Christine Grab

June 27, 2023

Office of Inspector General MAILSTOP 03(
Department of Homeland Security
245 Murray Lane SW
Washington, DC 20528-0305

Dear Regulators:

My understanding is that every State ¢
689, Oath of Allegiance before beginning th
(Government Code sections 1360, 1362-136
Constitution of California). Enclosed are the
State Employees which are not fully execute
law.

One Oath is for Cecilia Horton-Billarg
Both were employed by the California Bar A

employment for both individuals is enclosed..

Also enclosed is an email chain with t
Services (DGS), in which DGS states that th
issued to Ms. Horton nor Mr. Henderson wh
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D5

f California employee must sign STD
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0 and Section 3 of Article XX of the
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I want to share the background of how I came to procure these two Oaths of
Allegiance. I am currently drafting a third Federal Criminal Complaint (FCC)




I want to share the background of how
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"
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the California Franchise Tax Board
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e Federal Treasury Inspector General
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While the focus of the first FCC was ¢
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hide evidence of accounting fraud, and
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ing procedure in Grab vs. Franchise
uperior Court (SDSC). CA DOJ
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Judgment (SUF numbers 29 - 67 expose vio
expose accounting fraud), which is part of it

The case is concluded now. FTB nev
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This third FCC that I am currently dra
California State agencies who conspired to ¢
fraud. In order to add Treason of Oath to the
are named in the FCC that [ am drafting, I re
of Allegiance. That is when I discovered that

ations of Right to Protest and 68 - 129
em #86.
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If you have any questions or would like further information, such as hearing
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Regards,

C b

Christine Grab
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