RECORD REVIEW

The Letter, the Email, and the Dates Do Not Match

Plain-language review of the face of the letter dated June 15, 2026 and the accompanying email record dated June 21, 2026.

This is not a court order. It is a private attorney demand letter. It does not create a court deadline, requires anyone to
remove material, or establish that any allegation is true.

The three record problems

1. Wrong addressee. The letter is addressed to “Ms. Lamb.” The email shown was sent to info@okchildwellbeing.org. Those are
not the same recipient. The record should be clear about who was actually being notified and who, exactly, was allegedly being
asked to comply.

2. Mail language does not match the demonstrated delivery method. The letter states “VIA U.S. Mail & Certified Mail.” The
material shown documents an email from jgraber@hallestill.com to info@okchildwellbeing.org. Based on this record, email is the
demonstrated transmission method. The email screenshot does not establish that the letter was mailed, sent certified mail,
addressed to the named person, or received by certified-mail delivery.

3. The dates create a timeline gap. The letter is dated June 15, 2026. The email record is dated June 21, 2026 at 12:41 PM—six
days later. A letter can be drafted on one date and sent on another, but the date difference matters. The sender’s delivery notation
does not show when any mailing allegedly happened, to whom it was sent, or whether certified-mail delivery occurred. What the
supplied record actually shows is an emailed copy on June 21.

What this means in real terms
* No judge has ruled. No court case number, judicial signature, summons, subpoena, injunction, or judgment appears on the
letter.

 The letter is not proof. It contains allegations and demands from one side. Those claims are not established merely because
they were typed onto law-firm letterhead.

 Pressure is not legal process. Threatening language does not turn a private demand into a judicial command.

* Preserve—not panic. Keep the letter, email, complete headers, attachments, screenshots, date stamps, envelopes, and any
later tracking information exactly as received. Do not alter or destroy records in reaction to a demand letter.

The takeaway: the document asserts a serious delivery method, but the available record reflects a different recipient, a different
method of transmission, and a six-day gap between the letter date and the email date. Accurate documentation matters more than
intimidation.

Disclosure: This is a fact-based, plain-language review of the letter and email record supplied for review. It is not legal advice and does not decide
the validity of any claim. A recipient who receives formal court papers or needs advice about a specific response should consult a licensed attorney.
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ATTORMNEYS AT LAW

06/15/2026

VIA U.S. Mail & Certified Mail

Ste

RE: Defamaiory & Threatening Social Media Posts
Dear Ms. Lamb:
I represent Bridget Mathes Fee-Graber.

As you are aware, you made various social media posts regarding her on the social media
platform Facebook.

Please be advised that vour posts constitute defamation, harassment, cyber-bulling, and
potential breach of privacy in addition to being factually inaccurate and spurious.

Your conduct is actionable in a court of law as a private matter on her behalf and is further
subject to criminal penalties under Title 21, §21-1172 and Title 21, §21-1172 of the Oklahoma
Statutes.

Demand is hereby made that you immediately remove any social media posts on any
platform relating to, directed at, or referencing Bridget Mathes Fee-Graber.

Please be advised that your failure to immediately remove any social media posts on any
platform in any way relating to Bridget Mathes Fee-Graber will result in a civil action being filed

against you in addition to the undertaking of criminal referrals to the appropriate law enforcement
agencies.

You are further advised to avoid any contact with her or attempts at communication.

Should you fail to abide by this notice to cease and desist, you will be pursued for all
remedies available at law and equity by Bridget Mathes Fee-Graber.

Govern yoursell accordingly.

Hal, Estill, Hardwick, Gable, Golden & Nelson, P.C
Tulsa, O « Oklahoma City, O « Northwest Arkansas « Denver, CO
www _hallestil com
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