue of coercion).  

My comments of the government needing to be aware that this is taking place, therefore falls within 
developing a broader picture of how these groups operate and manipulate people. The “consensual” 
nature of surveillance within the group should be understood along similar lines to instances of sexual 
assault (rape) that is coerced.  

On the topic of surveillance: myself and other families have long suspected that McKay is monitoring 
our emails through third party software. We do not have sufficient hard evidence to prove this and 
raise a case with cybercrime. During the civil trial process, there were some inconsistencies between 
emails sent and received that confirm this may be happening. Additionally, there are circumstantial 
and unusual coincidences that suggest this email are being surveilled and tampered 

Renee SPENCER: That is where it is tricky, because there are lots of behaviours, and it can be 
different. What I have done actually is I have made a rubric, which is different, basically, indicators. 
Part of my approach and way of thinking with that is I think that is appropriate for a school-based 
environment, because kids know how to use rubrics – that is how they get marked. So things like 
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isolation and thinking in terms of, well, if someone is trying to isolate you, okay, they may only be 
doing it a little bit or they could be doing it a lot, and just looking at the full spectrum of different 
behaviours and knowing that it might be three behaviours here that are really high and ones down here 
are low, but you have got to look at the big picture; you cannot just look at – 

I am trying to gather my thoughts. You cannot actually say exactly what every warning sign is going 
to be for every group, because it can vary a little bit. (p. 21) 

Additional comments from Renee Spencer: For my daughter, the warning sign was sudden and 
unexpected stopping of communication without warning. By the time this occurred, it was too late, 
she’d already been recruited.  

In other circumstances, the recruitment process is slower, therefore other warning signs may be 
present. 

 

 

  

2



Rubrics - defining cults and coercive control 
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Cindy McLEISH: What about children? Are there children born into the cult? Is there more than one 
generation now? I mean, it has only been going since the 1980s. (p. 22) 

Additional comments from Renee Spencer: There are children within the cult, however, rather than 
being born into it, they are the offspring of members who join. Additionally, McKay’s daughter (  

) “adopted” three Kenyan children under suspicious circumstances.  

Ellicia has been on birth control consistently while a member. I know this because I brought up the 
topic of parenthood early on in her marriage. Growing up, my daughter always indicated that she 
would like to be a parent one day. The so-called choice to be childless is another reflection of 
McKay’s coercion. 

 

 

Cindy McLEISH: Do they do any mainstream activities? I guess there is probably hardly any 
schooling because the kids are at the back end of their schooling when they are recruited and, as you 
said, your daughter was older. Do they live in particular places? Do they live in like a commune-type 
thing or do they have houses near each other? (p. 23) 

Additional comments from Renee Spencer: They generally live in places that give them access to 
large volumes of people that they can distribute their publications to (books, DVDs, pamphlets, etc.). I 
assume this is so as McKay can earn more money. These places are typically highly populated places 
such as Footscray and universities – I have supporting evidence of these specific locations. I also have 
copies of Jesus Christians newsletters in which they reference how many publications they have 
distributed, which goes into millions of copies. The most copies of one of their books (written by 
McKay) were distributed in Kenya. 

 

 

Cindy McLEISH: And the kidney donation stuff, have you seen evidence that that happens? (p. 23) 

Additional comments from Renee Spencer: During the documentary process the producer, Luke 
Mortimer, witnessed the coordination of a kidney donation (2024). This was not shown in the final cut 
because McKay had been attempting to manipulate channel 7 into paying for some of the travel 
expenses relating to the donation and they did not want to be accused of supporting the process. The 
donor – a young man -- was from overseas (the US or UK, I can’t remember precisely), he was in 
Victoria (Lalor) when McKay coordinated his kidney donation that took place overseas. 

 

The CHAIR: I have got one more question to finish up with, but just on Cindy’s last point around 
resources that might be available online as part of the recruitment process: if you do uncover any of 
these over the course of our inquiry, we would be really appreciative if you could share those with us 
because that will also help inform our work. (p. 24) 

Additional comments from Renee Spencer: Every video posted on their videos includes an 
invitation to contact them via the email address:   
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