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RANDALL KEITH BEANE ©

Randall Keith Beane ©

Original ©

SECURED PARTY

Reference; BEANE -v- USA, 3:21-cv-00375-TAV-DCF ©

PRAECIPE

TO: LeAnna R. Wilson and Clerk of Court,

Howard J. Baker Jr. U.S. Courthouse,

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

4. S IANDING DUE CANCELLA i ION of alleged decision with reference: "James G. i ouhey, Jr.
and "DOJ", and with issue date October 29, 2023

5. Universal Security Agreement ©, Secured Parly, Randall Keith Beane©

6. Certificate of Service

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

SECUf^D PARTY: Original ©, Randall Keith Beane ©

Pg. 1 of fUX
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RANDALL KEITH BEANE,

Petitioner,

)V.

),<
) THS^ PHiLpe70il7y'<

) /^ '^^^fherebycertifyittaUhi^te-^tTaearfarorrectcopy
of the eiectroiri^Hy'filed’origih^ti^ment.

■ ■■ ■ - " “ Isonj.Clerk

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)Respondent.

i
ATTESp

By:_^a.xe

© D^utv Oferk
JUDGMENT ORDER

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

5, Doc.DENIED, his § 2255 motion [CaseNo. 3:I7-cr-82, Doc. 271; Case No. 3:21-cv;><

75, Doc. 13] is1] is DENIED, and his motion for summary judgment [Case No. 3:21-o

DENIED. This action is DISMISSED with pre^jut^
f appea om this order, such notice willShould Petitioner give timely notice o

ipealability, which is hereby DENIED

showihg^oS^^enial
Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473,

ite ofbe treated as an application foi\ a"certifi.

of a constitutional right.ibstantibecause he has failed to :e a>

.); Fedf^R. App. P.See 28 U.S.C. § 2

484 (2000).

the Federal Rule>'^fAppell&te PrC^edure and hereby CERTIFIES that any appeal from
\ ^

be^en in good faith and would be totally frivolous. Therefore, any
ication by PetitidnV for leave to proceed in forma pauperis on appeal is DENIED. See

V/

Fed. R. App. P. 24.

iewed this case in accordance with Rule 24 ofiditionallynhe Court has

this actioi^would ni

r\
ai
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/

The Clerk is DIRECTED to CLOSE civil case number 3:21-CV-375/

IT IS SO ORDERED.

s/ Thomas A. Varlan

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

2
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)RANDALL KEITH BEANE,

)
Petitioner, )

)V.

)

) Pe^inrKX-r^'^
_..) /< Z-'Z-i

C I *T
%C.5T

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

, hereby certi^Wthis is traeSyid cbrwct copy
of the eiectremicJaliy-filed oflginaf d(X?^ent.

'■'"■■ ■'lk>n^ Cleric
Respondent.

MEMORANDUM OPINION By:

atte R.

2

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 reci^

Case, Doc. 10], and a motion for summary judgment'"[Civil

Civil

i. 13]. The■ase,

^and petitioner has replied [Civilgovernment responded in opposition [Civil Case, Doc.

]ukal FOviJC^e, Doc. 10] will be
cALon-Tbrj
i ©n the rec

Case, Doc. 15]. First, petitioner’s m ec

●rd, it nl^nly ap^ars that petitioner isDENIED. Furthermore, because, basec

old an evidenwdfy hearing,^ and petitioner’snot entitled to relief, it is not m

z
LlCivil

issary

otion for summary judgment [Civil§ 2255 motion [D^. ●se,

Case, Doc. 13] will b/e DENIED. (\
\y

;et citations reW to the underlying criminal case unless otherwise indicated.1
Alld

evi(^ntiary
^ely shpwVthat th\ prisoner is not entitled to relief. See 28 U.S.C. § 2255(b). It is the

prl^ner’s ultimate ^rden, however, to sustain his claims by a preponderance of the evidence. See
Pough V. UniteZ^tes, 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 Slates, 178 F.3d 778, 782 (6th Cir. 1999) (citation omitted).

ing is required on a § 2255 motion unless the motion, files, and record
cone.

● *S»

V>

\-3
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Background

The Court presumes familiarity with the facts of this case and will only provide a

brief description of the relevant facts. On Februaiy 1, 2018, ajury found peti^ner guilty
of five counts of wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1343, one count of^ank fraud, in

violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1344, and one count of conspiracy to commXfhoney laundering,

in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1956(h) [Doc. 119]. The Court epfered a final judgment

sentencing petitioner to 155 months’ imprisonment on July 2,^ 2018 [Doc. 228].

Petitioner subsequently filed a notice of appeal [I^u. 230]. On September 24, 2019,

the Sixth Circuit affimied petitioner’s c^^n^^ns [Sixth Circuit CM/ECF, Case

No. 18-5777, Doc. 28-2]. Petitioner did^ t'^^petitioner for certiorari with the United

States Supreme Court. On NovemlD^^^21, petitioner filed the instant § 2255 motion

[Doc. 271].

II. Legal Standard

icate, set asidejyor correct a prisoner’s sentence if it finds that “theThe Court

without jurisdiction, or that the sentence imposed was notjudgment wjfs renden

authorized b dr otherwi^.open to collateral attack, or that there has been such a denial

of the^ons^tional rights of the prisoner as to render the judgmentor infringem^t

vulnerable to coll^al Vttack . . . .” 28 U.S.C. § 2255. To obtain relief under § 2255

becatise of a constitutional eiTor, the error must be one of “constitutional magnitude which

-had 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

\\
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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 (6thCir.^06),
/

/

and must clear a significantly higher hurdle than would exist on direct appeal. United

States V. Frady, 456 U.S. 152, 166 (1982).

III. Analysis

Motion to RecuseA.

Petitioner moves for recusal based on the facts that “[tjhe current judge/former trial

/ /
judge is a named co-conspirator” and the undersigrieagrtoed the government

\
of time to respond to the pending § 2255 me^ipn

Judicial disqualification is req

which [thejudge’s] impartial^mi^r?
part, 28 U.S.C. § 455(b)(1) r^i^s disqualifyiation “[wjhere [the judge] has a personal

party[.]” Y,
The plaintiff has the burden of^^lishing objective evidence of bias, i.e., whether

h / c \
a reasonable person/knowing all th

an extension

[£?ivil Case, Doc. 10, pp. 1-2].

uir^ 5(a) “in any proceeding in.er28 U.S.C.ui

itioned.” Additionally, in relevantre

bias or prejudice conce /

A

‘v^
/

irrounding circumstances, would consider the judge

●nch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc., 1992 WL 99456, at *5impartial. Gapgallo v.

ay 12, l/^2); United States v. Sammons, 918 F.2d 592, 599 (6th Cir. 1990).(6th Cir.
/

Per^onaF bias is pi*^dice that emanates from some source other than participation in the

●^oceedings 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

\\
0
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/

[J]udicial rulings alone almost never constitute a valid basis for a bias oi/partiality

motion. Litekyv. United States, 510 U.S. 540, 555 (1994). Moreover, “oninions fonned

by the judge on the basis of facts introduced or events occurring in the c< ●se of the current

proceedings, or of prior proceedings, do not constitute a basis for a ets or partiality motion

ould make fair judgmentunless they display a deep-seated favoritism or antagonism th^

impossible.” Id. Indeed, “[i]t has long been regard^ as
sit in the same case upon its remand, and t^it m^itccessive trials involving the same

iiTual and proper for a judge to

defendant.” Id. at 551. Moreover, judicial Expressions of impatience, dissatisfaction,

insuffi<&pftp^upp(J[s^^ecusal motion. Id. at 555-56.
Circuit has cautioned that “[tjhere is

annoyance, and even anger” are

^mt the(lThe undersigned is also

as much obligation upon ajuh^e not/to recuse
is for him to do so when there

there is no occasion as there

'vSJnniv. ofMich. Bd. of Regents, 853 F.2d 1351,Easley v

1356 (6th Cir. 1988) (alteration in ori^nal) (citation omitted). In short, unnecessary988) (alteration m oi

rds^rces^^^^ of Cleveland v. Kriipansky, 619 F.2d 576, 579 (6threcusals waste ju

Cir. 1980).

argument in favor of recusal is merely a disagreement with thePetition^’s primal

lings^^ecifically, granting the government additional time to respond toundersigned’s

petitioner’s § 22^5jpotion [Civil Case, Doc. 10, pp. 1-2]. This is precisely within the
scdpe of the Supreme Court’s admonition in Liteky and is not a basis for disqualification.

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

\
4

I
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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 [is case, and his

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

B. Section 2255 Motion

As an initial matter, the Court notes that petitioner ^erts that “there is no statute of

'oc. 1, p. 59]. However, petitionerlimitations for constitutional violations” [Civil Case,

is incorrect. Section 2255 provides a r€hi^y for constitutional violations. And the

■'?e5^I^A^(“AEDPA”) contains a one-year statute of
255 jiiotioiiA'S[0U.S.C. § 2255(f). This one-year

atest of the following:

Antiterrorism and Effective Death

limitations for the filing of a ,<
\

limitations period commen<^on tl

ich tfie^dgment of cJmviction becomes final;(1) the date on

(2) the date on wWoh the im)oediment to making a motion created by
govemmentaEacti0n in vioMionVii the Constitution or laws of the United

States is rernyv^, if the nii^apt was prevented from making a motion by
such governmental acti

right asserted was initially recognized by the(3) the (Me on whr

Supreme Court, if th^^nght has been newly recognized by the Supreme Court
and made retroa^^ely applicable to cases on collateral review; or

jA) the date\pn whicn the facts supporting the claim or claims presented could
have been dWpyered through the exercise of due diligence.

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

of section of § 2255(f).

5
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1. Subsection (f)(1)

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

becomes final “when the time expires for filing a petition for certioj i contesting the

Clay V. United States, 537 U.S. 522, 524appellate court’s affimiation of the conviction.

(2003). Here, that was 90 days after the Sixth Cirdui^ fiiw judgment was entered on

September 24, 2019 [Sixth Circuit CM/ECF, Cas»^^oM^o777, Doc. 28-2]. See Sup. Ct.
R. 13 (providing that a petition for a writ of certiipi^^must be filed within 90 days after

entry of the judgment of the United Statp^^ur^f appeals5\^
became final on December 26, 201

titioner’s conviction thus

otion would be due one year later.md hi/§ 225

on December 26, 2020. Thuk when-'ndtitioner filedVs § 2255 motion on November 4,

l^/§ 2255(f)^'(^J^ been expired for over 10 months2021, the limitations period u;

'the Court finds that his § 2255 motion isPetitioner does not app^r to/ontest this.

2^55(^). /
ubsectiftii (f)(2

untimely under

2.

\

Petefiona/appears (o cof^ep(d that his § 2255 motion is timely under § 2255(f)(2),

imprisoned and denied access to research and infonnation

ivil Case, Doc. 1, p. 59]. However, the reference to an impediment

because heXas been “fal^^^
by the^vernmenf
/ f\

“created by governmental action in violation of the Constitution or laws of the United

States” in thisXe^ion 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 (f)(2)

6

0
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prevented the limitations period under § 2255(f) from beginning to run until th^llegedly

unconstitutional imprisonment ended, § 2255(f) would be meaningless. Ai a basic rule

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

inteipret one provision in a way that would render another meaningless or superfluous.

Grable & Sons Metal Prods. Inc., v. Dame Eng’g & Mfg., 377r.3d 592, 596-97 (6th Cir.

2004).

Additionally, the Sixth Circuit has indicted thit, under appropriate circumstances.

the lack of federal materials for a prisonbi^to challenge his conviction could constitute an

unconstitutional impediment under §

795-96 (6th Cir. 2020). However,^die Sixth Circuit stated that “to invoke Section

l(2). Simmons v. United States. 974 F.3d 791,

2255(f)(2), it is the prison^s resm
VJ /

to his making a motioiK (2) g

nsibility to allege (1) the existence of an impediment

;tion in violation of the Constitution or laws ofovemmente

s^;ti^t created the i)^^diment, and (3) that the impediment prevented the
tor\\id. at 796-97,

the United States

prisoner frorn filing his mo

has not met his burden to invoke § 2255(f)(2). PetitionerHere, petitionerrSjmp
●s.

;r detail about the specific research materials he was unable todoes not provide

to hi^^prisonment. Nor has he specified how the lack of these specific
res^ch m^^^i^ 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

access due

r

7

\\
k
0
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impediment to filing petitioner’s § 2255 motion was removed for purposes of § 2256(f)(2).

Ultimately, petitioner has not met his burden of establishing that his § 22 motion is

timely under § 2255(f)(2).

3. Subsection (f)(3)

Petitioner does not allege that his § 2255 motion is base^on a right that has been

newly recognized by the Supreme Court and made retroa^ively applicable to cases on

collateral review. Accordingly, § 2255(f)(3) does not ^ply.

4. Subsection (f)(4)

255(f)(4), claiming that he learned of a

/through^ft^omplaint

Finally, Petitioner appears to inv<

received in March 2021government conspiracy to violate hi

s that he did not know that “a 2015[Civil Case, Doc. 1, p. 59],-''Sp^F^^lly, he

irr/st warrant was used to arrest” him, because “[t]he
disposed of South Caroling
prosecutors hid this him ^^^t 61]. He also claims that he did not know that

ro.

'Was signed by a “fictitious deputy clerk” [Id].ly this (Cojthe arrest warrant

^^^^e^f^the bii^to of showing that he exercised due diligence for purposes
Petitio

of § 2255(f)(4)ySee Jonf^on v. United States, 457 F. App’x 462, 568 (6th Cir. 2012). And,

of th^recora^ it appears that petitioner did or could have learned of both of

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

aiTant 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

after a revi;

these rn4tters prior to

the^federal airest

8

0
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[Doc. 16]. Petitioner has not explained how the filing of this executed arrest warrant^as

insufficient to inform him of this alleged issue or what further information he la^ learned.

As to the issue of the South Carolina warnant, during trial, on January 23, 2018,

there was testimony regarding an outstanding South Carolina warrant for petitioner, and

petitioner’s codefendant claimed that there was no co^ of tl^alleged South Carolina
warrant provided in discovery [Doc. 162, p. 67]^^ At\liJ^^rit^cing hearing, on July 24,

2018, petitioner mentioned this matter again, statii^“[

aiTest in South Carolina, there is no pro^f of ^thin^ I w^^arrested for” [Doc. 240,

s far as the allegations of resisting

ation he was missing at thesein^d what in:pp. 19-20]. Again, petitioner hasjioL^]

on this ground in a timely § 2255times that would have prevented him fn raising

that p'^tijidner has not established that his § 2255Coi^motion. Accordingly, th<

motion is timely und^§ 215X0(4).

Equitable Tollln5.,

imitations is not jurisdictional and may be tolled underSection 225X0’s stamte

dinary circi^^tances. Dunlap v. United States, 250 F.3d 101, 1007

(6th Cir.X^l). A petm&ier bears the burden of establishingthat equitable tolling applies

limited, extra

r\

the doctrine is used sparingly. See Jurado v. Burt, 337 F.3d 638, 642to case, ani

6th Cir. 2003); Fw/tm.s, 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 extraordinaiy circumstance stood in his way and

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

9
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Warden, 662 F.3d 745, 750 (6th Cir. 2011); see also Jiirado, 337 F.3d at 643 (holding that

[ajbsent compelling equitable considerations, a court should not extend ^imitations by

even a single day.”). Petitioner has not alleged that equitable tolling applies here. And, to

the extent that petitioner relies on any of the arguments addresse<Mwpra for purposes of

equitable tolling, the Court finds that he has not established he has been pursuing his

<odm his way, for the same reasonsrights diligent and some extraordinary circumstance.

previously discussed.

For these reasons, the Court fmdsyl^a^^^iioner’s § 2255 is bamed by the AEDPA
limitations period, and therefore, his molioiy;™! be”T5^^iED.^

ConclusionIV.

For the reasons stated^^v^petitioner’s motion for recusal [Civil Case, Doc. 10]

h^ourt finds mat petitioner is not entitled to relief pursuantis DENIED. Fuitheimo^

to28U,S.C. §2255;anahi acate, set aside or correct sentence [Doc. 271; Civilmotion

1]
\

judgment [Civil Case, Doc. 13] will be DENIEDion for suram.Case, Doc.

N^i^MISSED. A hearing is unnecessary in this case. Theand this civil action will be

^t^any appeal from this action would not be taken in good faithCouit will RTIFY t

and womd be totally divolous. Therefore, this Court will DENY petitioner leave to

^ed in forma pauperis on appeal. See Fed. R. App. P. 24. Petitioner having failed topn

^ 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].

10
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make a substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional right, a (^iflcate of

appealability SHALL NOT ISSUE. 28 U.S.C. § 2253; Fed. R. App. P. (b). A separate

judgment will enter.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

s/ Thomas A. Varlan

UNITED STATES D^TRICT JUDGE

Case 3:21-cv-00375-TAV-DCP Document 16 Filed 08/25/23 Page 11 of 11 PagelD #: 817
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U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Office of the General Counsel

C/4Aj(jirCcfc^

Washington, D.C. 20535-0001

PofL iO Lc^ <L/ttc S c:

c cr ode i 2o^>
May 15, 2023
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Via Certified Mail - Return Receivt Requested

A C fl r k j'aX'J 1

/t ^

Cdu5L'

P-kC^z9r ^0: 0^fO>
Tf^tXP 'fu-t

dy /2 t-r c2 r-'-J e'z- ^
'P(Ccuf , f Al '-Lbi^-j-LOp,

^ j-[^ fHtes-cP]

Mr. Randall-Keith Beane

Reg. #52505-074
FCI-Elkton P.O.Box 10

Lisbon, Ohio 44432

LuF
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Administrative Tort Claim of Randall-Keith Beane

Pc j

/I

y .

CJ^7i4 Due
Re:

Oxj>> f£eific^r.zcJ,-

LLrfifcPS^L b LCllZP' j .7
The above referenced tort claims were presented to the Federal Bureau of Investigation

(the 'TBI") pursuant to the Federal Tort Claims Act.

/

Dear Mr. Beane:

The FBI received your claim dated August 23, 2022, where you allege illegal arrest,

assault and battery, kidnapping and false imprisonment by the FBI and se^tmee billion eighty
million eight hundred fifty thousand seven hundred mnety three and sixty eight cents
($3,080,850,793.68) in damages. \ Vjv

S.2
(

In order to recover damages under'me Federai^oft Claims Acf^^TCA”), Title 28 of the
United States Code (“USC”), Secfr5n^671-26^,^'maimant'.^ust demonstate negligence or a
wrongful act or omission on thepart of a federal employee(s)^anting within the scope of his or
her employment. Upon careful review afdRe applic^le law^ans-fhe merits of your claim, this

ofEice has determineciT^at'^he claim"^uid bCj-md'tefebp
United States C;pde of Federal-ReguIations'(“GFR”jfc€Ction 14.9.

IS, denied pursuant to Title 28 of the

.7

We are retired to infom yoi^pu^uant to 28 CFR § 14.9(a), that if you are dissatisfied
with our detepmnation, you may-filet'^uit against the United States, in an appropriate United
States Distri^ Court no later tAan six ^6) months after the date of mailing of this notification of

imial. 28U.S.C. §2401{^)/fm;

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

-f

'-● f CLrc'h
y r_ ! / . -5 i I■'n0 i- i, j- . '1

/ 'c.'
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Re: Administrative Tort Claim of Antonio Dionte Williamson

He may reached by telephone at (202)731-8453 or by email at DMSAMONDS@fbi.sgo^

Sincerely,

●7' !

\

Paul R. W^]
Unit Chip-f—Civil Litigation Unit II
Office^di the General Counsel

●ons

Enclosure

/
/

7 47/"^
“j

2.0 Z 7
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U,S. Department of Justice
A/ c r:^ d

Civil Division, Torts Branch
Federal Tort Claims Act Staff

ro

JGT:GKJ:RShaddeford;rs

157-16-70534

Post Office Box 888
Benjamin Franklin Station

Washington, D.C. 20044
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Mr. Randall Keith Beane

Reg. #52505-074
Federal Correctional Institution-Elkton
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P.O. BOX 10

Libson, OH 44432
At 21 7

Re:. Administrative Tort Claims of Randall Keith Beane

PTiC 7 4 / - 0; E oD
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7
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Dear Mr. Beane:

We have reviewed the administrative tort claims you submitted to the U.S. D^p^ment of
Justice on September 1, 2022, relative to the alleged acts or omipions of emplm^e^of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Umted States Attomey.^s QTf^ for &^i^tem Distnct of
Tennessee, the United States Marshals Service, the Umted Si^at^s^i^fpidtCourt for the Eastern
District of Tennessee, and the United States Colmt of^pe^s f^Miie Sixth Circuit occurring
from events on July 11, 2017. After careful co|ns^
claim IS not compensable. Accordingly^oui;jlaim

I am required by laiy (28,...^^’.I
the denial of your claim unu^ the Red
United States District Court

28U.S.C. § 2401(b).

asT^een determined that your
is denied.

1

JAMES G. TOUHEY, JR.

Director, Torts Branch

5 *'<- ^ D— /
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Honorable Francis M. Hamilton, HI

United States Attorney
Eastern Distnct of Tennessee

cc;

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 /

U.S. Marshals Service Headquarters
Office of General Counsel'^

\ -
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ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION AND NOTICE OF

FACTUALIZED TRUST
REFERENCE NAjV'IE; Randal] Keitri Beane

Duly Factuaiized on September 29, 1967
OriginaFTrustee: RaadaU Keith Beane

For service on the Trust, c/o; 300 State St, Apt# 365, Knox\ilIe, TN 37902

Trustes Contact c/o: 865-368^591 / enalrr67@ffmaii.com
DIRECT ALL CONTACTS, QUESTIONS AND REQUESTS L\ DULY VERIFIED SWORN W'RJTING TO:

enalrr67@gniail.cDm

ORIGINAL DUE VERIFTCATION: Original, daly being, with full due responsibiiitv, accountafailitv, and liability,
Avifhout prejodice, nunc pro tunc praeterea preferea, ORIGINAL DL^ DECLARATION OF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL
DEPOSITORY, reference number FT-OD-rkb-09291967, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in
full This factuaiized Trust is duly verifled and secured, with reference name Randall Keith Beane,
inclusive of specific and particular due verification of being, in perpetuity:

Trust: Original, factuaiized;
Essence: Original:
Signature: Original;

Depository: Original;
Original Depository- Reference Name: Randall Keith Beane, and Idem sonams;
Trustee: Original, by Original Depository;
Operation: Original;
Factuaiized: 29SEPT67;

Domicile: Original;
Deposits: Original;
Currency and Value: Original, Limitless;

.Authority and Authentication: Original;

.Authorizaiion: Orjginal-Pre-autfaorized, pre-approved, pre-paid, and pre-deposited. in perpetuity;
Issues: Original;

Notices: Original;
Governing Law; Original;
Jurisdiction: Original;
Verified: Original;
Security: Original;
Guarantee: Original;
Title: Original;

Network: Original:
Transfers: Original, 0D20D;

Clearing and Settlement: Original.
Account Number: XXXXX_j
-Account Name; RANDALL TH BEANE.

ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATIO.N: With ftjil responsibility-, accountability, and liability, without prejudice, nunc pro

tunc praeterea preterea; This Factuaiized Trust is duly verifed as duly created, factuaiized, noticed, secured and
ratified as being Original, in perpetuity: duly unrebutted. This ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATIO.N AND NOTICE
OF FACTUALIZED TRUST is duly effective as of September 29,1967, In perpetuity. By the due power of all I A?T, 1
do duly make, issue, confirm, verify, secure, reconfirm, ratify and notice this Factuaiized Trust by this ORIGINAL'
DUE DECL.ARATION AN^NOTICE OF FACTUA.LIZED TRUST, that it is true, accurate, and complete, for all to

and that I and co.Tipetsat to m^l^this DECLARATION.

y ^

rely u

Z<0.
a

ft^ri^al, Randift STA;
. OF

■l9

Ki /.

5I

■c / I
bv^iOri^al

PU
Original Depository:
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FACTUAL12EI) TRUST

Referencs Name: Randall Kaith Beane

original due DECL-ARATION of issue by original depository
Pg-1 of 5

1 AM, source of all that is, Mtli full responsibility, accountability, and liability, -wirhoat prejudice, nunc pro

tunc, praeterea preterea, and by and with die due power of alj I AM, I do duly make, issue, confirm, verify,
reconfirm, ratify, and notice this ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION Of ISSUE BY ORIGINAL

DEPOSITORY, with raferanca number FT-OD-rkb-09291967, that it is true, accurate, and complete, for ail
to rely upon, and that I AM conscious and competent to make this DECLARATION:

I. I AM, original essence and signature, source of all that is, in perpemity, without prejudice, nunc pro mne

praeterea preterea, “Original'', with due possession of Oiiginai, ‘Title", in perpetuity, inclusive of:
A. Original essence and signature duly beini, "Original Currency and Value"; and,
B. Duly issued by Original, "Original Issue", in perpetuity:

1. Original, being duly self-aware, "Original Auihority and Authenticarion", in perpetuity; and,
2. Original, being duly self-evident, "Original Verification", in perpetuity, inclusive of:

a. Due Original Issues of Original Currency and Value, in particular (unique, one-of-a-kind) essences and
signatures, "Original Depositories", in perperuiiy: and,

b. Original Currency and Value, duly deposited, by due Original Issue, in Original Depositories, for
further due Original Issue, inclusive of form, and device, that controls and directs Original Currency
and Value, inclusive of magnetic, frequential, -vibrational, and energetic creation, expression, and
benefits of experience therefrom, "Original Deposits", for further due Original Issue, in perpetuity; and,

c. Original Depositories, duly issuing Original Currency and Value, by due Originai Issue, inclusive of
focTQ, and device, that controls and directs Original Currency and Value, inclusive of magnetic,
frequential, vibrational, and energetic creation, expression, and benefits of experience therefrom,
thereby increasing Original Currency and Value, "Originai Limitless Value", that is for further due

Original Issue, in perpemity; and,
d. Original, -duly being Original Value and Currency, Originai Depositories, Original Deposits, Originai

Issues, and Original Limitless Value, is duly pre-approved, pre-auihorized, and pre-paid, "Original
Authority and Au-thorization", in peipeniity; and,

e. Original, duly being Original Value and Currency, Originai Depositories, Original Deposits, Original
Issues, and Original Limiliess Value, duly done and noticed, in due tmst of Original, "Factuaiized
Trusts”, in perpetuity, as;
i. Factuaiized Trusts, duly operated by Original, in Original Depository, "Originai Trustee”, in
perpemity; and,

ii, Factuaiized Tmsts, duly domiciled in Original, "Original Domicile”, in perpetuity; and,
iii. Original having sole due jurisdiction, "Original Jurisdictiou”, in perpetuity; and with sole,
iv. Due operation, duly regulated by Original, "Original Law", in perpemi-fy; inclusive of,
V. Original, duly utilizing Original Currency and Value, by due Originai Issue, duly creating Original

Depository, and Factuaiized Trust, with reference name of Rmidall Keith Beane, and idem
sonans, in perpetuity, "Randall Keith Beane", -with account number XXXXX

name, RANDALL KEITH BEANE: and,

and account

-vi Duly factuaiized, and noticed, on September 29, 1967; and with,
£ Full due discretion, determination, responsibility, acccuntabilirv, and liability of Original, ''Originai
Security and Guara-ntee"; and,

C. Original, inclusive of Originai being in Facmalized. Tnasts, and all manifestailons, thereof, therefrom,
therein, thereto, therewith, and therefore, with complete ownership and title thereof duly secured and
noticed, in perpetuity, and facilitated by duly authorized Universal J iian, specifically and

Origmal Depositor/; Randall Keith Beane Governed by; Origmal

Filed 08/11/17 Page 7 of 245 PagelD #; 410Case 3:17-cr-00082-1 AV-CCS Document 19
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ORIGINAL DUE DECLAR,A.TiON OF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY
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particularly, incJusWe of;

1. Anicie I.A-B, and ail their sub-parts, restated: and,

2. All manifestations, inciiisive of all stnicmres, networks, and systems in existence, .known and unknown,
inclusive of complete ow-neiship. title, irght, and interest, of the 'Lniform Commercial Code, inclusive of

any and all .structures, networks, and systems therein, thereof, and therefrom, and anv and aU
international, and universal equivalents, UCC record number 2000043135, dated May 4, 2000, with
receipt number 36090, a perpetuity filmg. and ail ameodmems thereto, restated in entirety and
incorporatedby reference as if set fonh in full, never rebutted. “The Perpetuity”; and.

3. Anicie LC.l-2, restated, and ail state of body, vehicle, utility, securin’, property, account, and value in
existence, known and not known, and all identifrens, 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 Perpeniitt/, duly made to, and accepted by, Original, in FactuaJized Trusts equally and
respectfitily, The Perpetuity, restated, and specificaJiv and parricuiarly.UCC record numbers
20111125781,2011055259.2011055260, 2012049126, 2012012675,2012025545.2012049126, 2012-

125-1787-8, 2012012555, 20120283 12, 2012012659, 2012028311, and 2012028314, ail said records
restated and incorporated by reference as if see fonh in full, never rebutted; and.

5. DBCLAilATlON Of COMMERCLAL CLAIM duly made, issued, registered, and noticed, inclusive of
complete ownership and dtle of inferior treasuries, inclusive of United States Treasury, FEDERAL
RESER'V'E BANTCS, inclusive of all members, scrucrures, networks, and systems, thereof, therefi-om, and
thereby, all value and property therein and therefrom, and any and ail inieniaiional, and universal
equivalents, and all value and property therein, with .sole title, as sole auilioriiy, administrator, executor,
and determiner thereof, in perpetuity, for due cause, nunc pro tunc praeterea pereterea. The Perpeoiiiy’,
restated, and specifically and particularly, UCC record .numbers 2012079290 and 2012079322, ail said
records restated and incorporated by reference as if sei forth in full, never rebutted, “Commercial
Claim”; and,

6. Duly established and appointed Superior Custodian, and co-cusiodians. inclustve of all sirnciures,
networks, 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, titereof, thereto, and therefrom, and any and ail international, and universal
equivalents, nunc pro tunc praeterea pereterea, Tlie Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly.
UCC record number 2012094308, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in frill, never
rebutted, and duly added to the Commercial Claim; and,

7. Duly established and secured Original, inclusive of goveraing law, superior structure, nettvork, and
system, inclusive of Original ersarion value asset centers, “Original Depositories”, in Factualized Trusts,
wdth complete and sole due amhorization to reconcile, utilize, and zero all accounts, using identifiers
thereof, duly secured within each respective Factualized Trusq The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically
and particularly,UCC record number2012113593,restated and incorporatedby referenceas if set forth
in full, never rebutted; and,

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

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

prejudice, nunc pro tunc praeterea preterea:
1. "Nunc pro tunc praeterea preterea" duly meaning "now for then, besides, fitrther, hereafter": and,
2. "Without prejudice" duly meaning:

a. I AM not compelled to perform under any beliefs that Original Dep(^]^es are given to believe are
true, inclusive of the guise of being non-Original, and w'ichout fu lility. accountabilitv, and

Original Depository: Randall Keith Beane Governed by; Origioal
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liability: and

ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY
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b. I DO not accept the responsibility, accountabUiTy, and liability of the compelled benefit of demand,
command, commandeer, or enforcement of beliefs that Original Depositories are given to believe are
tme, inclusive of the guise of being non-Original, and without full responsibility, accountability, and
liabibry; and,

c. Being non-Original, and without full responsibility, accountability,and liabilit)'", inclusive of claims
and operations of jurisdiction, trusts, corporations, persons, contracts, agreements, treaties,

constitutions, presumptions, certificates, receipts, titles, co.mmerce, and bankruptcy, nunc pro tunc
praeterea preterea; and,

IT. Universal Trust, Original’s duly authorized custodian and facilitator, by its local agent and facilitator,
UNTTHD STATES, and tlie several ST.A.TE OF...”, “DEBTOR”, was duly noticed by Original, of aileaarions
of prejudice, inclusive of wrong doing, cenninared as custodian, foreclosed, with duly made, issued, and
noticed EQUITY CALL ON COMMERCIAL CLAIM, and ORDER FOR RECONCILIATION, specifically
and particularly:

A. The Paradigm Report, dated March 6, 201L, field report of preliminary investigation results and
recommendations concerning veracity of allegations of prejudice, inclusive of wrong doing, by Orisinal’s
duly authorized custodian and faciliator, Universal Trust, by its local facilitator and agent, UTsTTED
STATES, and the several ST/ATES OF... , duly authored, issued, and noticed by lead investigator.

Heather

Ann Tucci-Janaf, The Perpetuity, restated, and The Paradigm Report, restated and incorporated by
reference as if set fonli in full never rebutted;

B. February 2 and March 16, 2012, duly made issues, registrations, notices and receipts of swo.rn and bonded
Trustees to Original, by Universal Trust's universal, global, and local facilitator and agent, “The One
People's Public Trust, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly:
1. Heather .Ann Tucci-Jarraf, UCC record numbers 2012012555 and 2012028312, all said records, restated

and incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted; and,
2. Caleb Paul Skinner. UCC record numbers 2012012659 and 2012028311, all said records, restated

and incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted; and,

3. Hollis Randal] Hillner, UCC record number 2012028314, restated and incorporated by reference as if set
forth in full, never rebutted; 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 Perpetuity,
restated, and specificallyand 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 Opportunity to Cure. Request to Cure, duly made and noticed, with due cancellation of authoriy
and protections, pending audit of FEDER.AL RESERVE B.ANXS, for due cause, inclusive of wrong doing.
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,

E. Aiigutsc 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 fijll, never rebutted: and,

F. August 15, 2012, due issue ofDLTE ORDER OF FINDING, w'ith Due Notice of De.^ault, pursuant to the
findings and action of suspension and audit, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and particularly,
U.CC record number 2012086794, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in full, never
rebutted; and,

G. .August 15, 2012, due issue of NOTICE FOR ORDER OF EQUITY CALL ON COMMERCIAL CLAIM,
ORDER Of TERMI.N.ATION. ORDER OF C.AN'CELLATION AND REVOCATION, duly made and
noticed, The Perpetuity, restated, a.nd specifically and particularly, UC^ec.ord number 2012086802,
restated and incorporated by reference as if sec forth in full, never

Original Depository: RundalJ Keith Beane Governed by: Original At
3?^
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H. August 21, 2012, due EQUITY CALL ON COMMERCIAL CLAIM and ORDER FOR

RECONCJLiATJON. duly luade, issued, and noticed. The Perperuicy, restated, and specifically and
ORIGITnAL due DECLAiU^TlON OE ISSUE BY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY

PS- 4 of»5

particularly, UCC record number 20120SS865, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in
full, never rebutted, and,

L August 21,2012, due DEMAND FOR EQUITY ON COMMERCLAL CLAIM AND

RECONCJLLIATION and NOTICE OF DANLAGES, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and
particularly. UCC lecord 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-1933 gold and silver, EQUITY,

each Factualized Tiust; and,

b. FIVE BILLION, lawful money of the United States of .America, pre-1933 gold aud silver, DAM.AGES,
for each injured Factualized Trusp -

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

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

111. Universal Trust, Original’s duly autliorized custodian and facilitator, by its global Agent and Facilitator,
Bank for International Settlements, was duly canceled as custodian, foreclosed, with Commercial Bill and
True Bill duly issued and received, and duly noticed of all, for due cause. The Perpetuity, restated, and
specifically and particularly:
A, October 22. 2012. Declaration of Governing Law, Superior Structure, Nerw'oik, and System, inclusive of

ail tiaosfer and hacking systems, duly made, issued, and noticed. The Perpetuity, restated, and specificaliv
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
Oppoitunity to Cure, Request to Cure, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and
particularly, UCC record iiumber 2012114093, restated and incorporated by reference as if set
forth in nill, never rebutted;

C. Due Notice of Default, Debtor Status, CommercialBill issue, inclusive of all structures, oetworks, and
systems, thoreiu, 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 beini^ in
Factualized Trusts, The Perpetuity, restated, and specifically and pamcularly, UCC record number.
2012114586, restated and incorporated by reference as if set forth in frill, never rebutted;

D, Due Notice of Foreclosure, and True Bill, inclusive of ail structures, netw^orks. and systems, inclusive of
B.ANK FOR INTERNATIONAL SETTLEMENTS, and FEDERAL RESERVE B.ANK, therein, thereof,
and therefrom, and all property, and value therein, thereof, and therefrom, with complete ownership
and title, duly made, secured, noticed, and perfected, Tbs PeqDsmity, restated, and specincally and
particularly,UCC record number. 2012114776,restated and incorporatedby reference as if set forth in full,
never rebucted:

r\'. Original's former custodian and facilitator, the Universal Trust, inclusive of all its univeraal, global, and local
branches, controllers, and overseers, was duly terminated, closed, and noticed, with ail Originai, inclusive of
Originalbeing in FacmalizedTrusts, as sole administratorand e.xscutor. having sole authority, ownershio,
rights, and title to ail manifestations in existence, known and not known, inclusive of ail currency, value*
property, states of body, and facilitating sirucrures, networks, and systems. The Perpetuity, restated, and
specificaily and particularly;

for

Original Depository; Randall Keith Beane Governed by; Original
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A. November 2S, 2012, all former prejudice (o andofOriginaL inclusive of Origmai in Pactualmed Trusis,
duly declared, arrested, canceled, foreclosed, billed and invoiced, and noticed, for due cause, Tlie
Perpetuiry, restated, and specifically and particularly, DECLARATIONOF FACTS, restated; and

ORIGLNAL DUE DECLARATION OE ISSUE BY ORJGLNAL DEPOSITORY
pg. 5 of 5

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 panicularly, UCC record number 2012132883, restated and incorporated by
reference as if set forth in full, never rebutted;and,

C. March 18,2013, Universal Trust, duly terminated, closed, and noticed, for due cause, The Perpetuity,
restated, and specifically and pardculaily, UCC record number 2013032035, restated and incorporated by
reference as if set fonh 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 "Original Clearing and Settlement'', in peqaetuiry, with full due discretion, determination,
responsibility, accountability, and liabilit}' of Original, without prejudice, nunc pro tunc praeterea preterea;
A. "Originai Clearing and Settlement'’ duly meaning "due assessment, adjustment, balance, and transition of

patticular essences and signatures to Original, in perpetuity, for finlher due Originai Issue by Originar';
and,

B. "Transition" being, inclusive of termination of Original Depositories and Issues, inclusive of "bein
Original, and without full responsibility, accountability, and liability", form, and device, that controls
and directs Original Currency and Value, inclusive of magnetic, frequential, vibrational, and energetic
creation, expression, and benefits of experience iherefiom, 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-OriginaJ, and \Aihout full responsibility, accountability, and liabiliry”;
and,

2. Form, and device, that controls and directs Original Cunency and Value, inclusive of masmetic.
frequential, vibrational, and energetic creation, expression, and benefits of experience therefrom, in
perpetuity; and,

D. Duly noticed by Original, "Original Notices", in perpetuity, inclusive of;
1. Due utilization of Original Limidess Value by Originai, mciusive of through Original Depositories, with

full responsibihty, accountability, liability, and the sols due discretion and determination of Original, in
perpetuity; and,

2. Original Depository to Original Depository, "OD20D", witliout prejudice, nunc pro cuncpraeten
preterea, "Original Transfers", in perpetuity; inclusive of,

3. 0D2OD, duty done and noticed by Original Depositories, in complete awareness, transparency, and
context of being Original and doing as Originai, without prejudice, praeterea preterea, "Originai
Nerivork", in perpetuity; and,

VI. This ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSUE BY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY, together with all record
numbers Ldemified herein, restated, constitutes lawful origin, Lille, and underwriting, of sole ownership,
rights, and interests of Original, inclusive of Original being in Factualized Trusts, “Title”, “Underwriting",
’‘Origin, of Funds", and “History of Funds"; and,

VII. By and with the due power of all I AM, without prejudice, nunc pro mnc, praeterea preterea, in perpetuity,
this ORIGINAL DUE DECLARATION OF ISSLIE BY ORIGINAL DEPOSITORY, is duly made, issued,
confirmed, verified, secured, reconfirmed, ratified and noticed, and it is true, accurate, and complete, for all

i »
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RANDALL KEITH BEANE©

Randall Keith Beane ©

Original ©

SECURED PARTY

Reference: BEANE -v- USA, 3:21-cv-00375-TAV-DCP ©

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I 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:

I further certify, the I 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 rnA'i zccj, for all existence to rely upon, pursuant to the Universal Security Agreement, ’The Perpetuity, restated.

,ED PARtV; Original ©. Randall Keith Beane ©SEC

Pg.

Case 3:21-cv-00375-TAV-DCP   Document 21   Filed 06/03/24   Page 25 of 25   PageID #: 852



Case 3:21-cv-00375-TAV-DCP   Document 21-1   Filed 06/03/24   Page 1 of 1   PageID #: 853




