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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND
INORTHERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.

Plaintift, Case No. 1:26-cv-909

VS.

COMPLAINT TO REVOKE

EMMANUEL OLUWATOSIN KAZEEM, NATURALIZATION

L A SR I R R

Defendant.

3k ok ok o 3k ok %

COMPLAINT

Plaintiff, the United States of America, by and through its undersigned counsel, files this
civil action against Defendant Emmanuel Oluwatosin Kazeem (“Defendant™) to revoke his
naturalized U.S. citizenship pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), and alleges as follows:

I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

In 2010, Defendant entered into a sham marriage with a U.S. citizen to obtain permanent
resident status. While still married to that U.S. citizen, Defendant later married a woman from
his native Nigeria. Then, in 2012, Defendant began masterminding a conspiracy that would
victimize hundreds of thousands of American taxpayers and cost the government millions of
dollars.

Starting in 2012, Defendant planned and executed a complex fraud scheme in which he
and the co-conspirators he led used the stolen identities of more than 125,000 U.S. taxpayers to
file at least 10,000 fraudulent tax returns in their names. sceking $113 million in refunds. But
authorities eventually traced the fraudulent tax filings to him, and in May 2015, approximately
eight months after he naturalized, he was arrested and later convicted of nineteen counts of mail

and wire fraud, aggravated identity theft, and conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud. He was
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sentenced to fifteen years in prison, but his sentence was commuted in 2024 as part a mass
commutation of felons related to the COVID-19 pandemic.

If Defendant had merely committed immigration fraud, the Court would still be required
to denaturalize him. But his massive fraud scheme and his misrepresentations about his crimes
during his naturalization process create a clear, convincing, and unequivocal case for his
naturalization.

II. JURISDICTION, VENUE, AND PARTIES

l. This is an action filed under 8 U.S.C. §§ 1451(a) to revoke and set aside the order
admitting Detendant to U.S. citizenship and to cancel Defendant’s Certificate of Naturalization
Number >X<

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

for this cause of action under 8 U.S.¢Z, § 1451(a).

3. Plaintiff is the United States of America (“*Plaintiff™).

4. Defendant is a native of Nigeria.

5. Defendant procured U.S. citizenship through naturalization.

6. Venue is proper in the District of Maryland under 8 U.S.C. §§ 1451(a) and 28

U.S.C. § 1391 because Defendant resides in Anne Arundel County, Maryland, which is within
the jurisdiction and venue of this Court.

I1I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

7. As required by 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), an affidavit showing good cause for this

action, siéned by —>——<< Special Agent with U.S. Immigration and Customs

Enforcement, Homeland Security Investigations, is attached to this Complaint. See Exhibit A,

Affidavit of Good Cause.
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A. Defendant’s Biographical and Immigration History

8. Defendant was born in Nigeria.

0. On August 22, 2010, Defendant entered the United States as a non-immigrant
student.

10. On September 24, 2010, Defendant married April Smarr (“Ms. Smarr™).

1. Ms. Smarr is a U.S. citizen by birth.

12. On January 9, 2011, Defendant applied for permanent resident status in the United
States based on his marriage to Ms. Smarr by filing a Form [-485, Application to Register
Permanent Residence or Adjust Status (“1-485™).

13. A true and complete copy of Detendant’s 1-4835, except for redactions of

personally identifying information immaterial to this action, is attached hereto as Exhibit B.

14. In his I-485, Defendant claimed that he was currently living in Stone Mountain,
Georgia.
15. In fact, Defendant was living in Doraville, Georgia, when he filed his 1-485.

16. On July 15, 2011, U.5. Citizenship and Immigration Services (“USCIS™)
approved Defendant’s 1-485 and granted him conditional permanent resident status.

17. On June 12, 2013, Defendant applied to remove the conditions on his permanent
resident status by filing a Form I-751, Petition to Remove Conditions on Residence (“I-7517).

18. A true and complete copy of Defendant’s 1-751, except for redactions of
personally identifying information irmmmaterial to this action, is attached hercto as Exhibit C.

19. Part 1, Question 16 ol the 1-751 asked for Defendant’s address.

20. In response to Part 1, Question 16 of the I-751, Defendant listed an address on

»v -<in Atlanta, Georgia.

21. Part 3, Question 6 of the I-751 asked for Ms. Smarr’s address.

(WS
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22. In response to Part 3. Question 6 of the [-751, Defendant stated “Same as
Applicant.”

23. Part 1, Question 20 of the I-751 asked “Have vou ever been arrested, detained,
charged, indicted, fined, or imprisored for breaking or violating any law or ordinance (excluding
traffic regulations), or committed any crime which you were not arrested in the United States or

abroad?”

24. In response to Part 1. Question 20 of the I-751, Defendant checked the box for

25. On July 24, 2015, U.5. Department of Homeland Security (“DHS™) employeces
interviewed Ms. Smarr regarding her marriage to Defendant (“July 24 Interview™).

26. At the conclusion of the July 24 Interview, Ms. Smarr drafted, signed, and dated a
written statement (“July 24 Statement™) in the presence of the DHS employees interviewing her.

27. A true and complete copy of the July 24 Statement, excepl for redactions of
personally identifying information irnmaterial to this action. is attached hereto as Exhibit D.

28. During the July 24 Interview, Ms. Smarr admitted that she had married Defendant
to enable him to obtain legal status in the United States.

29. During the July 24 Interview and in the July 24 Statement, Ms. Smarr admitted
that she and Defendant were not living together when Defendant filed his [-751 or when
Defendant applied for U.S. citizenship in April 2014,

30. During the July 24 Interview, Ms. Smarr said Defendant never lived with her in
Stone Mountain, as he stated in his [-485, and was living instead in Doraville, Georgia, when he

filed his 1-485.
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31. While Defendant was married to Ms. Smarr, he married a second woman in
Nigeria.

B. Defendant’s Naturalization Application

32. On April 25, 2014, Defendant applied for U.S. citizenship by filing a Form
N-400, Application for Naturalizaticn with USCIS (“N-400").

33. A true and complete copy of Defendant’s N-400 that Defendant filed with USCIS,
except for redactions of personally identifying information immaterial to this action, is attached
hereto as Exhibit E.

34. For his legal basis to seek naturalization, Defendant claimed on his N-400 that he
had obtained permanent resident status derived from his marriage to a U.S. citizen who. for the
last three years, he had been married to and living with.

35, Part 4, Question | of Defendant’s N-400 asked, “Where have you lived during
the last S years? Begin with where you live now and then list every location where you have
lived during the last 5 years.” (emphasis original).

36. In response to Part 4, Question 1 of Defendant’s N-400, he failed to list a
residence in Doraville, Georgia.

37. Part 9, Question 3 of Defendant’s N-400 asked, “How many times have you been
married (including annulled marriages and marriage(s) to the same person)?”

38. In response to Part 9, Question 3 of Defendant’s N-400, he wrote “1.”

39. On his N-400, Defendant checked the box for “No™ in response to the following
questions on his N-400:
a. Part 11, Question 22: “Have you ever committed, assisted in committing, or

attempted to commit, a crime or offense for which you were not arrested?”
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b. Part 11, Question 30(D): “Have you ever: (D) Been married to more than one
person at the same time?”
¢. Part I1, Question 31: “Have you ever given any U.S. Government official(s) any
information or documentation that was false, fraudulent, or misleading?”
(emphases original).

40. On September 29, 2014, an immigration services officer with USCIS interviewed
Defendant under oath about his N-400 (“Naturalization Interview™).

41. During the Naturalization Interview, the USCIS officer asked Defendant how
many times he had been married.

42. In response to that question, Defendant, under oath, said he had been married
once, consistent with his written response to Part 9, Question 3 of his N-400.

43. During the Naturalization Interview, the USCIS officer asked Defendant whether
he had ever committed a crime or offense for which had had not been arrested.

44, In response to that question, Defendant, under oath, said “no,” consistent with his
written response to Part 11, Question 22 of his N-400.

45. At the conclusion of his Naturalization Interview, Defendant signed his N-400
again, certifying that he knew its contents and that his N-400, following any corrections made to
it during his Naturalization Interview, was “true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief.”

46. During Defendant’s Naturalization Interview, there were no corrections 1o
Defendant’s earlier written answers on his N-400 to Part 4, Question 1; Part 11, Question 30(D);

or Part 11, Question 31.



Case 1:26-cv-00909-MJM  Document 1 Filed 03/04/26  Page 7 of 30

47, At the conclusion of his Naturalization Interview, USCIS approved Defendant’s
N-400.
48. Later on September 29, 2014, Defendant took the oath of allegiance, was

. . d N3 T . ~ . —~—~——
naturalized, and was issued Naturalization Certificate No. ».4
49. A true and complete copy of Defendant’s Naturalization Certificate No.
M” except for redactions of personally identifying information immaterial to this action,
is attached hereto as Exhibit F.

C. Defendant’s Criminal History

"50. Beginning in 2012 and continuing until his arrest in May 2015, Defendant
organized and led a scheme to fraudulently procure and divert millions in tax returns from
unsuspecting taxpayers.

S1. The scheme began with Defendant’s purchase of stolen personally identifying
information (“PII™).

52. A large percentage of that stolen PII came from a data breach at an Oregon
company that provided pre-employment background checks.

53. Defendant organized and distributed the stolen PII to his co-conspiralors.

54. Next, Defendant obtained thousands of IRS E-file PINSs.

55. IRS E-file PINs are needed for electronically filing tax returns with the IRS when
the filer is unable (as Defendant’s conspiracy was) to verify their identity by their previous
year’s self-select PIN or adjusted gross income,

56. Defendant trained his co-conspirators to obtain L-file PINs and to fraudulently
obtain IRS tax transcript records.

57. Defendant and his co-conspirators used IRS tax transcript records to file

fraudulent tax returns.
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58. Then, Defendant and his co-conspirators purchased prepaid debit cards at local
retailers and registered them with the victims’ stolen PII and false email addresses that the
conspirators had created.

59. Defendant also created fraudulent W-2 wage documents with fictitious
employment, wages, and tax credits sufficient to justify sizable tax refunds with each filing.

60. Finally, Defendant and his co-conspirators electronically filed more than 10,000
fraudulent tax returns using the stolen identities, E-File PINs, and disposable email accounts.

61. At Defendant’s trial, the government established that with his fraudulent tax
filings, he and co-defendants sought to obtain $26.454.014 and succeeded in procuring
$6,991.283 million in fraudulent tax refunds.

62. However, Defendant, together with all of his co-conspirators, some of whom have
not yet been arrested or charged with crimes, sought to obtain more than $113 million in
fraudulent tax refunds and succeeded in procuring at least $16 million in fraudulent tax refunds.

63. Investigators eventually uncovered the following in Defendant’s emails and
instant messages:

a. more than 259,000 sets of PII;

b. more than 19,500 IRS E-file PINs in taxpayers’ names;

c. more than 1,600 personal taxpayer transcripts from the IRS;

d. more than 5,720 prepaid debit cards, many in raxpayers’ names; and,

e. more than 2,200 money transfer control numbers for wire transfers involving
more than $2.1 million dollars.

64. Despite Defendant’s attempts to shield his identity with dummy email accounts,

encrypted internet access, and burner laptops, authorities eventually traced the scheme to him.
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65. On May 7, 2015, Defendant and four others were indicted on seven counts of mail
fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1341; six counts of wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C.

§ 1343; thirteen counts of aggravated identity theft. in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1028A: and one
count of conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349. See
Indictment, United States v. Kazeem, No. 1:15-cr-00172-AA (D. Or. May 7, 2015)
(“Indictment”).

66. A true and complete copy of the Indictment, except for the redaction prior to the
public filing of the Indictment of the name and/or signature of the grand jury foreperson, is
attached hereto as Exhibit G.

67. On August 4, 2017, at the conclusion of a five-day trial, a jury found Defendant
guilty of nineteen counts of mail and wire fraud, aggravated identity thefi, and conspiracy to
commit mail and wire fraud, all relating to acts he took before he naturalized on September 29,
2014.

68. The jury found Defendant guilty of five counts of mail fraud, which the
Indictment alleged he committed on September 26, 2013, March 27, 2014, and three additional
dates in between.

69. The jury found Defendant guilty of four counts of wire fraud, which the
Indictment alleged he committed on March 23, 2014, July 26, 2014, and two additional dates in
between.

70.  The jury found Defendant guilty of nine counts of aggravated identity theft, which
the Indictment alleged he committed on September 26, 2013, July 26, 2014, and seven additional

dates in between.
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71. For the conspiracy count, the Indictment alleged several cvert acts that Defendant
took in furtherance of the conspiracy, including the exchange of emails with the stolen PH of
victims in September 2013, March 2014, and April 2014,

72. On June 20, 2018, Defendant was sentenced to fifteen vears in prison and ordered
to pay $12 million in restitution.

73. After Defendant appealed his sentence, the U.S. Court of Appceals for the Ninth
Circuit affirmed his sentence of incarceration but remanded the matter for the issuance of an
amendced judgment that clarified whether Defendant was to pay restitution all at once or in
installments. See Mem. Op., United States v. Kazeem, No. 18-30145 (9th Cir. May 1, 2020).

74. On September 18, 2020, the U.S. district court that initially sentenced Defendant
resentenced him to fifteen years in prison and ordered him to pay $12 million in restitution in
installments. See 2d Am. Judgment, United States v. Kazeem, No. 1:15-cr-00172 (D. Or. Sept.
18, 2020) (*Judgement”).

75. A true and complete copy of the Judgment is attached hereto as Exhibit H.

76. On December 16, 20224, approximately six-and-a-half years into Defendant’s
fifteen-year sentence, his sentence was commuted by the President of the United States.

77. Defendant’s commutation was one of nearly 1,500 commutations issued to
individuals who had been serving under house arrest following their release from prison due to

conditions associated with the COVID-19 pandemic.

IV. GOVERNING LAW

A. Congressionally imposed prerequisites to the acquisition of U.S. citizenship.

78.  No individual has a right to naturalization “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 “[t]here must be strict compliance with all the congressionally

10
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imposed prerequisites to the acquisition of citizenship.” Fedorenko v. United States, 449 U.S.
490, 506 (1981): see also id. (an individual “who sceks political rights as a member of the Nation
can rightfully obtain them only upon the terms and conditions specified by Congress.” (quoting
Ginsberg, 243 U.S. at 474)).

79. Among other requirements, Congress has mandated that an individual may not
naturalize unless that person was “lawfully admitted for permanent residence” in the United
States. 8 U.S.C. §§ 1427(a)(1), 1429.

80. The term “lawfully admitted for permanent residence” means “the status of
having been lawfully accorded the privilege of residing permanently in the United States as an
immigrant in accordance with the immigration laws,” 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(20).

81. That status requires the applicant to have been admitted in compliance with the
substantive legal requirements—as cpposed merely to the procedural requirements—of
permanent residence. See [njeti v. U.S. Citizenship & Immigr. Servs., 737 ¥.3d 311, 315 (4th Cir.
2013).

82. Individuals cannot lawfully adjust to permanent resident status based on a
marriage to a U.S. citizen if their marriage is not bona fide. See 8 U.S.C. §§ 1151(b)2)(A)(i),
1154(c), 1255(a); Bourfa v. Mayorkes, 604 U.S. 6, 10 (2024); Zoubairi v. Holder, 586 F. App’x
112, 114 (4th Cir. 2014).

&3. Individuals also cannot lawfully adjust to permanent resident status if they are
inadmissible when they seek to adjust. 8 U.S.C. § 1255(a)(2) (providing that alien may adjust
status only if admissible); Injeti, 737 F.3d at 318.

84. Individuals are inadmissible, and thus not able to lawfully adjust status to

permanent resident, if they sought to procure (or procured) visas, other documentation, or

11
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admission into the United States by fraud or by willfully misrepresenting material facts. 8 U.S.C.
§ 1182(a)(6)(C)(1).

85. Congress has also mandated that an individual who seeks to naturalize based on
the permanent resident status he obtained through his marriage to a U.S. citizen must “during the
three years immediately preceding the date of filing his application ... [be] living in marital
union with the citizen spouse . . . who has been a United States citizen during all such period.™ 8
U.S.C. § 1430.

86. Congress has also mandated that an individual 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).

87. For a person secking to naturalize on the basis of permancnt resident status
acquired through a U.S. citizen-spouse with whom the applicant remains living, the statutory
period for good moral character begins three 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 U.S. citizen. Id ; 8 U.S.C. § 1430(a); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(a).

88. Although Congress has not specifically defined what constitutes good moral
character for naturalization purposes, the Immigration and Nationality Act lists certain classes of
applicants precluded from establishing good moral character. 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f).

89. As a matter of law, an applicant necessarily lacks good moral character if he or
she commits a crime involving moral turpitude (“CIMT") during the statutory period and later
either is convicted of the crime or admits his or her commission of the criminal activity. 8 U.S.C.

§ 1HOT(D)(3) (cross-referencing 8 U.5.C. § 1182(a)(2)(A)); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(2)(i) (providing
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that applicants “shall be found to lack good moral character” if, for example, they committed and
were convicted of one or more crimes involving moral turpitude).

90. As a matter of law, an applicant necessarily lacks good moral character if he or
she commits a crime during their statutory period for which he or she received multiple criminal
convictions and for which the aggregate sentences of confinement were five years or more.

8 U.S.C. § 1101(f)(3) (cross-referencing 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(2)(B)).

91. As a matter of law, an applicant necessarily lacks good moral character if he or
she gives false testimony for the purpose of obtaining immigration benefits. 8 U.S.C.

§ 1101(H)(6).

92. Further, Congress created a “catch-all” provision, which states, “[t]he fact that
any person is not within any of the foregoing classes shall not preclude a finding that for other
reasons such person is or was not of good moral character.” 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f) (flush language).

93. The *“catch-all” provision of 8§ U.S.C. § 1101(f) (flush language) precludes
individuals who commit unlawful acts adversely reflecting upon their moral character from
establishing good moral character uriless they prove that extenuating circumstances existed. See
8 U.S.C. § 1101(f) (flush language); 8 C.F.R § 316.10(b)(3)(iii).

94, Thus, an individual unlawfully procured naturalization if he or she committed
untawful acts during the statutory period, even if he or she was convicted of those crimes after
being granted citizenship. See /barra v. Bondi, 136 F.4th 63, 68 1.6 (4th Cir. 2025); United
States v, Jean-Baptiste, 395 F.3d 1190, 1193-94 (11th Cir. 2005), cert. denied, 546 U.S. 852
(2005); United States v. Gariba, No. 1:18-CV-127, 2018 WL 11514550, at *2 (M.D.N.C. Nov.

15,2018).
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95. The catch-all provision of 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f) also precludes individuals who have

practiced or are practicing polygamy from establishing good moral character. 8§ U.S.C. § 1101(f)
(flush language); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(1)(ix).

B. The denaturalization statute

96. Recognizing that there are situations where an individual has naturalized despite
failing to comply with all congressicnally imposed prerequisites to the acquisition of citizenship
or by concealing or misrepresenting facts that are material to the decision on whether to grant his
or her naturalization application, Congress enacted 8 U.S.C. § 1451.

97. Under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), this Court must revoke an order of naturalization and
cancel an individual’s Certificate of Naturalization if his or her naturalization was either illegally
procured or procured by concealment of a material fact or by willful misrepresentation.

98. Failure to comply with any of the congressionally imposed prerequisites to the
acquisition of citizenship renders the citizenship “illegally procured.” Fedorenko, 449 U.S. at
506.

99. 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 citizen procured citizenship as a result of the
misrepresentation or concealment. See Kungys v. United States, 485 U.S. 759, 767 (1988).

100.  Where the government establishes that the defendant’s citizenship was procured
illegally or by willful misrepresentation or concealment of material facts, “district courts lack
equitable discretion to refrain from entering a judgment of denaturalization.” Fedorenko, 449

U.S. at517.
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V. CAUSES OF ACTION

COUNT I

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION
FAILURE TO LAWFULLY OBTAIN PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS
(FRAUDULENT MARRIAGE)

101.  The United States re-alleges and incorporates by reference the factual and legal
allegations contained in Sections Il through 1V of this Complaint.

102.  Defendant did not lawfully obtain his permanent resident status because his grant
of permanent resident status was based on a marriage to a U.S. citizen that was fraudulent and
not bona fide.

103.  Defendant’s grant of permanent resident status was based on his marriage to Ms.
Smarr. a U.S. citizen.

104. Defendant and Ms. Smarr did not marry intending at the time they were married
to establish a life together.

105. Defendant and Ms. Smarr married to evade immigration Jaws.

106. Defendant and Ms. Smarr married to obtain immigration benefits for Defendant to
which he was not eligible to receive lawfully.

107. Defendant’s marriags to Ms. Smarr was, therefore, fraudulent and not bona fide.

108. Because Defendant’s marriage to Ms. Smarr was fraudulent and not bona fide, it
could not provide the basis for his lawful adjustment to permanent resident status. See 8 U.S.C.
§§ 1154(c), 1151(b)(2)(A)(i). 1154, 1255(a); Bourfa, 604 U.S. at 10; Zoubairi, 586 F. App’x at
114.

109. Becausc Defendant had no lawful basis to adjust status to permanent resident,
Defendant was not admitted to permanent resident status in compliance with the substantive

legal requirements for that status.
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110. Because Defendant was not lawfully admitted to permancnt resident status, he
was ineligible for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(1).
111.  Because he was incligible to naturalize, Defendant illegally procured his
citizenship. and this Court must revoke his citizenship, as provided for by 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a).
COUNT 11
ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION

FAILURE TO LAWFULLY OBTAIN PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS
(INADMISSIBILITY DUE TO IMMIGRATION FRAUD)

112.  The United States rc-alleges and incorporates by reference the factual and Iegal
allegations contained in Sections Il through IV of this Complaint.

113.  Defendant was precluded from lawfully obtaining his permanent resident status
because when he sought and procured permanent resident status, he was inadmissible duc to
immigration fraud. See 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(6)(C)(i): 8 U.S.C. § 1255(a)(2).

114.  Defendant was inadraissible when he sought and procured his permanent resident
status because he had sought his permanent resident status through fraud or willful
misrepresentation on his 1-485. See 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(6)(C)(1).

115.  Defendant sought his permanent resident status through fraud or willful
mistepresentation on his 1-485 by claiming his marriage to Ms. Smarr was bona fide.

116. In fact, Defendant’s marriage to Ms. Smarr was fraudulent and not bona fide
because at the time they were married, Defendant and Ms. Smarr did not intend to establish a life
together, and, instcad, they married to evade immigration laws and to obtain immigration
benefits for Defendant.

117. Defendant also sought his permanent resident status through fraud or willful
misrepresentation on his 1-485 by claiming he was living in Stone Mountain, Georgia, when he

filed his [-485

16
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118. In fact, Defendant was living elsewhere, scparate and apart from Ms. Smarr, when
he filed his [-485.

119.  Because Defendant was inadmissible when he sought permanent resident status,
Defendant was not lawfully admitted to permanent resident status. See 8 U.S.C. § 1255(a)(2).

120. Because Defendant was not lawfully admitted to permanent resident status, he
was ineligible for naturalization uncer 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(1).

121.  Because he was ineligible to naturalize, Defendant illegally procured his
citizenship, and this Court must revoke his citizenship, as provided for by 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a).

COUNT 11

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION
FAILURE TO LIVE IN MARITAL UNION WITH U.S. CITIZEN SPOUSE

122.  The United States re-alleges and incorporates by reference the factual and legal
allegations contained in Sections Il through IV of this Complaint.

123.  Defendant sought to naturalize as the spouse of'a U.S. citizen applying for
naturalization three years after obtaining permanent resident status through his marriage to that
U.S. citizen.

124.  Congress has requirzd any individual seeking to naturalize as the spouse of a U.S.
citizen three years after obtaining permanent resident status through his marriage to that U.S.
citizen to be living in marital union with that U.S. citizen spouse during the three years
immediately preceding the date of riling his application for naturalization. See 8 U.S.C. § 1430.

125.  For all or part of the threc years immediately preceding the filing of Defendant’s
N-400, Defendant was not living in marital union with Ms. Smarr, his U.S. citizen spouse, but

was living separate and apart from Ms. Smarr.
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126.  Because Defendant was not living in marital union with his U.S. citizen spouse
during the three years immediately preceding the date of filing his application for naturalization,
he was incligible for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1430.

127.  Because he was ineligible to naturalize, Defendant illegally procured his
citizenship, and this Court must revoke his citizenship, as provided for by 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a).

COUNT IV

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION
LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER
(CRIME INVOLVING MORAL TURPITUDE)

128.  The United States re-alleges and incorporates by reference the factual and legal
allegations contained in Sections Il through IV of this Complaint.

129.  To be eligible for naturalization, Defendant was required to establish that he was a
person of good moral character from April 25, 2011 (the date three years prior to his filing of his
N-400), until he became a U.S. citizen on September 29, 2014.

130.  Defendant was statutorily precluded from establishing the good moral character
necessary to naturalize because he committed CIMTs during his statutory period and was
subsequently convicted of those crimes. 8 U.S.C. § 1101(H(3): 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(2)(1).

131.  As set forth above at paragraphs 50 through 63, during his statutory period,
Defendant masterminded a scheme in which he and others electronically filed more than 10,000
fraudulent tax returns using the stolen PII of American taxpayers, IRS E-File PINs, and
disposable email accounts.

132.  As a result of his crimes, on August 4, 2017, a jury found Defendant guilty of five
counts mail fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1341; four counts of wire fraud, in violation of 18
U.S.C. § 1343; nine counts of aggravated identity theft, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1028A; and

one count of conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349.
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133, Defendant committed the crimes for which he was convicted during his statutory
period.

134, Crimes relating to fraud offenses are categorically CIMTs. See Gomez-Ruotolo v.
Garland, 96 F.4th 670, 682 (4th Cir. 2024); Ibarra, 136 F.4th at 68.

135, Defendant’s convictions for mail fraud and wire fraud relate to fraud offenses and
therefore are categorically CIMTs. See United States v. Jefferson, 674 F.3d 332, 366 (4th Cir.
2012), as amended (Mar. 29, 2012); Proctor v. Metro. Money Store Corp., 645 F. Supp. 2d 464,
473 (D. Md. 2009).

136.  Defendant’s conviction for conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud relates to an
underlying fraud offense and therefore is categorically a CIMT. See id.; Gomez-Ruotolo, 96
F.4th at 682.

137.  Because Defendant committed CIMTs during his statutory period for which he
was convicted, Defendant was barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(H)(3) from cstablishing that he had
the good moral character necessary Lo become a naturalized U.S. citizen.

138. Because _Defendant was not a person of good moral character, he was ineligible
for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3).

139.  Because he was ineligible to naturalize, Defendant illegally procured his
citizenship, and this Court must revoke his citizenship, as provided for by 8§ U.S.C. § 1451(a).

COUNT V
ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION

LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER
(UNLAWFUL ACTS)

140.  The United States re-alleges and incorporates by reference the factual and legal

allegations contained in Sections Il through IV of this Complaint.
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141.  To be eligible for naturalization, Defendant was required to establish that he was a
person of good moral character from April 25, 2011 (the date three years prior to his filing of his
N-400), until he became a U.S. citizen on September 29, 2014,

142, Defendant could not establish the requisite good moral character for naturalization
because he committed unlawful acts during his statutory period that reflected adversely on his
moral character, for which there were no extenuating circumstances that would lessen his guilt.

8 U.S.C. § 1101(f); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10{b){(3)(iii).

143, As set forth above at paragraphs 50 through 63, during his statutory period,
Defendant masterminded a scheme in which he and others electronically filed more than 10,000
fraudulent tax returns using the stolen PII of American taxpayers, IRS E-File PINs, and
disposable email accounts.

144, As aresult of his crimes, on August 4, 2017, a jury found Defendant guilty of five
counts mail fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1341 four counts of wire fraud, in violation of 18
U.S.C. § 1343; ninc counts of aggravated identity theft, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1028A; and
one count of conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349.

145, Defendant committed the unlawful acts for which he was convicted during his
statutory period.

146.  The unlawful acts for which Defendant was convicted adversely reflected upon
Defendant’s moral character.

147.  Defendant cannot establish extenuating circumstances with regard to the unlawful
acts for which he was convicted that would render his conduct less reprchensible than it
otherwise would be or that tend to palliate or mitigate his guilt. He therefore cannot avoid the

regulatory bar on establishing good moral character found in 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii).
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148.  Defendant’s crimes so adversely reflected on Defendant’s moral character during
the statutory period that no evidence of his good moral character would permit Defendant to
satisty his burden of establishing good moral character as required for naturalization.

149.  Because Defendant committed unlawful acts during his statutory period for which
there are no extenuating circumstances, Defendant was barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f) and 8
C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii) from establishing that he had the good moral character necessary to
become a naturalized U.S. citizen.

150. Because Defendant was not a person of good moral character, he was incligible
for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3).

I51.  Because Defendant was ineligible to naturalize, he illegally procured his
naturalization, and this Court must revoke his citizenship, as provided for by 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a).

COUNT VI

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION
LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER
(MULTIPLE CRIMINAL CONVICTIONS)

152.  The United States re-alleges and incorporates by reference the factual and legal
allegations contained in Sections Il through IV of this Complaint.

153.  To be eligible for naturalization, Defendant was required to establish that he was a
person of good moral character from April 25, 2011 (the date three years prior to his filing of his
N-400), until he became a U.S. citizen on September 29, 2014.

154.  Defendant could not establish the requisite good moral character for naturalization
because he committed crimes during his statutory period for which he received multiple criminal
convictions and for which the aggregate sentences of confinement were five years or more. See

8 U.S.C. § 1101(H(3) (cross-referencing 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(2)(B)).
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155, As set forth above at paragraphs 50 through 63, during his statutory period,
Defendant masterminded a scheme in which he and others clectronically filed more than 10,000
fraudulent tax returns using the stolen Pl of American taxpayers, IRS E-File PINs, and
disposable email accounts.

156.  As aresult of his crimes, on August 4, 2017, a jury found Defendant guilty of five
counts mail fraud, in violation of 1& U.S.C. § 1341; four counts of wire fraud, in violation of 18
U.S.C. § 1343: nine counts of aggravated identity theft. in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1028A; and
one count of conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349.

157.  Defendant committed the crimes for which he was convicted during his statutory
period.

158.  For his multiple convictions, Defendant was sentenced to confinement for fiftcen
years.

159.  Because Defendant rzceived multiple convictions for crimes he committed during
his statutory period and was sentenced for those crimes to more than five years of confinement,
Defendant was barred under 8 U.S.CC. § 1101(f) and 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii) from
establishing that he had the good moral character necessary to become a naturalized U.S. citizen.

160. Because Defendant was not a person of good moral character, he was ineligible
for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3).

161. Because Defendant was ineligible to naturalize. he illegally procured his

naturalization, and this Court must revoke his citizenship, as provided for by 8§ U.S.C. § 1451(a).
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COUNT VI

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION
LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER
(FALSE TESTIMONY)

162. The United States re-alleges and incorporates by reference the factual and legal
allegations contained in Sections Il through IV of this Complaint.

163.  To be eligible for naturalization, Defendant was required to establish that he was a
person of good moral character from April 25, 2011 (the date three years prior to his filing of his
N-400), until he became a U.S. citizen on September 29, 2014.

164. Defendant could not establish the requisite good moral character for naturalization
because he gave false testimony, under oath, during his statutory period for the purpose of
obtaining an immigration benefit, specifically naturalization. 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f)(6); 8 C.I'.R.

§ 316.10(b)(2)(vi).

165.  During his statutory period, Defendant provided false testimony when he said,
under oath, during his September 29, 2014, Naturalization Interview, that he been married only
one time.

166. Defendant’s testimony on that foregoing issue was false because by the time of
his Naturalization Interview, he had married Ms. Smarr and then married a second time, to
another woman in Nigeria.

167. During his statutory period, Defendant provided false testimony when he said.
under oath, during his September 29, 2014, Naturalization Interview, that he had never
committed a crime or offense for which he had not been arrested.

168. Defendant’s testimony on the foregoing issue was false because, as set forth

above at paragraphs 50 through 62, by time of his Naturalization Interview, Defendant had
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committed mail fraud, wire fraud, aggravated identity theft, and conspiracy to commit mail and
wire fraud.

169. Defendant had comrmitted those crimes by masterminding a scheme in which he
and others electronically filed more than 10,000 fraudulent tax returns using the stolen PII of
American taxpayers, IRS E-File PINs, and disposable email accounts.

170. Defendant’s testimony on the foregoing issues was knowingly false, and he gave
it for the purpose of obtaining an immigration benefit, namely naturalization.

171.  Because Defendant provided false testimony under oath for the purpose of
obtaining his naturalization, he was barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f)(6) from establishing that he
had the good moral character necessary to become a naturalized U.S. citizen.

172 Because Defendant was not a person of good moral character, he was ineligible
for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3).

173.  Because he was ineligible to naturalize, Defendant illegally procured his
citizenship, and this Court must revoke his citizenship, as provided for by 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a).

COUNT VII
ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION

LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER
(POLYGAMY)

174.  The United States re-alleges and incorporates by refercnce the factual and legal
allegations contained in Sections 11 through 1V of this Complaint.

175.  To be eligible for naturalization, Defendant was required to establish that he was a
person of good moral character from April 25,2011 (the date three years prior to his filing of his

N-400), until he became a U.S. citizen on September 29, 2014,
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176.  Defendant could not establish the requisite good moral character for naturalization
because he committed polygamy during his statutory period. 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f). 8 C.F.R.

§ 316.10(b)(1){ix).

177.  During his statutory period, Defendant was deliberately married to two women at
the same time.

178. On September 24, 2010, Defendant married Ms. Smarr.

179.  Defendant remained married to Ms. Smarr at least until the date of his
naturalization.

180.  While still married 1o Ms. Smarr and prior to his naturalization, Defendant
deliberately married another woman in Nigeria.

181.  Because Defendant committed polygamy during his statutory period, he was
barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f) and 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(1)(ix) from establishing that he had the
good moral character necessary to become a naturalized U.S. citizen.

182. Because Defendant was not a person of good moral character, he was ineligible
for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3).

183.  Because he was ineligible to naturalize, Defendant illegally procured his
citizenship, and this Court must revoke his citizenship, as provided for by 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a).

COUNT IX

PROCUREMENT OF U.S. CITIZENSHIP BY
CONCEALMENT OF A MATERIAL FACT OR
WILLFUL MISREPRESENTATION

184.  The United States re-alleges and incorporates by reference the factual and legal

allegations contained in Scctions 11 through 1V of this Complaint.
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185.  Under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), this Court must revoke Defendant’s citizenship and
cancel his Certificate of Naturalization because he procured his naturalization by concealment of
material facts and by willful misrepresentations.

186. Defendant knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part of 4. Question 1 of his
N-400 by stating that he resided in Stone Mountain, Georgia, from November 2, 2010, to May
15,2013, because he knew that he was living in another city during that time.

187. Defendant knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 4, Question 1 of his N-400
by omitting his former residence in Doraville, Georgia, because he knew he had lived there
during the five years prior to filing his N-400.

188. Defendant knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 9, Question 3 of his N-400
by stating that he had been married only one time because he knew, as set forth above at
paragraph 31, that he had married Ms. Smarr and then married a second time, to another woman
in Nigeria.

189. Defendant knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part ' 1, Question 22 of his
N-400 by stating that he had not ever committed, assisted in committing, or attempted to commit,
a crime or offense for which he was not arrested because he knew, as set forth above at
paragraphs 50 through 63, that he was committing mail fraud, wire fraud, aggravated identity
theft, and conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud by masterminding a scheme in which he and
others electronically filed more than 10,000 fraudulent tax returns using the stolen PII of
American taxpayers, IRS E-File PINs, and disposable email accounts.

190. Defendant knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 11, Question 30(D) of his
N-400 by stating that he had never been married to more than one person at the same time

because he knew that he had been married to two women at the same time.
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191.  Defendant knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 11, Question 31 of his
N-400 by stating that he had never given any U.S. Government official or officials any
information or documentation that was false, fraudulent, or misleading.

192.  Defendant knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part ['1, Question 31 of his
N-400 because Defendant knew he had submitted his 1-485 that contained the knowingly false
claims that he lived at_ Stone Mountain, Georgia, and that he was in
a bona fide marriage to Ms. Smarr.

193.  Defendant also knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 11, Question 31 of
his N-400 because Defendant knew he had submitted his 1-751 that contained the knowingly
false claims that he had never committed any crime that he was not arrested, that he was living
with Ms. Smarr, and that he was in a bona fide marriage to Ms. Smarr.

194.  Defendant knowingly made a misrepresentation at his Naturalization Interview
when he testified that he had been rarried only one time because he knew. as set forth above at
paragraph 31, that he had married Ms. Smarr and then marricd a second time, to another woman
in Nigeria.

195.  Defendant knowingly made a misrepresentation at his Naturalization Interview
when he testified that he had never committed a crime for which he had not been arrested
because he knew, as set forth above at paragraphs 50 through 63, that he was committing mail
fraud, wire fraud, aggravated identity theft, and conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud by
masterminding a scheme in which he and others electronically filed more than 10,000 fraudulent
{ax returns using the stolen PII of American taxpayers, RS E-File PINs. and disposable email

accounts.
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196. Defendant’s misrepresentations were material to his naturalization because the
disclosures of his fraudulent marriage, failure to live with his U.S. citizen spouse, polygamy,
submission of his I-751 and 1-485 with knowingly false statcments, and criminal conduct would
have had a natural tendency to influence USCIS’s decision whether to approve Defendant’s
N.400 because those misrepresentations related to statutory eligibility criteria for such benefit.

197.  Had Defendant disclosed the truth about his fraudulent marriage, failure to live
with his U.S. citizen spouse, polygamy, submission of his [-751 and 1-485 with knowingly false
statements, and criminal conduct, USCIS would have discovercd his statutory ineligibility for
naturalization and could not have approved his N-400 or administered the oath of allegiance to
him.

198.  Defendant thus procured his naturalization by willful misrepresentation and
concealment of material facts, and this Court must revoke his citizenship pursuant to the
requirements of 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a).

PRAYER FOR RELIEK

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, the United States of America, respectfully requests judgment:

1. Declaring that Defendant illegally procured his citizenship;

2. Declaring that Defendant procured his citizenship by concealment and willful
misrepresentation of material facts;

3. Revoking and setting aside Defendant’s naturalization and canceling Certificate
of Naturalization NO.VA, effective as of the original date of the order and certificate,
September 29, 2014,

4. Forever restraining and enjoining Defendant from claiming any rights, privileges,

benefits, or advantages related 1o 1J.5. citizenship;
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5. Requiring Defendanl to surrender and deliver, within ten days of the entry of
judgment against him, his Certificate of Naturalization and any copies thereof in his
possession—and to make good faith efforts to recover and irmediately surrender any copics
thereof that he knows are in the possession of others—to the Attorney General through her
representative. undersigned counsel in Washington, DC;

6. Requiring Defendant to surrender and deliver, within ten days of the entry of
judgment against him, any other indicia of U.S. citizenship (including, but not limited to. U.S.
passports) and any copies thereof in his possession—and to make good faith efforts to recover
and then surrender any copies thereof that he knows are in the possession of others—to the
Attorney General through her representative, undersigned counsel in Washington, DC; and

7. Granting the United States such other relief as may be lawful and proper in this

case.
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Dated: March 4, 2026 Respectfully submitted,
KELLY O. HAYES BRETT A. SHUMATE
United States Attorney Assistant Attorney General
District of Maryland U.S. Department of Justice
6406 fvy Lane Suite 800 Civil Division

Greenbelt, MD 20770

Telephone: (301) 344-4433 JENNIFER J. KEENEY

Associate Director
Office of Immigration Litigation

JOHN J.W. INKELES
Chief
Affirmative Litigation Unit

/s/ Hans H. Chen

HANS H. CHEN

Deputy Chief

Office of Immigration Litigation
Affirmative Litigation Unit

P.O. Box 878

Washington, DC 20044
Telephone: (202) 305-0190
Hans.h.chen@usdoj.gov

Attorneys for Plaintiff
United States of America
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

SOUTHERN DIVISION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.
Plaintiff,
VS.

COMPLAINT TO REVOKE

EMMANUEL OLUWATOSIN KAZEEM, NATURALIZATION

¥ X ¥ X KX X X X ¥

Defendant.

Fook ok ok K K

EXHIBIT A
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND
SOUTHERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, *
%
Plaintiff, *
*

Vvs. * AFFIDAVIT OF GOOD CAUSE
*
EMMANUEL OLUWATOSIN KAZEEM, *
*
Defendant. *

s sk ok sk koK Ok
e — . .
IR >A< declare under penalty of perjury as follows:
l. I am a Supervisory Special Agent with Homeland Security Investigations,

Department of Homeland Security (DHS).! In this capacity, | have access to the official records
of DHS, including the immigration file of Mr. Emmanuel Oluwatosin Kazeem (*Mr. Kazeem™).

2. | have examined the records relating to Mr. Kazeem. Based upon my review of
these records, | state, on information and belief, that the information set forth in this Affidavit of
Good Cause is true and correct.

3. Based on the facts and law contained herein, good cause exits 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 Mr. Kazeem and to cancel his Certificate of
Naturalization.

4, Mr. Kazeem currently resides in Jessup, Maryland 20794

5. Mr. Kazeem was born in Nigeria in 1983.

I As of March 1. 2003, the INS ceased to exist and its functions were transferred to various
agencies within DHS. See Homeland Security Act of 2002, §§ 441, 451, 471, Pub. L. No. 107-
296, 116 Sat. 213 (2002) (codified at 6 U.S.C. §§ 251, 271, 29). This affidavit will refer to INS.
DHS, or USCIS as appropriate.
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6. On August 22, 2010, Mr. Kazeem entered the United States as a non-immigrant
student.

7. On September 24, 2010, Mr. Kazeem married April Smarr (“Ms. Smarr”).

8. Ms. Smarr is a U.S. citizen by birth.

9. On January 9, 2011, Mr. Kazeem applied for permanent resident status in the

United States based on his marriage to Ms. Smarr by filing a Form 1-482, Application to Register

Permancnt Residence or Adjust Starus (“1-4857).

10. In his 1-485, Mr. Kazeem claimed that he was currently living in Stone Mountain,
Georgia.
1. In fact, Mr. Kazeem was living in Doraville, Georgia, when he filed his 1-485.

12. On July 15,2011, U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (“USCIS™) granted
Mr. Kazeem’s 1-485 and granted him conditional permanent resident status.

13. On June 12,2013, Mr. Kazeem applied to remove the conditions on his
permanent resident status by filing a Form [-751, Petition to Remove Conditions on Residence
(“1-7517).

14. Part 1, Question 16 of the 1-751 asked for Mr. Kazeem’s address.

15. In response to Part |, Question 16 of the 1-751, Mr. Kazeem listed an address on

»A I< in Atlanta, Georgia.

16. Part 3, Question 6 ¢f the 1-751 asked for Ms. Smarr’s address.

17. In response to Part 3, Question 6 of the I-751. Mr. Kazezm stated “Same as
Applicant.”
18. Part 1, Question 20 of the 1-751 asked “Have you ever been arrested, detained,

charged, indicted, fined, or imprisoned for breaking or violating any law or ordinance (excluding
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traffic regulations), or committed any crime which you were not arrested in the United States or
abroad?”

19. In response to Part 1, Question 20 of the I-751, Mr. Kazeem checked the box for

20. On July 24,2015, U.S. Department of Homeland Security (“DHS”) employces
interviewed Ms. Smarr regarding her marriage to Mr. Kazeem (“July 24 Interview”).

21. At the conclusion of the July 24 Interview, Ms. Smarr drafted, signed, and dated a
written statement (“July 24 Statement”) in the presence of the DHS employees interviewing her.

22. During the July 24 Interview, Ms. Smarr admitted that she had married Mr.
Kazeem to enable him to obtain legal status in the United States and that in exchange, Mr.
Kazeem paid some of Ms. Smarr’s bills.

23. During the July 24 Interview and in the July 24 Statement, Ms. Smarr admitted
that she and Mr. Kazeem were not living together when Mr. Kazeem filed his 1-751 or when Mr.
Kazeem applied for U.S. citizenship in April 2014.

24. During the July 24 Interview, Ms. Smarr said Mr. Kazeem never lived with her in
Stone Mountain, as he stated in his 1-485, and was living instead in Doraville, Georgia, when he
filed his 1-485.

25. While Mr. Kazeem was married to Ms. Smarr, he married a second woman in
Nigeria.

A. Mr. Kazeem’s Naturalization Application

26.  On April 25, 2014, Mr. Kazeem applied for U.S. citizenship by filing a Form

N-400, Application for Naturalization with USCIS {(*N-4007).

(U]
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27. For his legal basis to seek naturalization, Mr. Kazeem claimed on his N-400 that
he had obtained permanent resident status derived from his marriage to 2 U.S. citizen who, for
the last three years, he had been married to and living with.

28. Part 4, Question 1 of Mr. Kazeem's N-400 asked. “Where have you lived during
the last 5 years? Begin with wherc you live now and then list every location where you have
lived during the last 5 years.” (emphasis original).

29. In response to Part 4, Question 1 of Mr. Kazcem’s N-400, he failed to list a
residence in Doraville, Georgia.

30. Part 9, Question 3 of Mr. Kazeem’s N-400 asked, “Ilow many times have you
been married (including annulled marriages and marriages) (o the same person)?”

31. In response to Part 9. Question 3 of Mr. Kazeem’s N-400, he wrote “1.”

32. On his N-400, Mr. Kazeem checked the box for “No™ in response to the following
questions on his N-400:

a. Part 11, Question 22: “Have you ever committed, assisted in committing, or
attempted to commiit, a crime or offense for which you were not arrested?”

b. Part 11, Question 30(D): “Have you ever: (D) Been marricd to more than on¢
person at the same rime?”

c. Part 11, Question 31: “Have you ever given any U.S. Government official(s) any
information or documentation that was false, fraudulent, or misleading?”

33. On September 29, 2014, an immigration services officer with USCIS interviewed

Mr. Kazeem under oath about his N-400 (*Naturalization Interview™).

34. During the Naturalization Interview, the USCIS officer asked Mr. Kazeem how

many times he had been married.
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35. In response to that question, Mr. Kazeem, under oath, said he had been married
once, consistent with his written response to Part 9, Question 3 of his N-400.

36. During the Naturalization Interview, the USCIS officer asked Mr. Kazeem
whether he had ever committed a crime or offense for which had had not been arrested.

37. In response to that question, Mr. Kazeem, under oath, said “no,” consistent with
his written response to Part 11, Question 22 of his N-400.

38. At the conclusion of his Naturalization Interview, Mr. Kazcem signed his N-400
again, certifying that he knew its coatents and that his N-400, following any corrections made to
it during his Naturalization [nterview, was “true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief.”

39. There were no corrections made at the Naturalization Interview to Mr. Kazeem’s
earlier written answers on his N-400 to Part 4, Question 1; Part 11, Question 30(D); or Part 11,
Question 31,

40. At the conclusion of his Naturalization Interview, USCIS approved Mr. Kazeem's
N-400.

41. Later on, September 29, 2014, Mr. Kazeem took the oath of allegiance, was
naturalized, and was issued Naturalization Certificate No. |

B. Mr. Kazeem’s Criminal History

42. Beginning in 2012 and continuing until his arrest in May 2015, Mr. Kazeem
organized and led a scheme to fraudulently procure and divert millions in tax returns from
unsuspecting taxpayers.

43, The scheme began with Mr. Kazeem’s purchase of stolen personally identifying

information (“PII"™).
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44, A large percentage of that stolen PII came from a data breach at an Oregon
company that provided pre-employment background checks.

45. Mr. Kazeem organized and distributed the stolen Pl to his co-conspirators.

46. Next, Mr. Kazeem obtained thousands of IRS E-file PIN.

47. RS E-file PINs are needed for electronically filing tax returns with the IRS when
the filer is unable (as Mr. Kazeem’s conspiracy was) to verify their identity by their previous
year’s self-select PIN or adjusted gross income.

48. Mr. Kazeem trained his co-conspirators to obtain E-file PINs and to fraudulently
obtain IRS tax transcript records.

49. Mr. Kazeem and his co-conspirators used IRS tax transcripts records to file
fraudulent tax returns.

50. Then, Mr. Kazeem and his co-conspirators purchased prepaid debit cards at local
retailers and registered them with the victims’ stolen PII and false email addresses that the
conspirators had created.

51. Mr. Kazeem also created fraudulent W-2 wage documents with fictitious
employment, wages, and tax credits sufficient to justify sizable tax refunds with each filing.

52. Finally, Mr. Kazeem and his co-conspirators electronically filed more than 10,000
fraudulent tax returns using the stolzn identities, E-File PINs, and disposable email accounts.

53. At Mr. Kazeem’s trial, the government established that with his fraudulent tax
filings, he and co-defendants sought to obtain $26,454,014 and succeeded in procuring

$6,991,283 million in fraudulent tax refunds.
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54, However, Mr. Kazeem, together with all of his co-conspirators, some of whom
have not yet been arrested or charged with crimes, sought to obtain more than $113 million in
fraudulent tax refunds and succeeded in procuring at least $16 million in fraudulent tax refunds.

55. Investigators eventually uncovered the following in Mr. Kazeem’s emails and
instant messages:

a. more than 259,000 sets of PII;

b. more than 19.500 IRS E-file PINs in taxpayers’ names.

¢. more than 1,600 persomaltaxpayertranscriptstYonltheII{S;

d. more than 5,720 prepaid debit cards, many in taxpayers’ names; and,

e more than 2.200 moncy transfer control numbers for wire transfers involving
more than $2.1 million dollars.

56. Despite Mr. Kazcem’s attempts to shield his identity with dummy email accounts,
encrypted internet access, and burrier laptops, authorities eventually traced the scheme to him.

57. On May 7, 2015, Mr. Kazeem and four others were indicted on seven counts of
1anﬁaud,m\AOMﬁonofISLLS(J.§1341;$xcounm(ﬁ\vheﬂaud,hlvkﬂaﬁon0f18LLS(l
§1343;ﬂﬁncmlcownsofaggavmedidmﬁhytheﬁ,h]vhﬂaﬁonof18li813.§1028A;andonc
count of conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349. See
Indictment, United States v. Kazeem, No. 1:15-cr-00172-AA (D. Or. May 7, 2015)
(“Indictment”).

S8. On August 4, 2017. at the conclusion of a five-day trial, a jury found Mr. Kazeem
guilty of nineteen counts of mail and wire fraud, aggravated identity theft, and conspiracy to
commit mail and wire fraud. all relating to acts he took before he naturalized on September 29,

2014.
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59.  The jury found Mr. Kazeem guilty of five counts of mail fraud, which the
Indictment alleged he committed on September 26,2013, March 27, 2014, and three additional
dates in between.

60. The jury found Mr. Kazeem guilty of four counts of wire fraud, which the
Indictment alleged he committed or March 23. 2014, July 26, 2014, and two additional dates in
between.

61. The jury found Mr. Kazeem guilty of nine counts of aggravated identity theft,
which the Indictment alleged he commitied ;)11 September 26, 2013, July 26, 2014, and seven
additional dates in between.

62. For the conspiracy count, the Indictment alleged several overt acts that Mr.
Kazeem took in furtherance of the conspiracy, including the exchange of emails with the stolen
PI[ of victims in September 2013, March 2014, and April 2014,

63. On June 20. 2018, Mr. Kazeem was sentenced to fifteen years in prison and
ordered to pay $12 million in restitution.

64.  After Mr. Kazeem appealed his sentence. the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth
Circuit affirmed his sentence of incarceration but remanded the matter for the issuance of an
amended judgment that clarified whether Mr. Kazeem was to pay restitution all at once or in
installments. See Mem. Op., United States v. Kazeem, No. 18-30145 (9th Cir. May 1, 2020).

65. On September 18, 2020, the U.S. district court that initially sentenced Mr.
Kazeem resentenced him to fifteen years in prison and ordered him to pay $12 million in
restitution in installments. See 2d Am. Judgment, United States v. Kazeem, No. 1:13-cr-00172

(D. Or. Sept. 18, 2020).
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66. On December 16, 2024, approximately six-and-a-half years into Mr. Kazeem’s
fifteen-year sentence, his sentence was commuted by the President of the United States.

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION
FAILURE TO LAWFULLY OBTAIN PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS
(FRAUDULENT MARRIAGE)

67. Mr. Kazeem did not lawfully obtain his permanent resident status because his
grant of permanecnt resident status was based on a marriage to a U.S. citizen that was fraudulent
and not bona fide.

68. Mr. Kazeemi’s grant of permanent resident status was based on his marriage to
Ms. Smarr, a U.S. citizen.

69. Mr, Kazeem and Ms. Smarr did not marry intending at the time they were married
to establish a life together.

70. Mr. Kazeem and Ms. Smarr married to evade immigration laws.

71. Mr. Kazeem and Ms. Smarr married to obtain immigration benefits for Mr.

Kazeem to which he was not eligible to reccive lawfully.

72. Mr. Kazcem's marriage to Ms. Smarr was, therefore, fraudulent and not bona
fide.
73. Because Mr. Kazeem’s marriage to Ms. Smarr was fraudulent and not bona fide,

it could not provide the basis for his lawful adjustment to permancnt resident status.

74. Because Mr. Kazcem had no lawful basis to adjust status to permanent resident,
Mr. Kazeem was not admitted to permanent resident status in compliance with the substantive
legal requirements for that status.

75. Because Mr. Kazeent was not lawfully admitted to permanent resident status, he

was ineligible for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(1).
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ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION
FAILURE TO LAWFULLY OBTAIN PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS
(INADMISSIBILITY DUE TO IMMIGRATION FRAUD)

76. Mr. Kazeem was precluded from lawfully obtaining his permanent resident status
because he was inadmissible when he sought and procured permanent resident status due to
immigration fraud. See 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(6)(C)(i): 8 U.S.C. § 1255(a)(2).

77. Mr. Kazeem was inadmissible when he sought and procured his permanent
resident status because he had sought his permanent resident status through fraud or willful
misrepresentation on his [-485. See 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(6)(C)(1).

78. Mr. Kazeem sought his permanent resident status through fraud or willful
misrepresentation on his 1-485 by claiming his marriage to Ms. Smarr was bona fide.

79. In fact, Mr. Kazeem's marriage to Ms. Smarr was fraudulent and not bona fide
because Mr. Kazeem and Ms. Smarr did not marry intending at the time they were married to
establish a life together, and, instead, they married to evade immigration laws and to obtain
immigration benefits for Mr, Kazeem.

80. Mr. Kazeem also sought his permanent resident status through fraud or willful
misrepresentation on his [-485 by claiming he was living in Stonc Mountain, Georgia, when he
filed his 1-485.

81. In fact, Mr. Kazeem was living elsewhere. separate and apart from Ms. Smarr,
when he filed his 1-485.

82. Because Mr. Kazeem was inadmissible when he sought permanent resident status,
Mr. Kazeem was not lawfully admizted to permanent resident status. See 8 U.S.C. § 1255(a)2).

83. Because Mr. Kazeem was not lawfully admitied to permanent resident status. he

was ineligible for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(1).

10
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ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION
FAILURE TO LIVE IN MARITAL UNION WITH U.S. CITIZEN SPOUSE

84. Mr. Kazeem sought to naturalize as the spouse of a U.S. citizen applying for
naturalization three years after obtaining permanent resident status through his marriage to that
U.S. citizen.

85. Congress has required any individual secking 1o naturalize as the spouse of a U.S.
citizen three years after obtaining permanent resident status through his marriage to that U.S.
citizen to be living in marital union with that U.S. citizen spouse during the three years
immediately preceding the date of filing his application for naturalization. See 8 U.S.C. § 1430.

86. For the three years immediately preceding the filing of Mr. Kazeem’s N-400, Mr.
Kazeem was not living in marital union with Ms. Smarr, his U.S. citizen spouse.

87. For all or part of the three years immediately preceding the filing of Mr.
Kazeem’s N-400, Mr. Kazeem was living separately and apart from Ms. Smarr.

88. Because Mr. Kazeem was not living in marital union with his U.S. citizen spouse
during the three years immediately preceding the date of filing his application for naturalization,
he was ineligible for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1430.

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION

LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER
(CRIME INVOLVING MORAL TURPITUDE)

89. To be eligible for naturalization, Mr. Kazeem was required to establish that he
was a person of good moral character from April 25, 2011 (the date three ycars prior to his filing
of his N-400), until he became a U.5. citizen on September 29, 2014.

90.  Mr. Kazeem was statutorily precluded from establishing the good moral character
necessary to naturalize because he committed CIMTs during his statutory period and was

subsequently convicted of those crimes. 8 U.S.C. § 1101(1)(3): 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(2)(D).
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91.  As set forth above at paragraphs 43 through 56, during his statutory period, Mr.
Kazeem masterminded a scheme in which he and others clectronically filed more than 10,000
fraudulent tax returns using the stolen PII of American taxpayers, IRS :-File PINs, and
disposable email accounts.

92. As a result of his crimes. on August 4. 2017, a jury found Mr. Kazeem guilty of
five counts mail fraud. in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1341: four counts of wire fraud, in violation of
18 U.S.C. § 1343; nine counts of aggravated identity theft. in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1028A;
and one count of conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349.

95. Mr. Kazeem commirted the crimes for which he was convicted during his
statutory period.

94. Mr. Kazeem's convictions for mail fraud, wire fraud, and conspiracy to commit
mail and wire fraud relate to fraud offenses and therefore are categorically CIMTs,

95. Because Mr. Kazeem committed CIMT's during his statutory period for which he
was convicted, Mr. Kazeem was barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(H)(3) from establishing that he
had the good moral character necessary to become a naturalized U.S. citizen.

96. Because Mr. Kazeem was not a person of good moral character, he was incligible
for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3).

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION

LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER
(UNLAWFUL ACTS)

97. Mr. Kazeem could not establish the requisite good moral character for
naturalization because he committed unlawful acts during his statutory period that reflected
adversely on his moral character, for which there were no extenuating circumstances that would

lessen his guilt. 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f): 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii).

12
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98,  As set forth above at paragraphs 43 through 56. during his statutory period, Mr.
Kazeem masterminded a scheme in which he and others electronically filed more than 10,000
fraudulent tax returns using the stolen PII of American taxpayers, IRS E-File PINs, and
disposable email accounts.

99. As a result of his crimes, on August 4, 2017, a jury found Mr. Kazeem guilty of
five counts mail fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1341; four counts of wire fraud, in violation of
18 U.S.C. § 1343; nine counts of aggravated identity theft. in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1028A:
and one count of conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349.

100. Mr. Kazeem committed the unlawful acts for which he was convicted during his
statutory period.

101.  The unlawful acts for which Mr. Kazeem was convicted adversely reflected upon
Mr. Kazeem’s moral character.

102, Mr. Kazeem cannol cstablish extenuating circumstances with regard to the
unlawful acts for which he was convicted that would render his conduct less reprehensible than it
otherwise would be or that tend to palliate or mitigate his guilt. He therefore cannot avoid the
regulatory bar on establishing good moral character found in 8 C.F.R. §316.10(b)(3)(iii).

103.  Mr. Kazeem’s crimes so adversely reflected on Mr. Kazeem’s moral character
during the statutory period that no evidence of his good moral character would permit Mr.
Kazeem to satisfy his burden of establishing good moral character as required for naturalization.

104,  Because Mr. Kazeem committed unlawful acts during his statutory period for
which there are no extenuating circumstances, Mr. Kazeem was barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f)
and 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii) from establishing that he had the good moral character necessary

to become a naturalized U.S. citizen.
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105.  Because Mr. Kazeern was not a person of good moral character, he was ineligible
for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3).
ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION

LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER
(MULTIPLE CRIMINAL CONYICTIONS)

106. Mr. Kazeem could not establish the requisite good moral character for
naturalization because he committed crimes during his statutory period for which he received
multiple criminal convictions and for which the aggregate sentences of confinement were five
vears or more. See 8 U.S.C. § 1101()(3) (cross-referencing 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(2)(B)).

107.  As set forth above ar paragraphs 43 through 56, during his statutory period, Mr.
Kazeem masterminded a scheme in which he and others electronically filed more than 10,000
fraudulent tax returns using the stolen PII of American taxpayers, IRS E-File PINs, and
disposable email accounts.

108.  As a result of his crimes, on August 4, 2017, a jury found Mr. Kazeem guilty of
five counts mail fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1341; four counts of wire fraud, in violation of
18 U.S.C. § 1343; nine counts of aggravated identity theft, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1028A;
and one count of conspiracy to cornmit mail and wire fraud. in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349,

109.  Mr. Kazeem committed the crimes for which he was convicted during his
statutory period.

110.  For his multiple convictions, Mr. Kazeem was sentenced to confinement for
fifteen years.

111. Because Mr. Kazeem received multiple convictions for crimes he committed
during his statutory period and was sentenced for those crimes to more than five years of

confinement, Mr. Kazeem was barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f) and 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii)
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from establishing that he had the good moral character necessary to become a naturalized U.S.

citizen.

112.  Because Mr. Kazeein was not a person of good moral character, he was ineligible

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

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION
LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER
(FALSE TESTIMONY)

113, Mr. Kazeem could not establish the requisite good moral character for
naturalization because he gave false testimony, under oath, during his statutory period for the
purpose of obtaining an immigration benefit, specifically 1’1aturaliza.ti0n. 8 U.S.C. § 1101(H)(6): 8
C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(2)(Vi).

114.  During his statutory period, Mr. Kazeem provided false testimony when he said,
under oath, during his September 29, 2014, Naturalization Interview, that he been married only
once.

115.  Mr. Kazeem’s testimony on that foregoing issue was false because by the time of
his Naturalization Interview, he had married Ms. Smarr and then married a second time, to
another woman in Nigeria.

116.  During his statutory period, Mr. Kazeem provided false testimony when he said,
under oath, during his September 29, 2014, Naturalization Interview, that he had never
committed a crime or offense for which he had not been arrested.

117.  Mr. Kazeem’s testimony on the foregoing issuc was false because, as set forth
above at paragraphs 43 through 36, by time of his Naturalization Interview, Mr. Kazeem had
committed mail fraud. wire fraud. aggravated identity thefi, and conspiracy to commit mail and

wire fraud.
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118.  Mr. Kazeem had committed those crimes by masterminding a scheme in which he
and others electronically filed more than 10,000 fraudulent tax returns using the stolen Pt of
American taxpayers, IRS E-File PINs, and disposable email accounts.

119.  Mr. Kazeem’s testimony on the foregoing issues was knowingly false and he gave
it for the purpose of obtaining an irnmigration benefit, namely naturalization.

120.  Because Mr. Kazeem provided false testimony under oath for the purpose of
obtaining his naturalization, he was barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f)(6) from establishing that he
had the good moral character necessary to become a naturalized U.S. citizen.

[121. Because Mr. Kazeem was not a person of good moral character, he was ineligible
for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3).

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION
LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER

(POLYGAMY)

122, Mr. Kazeem could not establish the requisite good moral character for
naturalization because he committed polygamy during his statutory period. 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f); 8
C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(1)(ix).

123.  During his statutory period, Mr. Kazeem was deliberately married to two women
at the same time.

[24.  On September 24, 2010, Mr. Kazeem married Ms. Smarr.

125.  Mr. Kazeem remained married to Ms. Smarr at least until the date of his
naturalization.

126.  While still married to Ms. Smarr and prior to his naturalization, Mr. Kazeem

deliberately married another woman in Nigeria.
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127.  Because Mr. Kazeem committed polygamy during his statutory period, he was
barred under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f) and 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(1)(ix) from cstablishing that he had the
good moral character necessary to become a naturalized U.S. citizen.

128.  Because Mr. Kazeem was not a person of good moral character, he was ineligible
for naturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3).

PROCUREMENT OF U.S. CITIZENSHIP BY

CONCEALMENT OF A MATERIAL FACT OR
WILLFUL MISREPRESENTATION

129.  Under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), this Court must revoke Mr. Kazeem’s citizenship and
cancel his Certificate of Naturalization because he procured his naturalization by concealment of
material facts and by willful misrepresentations.

130.  Mr. Kazeem knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part of 4, Question I of his
N-400 by stating that he resided in Stone Mountain. Georgia. from November 2, 2010. to May
15, 2013, because he knew that he was living in another city during that time.

131.  Mr. Kazeem knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 4, Question | of his
N-400 by omitting his former residence in Doraville, Georgia, because he knew he had lived
there during the five years prior to filing his N-400.

132, Mr. Kazeem knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 9, Question 3 of his
N-400 by stating that he had been married only one time because he knew, as set forth above at
paragraph 25, that he had marricd Ms. Smarr and then married a second time, to another woman
in Nigeria.

133, Mr. Kazeem knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 11, Question 22 of his
N-400 by stating that he had not cver committed, assisted in committing. or attempted to commit,

a crime or offense for which he was not arrested because he knew, as set forth above at

paragraphs 43 through 56, that he was committing mail fraud, wire fraud, aggravated identity
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theft, and conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud by masterminding a scheme in which he and
others electronically filed more than 10,000 fraudulent tax returns using the stolen PII of
American taxpayers, IRS E-File PINs, and disposable email accounts.

134 Mr. Kazeem knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part | 1, Question 30(D) of
his N-400 by stating that he had never been married to more than one person at the same time
because he knew that he had been married to two women at the same time.

135, Mr. Kazeem knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 1 1, Question 31 of his
N-400 by stating that he had never given any U.S. Government official or officials any
information or documentation that was false, fraudulent, or misleading.

136.  Mr. Kazeem knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 11. Question 30(D) of
his N-400 because Mr. Kazeem knew he had submitted his 1-485 that contained the knowingly
false claims that he lived at »-v—' _«-‘ Stone Mountain, Georgia, and that he
was in a bona fide marriage to Ms. Smarr.

137 Mr. Kazeem also knowingly made a misrepresentation in Part 11, Question 30(D)
of his N-400 because Mr. Kazcem knew he had submitted his I-751 that contained the knowingly
false claims that he had never comraitted any crime that he was not arrested, that he was living
with Ms. Smarr, and that he was in a bona fide marriage to Ms. Smarr.

138. Mr. Kazeem knowingly made a misrepresentation at his Naturalization Interview
when he testified that he had been married only one time because he knew, as set forth above at
paragraph 25, that he had marricd Ms. Smarr and then married a sccond time, to another woman
in Nigeria.

139. Mr. Kazeem knowingly made a misrepresentation at his Naturalization Interview

when he testified that he had never committed a crime for which he had not been arrested
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because he knew, as set forth above at paragraphs 43 through 56, that he was committing mail
fraud, wire fraud, aggravated identity theft. and conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud by
masterminding a scheme in which he and others electronically filed more than 10,000 fraudulent
tax retumns using the stolen PIT of American taxpayers, IRS E-File PINs, and disposable email
accounts.

140.  Mr. Kazeem’s misrepresentations were material to his naturalization because the
disclosures of his fraudulent marriage, failure to live with his U.S. citizen spouse, polygamy.
submission of his [-751 and [-485 with knowingly false stalements. and criminal conduct would
have had a natural tendency to influence USCIS’s decision whether to approve Mr. Kazeem's
Naturalization Application as they related to statutory eligibility criteria for such benefit.

141.  Had Mr. Kazeem disclosed the truth about his fraudulent marriage, failure to live
with his U.S. citizen spouse, polvgamy, submission of his I-751 and 1-485 with knowingly false
statements, and criminal conduct, USCIS would have discovered his statutory ineligibility for

naturalization and could not have approved his application or administered the oath of allegiance.
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