RANDALL KEITH BEANE ©
Randail Keith Beane ©

Criginal ©
SECURED PARTY
Reference: BEANE -v- USA, 3:21-cv-00375-TAV-DCP ©
PRAECIFPE
TO: LeAnna R. Wilson and Clerk of Court,
Howard J. Baker Jr. U.S. Courthcuse,
800 Market Street, Suite 130,

Knoxville, Tennessee 37902.

You will, forthwith, file the enclosed documents into the above referenced case record, in the
following order:

1. STANDING DUE CANCELLATION OF DOCUMENT 17; Original Instrument
2. STANDING DUE CANCELLATION OF DOCUMENT 16; Original Instrument

3. STANDING DUE CANCELLATION of alleged decision, with reference: "Paul R. Wellons" and "FBI",
and with issue date October 29, 2023

~

. STANDING DUE CANCELLATION of alleged decision with reference: "James G. Touhey, Jr.",
and "DOJ", and with issue date October 29, 2023

o)}

. Universal Security Agreement ©, Secured Party, Randall Keith Beane ©
6. Certificate of Service

Duly made, issued, verified and noticed, for all to rely upon, pursuant to
the Universal Security Agreement, *the Perpetuity, restated

A M B

SECURED PARTY: Original ©®, Randzll Keith Beane ©
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JUDGMENT ORDERC
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V.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

For the reasons set forth in the accompanying opinion, it hereby is ORDERED and

ADJUDGED that Petitioner’s motion for recusal [Case No. 3:21-cv-375, Doc. 10] ,i-/

DENIED. This action is DISMISSED with pre{u@

Should Petitioner give timely no %Jappea ‘om this order, such notice will
be treated as an application for\ cexti |i;/0f pealability, which is hereby DENIED
showiﬁé@enial of a constitutional right.

because he has failed to v? substant
See 28 U.S. ‘Az 2254\) (2); Fed”R. App. P. ); Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473,

484 (2000). ionallysthe Cc}lrt h‘ahs\;éfiewed this case in accordance with Rule 24 of

the Federal Rules6f Appelk@e/Pr edure and hereby CERTIFIES that any appeal from
this action-would n be‘g,ken in good faith and would be totally frivolous. Therefore, any

ication by t er for leave to proceed in forma pauperis on appeal is DENIED. See

Fed. R. App. P. 24.
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The Clerk is DIRECTED to CLOSE civil case number 3:21-(3\/-3/7/5./

IT IS SO ORDERED. /

s/ Thomas A. Varlan /

UNITED STATES DISTRICY JUDGE

2
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT g, /s zozd
EASTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE £0R Dpuée ¢a T

L NING RSal SECURITY AGREE mg,JVC/
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Nos.: 3:21-CV-375-TAV-DCP d

3:17-CR-82-TAV-DCP-1
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) "7HE PEAPET YL 117 uf

) APRIC 15 202 POSEELLE
0y | hereby Leriiyinat thisis d krue 2rid chrract copy
of the e ectreﬂ.call.y filed ofiginal document.
. R. 'lson, C1er‘/

RANDALL KEITH BEANE,
Petitioner,

V.

Respondent.

A PALL

Petitioner Randall Keith Beane has filed a motion to vacate, set aside, or correct his

sentence under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 [Doc. 271; Case No. 3:21-cv-375 (“Civil Case™), Doc.
1],' as well as several supplements [Civil Case, Docs. 2, 3, 4, 5], a motion to recu
Case, Doc. 10], and a motion for summary judgment\[Cinﬁa/ e C: 134 The

government responded in opposition [Civil Case, Doiﬁ.l 4]\&;&1%1 petitioner has replied [Civil
ivil Case, Doc. 10] will be
DENIED. Furthermore, because, base?\?n the reeord, it mls that petitioner is
not entitled to relief, it is not negéssary to’hold an, ev1de:fv hearing,? and petitioner’s
§ 2255 motion [Doc \le

Case, Doc. 13] )eD

I Alld c’lé CItat ns refier to the underlymg criminal case unless otherwise indicated.

Case, Doc. 15]. First, petitioner’s motm.n/forjecu{ al

ntlary ing is reqmred on a § 2255 motion unless the motion, files, and record
cong swely shéwhthat th prisoner is not entitled to relief. See 28 U.S.C. § 2255(b). It is the
soner’s ultimate butrden, however, to sustain his claims by a preponderance of the evidence. See
Pough v. United-States, 442 F.3d 959, 964 (6th Cir. 2006). Accordingly, where “the record
conclusively shows that the petitioner is entitled to no relief,” a hearing is not required. Arredondo
v. United States, 178 F.3d 778, 782 (6th Cir. 1999) (citation omitted). "
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% ORTICTOAL INSTRu mEST ~

L. Background

The Court presumes familiarity with the facts of this case and will only proyiée a
brief description of the relevant facts. On February 1, 2018, a jury found petiti,(/),né guilty
of five counts of wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1343, one count oi"/Bgnk fraud, in
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1344, and one count of conspiracy to comn&rﬁoncy laundering,
in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1956(h) [Doc. 119]. The Court enfered a final judgment
sentencing petitioner to 155 months’ imprisonment on July 25{2018 [Doc. 228].

/

Petitioner subsequently filed a notice of appeal [I?/oé 230]. On September 24,2019,
the Sixth Circuit affirmed petitioner’s ck\/; t/lons [Sixth Circuit CM/ECF, Case
No. 18-5777, Doc. 28-2]. Petitioner did@gi ﬁle/a petitioner for certiorari with the United

States Supreme Court. On Novembe /4 021, petltloner filed the instant § 2255 motion

[Doc. 271]. % \,\/
II.  Legal Standard \J // / \//

The Court ?‘ust cate set amdc%aorrect a prisoner’s sentence if it finds that “the

judgment wds rendered WlthOLKt unsdlctlon or that the sentence imposed was not

/
N\

authorized b 1:1\&/5@? 0therw1®pen to collateral attack, or that there has been such a denial
or infringery{t of thg%({nstl utional rights of the prisoner as to render the judgment
vulnerabjg to colla%ial\ahi)tack ....7 28 US.C. § 2255. To obtain relief under § 2255
becatse of a @tutional error, the error must be one of “constitutional magnitude which

ad a substantial and injurious effect or influence on the proceedings.” Watson v. United

States, 165 F.3d 486, 488 (6th Cir. 1999) (citing Brecht v. Abrahamson, 507 U.S. 619,

\ 2 &\%\i O
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A ORTETNAL ™ ZNESTRIEMENT A

637 (1993)). A § 2255 petitioner has the burden of proving that he is entitled to relief by
a preponderance of the evidence, Pough v. United States, 442 F.3d 959, 964 (6th Cir. 2066),

and must clear a significantly higher hurdle than would exist on direct appegllf/ United
/

States v. Frady, 456 U.S. 152, 166 (1982).
/
)
L  Analysis 7
r

A. Motion to Recuse /

Petitioner moves for recusal based on the facts that “[t]h/e current judge/former trial
judge is a named co-conspirator” and the unders\?kr//\ dgr anted the government an extension
of time to respond to the pending § 2255 me;%gan [,le Case, Doc. 10, pp. 1-2].

Judicial disqualification is lequ{éd’ Lu;lder 28 G_S/Cma(a) ‘in any proceeding in
which [the judge’s] 1111part1a1\ya?g§'?§paso1labiy leOl]ed.” Additionally, in relevant
part, 28 U.S.C. § 455(b)(1) 1h\q‘uire’s"‘.;;iisqualifﬁai/l}01l “[w]here [the judge] has a personal

bias or prejudice con en%k p/alty L

The p]a]/tlff has the burdcn ol<§abhshmg objective evidence of bias, i.e., whether
/

areasonable pers’o/r};‘lznowing%Jl\tl’\u;jurroundmg circumstances, would consider the judge

impartial. Gar; élo v. Merrifl Nf:ch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc., 1992 WL 99456, at *5

(6th Cir.

ay 12, 9\92}; United States v. Sammons, 918 F.2d 592, 599 (6th Cir. 1990).
“‘Personal’ bias is préjudice that emanates from some source other than participation in the
roceedings or prior contact with related cases [and] ... arises out of the judge’s
background and associations.” Sammons, 918 F.2d at 599 (quoting Wheeler v. Southland

Corp., 875 F.2d 1246, 1251-52 (6th Cir. 1989)).

& 3

9
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7/
/

“[J]udicial rulings alone almost never constitute a valid basis for a bias o;f'f)artiality

v
/

motion.” Liteky v. United States, 510 U.S. 540, 555 (1994). Moreover, “09..ifiions formed
by the judge on the basis of facts introduced or events occurring in the ¢ L/I;:SG of the current
proceedings, or of prior proceedings, do not constitute a basis for a pias or partiality motion
unless they display a deep-seated favoritism or antagomsm tha %uld make fair judgment

impossible.” Id. Indeed, “[i]t has long been 1egarded asn unal and proper for a judge to

sit in the same case upon its remand, and t&l /ccesswe trials involving the same

defendant.” Id. at 551. Moreover, mdmal%pwssmns of impatience, dissatisfaction,
/

annoyance, and even anger” are 1nsufﬁ /t%supp)(a}ecusal motion. /d. at 555-56.
t the

The undersigned is also mix Sixth' Circuit has cautioned that “[t]here is

as much obligation upon a juﬁge no o recuse hlmself when there is no occasion as there

is for him to do so when there&’ Easley v.\Univ. of Mich. Bd. of Regents, 853 F.2d 1351,

1356 (6th Cir. 1988) (alter tion/ in oMal) (citation omitted). In short, unnecessary

recusals waste judicéi

undersign lin&sﬂaeciﬁcally, granting the government additional time to respond to

petitioder’s § 2255 motion [Civil Case, Doc. 10, pp. 1-2]. This is precisely within the

scépe of the Supreme Court’s admonition in Liteky and is not a basis for disqualification.

7

/
Moreover, to the extent that petitioner asserts that the undersigned is a “named co-

conspirator” for purposes of his § 2255 motion [See Civil Case, Doc. 10, pp. 1-2], the

0\
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Nprr At TNSTRUMENT A

Court notes that a review of all of the filings in this proceeding indicate that such allegation

stems from petitioner’s disagreement with the undersigned’s rulings in petitioner’s

underlying criminal proceedings, which he now challenges through § 2255. /Accordingly,
;.

petitioner has not established any appropriate grounds for recusal in/tﬁis case, and his
/

motion for recusal [Civil Case, Doc. 10] is DENIED.

/
/
/,

B.  Section 2255 Motion o )< /3

As an initial matter, the Court notes that petitioner /a}s§;:rts that “there is no statute of
limitations for constitutional violations™ [Civil Case, /H:)/c. 1, p. 59]. However, petitioner
is incorrect. Section 2255 provides a re{]\% or constitutional violations. And the
Antiterrorism and Effective Death?@Aef (“AEDPA™) contains a one-year statute of

limitations for the filing of a %55 /motlgn)@U S.C. § 2255(f). This one-year

limitations period commenq ont e/latest chl: followmg

(1) the date on Wh /Judgment of ; viction becomes final;

governme ctioh in v10}zat10n f the Constitution or laws of the United

(2) the Ze on which the impediment to making a motion created by
States is lf the moyant was prevented from making a motion by

such govemm tal actla

;‘
(3) the date on which the’ right asserted was initially recognized by the
Supreme Court if tha hghthas been newly recognized by the Supreme Court
and }'Zde retroa ly applicable to cases on collateral review; or

) the date\o W]/'I\I the facts supporting the claim or claims presented could
have been discoyered through the exercise of due diligence.

Id. The Court will thus address whether petitioner’s § 2255 motion is timely under each

/of section of § 2255(f).

g
5
a\
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15 Subsection (f)(1)

For purposes of § 2255(f)(1), when a defendant files a direct appeal, |

becomes final “when the time expires for filing a petition for certiorari contesting the
appellate court’s affirmation of the conviction.” Clay v. United States, 537 U.S. 522, 524
(2003). Here, that was 90 days after the Sixth Cirdiii/’:\/ ﬁr&&j{;gment was entered on

September 24, 2019 [Sixth Circuit CM/ECF, Caé‘fe\No /1/5777, Doc. 28-2]. See Sup. Ct.
\

¥

R. 13 (providing that a petition for a writ of cert'%?#a must be filed within 90 days after

entry of the judgment of the United Statc;é&qo,urt f appeals)\ Petitioner’s conviction thus

became final on December 26, Wﬁmd is' § 2255 motion would be due one year later,

on December 26, 2020. Thuéx\whe}/’) titioner ﬁled)é%§ 2255 motion on November 4,
\

2021, the limitations period uide §2255(f). ) hdd been expired for over 10 months.

Petitioner does not ap%ﬁr to contest this,k{nﬂ/the Court finds that his § 2255 motion is

untimely under ;4\7&556\)
v
>

e 2, Subsection (f)
\
P%%pears to c&@y{d that his § 2255 motion is timely under § 2255(f)(2),

).

N\

because he Has been “falsg‘{\)l}f] imprisoned and denied access to research and information
by the overnment%ivil Case, Doc. 1, p. 59]. However, the reference to an impediment

ated by o\vemm ntal action in violation of the Constitution or laws of the United

States” in this“setion rationally cannot mean imprisonment after a criminal conviction.
The purpose of § 2255 is to provide a means to challenge the constitutionality of a

petitioner’s criminal convictions and sentence. See 28 U.S.C. § 2255. If subsection (£)(2)

6
A\
o
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prevented the limitations period under § 2255(f) from beginning to run until thcfa/iilegedly

unconstitutional imprisonment ended, § 2255(f) would be meaningless. Al}d “a basic rule
/

A
of statutory construction mandates that a court should read statutes as a whole and not

interpret one provision in a way that would render another meanijngless or superfluous.”

Grable & Sons Metal Prods. Inc., v. Darue Eng’g & Mfg., 37/7/13 .3d 592, 596-97 (6th Cir.

rd
2004). /

/
/

/

Additionally, the Sixth Circuit has in%s/a{ed tfhé/t, under appropriate circumstances,
the lack of federal materials for a priso%n\to ct;aénge his conviction could constitute an
N/

bl
unconstitutional impediment under 93.2_55(9’(2). Simmons v. United States, 974 F.3d 791,
f 7
795-96 (6th Cir. 2020). However, the Sixth Circuit stated that “to invoke Section
2255(1)(2), it is the prison@r&s r&po”nsibility to allege (1) the existence of an impediment
%) 4
to his making a motio (2)\goy/emmentas(,agtion in violation of the Constitution or laws of

\
the United States }éﬂt created the Wdimem, and (3) that the impediment prevented the

prisoner fron filing }}{s m(?)}on.’\/lfi at 796-97.
Here, 'pcétl/oner,sim};gr/has not met his burden to invoke § 2255(f)(2). Petitioner
/<
does not pr}}\fide any\er detail about the specific research materials he was unable to

' )
access }J{e to h%(}\m\prisonment. Nor has he specified how the lack of these specific

resgarch mz%‘xi?s prevented him from timely filing a § 2255 motion. Notably, petitioner

remains imprisoned and has now filed an extensive and detailed § 2255 motion. However,
he provides no information as to when he was able to obtain the research materials he

needed to file this motion. Therefore, the Court cannot even evaluate when the alleged

S
7 4 1
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impediment to filing petitioner’s § 2255 motion was removed for purposes of § 2255(f)(2).
Ultimately, petitioner has not met his burden of establishing that his § 2255 motion is

timely under § 2255()(2).

3 Subsection (f)(3)

Petitioner does not allege that his § 2255 motion is based on a right that has been
newly recognized by the Supreme Court and made retroagtively applicable to cases on
collateral review. Accordingly, § 2255(f)(3) does not apply.

4. Subsection (f)(4) | k/,(

Finally, Petitioner appears to inv?é §/2255(f)(4), claiming that he learned of a
government conspiracy to violate hi%\ﬁl th@lwcomplaint received in March 2021
[Civil Case, Doc. 1, p. 59],/3%@@5 ally, he%ékés that he did not know that “a 2015
disposed of South Carolini\'larr st warrant was used to arrest” him, because “[t]he
prosecutors hid this frau%ﬁ‘o ” him {,<:1’./at 61]. He also claims that he did not know that
the arrest warrantﬁigl\ed y this @was signed by a “fictitious deputy clerk” [/d.].

Petitioéﬂ}e s the bd%?_of showing that he exercised due diligence for purposes

\
of § 2255(f)(4)./See Johnson v. United States, 457 F. App’x 462, 568 (6th Cir. 2012). And,
o

after a review of thﬁjo}g it appears that petitioner did or could have learned of both of

these arch 2021 through the exercise of due diligence. As to the fact that

atters x'{or to
the federal algwﬁan‘am was signed by a “fictitious deputy clerk,” a copy of the arrest

warrant signed by “A. Brush” a “Deputy Clerk” was entered on the docket on July 31,2017

Case 3:21-cv-00375-TAV-DCP  Document 16 _Filed 08/25/23 Page 8 of 11 PagelD #: 814
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[Doc. 16]. Petitioner has not explained how the filing of this executed arrest warrant'was
insufficient to inform him of this alleged issue or what further information hcal/a:rf learned.

As to the issue of the South Carolina warrant, during trial, on Jandary 23, 2018,
there was testimony regarding an outstanding South Carolina warrant for petitioner, and
petitioner’s codefendant claimed that there was no ‘c? of the alleged South Carolina
warrant provided in discovery [Doc. 162, p. 67]’;\ At '-g\}entencing hearing, on July 24,
2018, petitioner mentioned this matter again, stath?é\’ “/[a’ﬁ far as the allegations of resisting
arrest in South Carolina, there is no pryd\y)f /an’ﬂhin i?v;_)arrested for” [Doc. 240,

7

pp. 19-20]. Again, petitioner has no xplay‘é‘d what infégfhation he was missing at these

times that would have prevented him trom/raising clgim on this ground in a timely § 2255
motion. Accordingly, the,Court finds that Wncr has not established that his § 2255

motion is timely unde{\§ 2%5/5/ £)(4). {
5/ E}uéble Tollin
)

Section 2255(1)’s statute af limitations is not jurisdictional and may be tolled under

limited, extraprdinary circih\n\stances. Dunlap v. United States, 250 F.3d 101, 1007
(6th Cir. 2001). A petl%&ler bears the burden of establishing that equitable tolling applies
to case, and, the doctrine is used sparingly. See Jurado v. Burt, 337 F.3d 638, 642
(6th Cir. 2003); Allen v. Yukins, 366 F.3d 396, 401 (6th Cir. 2004). In order to demonstrate
that he is entitled to equitable tolling, a petitioner must show “(1) that he has been pursuing

his rights diligently, and (2) that some extraordinary circumstance stood in his way and

prevented timely filing.” Holland v. Florida, 130 S. Ct. 2549, 2562 (2010); Hail v.

N\

¥ |
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Warden, 662 F.3d 745, 750 (6th Cir. 2011); see also Jurado, 337 F.3d at 643 (ho,lcég that
/
7

“[a]bsent compelling equitable considerations, a court should not extend ,li'r/nitations by

even a single day.”). Petitioner has not alleged that equitable tolling agpl’ies here. And, to
the extent that petitioner relies on any of the arguments addressed/.;;pm for purposes of
equitable tolling, the Court finds that he has not established thAe has been pursuing his
rights diligent and some extraordinary 01rcumstar1 ym his way, for the same reasons
previously discussed. \

o

For these reasons, the Court ﬁndVbat pet/lt/ ioner’s § 2255 is barred by the AEDPA

limitations period, and therefore, his motzmy/ﬂﬁa‘[)%@?ED 3

IV.  Conclusion \ / X/

For the reasons stated }bigé\iv 4 betitioner’s, motion for recusal [Civil Case, Doc. 10]
is DENIED. Further 0\% he/Court finds ¢ t petitioner is not entitled to relief pursuant
to 28 U.S.C. § 225 \d his mot1on<vcate, set aside or correct sentence [Doc. 271; Civil
Case, Doc. 1] nq'n tion f@r su Y mary judgment [Civil Case, Doc. 13] will be DENIED
and this civil action will bc\Q_SMISSED A hearing is unnecessary in this case. The
Court w1ll RTIFY t%&\any appeal from this action would not be taken in good faith
and would be to ally frivolous. Therefore, this Court will DENY petitioner leave to

proéi in forma pauperis on appeal. See Fed. R. App. P. 24. Petitioner having failed to

3 The Court notes that, even if petitioner’s § 2255 motion was timely, it would be denied
on the merits. His lengthy filings in support of his § 2255 motion appear to repeat many of the
arguments he raised before trial, which the Sixth Circuit characterized as “frivolous”™ and
“pointless” on appeal [Sixth Circuit CM/ECF, Case No. 18-5777, Doc. 28-2, p. 4].
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make a substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional right, a ¢ ftificate of
appealability SHALL NOT ISSUE. 28 U.S.C. § 2253; Fed. R. App. P. 22(b). A separate

judgment will enter.

/
IT IS SO ORDERED.

s/ Thomas A. Varlan
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

o
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U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Office of thfe General Counsel Washington, D.C. 20535-0001
Dicy CANCEWED FoR Duwé eAesé By ORICINHL LSSwik

Raa QUKo s Becne 0w Ceroded 27, 2023
. | May 15,2023 -

Via Certified Mail - Return Receipt Requested ' : 7( j '
. . 74

M.I‘.Randall-KéithBean_e Scelk Duf C;ILL.SE‘,' M,J'lv'é't\);é(, $Cg w17y H\. Q!L’J'&:’N’T
Reg. #52505-074 NI 2 0000 3 /35 RécErir e 3@ Oé/'o AND
FCL-Elkton P.O.Box 10 yye amemd men7s Tatdé quaed ' vug :2:3/‘7¢,<1'f7f
Lisbon, Ohio 44432 zcsvanb RAD ZNCOR)0RATEN By /lé-'r-'c&z'.z)cz, As IF

$£7 pol7K IN Faw, WITH  Duf pppos : )
Re: Admmlstratlve Tort Claim of Randall-Kelth Beane oF , /ALINYTL 9

AV VEZIFLeaTIo], DuLy AnJEXED HEziéTc , [={, THERLCF)

Dear Mr. Beane: - \ , . '
. UNIYERSAL 5 C.Cu&l’77 Al RECMENT

The above referenced tort claims were presented to the Federal Bureau of Investigation
(the "FBI") pursuant to the Federal Tort Claims Act.

The FBI received your claim dated August 23, 2022, where you allege illegal arrest,
assault and battery, kidnapping and false lmpnsonment by the FBI and seek three billion eighty
- million eight hundred fifty thousand seven hundred m\:fﬁty three and sixty eight cents

($3,080,850,793.68) in'damages. l : '
7o \‘F .
In order to recover damages under'the F ederzyi tt Claims Ac{\( TCA”), Title 28 of the

United States Code (“USC”), Secfﬁl\?ﬁ671-268/0,4 claimant:must demoas)trate negligence or a
wrongful act or omission on theypart of 2 f?eraﬂ employee(s) cting within the scope of his or .
her employment. Upon careful rev1ew apphcable 1 e merits of your claim, this
office has dete ed{}gat the c s ould be,and heteby s, demed pursuant to Title 28 of the
United States Cgﬁa ofFeyJ/ egula‘uons (« F\R”) Section 14.9.

We are requiréd to inform yo&\ u%?aant to 28 CFR § 14.9(a), that if you are dissatisfied
with our det/r:rmnatlon you m‘/ay‘ ﬁleﬁ suit against the United States. in an appropriate United
States Blstnct Court no later than six {6) months after the date of mailing of this notification of
fingl-dénial. 28 U.S.C. § 2401(0)

Please direct any further communication regarding this request to David M. Samonds.

. B . - - ) o ] 9 cZ s
'[3(,;L7 Caniteed RSl Dwr (AL by ORI AL zsstll, 2
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Re:  Administrative Tort Claim of Antonio Dionte Williamson

He, may bg reached by telephone at (202)731-8453 or by email at DMSAMONDS@fbi.s of.gov.

Sincerely,

Paul R. We
Unit Chief—Civil Litigation Unit II
Office of the General Counsel
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) ] - U.S. Department of Justice

Jap FXNoTRCL 70 ALEVT 28 yoyaet 7o PR2IGC10AL XK

Civil Division, Torts Branch
Federal Tort Claims Act Staff

J GT:GKJ:RShackleford:ré

157-16-70534
4 ehu oL gosl Oﬁci— Bo.; 1888,5‘
. enjamin Franklin Station
‘b‘.{¢7 cadee Lt £d Fol Dbu . 2 Wajhingtan, DC. 207)4—'/
By 0RILINAL T3Swik o pg 7o HEE 13
Ruadoll = Keith2 Peane JUL 2 4 2023

CERTIFIED MAIL - 7004 0550 0001 2028 9458 Fo% dug CansSt *.” ’
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED LAIVERSAL SREWRITY A&{lz;mz Jr, '
N, Jooo043/35 Recgrdr Ho. 307S AGD TUE

Mr. Randall Keith Beane 5 o o pmpars THeREww DA " THE PEAPETKITY N
- Reg. #52505-074 RESTATED ANd INCoRDoRATED By REFEAELCES AS
Federal Correctional Institution-Elkton 5~ ¢4y  fpars I~ Fuil , LOTTH DWE D:Roox‘f;
P..O. BOX 10 VaLidATied AP ViERIT T AT o DULV ALK ErED
Libson, OH 44432 peRiTe  PACES [~ THELEOE S
Re:. Administrative Tort Claims of Randall Keith Beane ~4~/3V£25#¢ sientiiy

Algnsmid T

Dear Mr. Beane:

Federal Bureau of Investigation, the United States Attornew’s
Tennessee, the United States Marshals Service, the United Statgs Bisteict Court for the Eastern
District of Tennessee, and the United States ch{tﬁét;éfppekls forthe Sixth Circuit occurring
s
lax

~ from events on July 11, 2017. After careful ¢ ation, itAasgeen determined that your
T be ath/h Tepy is denied.

claim is not compensable. Accordinglynyo
I am required by la (28/€§ .Rg a))(to in@:L/you that, if you are dissatisfied with
the denial of your claim urder the Rederdl To -C%l@:-s Act, you may file suit in an appropriate
than ‘siis( onths after the date of mailing of this notification.

United States District Codft ng 1 _%
(/ Very truly yours,

28 U.S.C. § 2401(b).
L/_?/V\«\ < /L«/7 ?7

JAMES G. TOUHEY, JR.
Director, Torts Branch

Justice on September 1, 2022, relative to the alleged acts or omigsions of emplg
fic
s
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cc: Honorable Francis M. Hamilton, ITI
United States Attorney
Eastern District of Tennessee

Ms. Tiffany L. Lewis
Paralegal Specialist
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts

Ms. Melissa Polinsky
Deputy General Counsel
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Office of the General Counsel
OTC - Litigation Branch

Ms. Lisa Dickinson \J‘/

U.S. Marshals Servn"\ Headquar‘ters
Office of General Cmmseb

: Y £ zJ z5Su¢ed
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ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION AND NOTICE OF

="
FACTUALIZED TRUST
REFERENCE NAME: Randall Keith Beane
Duly Factualized on September 29, 1967
Original/Trustee: Randal] Keith Beane
For service on the Trust, ¢/o: 300 State St, Apt 7 363, Knoxville, TN 37902
Trustee Contact c/o: 865-368-4591 / enalr67@gmail.com
DIRECT ALL CONTACTS, QUESTIONS AND REQUESTS IN DULY YERIFIED SWORN WRITING TO:
enalrr67@gmail.com

ORIGINAL DUE VERIFICATION: Criginai, duly being, with full due responsibility, accountability, and liability,
without prejudice, nunc pro tunc praeterea preterea, ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL
DEPOSITORY, reference number FT-OD-rkb-09291967, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in
full. This Factualized Trust is duly verified and secured, with reference name Randall Keith Beane,
inclusive of specific and particular due verification of being, in perpetnity:

Trust: Original, factualized;

Essence: Original;

Signaturc: Original;

Depository: Original;

Original Depository Reference Name: Randall Keith Beane, and idem sonams;

Trustee: Original, by Original Depository;

Operation: Original;

Factualized: 290SEPT67;

Domicile: Original;

Depaosits: Original;

Currency and Value: Original, Limitless;

Authority and Authentication: Original; ;

Authorization: Original-Pre-authorized, pre-a2pproved, pre-paid, and pre-deposited, in perpetunity;

Issues: Original;

Notices: Original;

Governing Law: Original;

Jurisdietion: Original;

Verified: Original;

Security: Original;

Guarantee: Original;

Title: Original;

Network: Original;

Transfers: Original, OD20OD;

Clearing and Seftlement: Original.

Account Number: XXXXX 2
Account Name: RANDALL ﬁﬁ TH BEANE.

ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION: With full responsibility, accountability, and liability, without prejudice, nunc pro
twne praeterea preterea: This Factualized Trust is duly verifed as duly created, facrualized, noticed, secured and
ratified as being Original, in perpetnity; duly unrebuited. This ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION AND NOTICE
OF FACTUALIZED TRUST is duly effective as of Septemaber 29, 1967, in perpetuity. By the due power of all T AM, I
do duly male, issue, confirm, verify, secure, reconfirm, ratify and notice this Factualized Trust by this ORIGINAL
DUE DECLARATION AND NOTICE OF FACTUALIZED TRUST, that it is true, accurate, and completz, for all to

T = oy . :
rely u and that I AM ipus and competeat timgﬁh%,gig:; DECLARATION.
i ! Sl Ay,
- 7 : F WL &
L= . : 7 & "
Q@inal._ Randll K5 > 7 smm oy Y
z i --";’fgq'zs i
T 7% Nogaws ! 2
- ; ﬁ%ﬁ‘%‘ % v PUBLE & 2
Original Depository: Wﬁiﬁlﬂl Beans *{Foverned Dy.Oricial

b X cout
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’/ Y et s e
/ . eaFeR, 05, z1e

-

Z _!p‘i!‘-‘_";‘ 2 e ) )
Case 3:17.cr-00082-TAV-CCS Doniétk 19 Filed 08/11/17 Page 5 0f 245 PagelD #: 408

\{

\Césé 3:21-cv-00375-TAV-DCP Document 21 Filed 06/03/24 Page 19 of 25 PagelD #: 846



o

FACTUALIZED TRUST

; Reference Name: Randail Keith Beans

ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSUE BY GRIGINAL DEPOSITORY

pg.1ef3

T AM, source of all that is, with full responsibility, accountability, and lability, withoot prejudics, nune pre
tunc, praeterea pretered, and by and wiill the due power of all I AM, I do duly make, issue, confirm, verify,
reconfirm, ratify, and notice this ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL
DEPOSITORY, with reference number FT-0D-rkb-08221967, that it is true, accurate, and complete, for all
to rely upon, and that I AM conscious and competent to make this DECLARATION:

I. TAM, original essence and signature, source of all that is, in perpetuity, without prejudice, nunc pro tne

praeterea preterea, “Original”, with due possession of Original, "Title", in perpetuity, mch_sx ve of:

A. Original essence and signature duly being, "Original Currency and Value"; and,

B. Duly issued by Original, "Original Issue", in perpetuity:
1. Original, being duly self-aware, "Original Authority and Authentication", in perpetuity; and,
2. Original, being duly self-evident, "Criginal Verification", in perpetuity, inclusive of:

a. Due Original Issues of Original Cwrency and Value, in particular (unique, one-of-a-kind) essences and
signatures, "Original Depositories”, In perpefuity; and,

b. Original Currency and Value, duly deposited, by due Original Issue, in Original Depositories, for
further due Original Issue, imclusive of form, and device, that controls and directs Original Currency
and Vzlue, inclusive of magnetic, frequential, vibrational, and energetic creation, expression, and
benefits of experience therefrom, "Original Depasits”, for further due Orginal Issue, in perpemity; and,

c. Original Depositaries, duly issuing Original Cm"eucy and Value, by due Original Issue. inclusive of
form, and device, that controls and directs Original Currency and Value, inclusive of magnetic,
frequential, vibrational, and egergetic creation, expression, and benefits of experience thersfrom,
thereby increasing Original Currenecy and Value, "Odginal Limitless Value", that is for further due
Originel Issue, in perpemity; and,

d. Original, duly being Original Value and Currency, Original Depositories, Original Deposits, Original

Issues, and Omginal Limitless Value, is duly pre-approved, pre-authorized, and pre-paid, "Original
Authority and Authorization”, in perpetuity; and,

e. Original, duly bemng Original Value and Currency, Original Depcsimrles On',:inal Depaosits, Original
Issues, and Original Timitless \"‘iLE duly done and noticed, in due trust of Original, "Factualized
Trusts”, in perpetuity, as:

i. Factualized Trusts, duly operated by Original, in Original Depository, "Original Trustee”, i
perpetuity; and.

il. Factualized Trusts, duly domiciled in Original, "Original Domicile”, in perpetnity; and,

iii. Original having sole due junsdiction, "Original Junsdlc_lon" in perperuity; and with sole,

iv. Due operation, duly regulated by Original, "Original Law", n perpetuity; inclusive of,

v, Original, duly utilizing Original Currency and Value, by due Original Issue, duly creating Original
Depository, and Factualized Trust, with reference name of Randall Keith Beane, and idem
sonams, in perpetuity, "Randall Keith Beane", with account number XX32(X_ | and account
name, RANDALL KEITH BEANE; and,

vi. Duly factualized, and noticed, on September 29, 1967; and with,

i Full due discretion, determination, responsibility, cC"DLE'[Et_L]L‘V, and liability of Original, "Original

Security and Guarantee”; and,

. C. Original, inctisive of Criginal being in Facmalized Trusts, and all manifestations, thereof, therefrom,

therein, thersto, therewith, and therefore, with complete ownership ana title thereof, duly secured and
noticed, in perpemuity, and facilitated by dUl‘_f authorized Universal soadian, specifically and

D

Original Depository: Randail Keith Beane Governed by: Original
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ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY
pg. 2of 3

v : particularly, inclusive of:

L. Aricle L. A-B, and all their sub-pasts, restated; and,

2. All manifestarions, inclusive of all structures, networks. and systems in existence, known and unknown.
inclusive of complete ownership, title, right, and interest, of the Uniform Commercial Code, inclusive of
any and all structures, networks, and systems therein, thereof, and therefrom, and any and all
international, and universal equivalents, UCC record number 2000043133, dated May 4, 2000, with
reccipt number 36090, & perpetuity filing, and all amendments thereto, restated in entirety and
incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted, “The Perpetuity™; and,

. Article L.C.1-2, restated, and all state of body, vehicle, utility, security, property, account, and value in
existence, known and not known, and all identifiers, inclusive of name and numbers, thereof, and
therefrom, duly registered and not registered therein, thereof. therefrom, and thereby, and any and all
international, and universal equivalents, nunc protunc on May 4. 2000, and praeterea preterea, The
Perpetuity, restated, never rebutted; and, =

4. Due gift of The Perpetuity, duly made to, and accepted by, Original, in Factualized Trusts equally and
respectfully, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and pardcularly, UCC record numbers
20111125781, 2011055259, 2011055260, 2012049126, 2012012675, 2012025545, 2012049126, 2012-
125-1787-8, 2012012553, 2012028312, 2012012659, 2012028311, and 2012028314, all said records
restated and incorperated by reference as if scr forth in full, never rebutted; and,

. DECLARATION OF COMMERCIAL CLAIM duly made, issued, registered, and noticed, inclusive of
complete ownership and dtle of inferior treasuries, inclusive of United States Treasury, FEDERAL
RESERVE BANKS, inclusive of all members, stucrures, networks, and systems, thersof, therefrom, and
thereby, all value and property therein and therefrom, and any and all international, and universal
equivalents, and all value and property therein, with sole title, as sole authority, administrator, executor,
and determiner thereof, in perpetuity, for due cause. nunc pro tunc praeterea pereterea, The Perpetuity,
restated, and specifically and particularly, UCC record numbers 2012079290 and 2012079322, all said
recerds restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted, “Commercial
Claim”; and,

. Duly established and appointad Superior Custodian, and co-custodians, inclusive of all structures,
petworks, and systems, and any and all identifiers, accounts, vehicle, utilities, securities, properties, real-
estate, value, titles, and domiciles, idem sonans, fiction and non-fiction, known and not known,
registered and not registered, therzof, thereto, and therefrom, and any and all intemational, and universal
equivalents, nunc pro tunc praeterea persterca, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly,
UCC record number 2012094308, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never
rebutted, and duly added to the Commercial Claim; and,

. Duly established and secured Original, inclusive of governing law, superior structure, network, and
system, inclusive of Original creation value asset centers, “Original Depositories”, in Factualized Trusts,
with complete and sole due authorization to reconcile, utilize, and zero all accounts, using identifiers
thereof, duly secured within each respective Factualized Trust, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically
and particularly, UCC record number 2012113393, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth

m full, never rebutted; and,

8. As further duly identfied and noticed by DECLARATION OF FACTS, The Perpetuity, restated, and
specifically and particularty, UILO/UCC record numbers 2012127914, 2012127907, 2012127854, all
said recards, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted:

D. Article I.A-C, and all their sub-pars, restated, and Original being, inclusive of in Factualized Trusts,
without

prejudice, nunc pro tunc prasterea pretersa:

L. "Nunc pro tunc praeterea preterea” duly meaning "now for then, besides, further, hereafter"; and,

2. "Without prejudice" duly meaning:
a.1 AM not compelled to perform under any beliefs that Original Depositories are given to believe are

TSN

true, inclusive of the guise of being non-Original, and withour full=S Sility, accountability, and

w

(=

(@3}
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Original Depesitory: Randall Keith Beane Governed by: Original
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liability; and,
ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSUE EY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY
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d. | DO not accept the responsibility, accoumability, and liability of the compelled I:enet't of demand,
command, commandeer. or enforcement of beliefs that Original Depositaries are given to believe are
true, inclusive of the guise of being non-Original, and without full responsibility, accountability, and
liability; and,

c. "Being non-Original, and without full respensibility, accountability, and liability", inclusive of claims
and operations of jurisdiction, trusts, corporations, persous, contracts, agreements, treaties,

constitutions, presumptions, certificates, receipts, ttles. commerce, and bankruptcy, nunc pro tunc
praeterea preterea; and,

1T, Universal Trust, Original's duly authorized custodian and facilitator, by its local agent and facilitatar,

UNITED STATES, and the several “STATE QF..”, “ . “DEBTOR", was duly noticed by Original, of allegations

of prejudice, inclusive of wrong doing, terminated au custodiag, IOIELIOSEd with duly mads issued, and

noticed EQUITY CALL ON COMMERCIAL CLAIM, and ORDER FOR RECONCIL] ATION, specifically
and particularly:

A. The Paradigm Report, datsd March 6, 201 L, field report of preliminary investigation results and
recommendations conceming veracity of allegarions of prejudice, inclusive of wrong doing, by Original’s
duly authorized custodian and faciliator, Umversai Trust, by its local facilitator and agent, UNTTED

STATES, and the several “STATES OF...", duly authored, issued, and noticed by lead i investigator,
Heather
Ann Tucci-Jammaf, The Pﬂmetuny restated, and The Paradigm Repon, restated and incorporated by

reference as if set forzh in full never rebutted;

B. February 2 and March 16, 2012, duly made issues, registrations, notices and receipts of sworn and bonded
Trustess o Original, by Universal Trust's universal, global, and loecal facilitator and agent, “The One
People’s Public Trust. The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly:

I. Heather Ann Tucci-Jamraf, UCC record numbers 20120123355 and 2012028312, all said records, restated
and incerporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted; and,

2. Caleb Paul Skinmer, UCC record numbers 2012012639 and 2012028311, all said records, restated
and incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted; and,

3. Hollis Randall Hillner, UCC record number 2012028314, restated and incorporated by reference as if set
forth in full, never rebuited; and,

C. May 5, 2012, due entry of DEBTOR status of Universal Trust, by its local facilitator and agent, UNITED
STATES, and the several “STATES OF...", duly made, secured, issued, and noticed, The Perpemuity,
restated, and specifically and particularly, UCC record number 2012-125-1787-8, never rebutted; and,

D. July 4, 2012, due issue of ORDER FOR FINDINGS & ACTION, ORDER FOR SUSPENSION, ORDER
FOR AUDIT, and with Due Notice of Mistake, Due Notice of Insecurity, Request to Make Secure, Due
Notice of Oppormnity to Cure, Request to Cure, duly made and noticed, with due cancellation of authericy
and protections, pending audit of FEDERAL RESERVE BANKS, for due cause, inclusive of wrong doing,
The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly, UCC rzcord number 2012083304, restated and
incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted; and,

E. Augutst 3, 2012, due issue of DUE ORDER OF SUSPENSION and ORDER OF AUDIT, for due cause,
The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly, UCC record number 2012083304, restated and
incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted; and,

F. August 15, 2012, due issue of DUE ORDER OF FINDING, with Due Notice of Default, pursuant to the
findings and action of suspension and audit, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly,
UCC record number 2012086794, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in T"uil never
reburtted; and,

G. August 15, 2012, due issue of NOTICE FOR ORDER OF EQUITY CALL ON COMMERCIAL CLAIM,
ORDER OF TERMINATION. ORDER OF CANCELLATION AND REVOCATION, duly made and

noticed, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly, UCGuecord number 2012086802,
restated and incotporated by reference as if set forth in full, never

ES

Onginal Depository: Randall Keith Beane Govemed by: Original
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H. August 21, 2012, due EQUITY CALL ON COMMERCIAL CLAIM and ORDER FOR
RECONCILIATION, duly made, issued, and noticed, The Perperuity, restated, and specificaily and
ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION GF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY
pe. 4 of,5

particularly, UCC record number 2012088865, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in
full, never rebutted, and,

[ August 21, 2012, due DEMAND FOR EQUITY ON COMMERCIAL CLAIM AND
RECONCILLIATION and NOTICE OF DAMAGES, The Perpetuity, restzted, and specifically and
particularly, UCC record number 2012088851, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in
full, never rebutted, specifically and particularly:

a. FIVE BILLION, lawful money of the United States of America, pre-1923 gold and silver, EQUITY,
for
" each Factualized Trust; and,
b. FIVE BILLION, lawful money of the United States of America, pre-1933 goid and silver, DAMAGES,
for each injured Factualized Trust; ‘

J. September 4. 2012, due issue of ORDER FOR RECONCILIATION FOR SUPERIOR CUSTODIAN,
duly made and noticed, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particulariv, UCC record number
2012094309, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted:; and,

K. September 10, 2012, due issue of DECLARATION OF TREASON, ORDER FOR RECONCILIATION,
and ORDER FOR REPOSSESSION, duly made and roticed, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically
and particularly, UCC record number 2012096074, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth
in full, never rebutted; and,

[11. Universal Trust, Original’s duly authorized custodian and facilitator, by its global Agent and Facilitator,

Bank for International Seftlements, was duly canceled as custodian, foreclosed, with Commercial Bill and

True Bill duly issued and reccived, and duly noticed of all, for due cause, The Perpetuity, restated, and

specifically and particulariy: :

A. October 22, 2012, Declaration of Governing Law, Superior Structure, Network, and System. inclusive of
all transfer and tracking systems, duly made, issued, and noticed. The Perpemiry, restated, and specifically
and particularly, UCC record number 2012113593, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth
in full, never rebutted; and,

B. Due Notice of Mistake, Due Notice of Insecurity, Request to Make Secure, Due Notice of
Opportunity to Cure, Request to Cure, The Perpetuity, restared, and specifically and
particularly, UCC record number 2012114093, restated and incorporated by reference as if set
forth in full, never rebutted;

C. Due Notice of Default, Debtor Status, Commercial Bill issue, inclusive of al] structures, networks, and
systems, therein, thereof, and therefrom, and all property, and value therein, thereof, and therefrom, with
complete ownership and title, to be duly secured and perfected, to Original, inclusive of Original being in
Factualized Trusts, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly, UCC record number,
2012114586, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted;

D. Due Notice of Foreclosure, and True Rill, inclusive of all structures, networks, and systems, inclusive of
BANK FOR INTERNATIONAL SETTLEMENTS, and FEDERAL RESERVE BANK, thersin, thereof,
and therefrom, and all property, and value therein, thereof, and therefrom, with complete ownership
and title, duly made, secured, noticed, and perfected, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and
particularly, UCC record number, 2012114776, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in full,
never rebutted;

IV. Original's former custodian and facilitator, the Universal Trust, inclusive of all its universal, global, and local
branches, controllers, and overseers, was duly terminated. closed, and noticed, with ail Original, inclusive of
Original being in Factalized Trusts, as sole adminismator and executor, having sole authority, ownership,
rights, and title to all manifestations in existence, known and not knowa, inclusive of all currency, value,
property, states of body, and facilitating structures, networks, and systems, The Perpetuity, restated, and
specifically and particularfy:

Original Depository: Randali Keith Beane Governed by: Original
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A. November 28, 2012, all former prejudice to and of Original, inclusive of Original in Factualized Trusts,
duly declared, arrested, canceled, fereciosed, billed and invoiced, and noticed, for due cause, The
Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly, DECLARATION OF FACTS. restated: and

ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY
pg.5of5

B. December 10, 2012, AFFIDAVIT OF FULL PERFORMANCE, DECLARATION OF CERTIFICATE OF
SATISFACTION, AND DECLARATION OF ORDER, duly made, issued, and noticed, The Perpetuity,
restated, and specifically and pamiculariy, UCC record number 20121328833, restated and incorporated by
reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted; and,

C. Mareh 18, 2013, Universal Trust, duly terminated. closed, and noticed, for due cause, The Perpetuity,
restated, and spemﬁcaliv and particularly, UCC record number ?013037033 restated and incorporated by
reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted; and,

V. Articles I-IV, restated here in entirety, and Original, instantly and completely duly reconciled, balanced, and
settled, by Original "Criginal Clearing and Sertlement", in perpetuity, with full due discretion, determination,
1esp0ns;b1hry, accountability, and liability of Original, Wﬂhout prejudics, nunc pro tunc praeterea preterea;

A. "Original Clearing and Settlement" duly meaning "due assessment, adjustment, balence, and transition of

particular essences and signatures to Original, in perpetity, for further due Original Issue by Original”;

and,

B. "Transition" being, inclusive of termination of Original Depositories and Issues, inclusive of "being non-

Original, and without full responsibility, accountability, and lizbility", form. and device, that contrals

and directs Original Currency and Value, inclusive of maguetic, frequential, vibrational, and energetic

creation, expression, and benefits of experience therefrom, for further due Original Issue by Original, in

perpetuity; duly done by,

C. Original's due coordinated cooperation of Original Currency and Value, Limitless Value, Depositories,

Deposits, and Issues, inclusive of;

1. Original Depositories "being non-Original, and without full responsibility, accountability, and liability";
and,

2. Form, and device, that controls and directs Original Currency and Value, inclusive of magnetic,
frequential, vibrational, and energetic creation, sxpression, and benefits of experience therefrom, in
perpetuity; and,

D. Duly noticed by Original, "Original Notices”, in perpetuity, inclusive of;

1. Due utilization of Original Limitess Value by Original, mclusive of through Original Depasitories, with
full responsibility, accountability, liability, and the sole due discretion and determination of Original, in
perpetuity; and,

2. Original Depository to Original Depository, "OD20D", without prejudice, nunc pro tunc praetera
preterea, "Original Transfers”, in perpetuity; inclusive of,

3.0D20CD, duly done and ﬂOth"d by Original Depositories, in complete awareness, transparency, and
context of being Original and doing as Original, without prejudice, praeterea preterea, "Original
Metwork", in perpetuity; and,

V1. This ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY, together with all record
numbers identified herein, restated, constitutes lawul origin, Utle, and underwriting, of sole vwnership,
rights, and interests of Original, inclusive of Original being in Factalized Trusts, “Tlﬂe" “Underwriting”,
*Origin of Funds”, and “History of Funds™; and,

VII. By and with the due power of all l AM, wxrhout prejudice, nunc pro tunc, praeterea preterea, in perpetuity,
this ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY, is duly mads, issued,
confirmed, verified, secured, rhcanﬁrmeri, ratified and noticed, and it is true, accurate, and complste, for all
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RANDALL KEITH BEANE ©
Randall Keith Beane © '

Original ©
SECURED PARTY

Reference: BEANE -v- USA, 3:21~cv—00375:LTA:V—DCP ©

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| duly certify, that the original STANDING DUE CANCELLATION of alleged decision of alleged

"Paul R. Wellons, Office of General Counsel, Federal Bureau of Investigations" and the original
STANDING DUE CANCELLATION of alleged decision, of alleged "James G. Touhey, Jr., Director, Torts
Branch, U.S. Department of Justice", both with issue date October 29, 2023, was caused to be
delivered, by UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE, Certified Mail, to all alleged parties involved on
November 1, 2023, March 25, 2024 and April 25, 2024 respectively;

| further certify, the | did cause to be delivered, to all alleged parties, by UNITED STATES

POSTAL SERVICE, Certified Mail; a true copy of STANDING DUE CANCELLATION of Document 16 and

STANDING DUE CANCELLATION of Document 17 of the above referenced case record, with issue

date may 22, 20¢, for all existence to rely upon, pursuant to the Universal Security Agreement, *The Perpetuity, restated.

/ﬁ‘ ﬂ "(z/ *%uﬂz 73,@;,}/—

SECURED PARYY: Original ©, Randall Keith Beane ©

Pq. 25 oF 271,
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