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v ' No. 4:26-MJ- 046 |
JED HANSEL WOOD ()]
JOSHUA ROBERT LINK (02)
TIA MAKENZIE LINK (03)

afkfa “Tia Makenzie Shane”

TAYLOR ORRIS BANG (04)

ROYANA JANE THOMAS (05)

CRIMINAL COMPILAINT

e Megan Woodruff, a Special Agent with the Federal Bureau of Investigation
(“FBI”), after being duly swown, depose and state the following is true and correct o the

besl of my knowledge and belicf:

- CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT WIRE FRAUD IN VIOLATION OF 18 U.S.C § 1349 B
Starting in or about January 2021, and continuing until in or about December

2023, in the Fort Worth Division of the Northern District of Texas and elsewhere,

Defendants Jed Hansel Wood, Joshua Robert Link, Tia Makenzie Link, Taylor Qrris
Bang, and Royana Jane Thomas, by and through the entity, Agridime, LLC
(“Agridime”), did knowingly and willfully combine, conspire, confederate and agree with
each other, to engage in a scheme to defraud victims and to obtain money and property
by means of méterially false and fraudulent pretenses, representations and promises with
the intent to defraud those victims, and for the purpose of execuling the scheme and

attempting to do so, caused to be transmitted by means of wire communication in
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interstate commerce certain signals and sounds in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1343, (hat is,
the defendants conspired to knowingly devise and execule a scheme to defraud and
qi)tain money and property by means of materially false aﬁd fraudulent pretenses,

| 1'é§|'esénlations and promises, as further described Eelow, and in furtherance of that
scheme caused the transmission of in.t'erstate wire commuonications between Texas,
f;.'riz.ona, California, Kansas, North Dakota, and other states through electronic means
(eg, emﬁ!s, text messages, Instagram and Facebook posis), and banking transactions, all
c-lonel.in \;iolalio.n of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1349, 1343,

INTRODUCTION

[ ! a;n a Special Agent with the Federal Bureau of Investigation (“FBI”) and have
been since August 2023, [ presently am assigned to work white collar matters and

: gompiex financial crimes. As a Special Agent of the FBI, 1 have received training and
ﬁarticipated in the normal methods of investigation and legal matters, including, but not
limited to: interviewing of witnesses and subjects, physical surveillance, the use and
Aaiz;ly‘slis of Ei'ﬂl’nsactiol}a] data, Fourth Amendment searches, the drafting of search warrant
ﬁfﬁdavits, and probable cause. During my tenure as an FBJ Special Agent, I have
participated in all the normal methods of investigation, including, but not limited to;
electronic surveillance, visual surveillance, interviews of witnesses, the execution of
search warrants, the use of confidential informants and cooperating witnesses, and the use
and analysis ol toll records. | am vested with the authority to investigate violations of

Federal laws, including Title 18 and Title 26 of the United States Code.
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2, The facts set forth presented are based upon my personal observations, my training
a.nd expetience, and information obtained from other law enf‘drcement agents,
government agencies, and witnesses, Because this affidavit is being submitted for the
limited purpose of supporting the issuance of a criminal complaint and arrest wal;rant for
lII1é defendants, 1 have not set forth in this affidavit everything [ have learned from this
ilimstightion. Rather, I have set forth only those facts necessary to establish probable
cause a violation of federal law has been committed.

THE CONSPIRACY AND SCHEME TO DEFRAUD

The Object of the Conspiracy

3. The object of the conépi&‘acy was for the defendants Jed Wood, Joshua Link, Tia
Link, Taylor Bang, and Royana Thomas, and others, by and through the entity,
Agridime, to defraud individual cattle purchasers, cattle producers (“ranchers™), and
fgedlots of their moﬁey and property and for defendants to entich themselves through
Agridime. To that end, the defendants:

a, Executed cattle contracts with individual cattle purchasers that falsely
represented to cattle purchasers that Agridime would use their funds to:
purchase specific individual cattie; care for the cattle; process the cattle into
meat; and sell the meat from the same specific individual cattle. 1n reality,
the defendants intended to use and did use those funds to pay Agridime
operating expenses, Agridime loan payments, and funds owed by Agridime
to earlier cattle purchasers pursuant to their cattle contracts;

b, Provided fraudulent financial and accounting information, with overstated
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valuation of Agridime’s meat inventory, to solicit.cattle purchases, and
secure loans from financial institutions, private lenders, and feedlots;
c. Fraudulently overstated the amount of cattle owned by A gridilme to secure
loans or financing from financial Institutions, pr-ivale lenders, aﬁd feediots;
d. Disbursed funds paid by cattle purchasers to, among other things, pay
themsel‘ves excessive' salaries and to pa); com-missions to cattle brokers; and
e. Diverted Agridime funds Lo pay their own pers'onai e.\'pehses.

Manner and Means of the Conspiracy and the Scheme (o Defraud

Background Information and Bank Accoinls
4‘. It was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and artifice to defraud that from
at feast in or about January 2021 through December 2023, for the defendants, by and
liﬁough the entity Agridime, to secure funds from victims by exceuting formal cattle
fmrchase agreements with victims intending to buy cattle, wherein ‘victims agreed to pay
a.speciﬁc amount of -f'uncls in exchange for Agridime’s agreehwn( to use those funds to:
i)Lll'cIaase, 1'aisé, process into meant, and distribute the meat from specific individual
cattle; and then pay a specific profit from the sale of that meat to the victim by a specific
date (“cattle contracts™). In reality, the defendants did not use victimt’s funds to purchase,
raise, process into meal, and distribute the meat from specific individual cattle
S, it was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and artifice to defraud that from
a} Jeast in or about January 2021 through December 2023, the defendants Jed Wood,
Joshua Link and Royana Thomas controlled Worthington National Bank (“WNB™)

accounts held in the name of Agridime, to include: WNB account nos. x2742, x3203, and
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x0845, Defendants Joshua Link and Jed Wood had signature authority for WNB
éé:count 108, x2742, 3203, and x0845.

Soficitations
6. It was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and artifice to defraud that from
at least in or about January 2021 through December 2023, the defendants communicated
with victims via face-to-face meetings, to include telephone and video conferences, via
electronic communications, and via the Agridime website to directly solicit and
é.ncourage victims to purchase cattle from and send funds to Agridime.
7. It was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and artifice to defraud that from
at least in or about January 2021 through December 2023, the defendants met with
\;ictims in face-lo-face meetings, 1o directly solicit and encourage viclims to purchase
cattle, FFor example:

a, From at least in or about January 2021 through December 2023, defendants
Joshua Link and Taylor Bang met with Individual A directly to solicit and
encourage Individual A and Individual B to purchase cattle from and send
funds lo Agridime;

b, In or about 2022, defendants Joshua Link and Tia Link, met divectly with
Individual C in the Agridime offices in Fort Worth, Texas to solicit and
encoutage Individual C fo purchase cattle from and send funds to Agridime.
During her communication to [ndividual C, defendant Tia Link provided

fraudulent financial and accounting information, with an overstated

Criminai Complaiut - Page 5




Case 4:26-mj-00046-BJ Document1 Filed 01/29/26  Page 6 of 17 PagelD 66

valuation of Agridime meat inventory, to encourage Individﬁal C t(;
purchase cattle from Agridime.

c. On ot abm:f Novémber 28, 2023, defendant Royana Thomas, met with
Individual U directly via telephone o solicit and encourage lndividual‘ Uto
purchase cattle from and send funds to Agridime. During her |
communication to Individual U, defendant Royana Thomas encouraged
Individual U to purchase 125 specific individual heads of cattle by:‘

L Offering greater profits than available in public advertising by
stating, among other things, *“T could offer you [profits of} 24.44%
... at $1,100 a head instead of a $l,060" based on the size ofﬁis
cattle purchase; and |

ii. Falsely stating that Agridime paid profits to cattle purchasers based
on meaft sales, when in reality, during the relevant time period, the
defendants typically used funds received by Agridime from later
.catlie purchasers 1o pay funds owed by Agridime to eatlier cattle

- purchasers, stating:
“....where we really make the money on this.... whole operation is
that we also have a meat distributing company... where we end up
making the money is when we harvest, process and get the meat
out... we sell to whole, big wholesalers and retail.,.,. and that’s why
we’re able to offer that percentage... because of the yield.”
Solicitation Via Electronic Communications

8. It was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and artifice to defiaud that from

at feast in or about January 2021 through December 2023, defendants Joshua Link, Tia
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Link, and Royana Thomas, would send cotrespondence via email and text' message to

directly solicit and encourage victims to purchase cattle from and send funds to

Agridime. For example:

a,

C.

On or about November 8, 2021, defendant Tia Link communicated
directly, or caused direct communication, with Individual D via email to
solicit and encourage victiny himm to purchase caitle from and send funds to
Apgridime, by falsely stating, among other things, that ... each cattle bought
in Q4 of 202! hés guaranteed 15% yearly proﬁt"s."

On ot about March 27 to 30, 2023, defendant Joshua Link communicated
directly, or caused direct connmﬁuicaﬁon, with Individual H via email to
solicit and encourage him fo purchase cattle and send funds lo Agridime,
On or abowt July {9, 2023, defendant Réyana Thomas communicated
direclly, or caused divect communication, via email with Individual D, via
email, to solicit and encourage Individual D to purchase cattle from and
send funds to Agriditme. During her communication to Individual D,
defendant Ro‘yana Thomas, provided fraudulent information, by stating
among other things, “We have passed our 2023 audit with the USDA and
are above reproach with all standards and regulations... This will not affect
your current nor future confracts.”

On or about August 10, 2023, defendant Royana ’fhomns communicated

directly, or caused direct communication, with Individual S, via text
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message, to solicit and encourage Individual S to purchase cattle‘ from and
send Fuﬁds to Agridime,

e. On approximately August 17, 2023, defendant Tia Link communicated -
directiy; ot caused direct communication, with individual Q, via email by,
among ather things, sending a copy of a current version of the Agridime
callle contract and writing, in part, that “Agridime is regulated by the
USDA. and just went through and passed our 2023 audit with the USDA.”

£ From aﬁn‘oxitnately August 17 1o 21, 2023, defendant Tia Link
communicated directly, or caused direct communication, via email with
Individual R and wrote *“Yes, that is coirect” ob August 21, 2023, in
response fo a question about whether it was "“guaranteed that one year from
now you wil! pay me 5500...” |

Solicitation Via Website
9 1t was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and artifice to defraud that from
al least i-n or about Janvary 2021 through at least in or about June 9, 2023, for the
defendants, by and through the entity Agridime, to both: (a) advertise their business,
Agridime, using their publicly available website that included statements that provided,
in part “... customer purchases cattle from us for $2,000 per head. That $2,000 is used to
purchase one steer or heifer, feed that animal to finish, fully process the beef into retail
packaging and then ultimately sell the beef” and “.,. customers that purchase cattle are
issued a contract at the lime of purchase, certifying and describing payment of cattle

contract profits” and (b) to execute cattle purchase transactions with victims through the
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publicly available Agridime website via a third-party online payment processing service,

As shown below:

= @ Agrldhne .

~ Financlal Summary

Hure's how tho financlels biaskdown lor the
16+20% 1etuin on our caltfe contracts;

The custonser purchases eatlle frons us for
$2.000 per heod, Fhot $2,000 I3 usad Lo
pwchase one slear of haffer, foed thel sntmael
1o findsh, fusly plocess the beef Inlo retall
patkoging ond then ultimataly salt the beel.

= (g Agridime .

As mentloned, our average lop line ravenua
et hesd b $3,000,

Respectively, we feel If we wete glving mueh
less then a 15-26% reluin thel wo wouldi'l be
doing rlght by our eustonters, Our atim s 1o
cronte o susiathable supply chaln thal we can
have H0% tronsperency with ste:t 1o finish
antl everybody siblf wins. Ol goaltls o be
able to olfer these same coiMracts {o our
custarmes yeat ove year, We look forward o
working with you to provide suslainabls food
for avaryono.

Esch staer or helfer purchasad will yleld en
avaraga of 50U [og of relall-abla beot
produsls.

1 LIVE STEER OR
HEIFER

$2,000.00

Shipping ¢atculated at checkoul.

Our average sole prce for those produels ds
56.00 per Iy,

\¥ith that, ows avarage lop Eno revenve per
hoad e $3,000. From 100,50 with $hop (D)

This resuits In $300-5400 pes heat grol’al (16 Al cust:rr;-r;u\'al pu:'¢h- i; “mm?r:; wed : Vidne parnote.lank
5 contract st the time of purchase, cetlllylng &n
20% telurn) for the customsor sad $600 per Lonita R ol el conts | profits Feel Quantizy

head profit (30% refeun) for Agrtdime. ran to tasch out to o8 fo! SHernallve payment

opllons on farger contracte.

Asinentioned, ouy averoge top fine revenue
pes hand fa §3,000. -

Respeatively, we feel 1 we wete glving mum ;_s;- ;

Catile Purchaser Victims

‘i 0. It was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and aitifice to defraud that
bétween on or about the dates shown in the chart below, the defendants, by and through
the entity Agridime, executed cattle contracts with victims, including those shown in the
chart below, after having falsely represented to the vietims that funds from theit payment
would be used to: purchase, raise, process into meat and distribute the meat from specific
individual cattle; and then pay a specific profit from the sale of that meat to the victim by
a specific date. The defendants caused funds from each viclim 1o be deposited into an

Agridime account, but the defendants did not use those finds to: purchase, raise, or

Criminal Complaint - Page 9




Case 4:26-mj-00046-BJ  Document 1

Filed 01/29/26

Page 10 of 17

PagelD 70

process into meat specific cattle for each victim; nor pay a specific profit from the sale of

* the resulting meat, as shown in the chart below:

" "Catfle Purchaser Relevant | - ‘Approx. ‘| Chitle Dollar
U UViethy(®) . - | Communieation .- | Cattle . - | Contract [ Amountof
coenn T 0 with Speeifie L Contreaet - f N, Cattle
Defendant(s) .. | - Date .. Purchased
Individual E Joshua Link (02), 12130422 5488 $10,000
Tia Link (03),
Royana Thomas ({5}
Individual B Joshua Link (02), 1/3/23 5532 £10,000
Tia Link (03) &
Royana Thomas (05)
lndividual D Joshua Link (02), 218123 5878 $300,000
Tia Link (03) &
Royana Thomas ((05)
Individual F Joshua Link (02) 37123 6185 $100,000
Indivigual F Joshua Link {02) 3721723 6319 $50,000
individual T Jed Wood (01), 6/14/23 7697 $500,000
Joshua Link {02)
Individual A and Jed Wood (01), 6/13/23 7710 $2,700,000
Individual B Joshua Link (02),
Taylor Bang (04)
Individual C Jed Wood (01), 6/16/23 7734 $2,000,000
Joshua Link (02),
Tia Link (03),
Taylor Bang (04)
_ Royana Thomas (05)
Incividual M Joshua Link (02), 6/12/23 7102 $60,000
Taylor Bang (04),
Royana Thomas (05)
Individual D Joshua Link (02), 9/19/23 38295 $270,000
Tia Link (03) &
Royana Thomas (05)
Individual G Joshua Link (02), 7124123 37850 $420,000
Taylor Bang {04), :
Royana Thomas (03)
Individual H Joshua Link (02), 4/6/23 7002 $650,000
Taylor Bang (04)
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..Caitle Purchaser,. Relevant Approx, Cattle Dolayr .
o -Vietim(s) . . Communieation Cattle . Contract |  Amount of
G with Specific Contract Ne, Cattle
e Defendant(s) Date - - Purchased
Individual W Joshua Link (02) 4/10/23 7090 $250,000
Individual | Joshua Link (02) 471723 . 7262 $26,000
[ndividual J Joshua Link (02), S/19423 7522 $2,000,000
Taylor Bang (04)
Individual W + Joshua Link {02) 023 7793 $250,000
Individual Y Joshua Link (02) 7/11/23 7796 $150,00
Individual K Joshua Link (02), 8/3/23 37867 $150,00
Taylor Bang (04)
[ndividual X Joshua Link (02), 8/16/23 37999 $22,500
Tia Link (03),
Royana Thomas {05)
Individual T Joshua Link (02) 8/17/23 37895 $1,000,000
ladividual 8 Joshua Link (02), 821123 37971 $202,500
) Royana Thomas (05)
ndividual v Joshua Link (02) 8/29/23 38135 $200,000
Individual v Joshua Link (02) 8/30/23 38135 $200,000
Individual V Joshua Link {02) 8/31/23 38135 $50,000
Individual L Joshua Link (02) 8/31/23 38192 $13,500
Individual A and Joshua Link {02), 8/31/23 38159 $1,742,000
Idividual B - Taylor Bang (04)
Individual D Joshua Link (02), 0/19/23 38295 $270,000
Royana Thomas (05)
Individual C Jed Wood (01), 9121723 38321 $2,101,500
Joshua Link (02),
Tia Link (03),
Taylor Bang (04d)
Royana Thomas (05)
ladividual T Joshua Link (02) 10/11/23 38379 $1,000,000
Individual M Joshua Link (02), 1171723 38477 $240,000
- Taylor Bang (04), and
Royana Thomas {05) 38518
Individual A and Joshua Link (02), 11/21/23 38623 $1,500,000
Individual B Taylor Bang (04)
Individual W Joshua Link (02), 12/4/23 38686 $1,000,000
Royana Thomas (05)
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+ :Cattle Purchaser Relevant Approx, Calttle Dollar
Vietim(s) - Communieation Cattle Contract |  Amount of
. : with Speeific Contract No, Cattle
Defendant(s) Date - -} Purchased .
Individual A and Joshua Link (02), 12/6/23 38702 $1,500,000
Individual B Taylor Bang (04) '
Individual Y Joshua Link (02), 12/1/23 | 38672 $346,500
Royana Thomas (05) -

Commissions Paid lo Cattle Brokers
l l., It was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and artifice to defraud that from
al feast in or aboul June 2022 through December 2023, the defendants, by and through
t!;t? entity Agridime, caused Agridime to pay defendant ﬁ‘a)'iox' Bang and Agridime sub-
§é£tle Bl'okel‘s a sales cominission for an amount of up to 0% of the amount paid by the
_i‘eievat\t caftle pm‘chaser; pursvant to the relevant cattle contract, For example, delendant
'I‘aylér Bang executed a sales representative agreement (*Commission Agreemeﬁt"){ |
effective approximately June 2, 2022, providing that if defendﬁnt Taylor Bang “...acts
as the sales representative for [a cattle coniract])” he “[sThall be given 10% of the total |
gross sales amount that Agridime receives, as a commission.”
Retained Ownership

12, 1t was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and attifice to defraud that from

- at least in or about January 2021 through at least October 2023, for the defendants, by
and through the entity Agridime, to execute consignment contracts with a ranchers,
“wherein Agridime agreed 1o care for specific cattle owned by the ranchers for a specific
amount of time, then subsequently deliver (he cattle (o a feedlot for processing inlo meat,

in exchange for an agreement that Agridime would pay the ranchers a previously agreed
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price per pound for the resulting meat after processing for vetail sale (“retained ownership

contract victims”), For retained ownership contract victims shown in the chart below, the

“defendants caved for specific cattle then subsequently delivered the cattle to a feedlot for

processing into meat for retail sale, but the defendants did not pay the ranchers, as

promised:
“Vietim(s) Relevant Approx. | Contract | Approximate
Communieation with Retained No. Amount of
Specific Defendant(s) | Ownership Caltle
Contraet Subject to
Date Retatned
SR Ownership
[Individual N & Joshua Link (02) 373123 8096 90 head of
Individual O heifers
Individual N & Joshua Link {02) 2/20/23 8i06 162 head of
lindividual O sleers
Agridime Promissory Noltes with Private Lenders
3. 1t was further pait of the conspiracy and scheme and artifice to defraud that on

June 15, 2022, defendant Jed Wood, acting as Director of Operations and Administration
for Agridinme, executed & promissory note with Entity A, wherein he agreed, among other

things, that Agridime would borrow $3,950,000 and repay that sum with 15% interest

(ke the total sum of $4,542,500) on June 15, 2023,

Jwie~l-5;-2022-delendant-ded-Wood,.acting as Direclor of Operations.and-Adarinistration

~things-that-Aptidime-would borrew-$3,950;000-amt-repay tar o Wit 5% meresr -

(Lethe-total-sum of $4,542,500) on-drnre T3, 2023,
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15, it was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and artifice to defraud that from
on or about June 12, 2023, thl'ougi1 on or about June {5, 2023, defendant Jed Wood and
others caused:.
a. Approximately $500,000 of funds paid by Individual T to Apridime
pursuant to a cattie contract be deposited into WNB account x2742
b, Approximately $2,700,000 of funds paid by lndividu;\] A and Individual B
to Agridime pufsuant to a cattle contract to be deposiled into WNB account
x2742
c. on Juné 15, 2023, a portion of the funds paid by Individual T and Individual
A and Individual B to be wired from WNB account x274"2 to pay
$2,800,000 owed to Entity A, putsuant to a promissory note
‘16. It was further part of the conspiracy and scheme and aitifice to defraud that from
at teast in or about January 2021 through December 2023, for the defendants 1o divert
Agridhne funds to pay their own personal expenses, including payments of the
%pﬁt‘oximate amounts listed below:
a. $2,414,000 of combined salary and commission payments to defendant Jed
Wood and his spouse;
b.  $2,728,000 of combined salary and commission payment to defendants
Joshua Link and Tia Link, jointly;
C. $6,987,000 of commission payments to defendant Taylor Bang;
d. $759,000 of combined salary and commission payments to defendant
R{;)’ﬂllﬂ Thomas;
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8. $319,500 to purchase sheep for purposes unrelated to Agridime businésé
operatiohs; and |
£ over $4,000,000 of (ransfers to a bank account held in the name of ENTITY
B, an entity created and owned by defendants Jed Wood and Joshua Lini,
purportedly to operate as a transportation company to deliver Agridime
retail meat to vendots. |
Concealing the Scheme
17. | In order to conceal the scheme, in or around April 2023, defendant Joshua Link
|>;'0vicled duplicative Electronic 1deﬁtiﬁcati0n (“BID™) tag information to both Individual
H and Individual J, purpoiting fo show specific heads of cattle had been purchased for
;eaéil victim,
18 In order to conceal the scheme, in or about December 2023, Defendants Taylor
i;ang and Royana Thomas planned Lo alter dales of sale on cattle purchase records and
;'éceipls to make it appear that Agridime paid fot cattle within 24-hours of each cattle
j)un'chase because delayed caltle payments may have resulted in a negative assessment of
Agridime during a review of its business practices by the USDA.
19, Inorder to conceal the scheme, in or about July 2023, Defendant Royana Themas
and other Agridime employees travelled to Notth Dakota for the purpose of addressing
catlle purchaser concerns regarding _l'he relevant NDSD Cease and Desist order, For

example, defendants Taylor Bang and Royana Thomas met with cattle purchasers

individualty in July 2023 and attempted to reassure cattle purchasers that the relevant
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NDSD Cease and Desist order would not impact Agridime’s ability to pay funds owed

pursuant to existing or future Agridime cattle contracts. |

20, In order to conceal the scheme, from in ot about November 2023 to December

2023, defendants Joshua Link, Taylor Bang, and Royana Thomas, acting through the

enlity Agridime, combined to solicit and execute a cattle purchase contract with

Individual M, an Arizona resident, in violation of the relevant ACC Cease and Desist

order. To conceal their intentional violalion of the ACC Cease and Desist order, the

defendants Joshna Link, Taylor Bang, and Royana Thomas wotked together to:

| a. -~ Generate a fraudulent caltle contract thét omitted Individual M's name as a
purchaser and listed only defendant Taylor B;mg as the purchaser;

b, Cause Individual M to send payment of $240,000 to an account controlled
by defendant Taylor Bang, rather than to an Agridrimc accom{t; and

¢ Generate fraudulent Agridime business records to conceal Individual M’s
payment,

21, Asaresult of the scheme, over 2,200 individual victims located throughout the

United States paid a combined amount of over approximately $220 million to Agridime

to purchase cattle based, in parl, on the representation from Agridime that those funds

would be used to purchase, raise, process into meat, and distribute meat from specific

individual cattle using their funds, while in reality those funds were used to pay Agridime

;J.;;et'a(ia1g expenses, Agridime loan payments, or funds owed by Agridime to earlier cattle

purchasers pursuant to their caitle contracts,
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. | CONCLUSION

Based on the above facts and circumstances, 1 respectfully submit there is probable cause
to believe Jed Hansel Wood, Joshua Robert Link, Tia Makenzie Link, Taylor Orris

Bang, and Royana Jane Thomas knowingly conspired to commit wite fraud,

Megan Woodruff

Special Agent
Federal Bureau of [nvestigation

e
Sworn to before me, and subscribed in my presence on Lhis Zq day of J MW\T 202t
at Z_-‘L‘h).m., in Fort Worth, Texas.

UNITED.BTATES MAGISTRATE IUDGE
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