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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

DEXTER ANSON, =a 
a.k.a. GEORGE OPOKU, =a, 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Defendant. ) 

) 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 

COMPLAINT TO REVOKE 
NATURALIZATION 

I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

The United States of America (“Plaintiff”) brings this civil action against Defendant 

Dexter Anson (“Defendant”), to revoke his naturalized U.S. citizenship under 8 U.S.C. 

' Pursuant to the Privacy Act, 5 U.S.C. § 552a(b), Plaintiff will redact information throughout 

this document and its exhibits that includes social security numbers, dates of birth, places of 
birth, alien numbers, passport numbers, phone numbers, and tax information, which are 

precluded from disclosure. Rouse v. U.S. Dep’t of State, 567 F.3d 408, 413 (9th Cir. 2009). 

—
"
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§ 1451(a). Plaintiff alleges that Defendant illegally procured his naturalization and that he 

procured his naturalization by willfully misrepresenting and concealing material facts. 

Before he naturalized as a U.S. citizen on December 2, 2005, an Immigration Judge (“IJ”) 
L: 

ordered Defendant, under the identity of George Opoku, removed from the United States to 

Ghana, in absentia, on August 8, 1995. The former Immigration and Naturalization Service 

(“INS”)? issued him Alien Identification Number (“A”) Pw. 

Meanwhile, in July 1999, while his removal proceedings were pending, Defendant 

submitted a Diversity Visa application to the State — under the name Dexter Anson, 

and he was issued Pw ee . The eaetteaion was approved and Defendant was admitted to 

the United States as a permanent resident in August 1999. In 2005, Defendant applied for 

naturalization, concealing his prior immigration history and his previously claimed identity. 

Defendant’s actions and conduct to conceal his identity and his removal order statutorily 

barred him from becoming a U.S. citizen. On this basis, Defendant illegally procured his 

naturalization. Additionally, because Defendant failed to disclose his criminal conduct 

throughout his naturalization application process, he procured his naturalization by concealment 

of a material fact or by willful misrepresentation, a separate ground on which Plaintiff seeks 

Defendant’s naturalization revocation under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a). 

With the attached affidavit showing good cause, Plaintiff brings this civil action. 

2On March 1, 2003, the INS ceased to exist as an independent agency within the Department of 

Justice, and many of its functions were transferred to the newly formed Department of Homeland 
Security. See Homeland Security Act of 2002, Pub. L. No. 107-296, §§ 441, 451, 471, 116 Stat. 

2135 (Nov. 25, 2002). The INS was divided into several separate agencies, including United 
States Citizenship and Immigration Services (“(JSCIS”), Customs and Border Protection, and 

Immigration and Customs Enforcement. USCIS assumed naturalization authority from the INS. 

This Complaint will refer to INS where appropriate.
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II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

li. This is an action under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), to revoke and set aside the order 

admitting Defendant to United States citizenship and to cancel his Certificate of Naturalization 

No. BEEP, issued on December 2, 2005. 

2. The Court has subject-matter jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1345 

for a cause of action under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a). 

4 Venue is proper in the District af Connecticut under 8 US.C. § 1451(a) and 28 

U.S.C. § 1391 because Defendant’s last known —— was in Hartford, Connecticut, which is 

within the jurisdiction and venue of this Court. | | 

I. PARTIES 

4, Plaintiff is the United States of America. 

<P Defendant is a naturalized U.S. citizen and native of Ghana. Dexter Anson 

(= il ) and Georgeo Opoku (—_ al) are one and the same person. 

IV. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

6. As required by 8 U.S.C. § 1451(0), an affidavit of good cause for this action, 

signed by William Kew, Special Agent (“SA”), U.S. Department of Homeland Security 

(“DHS”), Immigration and Customs Feforaement (“ICE”), Homeland Security Investigations 

(“HSI”), is attached as Exhibit A to this Complaint. 

A. Defendant’s Immigration Proceeding: under the Identity of George Opoku (Axxx- 

xxx-498) 

f. On or about June 2, 1987, Defendant entered the United States without inspection 

under the name George Opoku. 

8. On May 23, 1994, the former INS served Defendant with Form I-221 Order to 

Show cause, alleging that he was a native and cilizen of Ghana who entered the United States
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without inspection on or about June 2, 1987, an:! that he was subject to deportation pursuant to 8 

U.S.C. § 1231(a)(1)(B) (entered without inspection). 

o, A true and accurate copy of Defendant’s Order to Show Cause and Notice of 

Hearing (“OSC”), except for immaterial redactions of personally identifying information, is 

attached as Exhibit B. “ 

10. . Ina motion to change venue filed with the Immigration Court, Defendant, through 

counsel, admitted the factual allegations and removal charge in the OSC. Exhibit C, Excerpt 

from October 13, 1994 Immigration Hearing Transcript. 

11. During removal proceedings in Hartford, Connecticut, Defendant filed 

applications for immigration benefits. 

12. In March 1993, Defendant submited a signed Form G-325A, Biographic 

Information, that included fingerprints. 

ee The Form G-325A, signed by Defendant, did not disclose the use of other names. 

14. Defendant stated that he was born in Accra, Ghana in 1957. 

15. Defendant listed his mother as Florence Aboagyewa. 

16. A true and accurate copy of Deleadani’s G-325A, Biographic Information, 

including fingerprints, except for immaterial redactions of personally identifying information and 

information barred by privacy regulations, is attached as Exhibit D. 

i7, On March 21, 1996, the jemihiton judge denied Defendant’s applications and 

ordered him deported to Ghana. 

18. A true and accurate transcript of he March 21, 1996 Oral Decision of the 

Immigration Judge, except for immaterial redac*ions of personally identifying information and 

information barred by privacy regulations, is at/ached as Exhibit E. 

a
y
 

A
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LY. Defendant appealed to the Board of Immigration Appeals (“BIA”) which, on 

January 18, 2001, remanded the matter back to the immigration judge for further consideration. 
te, 
ae3 

20. A true and accurate copy of the BIA January 18, 2001 decision, except for 

immaterial redactions of personally identifying —- and the release of information barred 

by — regulations, is attached as Exhibit F, “ 

21, On cee. Betentlect failed fe appear at his J anuary 17, 2002 immigration 

hearing and the emmnigarion suas é ordered him zemoved to Ghana in absentia. 

ites A true and accurate copy of the migration Judge’ s January 17, 2002 Order, 

except for immaterial redactions of personally identifiring information, is attached as Exhibit G. 

23. That same day, DHS issued a Warrant of Removal/Deportation, a Warning to 

Alien Ordered Removed or Deported, and a Note to Surrender for Deportation. 

24. A true and accurate copy of the Form [-205 Warrant of Removal/Deportation 

issued to Defendant, except for immaterial redactions of personally identifying information, is 

attached as Exhibit H. 

25. A true and accurate copy of the Form 1-294, Warning to Alien Ordered Removed 

or Deported issued to Defendant, except for imiiaterial redactions of personally identifying 

information, is attached as Exhibit I. | 

2s A true and accurate copy of the Form 1-166, Notice to Surrender for Deportation 

issued to Defendant, except for immaterial redietous of personally identifying information, 5 

attached as Exhibit J. 

B. Defendant’s Immigration Proceedings Under the Identity of Dexter Anson (pB@ 

EE) 

oe Meanwhile, on August 16, 1998, Defendant submitted a Diversity Visa 

application to the State Department under the name Dexter Anson. 

G
A
Y
 

oe
 
*
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28. A true and accurate copy of Defzndant’s Diversity Visa application, except for 

immaterial redactions of personally identifying -nformation and information redacted by the 

State Department, is attached as Exhibit K. 

29, On his Diversity Visa sopllination Defendant stated that he was born in Accra, 

Ghana in 1954, . 

oe On his Diversity Visa application, when asked if he used any other name, 

Defendant indicated only “Boadi.” 

ml On his Diversity Visa application, Defendant listed his mother as Florence 

Aboagyena. ; 

Bas In Part II - Sworn Statement of the Diversity Visa Application, Defendant 

checked “No” in Section 28.f., which stated that aliens within the following are ineligible for a 

visa: “An alien who failed to attend a hearing oa deportation or inadmissibility within the last 

five years; who seeks or has sought a visa, entry into the United States, or an immigration benefit 

29 

by fraud or misrepresentation .... 

33. The application was approved on. May 28, 1999, and Defendant was admitted as a 

permanent resident on August 12, 1999. 

34. On February 18, 2005, Defendart, under the name Dexter Anson, filed an 

Application for Naturalization (“N-400”) with United States Citizenship and Immigration 

Service (“USCIS”). 

35. A true and accurate copy of Deféadant’s Form N-400, except for immaterial . 

redactions of personally identifying informatior., is attached as Exhibit L. 

36. In Defendant’s N-400, he claime’ that he was born in Ghana in 1954.
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37, In response to Part 1, Question Q of Defendant’s N-400, which asked: “If you 

have EVER used other names, provide them beiow,” Defendant left the question blank. 

(emphasis in original) 

38. In Defendant’s N-400, Defendatit did not disclose that, as outlined above in 

paragraphs 8 to 13 and 14 to 18, he previously used the name George Opoku when he submitted 

his applications for immigration benefits, and When he submitted his Form G-325A, Biographic 

Information, in 1993. "i 

39, In his N-400, Defendant sacred “no” to Question 15, Part 10D, which asked: 

“Have you EVER committed a ovine or offense for which you were not arrested (including INS 

and military officers) for any reason?” (emphasis in original). 

40, In his N-400, Defendant answerdd “no” to Question 27, Part 10E which asked: 

“Have you EVER been ordered to be removed, excluded, or deported from the United States?” 

(emphasis in original). 

41, In his N-400, Defendant answered “no” to Question 28, Part 10E, which asked: 

“Have you EVER applied for any kind of relief from removal, exclusion, or deportation?” 

(emphasis in original). 

42. On February 15, 2005, Defendart signed the N-400, certifying under penalty of 

perjury that the information it contained was true and correct. | 

C. “Dexter Anson” Is Interviewed for Naturalization and Takes the Oath of Allegiance 

43. On October 26, 2005, Defendant appeared before a USCIS Officer in support of 

his naturalization application and was placed under oath and interviewed concerning the 

responses he provided to questions in his natura‘ization application (“naturalization interview”). 

~
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44. At his naturalization interview, thie USCIS Officer asked Defendant Part 10D, 

Question 15, “Have you EVER committed a crime or offense for which you were not arrested 

(including INS and military officers) for any reeson?” (emphasis in original). 

45.  Athis naturalization interview Lefendant orally and under oath responded in the 

negative to Part 10D, Question 15, thereby testifying under oath that he had never committed a 

crime or offense for which he had not been arrested. ‘ 

46. At his naturalization interview, te USCIS Officer asked Defendant Part 10D, 

Question 23, “Have you EVER given false or rsisleading information to any U.S. Government 

official while applying for any immigration benstit or to prevent deportation, exclusion, or 

removal?” (emphasis in original). 

47. At his naturalization interview Defendant orally and under oath responded in the 

negative to Part 10D, Question 23, thereby testi tying under oath that he had never committed a 

crime or offense for which he had not been arre “ted. 

48. At his naturalization interview, the USCIS Officer asked Defendant Part 10D, 

Question 24, “Have you EVER lied to any US. gonetiment official to gain entry or admission 

into the United States?” (emphasis in original). 

49. At his naturalization interview [Defendant orally and under oath responded in the 

negative to Part 10D, Question 24, thereby testi“ying under oath that he had never lied to any. 

US. government official to gain entry or admission into the United States. 

50, At his naturalization interview, tiie USCIS Officer asked Defendant Part 10E, 

Question 27, “Have you EVER been ordered te be removed, excluded, or deported from the 

United States?” (emphasis in original).
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51. At his naturalization interview Defendant orally and under oath responded in the 

negative to Part 1OE, Question 27, thereby testifying under oath that he had never been ordered 

to be removed, excluded, or deported from the iJnited States. 

Sz. At his naturalization interview, the USCIS Ofer asked Defendant Part 10E, 

Question 28, “Have you EVER applied for any*kind of relief from removal, exclusion, or 

deportation?” 

33. At his naturalization interview Defendant orally and under oath responded in the 

negative to Part 10E, Question 28, thereby testifying under oath that he had never applied for any 

kind of relief from removal, exclusion, or Jenuviation. | 

54. At the conclusion of his naturalization interview, Defendant again signed his N- 

400 naturalization application, thereby swearing and certifying under penalty of perjury that the 

contents of the application, as well as all eubclaahs submitted in support of the application, were 

true and correct to the best of Defendant’s kerriedes and belief. 

55. On October 26, 2005, based on b's naturalization application and his testimony at 

the naturalization interview, USCIS approved Lefendant’s N-400. 

56. On December 2, 2005, Defendant completed Form N-445, Notice of 

Naturalization Oath Ceremony and again represented that he had never given false or misleading 

information to any U.S. government official while applying for any immigration benefit. 

57. A true and accurate copy of Defehdant’s December 2, 2005 Form N-445, except 

for immaterial redactions of personally identify! ig information, is attached as Exhibit M. 

38: On December 2, 2005, based on efendants approved naturalization application, 

Defendant was administered the oath of allegiarce, admitted to United States citizenship, and 

issued Certificate of Naturalization No. === =. 

L
e
 

ou
n 

‘
<
2
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59. A true and accurate copy of Defendant’s Certificate of Naturalization, except for 

immaterial redactions of personally identifying intormation, is attached as Exhibit N. 

D. Fingerprint Analysis Confirms sonia Opoku { _———__} and Dexter Anson 

(=a) Are the Same Persor 

60. The fingerprints George Opoku ‘abmitted in connection with his applications for 

immigration benefits match the fingerprints sub\nitted by Dexter Anson in connection with his 

naturalization application. al 

61. Between September 20, 2026, and September 22, 2026, Senior Fingerprint 

Specialist Stephanie Fox examined the electron fingerprint impression card for George Opoku 

and the electronic fingerprint impression card fer Dexter Anson. 

62. The Senior Fingerprint Specialist concluded that the impressions examined were 

made by the same individual. 

63. A true and accurate copy of the Senior Fingerprint Specialist’s Fingerprint 

Analysis with analyzed fingerprint cards, excep: for immaterial redactions of personally 

identifying information, is attached as Exhibit C. 

Bs Dexter Anson Admits To Using The Name George Opoku When He Applied For A 

Passport Through The State Department 

64. On February 7, 2025, Defendant, using the Dexter Anson identity, filed an 

Application for a U.S. Passport with the U.S. Department of State. 

65. A true and accurate copy of Defendant’s certified passport records, except for 

immaterial redactions of personally identifying ‘nformation, is attached as Exhibit P. 

66. On Defendant’s February 7, 2025 Application for U.S. Passport, Question 9 asked 

him to list all other names used.



Case 3:26-cv-01706-KAD Document1 Filed 10/01/26 Page 11 of 24 

67. Defendant answered Question 9 on his February 7, 2025 Application for U.S. 

Passport by listing the name George Opoku. 

V. THE GC VERNING LAW 

A. Congressionally Imposed Prerequisites to Acquiring Citizenship 

68. No alien has a right to naturaliza‘ion “unless all statutory requirements are 

complied with.” United States v. Ginsberg, 243 U S. 472, 474-75 (1917). Indeed, the Supreme 

Court has underscored that “there must be strict compliance with all the congressionally imposed 

prerequisites to the acquisition of citizenship.” /edorenko v. United States, 449 U.S, 490, 506 

(1981) (holding that “An alien who seeks political rights as a member of this Nation can 

rightfully obtain them only upon the terms and «onditions specified by Congress”) (quoting 

Ginsberg, 243 U.S. at 474)). - 

69. Congress has mandated that an i:.dividual may not naturalize unless that person 

“during all periods referred to in this autsentiont has been and still is a person of good moral 

character... .” See 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3). The required statutory period for good moral 

character begins five years before the date the applicant files the application for naturalization, 

and it continues until the applicant takes the oath of allegiance and becomes a United States. 

permanent residence and subsequently resided in the United States for at least five years prior to 

the date of application. See 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a\. 1): see also 8 U.S.C. § 1429. 

70. To qualify for naturalization, an Snliaent must have been lawfully admitted to 

the United States for at least five years prior to Fe date of application. See 8 U.S.C. 

§ 1427(a)(1); see also 8 U.S.C. § 1429. 

71. The term “lawfully” as used in gUS.C. § 1427(a)(1) “<connotes more than just 

procedural regularity; it suggests that the substaiice of an action complied with the governing
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law.’” Rahman vy. Garland, 791 F. Supp. 3d 35, 364 (E.D.N.Y. 2025) (quoting De La Rosa v. 

U.S. Dep’t of Homeland Sec., 489 F.3d 551, 554 (2d Cir. 2007)). 

72. That status requires the applicant to have been admitted in compliance with the 

substantive legal requirements—as opposed mérely to the procedural requirements—of 

permanent residence.” See United States v. Maiimood, No. 3:17-cv-1562 (MPS), 2020 WL 

532062, at *6 (D. Conn. Feb. 3, 2020) (an alienwho did not meet the requirements for 

naturalization under 8 U.S.C. §§ 1427(a) and 1429 was not “lawfully admitted” to permanent 

residence, “because naturalization requires stric: compliance with all the congressionally 

imposed prerequisites to the acquisition of itteenshitol, flailure to comply suit any of these 

conditions renders the certificate of citizenship illegally procured.) (quoting Fedorenko v. 

United States, 449 U.S. 490, 506 (1981) Stara marks omitted). 

73. Congress has mandated that an fdivideal may not naturalize unless that person 

“during all periods referred to in this subsection has been and still is a person of good moral 

character....” See 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3). The required “statutory period” for good moral 

character begins five years before the date the sibs files the naturalization application and 

continues until the applicant takes the oath of aliegiance and becomes a United States citizen. 

8 U.S.C. § 1427(a); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(a)(1). 

74. Congress has explicitly precluded individuals who give false testimony for the 

purpose of obtaining immigration benefits from being able to establish the good moral character 

necessary to naturalize. See 8 U.S.C. § H101(f3): see also 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(2)(vi). 

Vos Further, Congress also has created a “catch-all” provision precluding individuals 

from establishing the requisite good moral character to naturalize, which states, “[t]he fact that
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any person is not within any of the foregoing [secified] classes shall not preclude a finding that 

for other reasons such person is or was not of good moral character.” See 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f. 

76. Thus, individuals who, during the statutory period, commit unlawful acts 

adversely reflecting upon their moral character Sannot meet the good moral character 

requirement, unless they prove that extenuating Aineuitistanoes exist. See 8 C.F.R 

§ 316.10(b)(3)(iii); 8 U.S.C. § 1101). 

77. Aconviction during the statutory period is not necessary for a finding that an | 

applicant lacks good moral character. It is enough that the offense was “committed” during that 

time. United States v. Gayle, 996 F. Supp. 2d 42, 53 (D. Conn. 2014) (“The term ‘unlawful acts’ 

within the regulation encompasses bad acts that led to a post-naturalization conviction.”) (citing 

United States v. Jean—Baptiste, 395 F.3d 1190, Vi94 (11th Cir. 2005) (“we affirm the district 

court’s well-reasoned determination that, because he committed a drug offense as established by 

his later conviction, Jean—Baptiste was precluded rind 8 U.S.C. § 1101(£)(8), as elaborated in 

8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b) (ii), from establishing goo'! moral character, and was therefore barred from 

acquiring citizenship”)). 

B. The Denaturalization Statute 

78. Recognizing that there are situations where an individual has naturalized despite 

failing to comply with all congressionally imposed prerequisites to the acquisition of citizenship 

or by enced ling or misrepresenting facts that dts material to the decision on whether to grant his 

or her naturalization application, Congress enacted 8 U.S.C. § 1451. 

79. Under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), this art must revoke a U.S. Citizen’s naturalization 

and cancel his Certificate of Naturalization if né ‘uralization was either: 

a) illegally procured, or
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b) procured by concealmeni of a material fact or by willful 

misrepresentation. 

1 

80. Failure to comply with any of the congressionally imposed prerequisites to the 

acquisition of citizenship renders the citizenshi: “illegally procured.” Fedorenko, 449 U.S. at 

506. 

81. Naturalization was procured by concealment of a material fact or by willful 

misrepresentation where: (1) the naturalized citizen misrepresented or concealed some fact 

during the naturalization process; (2) the misrepresentation or concealment was willful; (3) the 

fact was material; and (4) the naturalized ativan cesontedl citizenship as a result of the 

misrepresentation or concealment. Kungys v. United States, 485 U.S. 759, 767 (1988). 

82. Where the government establishes that the defendant’s citizenship was procured 

illegally or by willful misrepresentation of material facts, “district courts lack equitable 

discretion to refrain from entering a judgment ¢* denaturalization.” F edorenko, 449 US. at 517. 

VI CAUSES OF ACTION 

COUNT ONE 

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION. 
ALIEN SUBJECT TO REMOVAL ORDER 

83. The United States realleges and ‘ncorporates by reference the allegations set forth 

in Sections I through V of this Complaint. 

84. No person shall be naturalized ajjainst whom there is outstanding a final finding 

of deportability pursuant to a warrant of arrest issued under the INA. 8 U.S.C. § 1429. | 

85. | No application for naturalizatior, Shall be considered if there is pending against 

the applicant a removal proceeding pursuant to 9 warrant of arrest issued under the INA. 

8 U.S.C. § 1429.
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86. Defendant is the subject of a final removal order because an Immigration Judge 

ordered him removed in absentia on January 17, 2002, under the name George Opoku. 

87. Because Defendant failed to appear for his deportation as scheduled, there 

remains an outstanding deportation order agains him. 

88. Because Defendant is the subject of an outstanding final deportation order, he was 

and remains ineligible for naturalization under & U.S.C. § 1429. 

89. Because he was ineligible to naturalize, Defendant illegally procured his 

citizenship. 

90. Because Defendant illegally procured his citizenship, this Court must revoke his 

citizenship as provided for in 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a). 

COUNT TWO 

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION 
NOT LAWFULLY ADMITTED ¥OR PERMANENT RESIDENCE 

(Illegal Entrants and Immigration Violators—Misrepresentation 

8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(6)(C)(i)) 

a1. The United States realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations set forth 

in Sections I through V of this complaint. 

92. To qualify for naturalization, an applicant must have been “lawfully admitted” to 

the United States for permanent residence. See 8 U.S.C. §§ 1427(a)(1), 1429. 

93. The term “lawfully” denotes compliance with substantive legal requirements, not 

mere procedural regularity. 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(20). Rahman, 791 F. Supp. 3d at 364. 

94. | Among the applicable provisions.in the INA at the time Defendant received his 

Diversity Visa was the requirement that he not kave applied for an immigration benefit by fraud 

or misrepresentation. 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(6) (1994). . 

3
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95: Defendant was never lawfully ac:mitted to the United States as a permanent 
4 

resident and cannot satisfy the requirements of & U.S.C. §§ 1427(a)(1) and 1429, because his 

application for immigration benefits by fraud ard misrepresentation under the name George 

Opoku rendered him ineligible for the diversity visa. 

96. Defendant’s false statement regarding his immigration history are material to 

determining his eligibility for the immigration Benet for which he applied. 

a1, Defendant’s false statements had the natural tendency to influence a decision by 

the State Department to approve his application for the diversity visa. Defendant thus procured 
ws 

an immigration benefit by fraud or willfully mi::epresenting a material fact. 8 U.S.C. 

§ 1182(a)(6)(C)(i). 

id) : : 
98. Because Defendant was not lawi‘illy admitted for permanent residence, he was 

4 

and remains ineligible for naturalization under é U.S.C. §§ 1429 and 1427(a)(1). 

99, Because he was ineligible to natwralize, Defendant illegally procured his 

citizenship. | 

100. Because Defendant illegally proc ured his citizenship, this Court therefore must 

revoke his naturalization as provided under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a). 

COUNT THREE 

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION 
_ LACK OF GOOD MOEF.AL CHARACTER 

(Procured by False Testimon’ - 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f)(6)) 

101. Plaintiff re-alleges and incorpora‘es by reference Sections I through V of the 
A 

, UG 
complaint. 

) 7 

102. As outlined above, to be eligible “or naturalization, Defendant was required to 

establish that he was a person of good moral character during the statutory period from February 

O
N
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18, 2000, five years before the filing of his Forrit N-400 on February 18, 2005, until the time he 

took the Oath of Allegiance on December 2, 2005 (“statutory period”). 8 U.S.C. §1427(a)(3); 

8 C.F.R. § 316.10(a)(1). 
a “i g a i 

103. An applicant for naturalization is statutorily precluded from establishing the good 

moral character necessary to naturalize if he has given false testimony during the statutory period 
ee . 

for the purpose of obtaining an immigration benefit. . See 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f)(6). 

104. Defendant provided false iene for the purpose of obtaining an immigration 

benefit on October 26, 2005, when he was iifendewed under oath in axaneation with his 

naturalization application. | 

105. Specifically, at his October 26, 2905 naturalization interview, Defendant testified 

orally and under oath that he had never: committed a crime or offense for which he was not 

arrested; given false or misleading information to any U.S. Government official while applying 

for any immigration benefit or to prevent deportation; lied to any U.S. government official to 

gain entry or admission into the United States; been ordered deported; or applied for any kind of 

relief from deportation. 

106. Defendant’s testimony was false because, as described above in paragraphs 8-13 

and 14-18, Defendant—through his applications for immigration benefits, Form G-325A, and his 

application for a diversity visa—previously committed the crime of providing materially false 

information to the government in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1001(a). 

107. Defendant knew his testimony that he had never committed a crime or offense for 

which he was not arrested to be false.
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108. Because Defendant provided false testimony under oath for the purpose of 

obtaining his naturalization, he was barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1 101(0(6) from showing that he had 

the requisite good moral character to become a naturalized United States citizen. 

109. Because Defendant was not a pbraati of good moral character, he was ineligible 

for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3). : 

110. Because Defendant was ineligible fa naturalize, he illegally procured his 

citizenship. 

111. Because Defendant illegally procured his citizenship, this Court therefore must 

revoke his naturalization as provided under 8 USC. § 1451(a). 

COUNT FOUR 

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION 
LACK OF GOOi} MORAL CHARACTER 

(Unlawful Acts Adversely Reflecting Moral Character) 

112. Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates by reference Sections I through V of the 

complaint. 

113. As outlined above, to be eligible for naturalization, Defendant was required to 

establish that he was a person of good moral chatacter during the statutory period, from February 

18, 2000, five years before he filed his Form N-400, until the time he took the Oath of 

Allegiance on December 2, 2005. 8 U.S.C. §1427(a)(3); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(a)(1). 

114. Defendant could not establish thes egullstie good moral character for naturalization 

because he committed unlawful acts during the“tatutory period that reflected adversely on his 

moral character and for which there were no exjenuating circumstances. See 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f) 

(flush language); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii); s:-2 also, e.g., United States v. Pizzuti, No. 24-cv- 

18
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9228 (CS), 2026 WL 948361, at *11 (S.D.N.YjApr. 8, 2026) citing (United States v. Dang, 488 

F.3d 1135, 1139-41 (9th Cir. 2007)). 

115. Defendant committed at least three unlawful acts during his statutory period that 

adversely reflect on his moral character when ing violated oe federal statutes that criminalize 

making false statements to falesel officials. _ 
So 

116. Specifically Defendant falsely swore in an immigration matter, in siclatien of 

18 US.C. 6 1546(@ when, on F — 18, 2005, in response to Pra 7 (Additional Eligibility 

Factors), Question 15, of his Fav N-400, Deft adiant denied, under penal of perjury, having 

committing a crime for which he had not been satan and when, on October 26, 2005, he 

denied the same, while under oath, during his nsturalization interview. 

117. Defendant violated 18 U.S.C. § :546(a) and (b)(3) during the statutory period 

when he completed and filed his naturalization epplication by failing to disclose in Part I of his 

N-400 the use of other names to be admitted to the United States and when he denied in Part 10, 

Questions 23, 24, 27, and 28 that he had never: siven false or misleading information to any U.S. 

Government official while applying for any immigration benefit or to prevent deportation; lied to 

any U.S. government official to gain entry or admission into the United States; been ordered 

deported; or applied for any kind of relief fran i evortedion. 

118. During the statutory period, Defendant violated 18 U.S.C. § 1001(a)(1)-(3) by 

knowingly and willfully concealing in his natur2lization application—a matter within the 

jurisdiction of the executive branch of the Goverament of the United States—his use of other 

names to be admitted to the United States in Pal of his N-400 and when he denied in Part 10, 

Questions 23, 24, 27, and 28 that he had never: siven false or misleading information to any U.S. 

Government official while applying for any immigration benefit or to prevent deportation; lied to
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any U.S. government official to gain entry or agssian into the United States; been ordered 

deported; or applied for any kind of relief from deportation. 

119. Defendant committed perjury, ir. violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1621, when, on his 

naturalization application, Defendant, under petialty of perjury when he denied in Part 10, , 

Questions 23, 24, 27, and 28 that he had never: ‘tiven false or misleading information to any U.S. 

Government official while applying for any imrigration benefit or to prevent deportation; lied to 

any U.S. government official to gain entry or adimission into the United States; been ordered 

deported; or applied for any kind of relief from deportation.; and when, at his naturalization 

interview, he denied the same, while under oath, 

120. No extenuating circumstances exist that would palliate Defendant’s guilt for 

violating 18 U.S.C. §§ 1001(a)(1)-(3), 1546(a) Sind (b)(3), or 1621. Paul v. Johnson, No. 1:12- 

me-32 GLS/RET, 2014 WL 2532472, at *3 (N.D.N.Y. June 5, 2014) (citing United States v. 

Suarez, 664 F.3d 655, 662 (7th Cir.2011) (“Extenuating circumstances are those which render 

a[n act] less reprehensible than it otherwise would be”); Jean-Baptiste, 395 F.3d at 1195). 

121. Because Defendant committed ualawful acts during the statutory period during 

which he was required to maintain good moral character, and no extenuating circumstances exist 

to palliate his guilt, he was and remains ineligitie for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. §§ 

1427(a)(1) and 1429. 

122. Because he was ineligible to naturalize, Defendant illegally procured his 

citizenship. 

123. Because Defendant illegally procured his citizenship, this Court must revoke his 

citizenship as provided for in 8 U.S.C. § 1451(e).
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COUNT FIVE 

PROCUREMENT OF UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP BY CONCEALMENT 

OF A MATERIAL FACT OR W!LLFUL MISREPRESENTATION 

124. Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates by reference Sections I through V of the 

complaint. x 

125. Under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), this Court must revoke a naturalized person’s 

citizenship and cancel his Certificate of Naturalization if that person procured his naturalization 

by concealment of a material fact or by willful yaisrepresentation. 

126. Naturalization is procured by cc::cealment of a material fact or by willful 

misrepresentation, where: (i) the naturalized citizen misrepresented or concealed some fact 

fact was material; and (iv) the naturalized citizen procured citizenship. because of the 

misrepresentation or soiieealment, Kungys, age US. at 767. 

127. Asset forth herein, throughout tive naturalization process, Defendant willfully 

misrepresented and concealed, among other thir gs: (i) his use of another identity, (ii) his prior 

order of deportation; (iii) his prior application for an immigration benefit; (iv) that he had given 

false or misleading information to a U.S. Goverment official while applying for any 

immigration benefit or to prevent deportation, exclusion, or removal; (v) that he had lied to a 

U.S. Government official to gain entry or admission into the United States; (vii) that he had been 

ordered to be removed, excluded, or deported fin the United States; (viii) and that he had 

previously applied for relief from removal, excliision, or deportation. 

128. Defendant also concealed and wilfully misrepresented at his naturalization 

interview the fact that he had committed a crime for which he had not been arrested, 18 US.C.
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. §§ 1001(a), 1546, 1621, through the materially alse information he provided to the government 

in his applications for immigration benefits, Form G-325A, and in his Diversity Visa application. 

129. . Defendant knew each of these statements to be false. Indeed, he later admitted 

the use of the name George Opoku when filed an application for a new passport in 2025, after 

claiming that his prior passport ts stolen. ; 

130. Defendant made such misrepresentations knowingly and voluntarily. 

Accontingly. Defendant made these misrepreseptations willfully. 

131. Defendant’s misrepresentations znd erniietlons were material to his naturalization 

because the disclosure of his multiple identities, miter applications for immigration benefits, prior 

order of exclusion and deportation, and prior rezresentations to U.S. Government officials while 

applying for immigration benefits would have had a natural tendency to influence USCIS’s 

decision whether to approve Defendant’s application for naturalization. Indeed, had USCIS been 

aware of the truth, USCIS would have likely denied his naturalization application. | 

132. Defendant thus procured his naturalization by willful concealment and 

misrepresentation of material facts. This Court therefore must revoke his naturalization as 

provided under 8 U.S.C. § 1451 (a). 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully detnands: 

(1) A declaration that Defendant illegal'y procured his citizenship; 

(2) A declaration that Defendant procur'sd his citizenship by concealment of material 

facts and by willful misrepresentation; 

i 
‘ 

om y Ea ind
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(3) Judgment revoking and setting aside the order admitting Defendant as a United States 

citizen and cancelling Certificate of Natenalization No. B=), issued to Defendant on 

December 2, 2005; 

(4) Judgment forever restraining and enoining the Defendant from claiming any rights, 

privileges, benefits, or advantages under any decument which evidences United States 

citizenship as a result of his December 2, 2005 ‘Aaturalization. 

(5) Judgment requiring Defendant, within ten days of judgment, to immediately 

surrender and deliver Certificate of Naturalization No. =e] and any copies thereof in his 

possession or control (and to make good faith efforts to recover and then covrendler any copies 

thereof that he know are in the possession or control of others), to the Attorney General, or his 

designated representatives, including undersigned counsel; 

(6) Judgment requiring Defendant, witiiin ten (10) days of the entry of judgment, to 

surrender and deliver any other indicia of United States citizenship (including, but not limited to, 

United States passports and passport cards, Sutimend Driver’s License, and other relevant 

documents), whether current or expired, and an copies thereof in his possession or control—and 

to make good faith efforts to recover and then surrender any copies thereof that he knows are in 

the memcenatan or control of others—to the Attorney General, or to his representative, including 

undersigned counsel; and . 

(7) Judgment granting the United States any other relief as may be lawful and proper. 

sa 
aad
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ) 

) 
In the Matter of the Revocation of ) 

Naturalization of ) 

) AFFIDAVIT OF GOOD CAUSE 

Dexter ANSON, ) 

_———_—Oener ) 
George Opoku, ) 

) _— 

I, William Kew, being duly sworn, hereby depose and state as follows: 

I. Introduction and Agent Background 

I have been employed as a Special Agert (“SA”) of the U.S. Department of 

Homeland Security (“DHS”), Immigration and Customs Enforcement (“ICE”), Homeland 

Security Investigations (“HSI”) since February 19, 2019, and am currently assigned to the Office 

of the Special Agent in Charge (“SAC”), New England. 

In my capacity as a SA for ICE HSI, I hi:ve access to the official records of the 

DHS, including the immigration files (“A-file”) of Dexter ANSON (“ANSON”) (Buea 

i). and George OPOKU (““OPOKU”) (<= a). Based on the facts and law contained 

herein, good cause esiets to institute proceedings pursuant to section 340(a) of the Immigration 

and Nationality Act (INA), 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a),' to revoke the citizenship of ANSON and to 

cancel his Certificate of Naturalization. 

The facts in this affidavit come from my personal review of the A-files of ANSON and 

OPOKU and information obtained from other law enforcement officers, witnesses and records. 

Based upon my review of this information, I state, upon information and belief, that the contents 

| While some provisions of the Immigration and Nationality Act, as contained in the United 
States Code, have been renumbered throughout the years, not all provisions have undergone such 

renumbering. Where necessary, this Affidavit of Good Cause lists the applicable year for a 
United States Code reference. If no year is included within the citation, it means that the United 

States Code citation is the same today as it was during the time in question. 

Page i of 12
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of this affidavit are true and correct to the best of my.knowledge and that sufficient cause exists 

to bring denaturalization proceedings against ANSON. 

The last known place of residence for ANSON is ee eed | 

_ ——_} 

I. Case Summary 

DHS records, including fingerprint comparison, establish that the person who naturalized 

as ANSON is the same person who was previously in deportations proceedings under the name 

George OPUKO. 

A. Immigration History as George OPOKU, D.O.B. xx xx, 1957, all 

1. Onor about June 2, 1987, ANSON entered the United States without inspection 

under the name George OPOKU. 

2. On or about May 3, 1994, the former Immigration and Neuralization Service 

(“INS”) issued a Form I-221, Order to Show Cause and Notice of Hearing (OSC), 

to place OPOKU in deportation proceedings. The OSC charged him under former 

INA § 242(a)(1)(B), 8 U.S.C. § 1252(a)(1)(B) (1994), as having entered the 

United States without inspection. 

3. On October 13, 1994, he admitted the factual allegations in the OSC and 

conceded deportability. He requested a change of venue since he was living in 

Connecticut. He also applied for freemmieacsdiont benefits. 

4. Along with his applications, OPOKU submitted Form G-325A, Biographic 

Information, stating that he was born in Ghana in 1957. He indicated that he 

never used any other names, and that his mother’s name was Aboagyewa 

Florence. 

Page 2 of 12
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5. On March 21, 1996, OPOKU appeared with counsel for his merits hearing in 

immigration court on his applications for immigration benefits. At the conclusion 

of the hearing the Immigration Judge denied his applications and ordered him 

deported to Ghana. 

6. OPOKU filed an administrative appeal with the Board of Immigration Appeals 

(“BIA”) on or about March 29, 1996. 

7. On July 18, 2001, the BIA laauedl its decision remanding the matter back to the 

Immigration Judge. 

8. On or about January 17, 2002, OPOKU failed to appear for his rernanded 

immigration court proceedings, and his counsel stated that he had no contact with 

OPOKU since late September 2001. The immigration judge ordered OPOKU 

deported in absentia. 

9. Onor about December 14, 2002, former INS sent by certified mail to OPOKU’s 

last known address, a Form I-205, Warrant of Removal/Deportation, a Form I- 

294, Warning to Alien Ordered Removed or Deported, and a Form I-166, Notice 

to Surrender for Deportation, deaitine INS’s plans for deportation. The mail was 

returned unclaimed. 

B. Immigration History as Dexter ANSON, D.O.B. xx xx, 1954, ==ue—ealll 

10. On or about August 16, 1998, fies same individual, using the name Dexter 

ANSON, submitted to the State Department a Form 230, Application for 

Immigrant Visa and Alien Residvation, He indicated he was born in 1954, in 

Ghana, his father’s name was Stephen Anson, his mother’s name was Florence 

Aboagyena, and they both were deceased. 

Page 3 of 12
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ge 

12, 

ie 

14. 

After receiving notice that his application for a Diversity Visa was selected for 

further processing, it appears ANSON returned to his native country of Ghana. 

The records dos not reflect — _— he returned to Ghana. | 

On July 20, 1999, ANSON — in person at the U.S. Embassy in Ghana, for 

an interview on his Diversity Visa (DY-1") application. In Part II, section 28 of 

his application (Sworn Statement), which listed classifications that are ineligible 

for a visa, ANSON checked “no” for all the classifications, including (f), listing 

that [he was not in eh category of ] anyone who applied for an immigration 

benefit by fraud or cltueamesattatten [and] was ineligible for a diversity visa. 

On May 28, 1999, ANSON was issued a DV-1, Immigrant Visa. On August 12, 

1999, ANSON entered the United States in New York, New York, as a permanent 

resident and he was assigned | ——_——ealll. 

On or about February 18, 2005, ANSON filed an Application for Naturalization, 

Form N-400, with the Saint Albans, Vermont, Center Adjudications Office of the 

United States Citizenship and Immigration Service (“USCIS”). In his Form N- 

400, ANSON represented that he was born in Ghana in 1954, and did not list 

other names in Part I, Question C. In addition, in his Form N-400, ANSON by 

checking the “no” boxes in Part 1.0, Questions 23, 24, 27, and 28, confirmed that 

he had never: given false or misléading information to any U.S. Government 

official while applying for any iriantehettans benefit or to prevent deportation; lied 

to any U.S. government official to gain entry or admission into the United States; 

been ordered deported; or applied for any kind of relief from deportation. 

Page 4 of 12
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15. On or about October 26, 2005, USCIS Officer Daniel Kazmierski interviewed 

ANSON under oath regarding ANSON’s Naturalization Application. Based on 

his written application and naturalization interview, USCIS approved ANSON’s 

Application for Naturalization on or about October 26, 2005. ANSON took the 

Oath of Allegiance on or about December 2, 2005, and was admitted to United 

States citizenship on that date. He was issued a Certificate of Naturalization, 

number ===. 

C. Fingerprint Analysis Confirms George Opoku ( =? avd Dexter Aveo 

(pa) Are the Same Person -—— 

16. On September 18, 2026, I sent the electronic fingerprint card bearing fingerprint 

impressions and the name George Opoku, and the electronic fingerprint card 

bearing fingerprint impressions and the name Dexter ANSON for fingerprint 

analysis, and after an examination that was conducted by Sephanie Fox, Senior 

Fingerprint Specialist, from September 20, 2026 to September 22, 2026, it was 

determined that the fingerprints were made by the same individual. 

IV. Illegal Procurement ' 

ANSON illegally procured citizenship in five ways: 1) he was subject to a removal 

order; 2) he was not lawfully admitted for permanent residence; 3) he lacked good moral 

character during the statutory period because he ‘provided false testimony; 4) he lacked good 

moral character during the statutory period because he committed unlawful acts; and 5) he 

procured citizenship by concealment of a material fact or willful misrepresentation. 

Page 5 of 12
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l, 

ANSON illegally procured naturalization because he was subject to a 

removal order 

No person shall be naturalized against whom there is outstanding a final finding 

of deportability pursuant to a warrant of arrest issued under the INA. INA § 318, 

8 U.S.C. § 1429. 

2. No application for naturalization: shall be considered if there is pending against 

the applicant a removal proceeding pursuant to a warrant of arrest issued under 

the INA. INA § 318, 8 U.S.C. § 1429. 

Because Defendant is the subject: of a final removal order issued by an 

Immigration Judge on January 17, 2002, under the name George Opoku, and that 

deportation order remains outstanding, he was and remains ineligible for 

naturalization under INA § 318, 8 U.S.C. § 1429; Accordingly, ANSON’s 

naturalization was procured illegally. 

B. ANSON illegally procured naturalization because he was not lawfully admitted 
for permanent resident based on fraud or willful misrepresentation 

Li To be eligible for naturalization, an applicant must have been lawfully admitted 

for permanent residence in accordance with all applicable provisions of the INA. 

INA § 318, 8 U.S.C. § 1429. 

Under the law then in effect, an individual who by fraud or willfully 

misrepresenting a material fact was seeking to procure (or had sought to procure 

or had procured) a visa, other documentation, admission into the United States, or 

other benefit provided under the {NA was inadmissible. INA § 212(a)(6), 8 

U.S.C. § 1182(a)(6) (1994). 

Page 6 of 12
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3. Based on the information contained above, ANSON willfully misrepresented 

material facts, specifically, his identity and immigration history when he applied 

for the Diversity Visa. , 

4. Because ANSON cilampreasnted motel facts, he was fnssinnfastble to the 

United States at the time he was admitted as a lawful pammunent resident on the 

Diversity Visa. Accordingly, ANSON’s naturalization was procured illegally. 

C. ANSON illegally procured naturalization because he lacked good moral 

character based on his false testimony 

1. To be eligible for naturalization; ANSON was required to establish that he was a 

person of good moral character during the statutory period, from February 18, 

2000, five years before he filed his Form N-400, until the time he took the Oath of 

Allegiance on December 2, 2005. INA § 316(a)(3), 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3); 8 

C.F.R. § 316.10(a)(1). 

2. An applicant for naturalization is statutorily precluded from establishing the good 

moral character necessary to naturalize if he has given false testimony during the 

statutory period for the purpose of obtaining an immigration benefit. See INA § 

101(£)(6), 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f)(6).;: 

3. Based on the information above, ANSON provided false testimony to obtain an 

- immigration benefit when he was interviewed under oath in connection with his 

naturalization application, including: that he had never committed a crime or 

offense for which he was not arrested; given false or misleading information to 

any U.S. Government official while applying for any immigration benefit or to 

prevent deportation; lied to any U.S. government official to gain entry or 

Page 7 of 12
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admission into the United States;:-been ordered deported; or applied for any kind 

of relief from deportation. 

4. Because Defendant provided false testimony under oath for the purpose of 

obtaining his naturalization, he was barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(£)(6) from 

showing that he had the requisite good moral character to become a naturalized 

United States citizen. | 

5. Accordingly, he was not eligible for naturalization and illegally procured his 

naturalization. 

D. ANSON illegally procured naturalization because he lacked good moral 
character as he committed unlawful acts during the statutory period 

1. To be eligible for naturalization, ANSON was required to establish that he was a 

person of good moral character during the statutory period, from February 18, 

2000, five years before he filed kis Form N-400, until the time he took the Oath of 

Allegiance on December 2, 2005. INA § 316, 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3); 8 C.F.R. § 

316.10(a)(1). 

2. Under the law then in effect, an individual could not establish good moral 

character if, during the statutory period, he committed unlawful acts that 

adversely reflected on his moral character, unless he could establish extenuating. 

circumstances. INA § 101(f), 8 U.S.C. §1101(f); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii). 

3. ANSON committed at least three unlawful acts during his statutory period that 

adversely reflect on his moral character when he violated three federal statutes 

that criminalize making false statements to federal officials: 

a. ANSON violated 18 U.S. § 1546(a) and (b)(3) during the statutory 

period when he completed and filed his naturalization application by 

Page 8 of 12
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failing to disclose in Part i of his N-400 the use of other names to be 

admitted to the United States and when he denied in Part 10, Questions 23, 

24, 27, and 28 that he had never: given false or misleading information to 

any U.S. Government official while applying for any immigration benefit 

or to prevent deportation; lied to any U.S. government official to gain 

entry or admission into we United States; been ordered deported; or 

applied for any kind of relief from deportation. 

. During the statutory period, ANSON violated 18 U.S.C. § 1001(a)(1)-(3) 

by knowingly and willfully concealing in his naturalization application—a 

matter within the jurisdiction of the executive branch of the Government 

of the United States—his use of other names to be admitted to the United 

States in Part I of his N-400 and when he denied in Part 10, Questions 23, 

24, 27, and 28 that he had never: given false or misleading information to 

any U.S. Government aifietal while applying for any immigration benefit 

or to prevent deportation; lied to any U.S. government official to gain 

entry or admission into the United States; been ordered deported; or 

applied for any kind of relief from deportation. 

Defendant committed perjury, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1621, when, on 

his naturalization application, Defendant, under penalty of perjury when 

he denied in Part 10, , Questions 23, 24, 27, and 28 that he had never: 

given false or misleading information to any U.S. Government official 

while applying for any immigration benefit or to prevent deportation; lied 

to any U.S. government official to gain entry or admission into the United 

Page 9 of 12
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States; been ordered deported; or applied for any kind of relief from 

deportation.; and when, at his naturalization interview, he denied the same, 

while under oath. 

5. No extenuating circumstances exiet that would palliate ANSON’s guilt for 

violating 18 U.S.C. §§ 1001(a)(1)-(3), 1546(a) and (b)(3), or 1621. 

6. Because ANSON committed unlawful acts during the statutory period during 

which he was required to maint good moral character, and no extenuating 

circumstances =e to palliate his guilt, he was and remains ineligible for 

naturalization under INA §§ 316¢a)(1), 318, 8 U.S.C. §§ 1427(a)(1) and 1429. 

7. Because he was ineligible to naturalize, Defendant illegally procured his 

citizenship. 

E. ANSON illegally procured naturalization by willfully misrepresenting or 

concealing material facts 

1. A naturalized citizen is subject te revocation of naturalization if he procured 

naturalization by willfully misrepresenting or concealing material facts. 

2. Based on the facts contained above, ANSON willfully misrepresented and 

concealed his immigration history throughout the naturalization process, 

including: (i) his use of another identity, (ii) his prior order of deportation; (iii) his 

prior application for an immigration benefit; (iv) that he had given false or 

misleading information to a U.S. Government official while applying for any 

immigration benefit or to prevent deportation, exclusion, or removal; (v) that he 

had lied to a U.S. Government oxficial to gain entry or admission into the United 

States; (vii) that he had been ordered to be removed, excluded, or deported from 
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the United States; (viii) and that ne had previously applied for relief from 

removal, exclusion, or deportaticn. 

Defendant also concealed and willfully misrepresented at his naturalization 

interview the fact that he had committed a crime for which he had not been 

arrested, 18 U.S.C. §§ 1001(a), 1546, 1621, through the materially false 

information he provided to the government in his applications for immigration 

benefits, Form G-325A, and in his Diversity Visa application. | 

. The misrepresentations made by ANSON during the naturalization process were 

material to determining his eligibility for naturalization because they would have 

had the natural tendency to influence the decision whether to approve his 

naturalization application. In het ANSON misrepresented and concealed facts 

that would have shown that he was not lawfully admitted for permanent residence 

in accordance with all reihoalilt aeolian of the INA, and thus he was 

ineligible for naturalization under INA § 318, 8 U.S.C. § 1429. 

. ANSON was able to procure tite fiemelttzation because he concealed or 

Misrepresented material facts regarding his identity and immigration history. 

Accordingly, Defendant illegally procured his citizenship. 
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DECLARATION IN LIEU OF JURAT 
(28 U.S.C. § 1746) 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on 

September 30 4996. 

WILLIAM J KEW Pereienneat ADRs DPD! 

William Kew 

Special Agent 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 

U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement 

HomelandiSecurity Investigations 

New England 
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