
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND 

(Baltimore Division) 
 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,  
    

                 Plaintiff,  
 

v. 
   

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO, 
 

                 Defendant.  

 
 

NO. 1:26-CV-2240 
 
 
COMPLAINT TO REVOKE 
NATURALIZATION 
 

 

Plaintiff, the United States of America, by and through its undersigned counsel, files this 

civil action against Defendant Fernando Cristancho (“Defendant”) to revoke his naturalized 

United States citizenship pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), and alleges as follows: 

I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Defendant fraudulently and unlawfully procured citizenship by concealing criminal 

conduct in which he engaged prior to naturalizing and for which he was charged and convicted. 

Specifically, before he became a U.S. citizen, Defendant, a Catholic priest, sexually groomed and 

then sexually assaulted a parishioner from when he was 11 to 13 years old. After naturalizing, 

Defendant admitted in a guilty plea and factual proffer, to his crimes, which included fellatio and 

anal penetration of his victim. But throughout his naturalization proceedings, Defendant 

misrepresented and concealed his criminal conduct, thus unlawfully procuring his naturalization.  

Based on Defendant’s actions described further below and in the attached affidavit 

showing good cause, the United States brings this civil action under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a) to revoke 

and set aside the order admitting Defendant to citizenship and to cancel his Certificate of 

Naturalization. 
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II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

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

admitting Defendant to U.S. citizenship and to cancel Defendant’s Certificate of Naturalization 

Number 27584515. 

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.C. § 1451(a). 

3. Venue is proper in this District under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a) and 28 U.S.C. § 1391. 

Prior to his incarceration, Defendant resided in Harford County, Maryland, within the District of 

Maryland.  

III. PARTIES 

4. Plaintiff is the United States of America. 

5. Defendant is a naturalized United States citizen, who is a native of Colombia. 

IV. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

6. The affidavit of Ronald Dorman, a Special Agent with Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement, a component of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security (“DHS”), showing good 

cause for this action, as required by 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), is attached hereto as Exhibit A.   

A. Defendant’s Entry into the United States for Religious Work 

7. Defendant was born in Colombia in 1956. 

8. On October 10, 1996, Defendant entered the United States on an R-1 visa for 

nonimmigrant religious workers. 

9. Upon entering the United States, Defendant was employed as an assistant priest in 

a Catholic church in the Diocese of Arlington, Virginia. 
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10. On November 4, 1996, Defendant sought permanent resident status in the United 

States as a religious worker by filing a Form I-360, Petition for Amerasian, Widow(er), or Special 

Immigrant (“Form I-360”). 

11. Defendant’s Form I-360 was approved on November 8, 1996. 

12. Defendant’s subsequently filed application to adjust status to permanent resident 

was approved on May 23, 1997. 

13. On November 14, 1997, Defendant was dismissed from the church in Arlington, 

Virginia, where he had been working. 

14. In 1999, Defendant began working as priest in the Archdiocese of Baltimore and 

served as an Associate Pastor in a church in Harford County, Maryland, until his dismissal in 2002. 

B. Defendant’s Pre-Naturalization Sexual Abuse of Minor Victim 

15. Defendant met his victim (“Minor Victim”) in approximately 1998, when Minor 

Victim was eight years old. 

16. Minor Victim and his family were parishioners where Defendant was a priest.  

17. Defendant began a friendship with Minor Victim’s grandmother, and he 

communicated with Minor Victim’s grandmother, including for the purpose of meeting with Minor 

Victim, through the use of mobile phones.  

18. In approximately 2001, when Minor Victim was 11 years old, Defendant began a 

course of inappropriate conduct, including asking Minor Victim for back rubs and offering him 

alcohol, that culminated in sexual abuse. 

19. Defendant also took Minor Victim to dinner, kissed him, acted as if they were in a 

romantic relationship, and told him that he loved him. 

Case 1:26-cv-02240-GLR     Document 1     Filed 06/05/26     Page 3 of 15



4 
 

20. Defendant showed Minor Victim pornography, including movies of sex acts 

between males, and suggested they do the same sexual activities. 

21. In summer 2002, Defendant invited himself to attend a camping trip with Minor 

Victim’s family, where he arranged to sleep in a tent next to Minor Victim. 

22. While in the tent with Minor Victim, Defendant asked Minor Victim to place his 

legs between Defendant’s to “alleviate back pain,” and Minor Victim did what Defendant asked. 

23. Following the camping trip, Defendant arranged for Minor Victim to assist him 

around Defendant’s home and with Defendant’s infant triplets. 

24. Defendant had fathered the triplets via artificial insemination, in violation of 

Catholic church policies.  

25. Defendant arranged Minor Victim’s visits, including spending weekends without 

Minor Victim’s family present, using mobile phones or the internet.  

26. Defendant sexually abused Minor Victim over the course of these weekends visits, 

beginning in 2002 and continuing to at least fall 2003. 

27. Defendant’s sexual abuse included touching Minor Victim’s penis with his hands, 

putting his mouth on Minor Victim’s penis on approximately 10 separate occasions, attempting to 

put his penis in Minor Victim’s mouth, anally penetrating Minor Victim with his penis on 

approximately 5 to 6 separate instances, and coercing Minor Victim to use his penis to penetrate 

Defendant’s anus.  

C. Defendant’s Naturalization Application, Interview, and Oath Allegiance 

28. On May 9, 2002, Defendant applied for U.S. citizenship by filing with USCIS a 

Form N-400 Application for Naturalization (“N-400”).  
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29. A true, complete, and certified copy of that N-400, except for redactions of 

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

30. Prior to filing his N-400, Defendant signed it under a certification stating that, under 

penalty of perjury, his responses on his N-400 were “true and correct.”  

31. In response to Part 10.D, question 15 of his N-400, which asked, “Have you EVER 

committed a crime or offense for which you were not arrested?” Defendant checked the box for 

“No.”  

32. On May 7, 2002, Defendant signed his naturalization application under penalty of 

perjury under the laws of the United States of America, thereby certifying that the application, and 

the evidence submitted with it, were all true and correct.  

33. On January 9, 2003, a USCIS immigration services officer interviewed Defendant 

about his N-400 (“Naturalization Interview”).  

34. At the conclusion of the Naturalization Interview, Defendant again signed his 

naturalization application, in the presence of the USCIS officer, thereby swearing under penalty 

of perjury that he knew that the contents of his application and that his amended application was 

true and correct to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

35. On January 9, 2003, when Defendant signed his naturalization application, his 

sexual abuse of Minor Victim, which started in 2002 and did not end until at least fall 2003, was 

ongoing. 

36. That same day, January 9, 2003, the legacy Immigration and Naturalization Service 

approved Defendant’s N-400. 
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37. That same day, January 9, 2003, Defendant took the oath of allegiance, was 

naturalized, and was issued Naturalization Certificate No. 27584515 (“Naturalization 

Certificate”). 

38. A true, complete, and certified copy of the Naturalization Certificate, except for 

redactions of personally identifying information that is immaterial to this action, is attached hereto 

as Exhibit C. 

D. Federal Criminal Charges and Conviction 

39. In June 2016, Minor Victim sought counseling and disclosed Defendant’s actions 

to the Archdiocese of Baltimore, but the abuse was not disclosed to any law enforcement agency 

at that time.  

40. In August 2017, Defendant entered a Walgreens in Abingdon, Maryland, to print 

photographs from a kiosk.  

41. Defendant enlisted the help of a Walgreens employee because he could not connect 

his iPhone the photo kiosk.  

42. As the Walgreens employee assisted, she noticed images of naked minor children 

in Defendant’s photo gallery.  

43. The Walgreens employee contacted law enforcement, and the Harford County 

Sheriff’s Office launched an investigation.  

44. The Harford County Sheriff’s Office investigation yielded information regarding a 

pattern of predatory behavior and other minor victims of Defendant. 

45. On February 21, 2018, Defendant was indicted on a charge of production of child 

pornography, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2251(a). 
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46. On June 23, 2021, Defendant was charged in a second superseding indictment. See 

Second Superseding Indictment, United States v. Cristancho, No. 1:18-cr-00098-ELH (D. Md. 

June 23, 2021), Dkt No. 88 (“Second Superseding Indictment”). 

47. A true and complete copy of the Second Superseding Indictment, except for 

redactions made prior to its public filing, is filed herewith as Exhibit D. 

48. The Second Superseding Indictment charged Defendant with one count of coercion 

and enticement, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2422(b), six counts of sexual exploitation of a child, in 

violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2251(a), and three counts of possession of child pornography, in violation 

of 18 U.S.C. §§ 2252A(a)(5)(B) & 2256. 

49. Count One of the Second Superseding Indictment charged Defendant with 

Coercion and Enticement, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2422(b) and alleged that from at least in or 

about August 2002, up to and including at least fall 2023, Defendant unlawfully, willfully, and 

knowingly used a facility and means of interstate and foreign commerce to persuade, induce, 

entice, and coerce Minor Victim, an individual who had not attained the age of 18 years, to engage 

in the type of sexual activity for which a person can be charged with a criminal offense.  

50. On October 3, 2021, Defendant signed a written plea agreement that was filed in 

his criminal proceedings the following day. See Plea Agreement and Factual Proffer, United States 

v. Cristancho, No. 1:18-cr-00098-ELH-1 (D. Md. Oct. 4, 2021), Dkt. No. 121 (“Plea Agreement 

and Factual Proffer”). 

51. A true and complete copy of the Plea Agreement and Factual Proffer is filed 

herewith as Exhibit E.  
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52. The Plea Agreement and Factual Proffer included a stipulation of facts signed by 

Defendant in which Defendant admitted to the sexual grooming and sexual abuse described above 

at paragraphs 15 to 27.  

53. In the Plea Agreement and Factual Proffer, Defendant admitted to the sexual abuse 

and production of child sex abuse materials involving four other minor victims. 

54. On October 4, 2021, Defendant pleaded guilty to Count One of the Second 

Superseding Indictment, Coercion and Enticement in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2422(b), with the 

remaining counts of the Second Superseding Indictment dismissed. 

55. The District Court sentenced Defendant to 264 months (22 years) in prison, 

followed by supervised release for a term of life, and registration as a sex offender. See Judgment, 

United States v. Cristancho, No. 1:18-cr-00098-ELH-1, Dkt. No. 144 (“Judgment”). 

56. A true and complete copy of the Judgment is attached hereto as Exhibit F.  

57. Defendant is currently incarcerated at Federal Correctional Institution Petersburg 

Low, in Petersburg, Virginia, with a projected release date of May 4, 2036.  

V. GOVERNING LAW 

A. Congressionally Imposed Prerequisites to the Acquisition of Citizenship 

58. No individual “has the slightest right to naturalization unless all statutory 

requirements are complied with.” United States v. Ginsberg, 243 U.S. 472, 475 (1917). The 

Supreme Court has emphasized that “there must be strict compliance with all the congressionally 

imposed prerequisites to the acquisition of citizenship.” Fedorenko v. United States, 449 U.S. 490, 

506 (1981); see also id. (noting that an individual “who seeks political rights as a member of this 

Nation can rightfully obtain them only upon the terms and conditions specified by Congress”) 

(quoting Ginsberg, 243 U.S. at 474). 
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59. Among other requirements, Congress has 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).  

60. The required statutory period for good moral character begins five years before the 

date the individual files the application for naturalization, and it continues until the individual takes 

the oath of allegiance and becomes a U.S. citizen. 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a)(3); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(a)(1).  

61. Although Congress has not specifically defined what constitutes good moral 

character for naturalization purposes, the Immigration and Nationality Act delineates certain 

classes of applicants who cannot be found to have the requisite good moral character. 8 U.S.C. 

§ 1101(f).  

62. An applicant for naturalization is precluded from establishing good moral character 

if, during the statutory period, he or she commits unlawful acts that adversely reflect on his or her 

moral character.  See 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii); see also United States v. 

Jean-Baptiste, 395 F.3d 1190, 1194 (11th Cir. 2005) (holding that a naturalized citizen, who 

committed an offense during the statutory period prior to taking the oath of allegiance but who 

was not indicted, arrested, and convicted until after naturalization, was subject to denaturalization 

for lack of good moral character). Congress has also expressly 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. 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f)(6). 

63. 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). 
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64. Individuals who commit unlawful acts adversely reflecting upon their moral 

character cannot meet the good moral character requirement unless they prove that extenuating 

circumstances existed. See 8 C.F.R § 316.10(b)(3)(iii). 

65. An individual unlawfully procured naturalization if he or she committed unlawful 

acts during the statutory period, even if he or she was convicted of those crimes after being granted 

citizenship. See United States v. Jean-Baptiste, 395 F.3d 1190, 1193-94 (11th Cir. 2005). 

B. An Individual Who Illegally Procures Citizenship Must Be Denaturalized 

66. 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 concealing or misrepresenting facts that are material to the decision whether to grant his or 

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

67. Under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), this Court must revoke an order admitting an individual 

to citizenship and cancel the individual’s certificate of naturalization if his or her naturalization 

was either: 

a. illegally procured, or  

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

68. 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. 

69. Naturalization has been 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).  
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70. Where the United States establishes that the defendant’s citizenship was illegally 

procured or procured by concealment of a material fact or willful misrepresentation, “district 

courts lack equitable discretion to refrain from entering a judgment of denaturalization.” 

Fedorenko, 449 U.S. at 517. 

CAUSES OF ACTION 

COUNT I 

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION 
LACK OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER 

(UNLAWFUL ACTS) 

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

allegations contained in Paragraphs 1 through 71 of this Complaint. 

72. To be eligible for naturalization, Defendant was required to establish that he was a 

person of good moral character during the statutory period—i.e., from May 9, 1997 (the date five 

years before he filed his N-400), until January 9, 2003, the date he became a U.S. citizen. 8 U.S.C. 

§ 1427(a)(3); 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(a)(1). 

73. An applicant for naturalization is statutorily precluded from establishing the 

requisite good moral character for naturalization where he commits unlawful acts during the 

statutory period that reflect adversely on his moral character, and there were no extenuating 

circumstances that would lessen his guilt. 8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii). 

74. As set forth above at paragraphs 15 to 27, during his statutory period, Defendant 

committed the unlawful act of coercion and enticement of a minor to engage in illegal sexual 

activity, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2422(b), against a child in the church community where 

Defendant served as a priest, from the time the child was 11 to 13 years old. 

75. On October 4, 2021, Defendant pleaded guilty to and was convicted of committing, 

during his statutory period, from 2002 and up to and including fall 2003, the unlawful act of 
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coercion and enticement of a minor to engage in illegal sexual activity, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 

§ 2422(b), against a child in the church community where Defendant served as a priest, from the 

time the child was 11 to 13 years old. 

76. Defendant cannot establish extenuating circumstances with regard to his criminal 

conduct 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). 

77. Defendant’s coercion and enticement of a minor to engage in illegal sexual activity, 

in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2422(b), against a child in the church community where Defendant 

served as a priest, from the time the child was 11 to 13 years old, so adversely reflect on 

Defendant’s moral character that no evidence of good moral character would permit Defendant to 

satisfy his burden of establishing good moral character as required for naturalization. 

78. Defendant’s unlawful conduct precluded him under 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f) and 

8 C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii) from showing that he had the good moral character necessary to 

become a naturalized U.S. citizen. 

79. Because Defendant was not a person of good moral character, he was ineligible for 

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

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

naturalization, and this Court must revoke his citizenship under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a). 

COUNT II 

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

WILLFUL MISREPRESENTATION 

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

allegations contained in Paragraphs 1 through 81 of this Complaint. 
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82. Under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), the Court must revoke an individual’s citizenship and 

cancel his certificate of naturalization where it was procured by concealment of a material fact and 

by willful misrepresentation. 

83. As alleged above in Paragraphs 28through 35, throughout the naturalization 

process, Defendant willfully misrepresented and concealed the criminal conduct that he committed 

during his statutory period.  

84. Specifically, Defendant misrepresented on his naturalization application that he had 

never committed any crime for which he had not been arrested. 

85. Defendant knew that representation was false because Defendant had knowingly 

committed coercion and enticement of a minor to engage in illegal sexual activity, in violation of 

18 U.S.C. § 2422(b), a crime for which he had not been arrested as of the date of his filing of his 

Naturalization Application on January 9, 2003. 

86. Defendant made such misrepresentations and concealments voluntarily and 

deliberately, despite knowing that such representations were false and misleading. Accordingly, 

Defendant made these misrepresentations willfully.  

87. Defendant’s misrepresentations were material to his naturalization because the 

disclosure of his criminal activity would have had a natural tendency to influence the 

Government’s decision whether to approve Defendant’s N-400; indeed, his misrepresentations 

related to statutory eligibility criteria for such benefit. 

88. Had Defendant disclosed the truth about his criminal conduct, the Government 

would have discovered his statutory ineligibility for naturalization and would not have approved 

his application or administered the oath of allegiance.  
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89. 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 RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, the United States, respectfully requests: 

(1)  A declaration that Defendant illegally procured his citizenship; 

(2) A declaration that Defendant procured his citizenship by concealment and willful 

misrepresentation of material facts; 

(3) Judgment revoking and setting aside the order admitting Defendant to citizenship and 

canceling Certificate of Naturalization No. 27584515, effective as of the original date of the order 

and certificate, January 9, 2003; 

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

privileges, benefits, or advantages related to U.S. citizenship; 

(5)  Judgment requiring Defendant, within ten (10) days of the entry of judgment, to 

surrender and deliver his Certificate of Naturalization No. 27584515 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 Acting Attorney General through the undersigned 

counsel located in Washington, D.C.; 

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

surrender and deliver any other indicia of U.S. citizenship, including, but not limited to, U.S. 

passports, state-issued Enhanced Drivers Licenses, Permits, or Non-Driver Identification Cards, 

and other relevant documents, whether current or expired, 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 
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in the possession or control of others), to the Acting Attorney General through the undersigned 

counsel located in Washington, D.C.; and 

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

this case. 

Dated: Baltimore, Maryland 
June 5, 2026 

Respectfully submitted,  

 
Kelly O. Hayes 
United States Attorney for the 
District of Maryland 
 
 

 
BRETT A. SHUMATE 
Assistant Attorney General  
U.S. Department of Justice 
Civil Division 
 
JENNIFER J. KEENEY 
Associate Director 
Enforcement Unit 
 
HANS H. CHEN 
Deputy Chief, Denaturalization Unit 
Office of Immigration Litigation 
 
SONG PARK  
Assistant Director 
Office of Immigration Litigation 
 
By:    /s/ Anne R. Burley                    
ANNE R. BURLEY 
Trial Attorney 
U.S. Department of Justice, Civil Division 
Office of Immigration Litigation 
P.O. Box 868 
Washington, D.C. 20044 
Telephone: 202-353-8167 
Email: anne.r.burley@usdoj.gov 
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United States v. Fernando Cristancho (D. Md.) 
COMPLAINT TO REVOKE NATURALIZATION 

EXHIBIT A 
Affidavit of Good Cause 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ) 
) 

DISTRICT OF MARYLAND   ) 
) 

In the Matter of the Revocation )  AFFIDAVIT OF GOOD CAUSE 
of the Naturalization of  ) 

) 
Fernando Cristancho       ) 
A 237 ) 

I, Ronald Dorman, declare under penalty of perjury as follows: 

1. I am a Deportation Officer with U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, a

component of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security (“DHS”).  In this capacity, I have 

access to the official records of DHS, including the immigration file of Fernando Cristancho 

(“CRISTANCHO”), Alien Number A 237.  

2. I have examined records relating to CRISTANCHO, including, but not limited to,

his immigration file.  Based upon my review of these records, I state 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 exists to institute

proceedings pursuant to section 340(a) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (“INA”), 8 U.S.C. 

§ 1451(a), to revoke the U.S. citizenship of CRISTANCHO and to cancel his Certificate of

Naturalization No. 27584515. 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

4. CRISTANCHO was born in the Colombia on , 1956. 

5. On or about October 10, 1996, at Miami, Florida, CRISTANCHO was admitted to

the U.S. as a non-immigrant religious worker (visa classification R-1) by the U.S. Immigration 

and Naturalization Service (“INS”) with authorization to remain in the U.S. for a period not to 
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exceed October 9, 1999, pursuant to section 101(a)(15)(R) of the INA, 8 U.S.C. § 

1101(a)(15)(R). 

6. On or about November 4, 1996, INS received a Form I-360, Petition for 

Amerasian, Widow, or Special Immigrant, submitted by the Good Shepherd Catholic Church in 

Alexandria, Virginia on CRISTANCHO’s behalf pursuant to section 101(a)(27)(C)(iii), 8 U.S.C. 

§ 1101(a)(27)(C)(iii).  It was approved by INS on November 8, 1996. 

7. On or about December 6, 1996, INS received a Form I-485, Petition to Register 

Permanent Residence or Adjust Status, submitted by CRISTANCHO.  It was approved by INS 

on or about May 23, 1997, and CRISTANCHO’s status was adjusted to that of a permanent 

resident pursuant to section 245 of the INA, 8 U.S.C. § 1255.    

8. On or about May 9, 2002, INS received a Form N-400, Application for 

Naturalization (“Form N-400” or “naturalization application”), submitted by CRISTANCHO 

pursuant to section 316(a) of the INA, 8 U.S.C. § 1427(a).  

9. On his naturalization application, CRISTANCHO checked the box marked “No” 

in response to Question 15 in Part 10.D., which asked: “Have you EVER committed a crime or 

offense for which you were NOT arrested?” 

10. On or about May 7, 2002, CRISTANCHO signed his naturalization application 

under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America, thereby certifying that 

the application, and the evidence he submitted with it, were all true and correct. 

11. On or about January 9, 2003, CRISTANCHO appeared in person before an INS 

Officer for an interview to determine his eligibility for naturalization.  At the beginning of the 

interview, the Officer placed CRISTANCHO under oath.   
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12. At the conclusion of the interview, CRISTANCHO again signed his naturalization 

application, in the presence of the Officer, thereby swearing and certifying under penalty of 

perjury under the laws of the United States of America that he knew that the contents of his 

application, subscribed by him, including the seven numbered changes2 0

1 made at his request, and 

that his amended application was true and correct to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

13. Based on his written responses on the Form N-400, documentation provided in 

support of the application, and his testimony at the naturalization interview, INS approved 

CRISTANCHO’s application for naturalization on January 9, 2003.3  

14. On or about January 9, 2003, CRISTANCHO completed a Form N-445, Notice of 

Naturalization Oath Ceremony (“Form N-445”).  On his Form N-445, CRISTANCHO checked 

the box marked “No” in response to Question 3, which asked: “After the date you were first 

interviewed on your Application for Naturalization, Form N-400:…[h]ave you knowingly 

committed any crime or offense, for which you have not been arrested, or have you been 

arrested, cited, charged, indicted, convicted, fined, or imprisoned for breaking or violating any 

law or ordinance, including traffic violations?” 

15. CRISTANCHO signed the Form N-445 on January 9, 2003, certifying that the 

answers he provided were made by him and that they were true and correct.  

16. Based on the written statements he made on his Form N-400, documentation 

provided in support of the Form N-400, his testimony under oath during the naturalization 

interview, and his statements on the Form N-445, CRISTANCHO was permitted to take the oath 

 
1 The seven numbered changes to the Form N-400 that CRISTANCHO made during the naturalization interview 
related to his immigration classification, home address, address history, international travel, and children – none of 
which is relevant to the instant matter. 
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of allegiance and he became a naturalized U.S. citizen on January 9, 2003.  The same day, INS 

issued CRISTANCHO Certificate of Naturalization No. 27584515. 

17. As set forth below, CRISTANCHO illegally procured his naturalization because 

he could not have established that he was a person of good moral character on account of his 

commission of unlawful acts which adversely reflected upon his moral character.  

CRISTANCHO additionally procured his naturalization by concealment of material facts and 

willful misrepresentations—a separate ground for denaturalization under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a).  

ILLEGAL PROCUREMENT OF NATURALIZATION 

18. As an applicant for naturalization pursuant to section 316(a) of the INA, 8 U.S.C. 

§ 1427(a), CRISTANCHO was required to prove that he was a person of good moral character 

from May 9, 1997, five years before he filed his application for naturalization, until January 9, 

2003, the date on which he was admitted to U.S. citizenship (the “statutory period”).   

19. On or about June 23, 2021, in the U.S. District Court for the District of Maryland, 

a second superseding indictment was issued charging CRISTANCHO with eleven felony 

offenses.  Count one charged CRISTANCHO with using any means of interstate commerce to 

persuade, induce, entice, and coerce a child to engage in sexual activity for which any person can 

be charged with a criminal offense—namely, that from on or about August 2002 through on or 

about January 2004, he attempted to and did persuade, induce, entice, and coerce Minor Victim 

1, who had not attained the age of 18 years, to engage in any sexual activity for which any 

person can be charged with a criminal offense, in violation of Title 18 U.S.C. § 2422(b).  Counts 

two through eleven of the second superseding indictment involving Minor Victim’s 2 through 5 

all allege sexual offenses committed against or involving children.  Although CRISTANCHO 

subsequently confessed under oath before the court to being guilty of every offense as charged in 
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the second superseding indictment, counts two through eleven were exclusively committed after 

the statutory period and are therefore not relevant to the instant matter.     

20. On or about October 4, 2021, in the U.S. District Court for the District of 

Maryland, CRISTANCHO pleaded guilty at arraignment to one count of coercion and 

enticement of a child, a felony, in violation of Title 18 U.S.C. § 2422(b), as charged in count one 

of the second superseding indictment. 

21. On or about May 11, 2022, in the U.S. District Court for the District of Maryland, 

CRISTANCHO was adjudicated guilty of the above listed offense.  CRISTANCHO was 

sentenced to 264 months of imprisonment. 

22. Pursuant to the judgment issued by the court, the offenses to which 

CRISTANCHO was adjudicated guilty, and for which the Court entered judgment against him, 

were committed from on or about August 2002 through on or about January 2004, both during 

and after the statutory period.  

I. CRISTANCHO illegally procured his naturalization because he committed 
unlawful acts that adversely reflected on his moral character, which precluded him 
from establishing the requisite good moral character to naturalize. 

 
23. CRISTANCHO was statutorily precluded from establishing the good moral 

character necessary to naturalize because he committed unlawful acts during the statutory period 

that adversely reflected on his moral character. 

24. Absent extenuating circumstances, an applicant for naturalization is precluded 

from establishing good moral character if, during the statutory period, he or she commits 

unlawful acts that adversely reflect on his or her moral character.  See 8 U.S.C. § 1101(f); 8 

C.F.R. § 316.10(b)(3)(iii); see also United States v. Jean-Baptiste, 395 F.3d 1190, 1194 (11th 

Cir. 2005) (holding that a naturalized citizen, who committed an offense during the statutory 
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period prior to taking the oath of allegiance but who was not indicted, arrested, and convicted 

until after naturalization, was subject to denaturalization for lack of good moral character). 

25. Whether unlawful acts affect the applicant’s moral character is a case-by-case 

determination, considering the standards of the average citizen in the applicant’s community of 

residence. 

26. As set forth above, beginning as early as August 2002 and continuing until 

January 2004, both during and after the statutory period, CRISTANCHO knowingly committed 

the offense of coercion and enticement of a minor, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2422(b). 

27. Committing coercion and enticement of a minor, i.e., knowingly using any means 

of interstate commerce to engage in sexual activity with a child for which any person can be 

charged with a criminal offense, is an unlawful act that adversely reflects on an individual’s 

moral character, as measured against the standards of the average citizen in the community of 

residence. 

28. The crime of coercion and enticement of a child in violation of 18 U.S.C. 

§ 2422(b) is a felony, punishable by up to a life term of imprisonment per violation and is an 

unlawful act that adversely reflected on CRISTANCHO’s moral character as contemplated by 

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

29. As evidenced by his post-naturalization confession, written plea agreement, and 

conviction, there were no extenuating circumstances that could have mitigated the effect of 

CRISTANCHO’s actions on his ability to establish good moral character.  

30. Because CRISTANCHO committed unlawful acts adversely affecting his moral 

character during the statutory period, he is precluded from establishing the requisite good moral 

character to naturalize.  Consequently, he illegally procured his naturalization. 
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II. CRISTANCHO illegally procured his naturalization by concealment of a material 
fact or willful misrepresentation. 

 
31. CRISTANCHO’s U.S. citizenship must be revoked and his Certificate of 

Naturalization canceled because he procured his naturalization by willful misrepresentation and 

concealment of material facts. 

32. An individual who procures naturalization through willful misrepresentation or 

concealment of material facts is subject to revocation of naturalization.  8 U.S.C. § 1451(a). 

33. CRISTANCHO concealed and misrepresented the material fact of his criminal 

activity during the naturalization process.   

34. As set forth above, throughout the naturalization process, CRISTANCHO 

willfully misrepresented and concealed that he had committed the crime of coercion and 

enticement of a child, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2422(b).  Specifically, CRISTANCHO swore 

under penalty of perjury on his naturalization application that he had never committed a crime or 

offense for which he had not been arrested and affirmed that response under penalty of perjury 

during his naturalization interview, despite knowing that such representations were false and 

misleading.  Accordingly, CRISTANCHO made these representations willfully.   

35. CRISTANCHO’s misrepresentations and omissions were material to determining 

his eligibility for naturalization because the disclosure of his criminal conduct would have had 

the natural tendency to influence USCIS’s decision to approve his naturalization application.  In 

fact, as set forth above, CRISTANCHO’s criminal conduct precluded him from establishing the 

requisite good moral character to naturalize.  Had CRISTANCHO disclosed the truth about his 

criminal conduct, his ineligibility for naturalization would have been disclosed, and USCIS 

would not have approved his application or administered the oath of allegiance.  
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36. CRISTANCHO thus procured his naturalization by willfully misrepresenting and 

concealing material facts and his naturalization must be revoked under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a).  

CONCLUSION 

37. Based on the facts outlined in the foregoing paragraphs, good cause exists to 

institute proceedings pursuant to section 340(a) of the INA, 8 U.S.C. § 1451(a), to revoke 

CRISTANCHO’s citizenship, and to cancel his Certificate of Naturalization. 

38. CRISTANCHO most recently resided at Bel Air, Maryland 

21014.  Therefore, venue is proper in this district. 

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 this 

28th day of May, 2026. 

 
___________________________________ 
Ronald Dorman 
Deportation Officer 
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
Cary, North Carolina 
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PEB/CM: USAO#2018R00132
JTM 06.15.21

1

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

SECOND SUPERSEDING INDICTMENT

General Allegations

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland charges that:

At all times relevant to this Second Superseding Indictment, 

1. Defendant FERNANDO CRISTANCHO (hereinafter “CRISTANCHO”), was 

born in 1956 in the Republic of Colombia.

2. CRISTANCHO was ordained as a priest in the Roman Catholic Diocese of 

Istmina-Tado, in the Republic of Colombia. 

3. CRISTANCHO moved to the United States in or about 1995 and was employed 

as an assistant priest in a Catholic Church in the Diocese of Arlington, Virginia.

4. CRISTANCHO was dismissed from the Diocese of Arlington in or about 1997.

5. In or about 1999, CRISTANCHO was granted faculties to work as a priest in the 

Archdiocese of Baltimore, and he began work as an Associate Pastor in a Catholic Church in 

Harford County, Maryland.

6. From in or about 1999 through 2017, CRISTANCHO lived in Harford County, 

Maryland.

7.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

v.

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

Defendant. 

CRIMINAL NO. ELH-18-098

(Coercion and Enticement, 18 U.S.C.
§ 2422(b); Sexual Exploitation of a 
Child, 18 U.S.C. § 2251(a); Possession 
of Child Pornography, 18 U.S.C. §
2252A(a)(5)(B); Aiding and Abetting, 
18 U.S.C. § 2; Forfeiture, 18 U.S.C. §§
2253 and 2428)

Case 1:18-cr-00098-ELH   Document 88   Filed 06/23/21   Page 1 of 16Case 1:26-cv-02240-GLR     Document 1-4     Filed 06/05/26     Page 2 of 17



2

8.

9.

10. In or about July 2002, CRISTANCHO was removed from his position as a priest 

in Harford County, Maryland, and his faculties to act as a priest were revoked.

11. Following the revocation of his faculties to act as a priest, CRISTANCHO

continued to host religious services in the homes of parishioners in Harford County, Maryland.  

12. A minor male, Minor Victim 1, was a victim of the crimes alleged herein, in Count 

One.

13.           

14. From in or about 2002 through 2003, 

CRISTANCHO routinely sexually molested Minor Victim 1.

15.

16.

17. A minor male, “Minor Victim 2,” was a victim of the crimes alleged herein, in 

Count Three.  
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18. A minor female, “Minor Victim 3,” was a victim of the crimes alleged herein, in 

Count Three.

19. A minor female, “Minor Victim 4,” was a victim of the crimes alleged herein, in 

Count Two.

20. A minor male, “Minor Victim 5,” was a victim of the crimes alleged herein, in 

Counts Four, Five, Six and Seven.
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COUNT ONE
(Coercion and Enticement)

1. Paragraphs One through Fourteen of the General Allegations are realleged and 

specifically incorporated herein.

2. From on or about August 2002 through on or about January 2004, in the District of 

Maryland and elsewhere, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

using any facility and means of interstate and foreign commerce, knowingly attempted to and did 

persuade, induce, entice, and coerce Minor Victim 1, who had not attained the age of 18 years, to 

engage in any sexual activity for which any person can be charged with a criminal offense.

18 U.S.C. §§ 2422(b), 2427
18 U.S.C. § 2
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COUNT TWO
(Sexual Exploitation of a Child)

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further charges that:

1. Paragraphs One through Eleven, Fifteen, Sixteen, and Nineteen of the 

General Allegations are realleged and specifically incorporated herein.

2. On or about January 18, 2012, in the District of Maryland, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

did knowingly employ, use, persuade, induce, entice and coerce a minor female to engage in 

sexually explicit conduct as defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 2256(2), for the 

purpose of producing visual depictions of such conduct, and said visual depictions were produced 

using materials that were mailed, shipped, and transported in interstate and foreign commerce by 

any means, including by computer, that is, a series of eight (8) image files, which depict Minor 

Victim 4, a prepubescent minor female, naked and partially naked, one of which is focused on 

Minor Victim 4’s exposed genitals, said image files having been stored on a SanDisk Micro SD 

card, S/N 3041DGPSQ17Y, a product of China.

18 U.S.C. § 2251(a)
18 U.S.C. § 2
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COUNT THREE
(Sexual Exploitation of a Child)

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further charges that:

1. Paragraphs One through Eleven and Seventeen and Eighteen of the General 

Allegations are realleged and specifically incorporated herein.

2. On or about December 27, 2012, in the District of Maryland, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO

did knowingly employ, use, persuade, induce, entice and coerce a minor male and a minor female 

to engage in sexually explicit conduct as defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 2256(2), 

for the purpose of producing visual depictions of such conduct, and said visual depictions were 

produced using materials that were mailed, shipped, and transported in interstate and foreign 

commerce by any means, including by computer, that is, a series of 15 image files, which depict 

Minor Victim 2, a minor male, and Minor Victim 3, a minor female, naked and partially naked, 

two of which are focused on Minor Victim 2’s exposed genitals, and one of which is focused on 

Minor Victim 3’s exposed genitals, said image files having been stored on a Walgreens SD card,

S/N BE0829213508D, a product of China.

18 U.S.C. §§ 2251(a)
18 U.S.C. § 2
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COUNT FOUR
(Sexual Exploitation of a Child)

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further charges that:

1. Paragraphs One through Eleven, Fifteen, Sixteen, and Twenty of the 

General Allegations are realleged and specifically incorporated herein.

2. On or about March 10, 2015, in the District of Maryland, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

did knowingly employ, use, persuade, induce, entice and coerce a minor male to engage in sexually 

explicit conduct as defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 2256(2), for the purpose of 

producing visual depictions of such conduct, and said visual depictions were produced using 

materials that were mailed, shipped, and transported in interstate and foreign commerce by any 

means, including by computer, that is, a series of four (4) image files, which depict Minor Victim 

5, a prepubescent minor male, naked and partially naked, at least one of which is focused on Minor 

Victim 5’s exposed genitals, said image files having been stored on an iPhone 6s Al688, IMEI 

355769073028319, a product of China.

18 U.S.C. § 2251(a) 
18 U.S.C. § 2
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COUNT FIVE
(Sexual Exploitation of a Child)

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further charges that:

1. Paragraphs One through Eleven, Fifteen, Sixteen, and Twenty of the 

General Allegations are realleged and specifically incorporated herein.

2. On or about July 4, 2015, in the District of Maryland, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

did knowingly employ, use, persuade, induce, entice and coerce a minor male to engage in sexually 

explicit conduct as defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 2256(2), for the purpose of 

producing visual depictions of such conduct, and said visual depictions were produced using 

materials that were mailed, shipped, and transported in interstate and foreign commerce by any 

means, including by computer, that is, a series of five (5) image files, which depict Minor Victim 

5, a prepubescent minor male, naked and partially naked, at least one of which is focused on Minor 

Victim 5’s exposed genitals, as Minor Victim 5 is touching his penis with both hands, said image 

files having been stored on an iPhone 6s Al688, IMEI 355769073028319, a product of China.

18 U.S.C. § 2251(a) 
18 U.S.C. § 2
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COUNT SIX
(Sexual Exploitation of a Child)

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further charges that:

1. Paragraphs One through Eleven, Fifteen, Sixteen, and Twenty of the 

General Allegations are realleged and specifically incorporated herein.

2. On or about August 3, 2017, in the District of Maryland, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

did knowingly employ, use, persuade, induce, entice and coerce a minor male to engage in sexually 

explicit conduct as defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 2256(2), for the purpose of 

producing visual depictions of such conduct, and said visual depictions were produced using 

materials that were mailed, shipped, and transported in interstate and foreign commerce by any 

means, including by computer, that is, two (2) image files and two (2) video files, which depict 

Minor Victim 5, a prepubescent minor male, naked, and are focused on Minor Victim 5’s exposed 

genitals, said image and video files having been produced by and stored on an iPhone 6s Al688, 

IMEI 355769073028319, a product of China.

18 U.S.C. § 2251(a) 
18 U.S.C. § 2
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COUNT SEVEN
(Sexual Exploitation of a Child)

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further charges that:

1. Paragraphs One through Eleven, Fifteen, Sixteen, and Twenty of the 

General Allegations are realleged and specifically incorporated herein.

2. On or about August 6, 2017, in the District of Maryland, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

did knowingly employ, use, persuade, induce, entice and coerce a minor male to engage in sexually 

explicit conduct as defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 2256(2), for the purpose of 

producing visual depictions of such conduct, and said visual depictions were produced using 

materials that were mailed, shipped, and transported in interstate and foreign commerce by any 

means, including by computer, that is, three (3) image files and three (3) video files, which depict 

Minor Victim 5, a prepubescent minor male, naked, and are focused on Minor Victim 5’s exposed 

genitals, said image and video files having been produced by and stored on an iPhone 6s Al688, 

IMEI 355769073028319, a product of China.

18 U.S.C. § 2251(a) 
18 U.S.C. § 2
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COUNT EIGHT
(Possession of Child Pornography)

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further charges that:

1. Paragraphs One through Twenty of the General Allegations are realleged 

and specifically incorporated herein.

2. On or about September 19, 2017, in the District of Maryland, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

did knowingly possess and knowingly access with intent to view any book, magazine, periodical, 

film, videotape, computer disk, and any other material that contained an image of child 

pornography, as defined in Title 18 United States Code, Section 2256(8)(A), that had been mailed, 

shipped and transported using any means and facility of interstate and foreign commerce and in 

and affecting interstate and foreign commerce by any means, including by computer, and that was

produced using materials that had been mailed, shipped and transported in and affecting interstate 

and foreign commerce by any means, including by computer, that is, the defendant possessed a 

SanDisk Micro SD card, S/N 3041DGPSQ17Y, a product of China, which contained one or more 

visual depictions of prepubescent minors engaged in sexually explicit conduct.

18 U.S.C. §§ 2252A(a)(5)(B) & 2256 
18 U.S.C. § 2

Case 1:18-cr-00098-ELH   Document 88   Filed 06/23/21   Page 11 of 16Case 1:26-cv-02240-GLR     Document 1-4     Filed 06/05/26     Page 12 of 17



12

COUNT NINE
(Possession of Child Pornography)

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further charges that:

1. Paragraphs One through Twenty of the General Allegations are realleged 

and specifically incorporated herein.

2. On or about September 19, 2017, in the District of Maryland, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

did knowingly possess and knowingly access with intent to view any book, magazine, periodical, 

film, videotape, computer disk, and any other material that contained an image of child 

pornography, as defined in Title 18 United States Code, Section 2256(8)(A), that had been mailed, 

shipped and transported using any means and facility of interstate and foreign commerce and in 

and affecting interstate and foreign commerce by any means, including by computer, and that was 

produced using materials that had been mailed, shipped and transported in and affecting interstate 

and foreign commerce by any means, including by computer, that is, the defendant possessed a 

Walgreens SD card, S/N BE0829213508D, a product of China, which contained one or more visual 

depictions of prepubescent minors engaged in sexually explicit conduct.

18 U.S.C. §§ 2252A(a)(5)(B) & 2256 
18 U.S.C. § 2
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COUNT TEN
(Possession of Child Pornography)

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further charges that:

1. Paragraphs One through Twenty of the General Allegations are realleged 

and specifically incorporated herein.

2. On or about September 19, 2017, in the District of Maryland, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

did knowingly possess and knowingly access with intent to view any book, magazine, periodical, 

film, videotape, computer disk, and any other material that contained an image of child 

pornography, as defined in Title 18 United States Code, Section 2256(8)(A), that had been mailed, 

shipped and transported using any means and facility of interstate and foreign commerce and in 

and affecting interstate and foreign commerce by any means, including by computer, and that was 

produced using materials that had been mailed, shipped and transported in and affecting interstate 

and foreign commerce by any means, including by computer, that is, the defendant possessed an

iPhone 6s Al688, IMEI 355769073028319, a product of China, which contained one or more visual 

depictions of prepubescent minors engaged in sexually explicit conduct.

18 U.S.C. §§ 2252A(a)(5)(B) & 2256 
18 U.S.C. § 2
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COUNT ELEVEN
(Possession of Child Pornography)

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further charges that:

1. Paragraphs One through Twenty of the General Allegations are realleged 

and specifically incorporated herein.

2. From on or about July 4, 2015, through on or about September 19, 2017, in 

the District of Maryland, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

did knowingly possess and knowingly access with intent to view any book, magazine, periodical, 

film, videotape, computer disk, and any other material that contained an image of child 

pornography, as defined in Title 18 United States Code, Section 2256(8)(A), that had been mailed, 

shipped and transported using any means and facility of interstate and foreign commerce and in 

and affecting interstate and foreign commerce by any means, including by computer, and that was 

produced using materials that had been mailed, shipped and transported in and affecting interstate 

and foreign commerce by any means, including by computer, that is, the defendant did maintain a

“Google” internet-based email and file storage account with the email address 

@gmail.com,” which account contained one or more visual depictions of

prepubescent minors engaged in sexually explicit conduct.

18 U.S.C. §§ 2252A(a)(5)(B) & 2256 
18 U.S.C. § 2
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FORFEITURE ALLEGATION

The Grand Jury for the District of Maryland further finds that:

1. Pursuant to Fed. R. of Crim. P. 32.2, notice is hereby given to the defendant that 

the United States will seek forfeiture as part of any sentence in accordance with 18 U.S.C. §§ 2253 

and 2428, 21 U.S.C. § 853(p), and 28 U.S.C. § 2461(c) as a result of the defendant’s conviction 

under any of the offenses set forth in Counts One through Eleven of this Indictment.

Coercion and Enticement Forfeiture

2. Upon conviction of the offense in Count One of this Indictment, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

shall forfeit to the United States, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 2428(a): 

a. any interest in any property, real or personal, that was used or intended to be 

used to commit or to facilitate the commission of such violation; and

b. any property, real or personal, constituting or derived from any proceeds that 

such person obtained, directly or indirectly, as a result of such violation.

Production and Possession of Child Pornography Forfeiture

3. Upon conviction of any of the offenses in Counts Two through Eleven of this 

Indictment, the defendant,

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO,

shall forfeit to the United States, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 2253(a): 

a. any visual depiction described in Title 18, United States Code, Sections, 2251, 

2251A, 2252, or 2252A, 2252B, or 2260 or any book, magazine, periodical, film, videotape, or 

other matter which contains any such visual depiction, which was produced, transported, mailed, 

shipped, received or possessed in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Chapter 110;
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b. any property, real or personal, constituting or traceable to gross profits or other

proceeds obtained from such offense; and

c. any property, real or personal, used or intended to be used to commit or to 

promote the commission of such offense or any property traceable to such property.

Property Subject to Forfeiture

4. The property to be forfeited includes, but is not limited to, the following:

a. SanDisk Micro SD card, S/N 3041DGPSQ17Y; and

b. Walgreens SD card, S/N BE0829213508D; and

c. iPhone 6s, Model A1688, IMEI 355769073028319.

Substitute Assets

5. If the property described above, as a result of any act or omission of the defendant:

a. cannot be located upon the exercise of due diligence; 
b. has been transferred or sold to, or deposited with, a third party; 
c. has been placed beyond the jurisdiction of the Court; 
d. has been substantially diminished in value; or 
e. has been commingled with other property that cannot be subdivided without 

difficulty;

the United States shall be entitled to forfeiture of substitute property pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 

§ 853(p), as incorporated by 18 U.S.C. § 2253(b) and 28 U.S.C. § 2461(c).

18 U.S.C. §§ 2253, 2428
21 U.S.C. § 853
28 U.S.C. § 2461

________________________
Jonathan F. Lenzner
Acting United States Attorney

A TRUE BILL

___________________________
Foreperson

Date: June____, 2021
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

FERNANDO CRISTANCHO, 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Civil Action No. 1:26-cv-2240 

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION TO REVOKE NATURALIZATION 

TO: FERNANDO CRISTANCHO 
FCI Petersburg Low  
Federal Correctional Institution 
P.O. Box 1000 
Petersburg, VA 23804 

A lawsuit has been filed against you. 

Under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(b), within 60 days after service of this summons on you (not 
counting the day you received it), you must serve on the Plaintiff an answer to the attached 
complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.  The answer or 
motion must be served on the Plaintiff’s attorney, whose name and address are: 

Anne R. Burley 
U.S. Department of Justice, Civil Division 
Office of Immigration Litigation 
P.O. Box 878, Ben Franklin Station 
Washington, DC 20044 

If you fail to respond, Plaintiff may move the Court for judgment against you for the 
relief demanded in the complaint.  You also must file your answer or motion with the court. 

Date: _____________________ CLERK OF COURT 

_______________________________ 
Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk 

Civil Action No. ___________ 

06/05/2026

GLR 26-cv-2240
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PROOF OF SERVICE 
 

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any) ___________________________ 

was received by me on (date) _______________________. 

 

□  I personally served the summons on the individual at (place) ____________________ 

______________________________________ on (date) ______________________; or  

□  I left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name) 

________________________________________, a person of suitable age and discretion 

who resides there, on (date) ______________________, and mailed a copy to the 

individual’s last known address; or  

□  I served the summons on (name of individual) _______________________________, 

who is designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization) 

_______________________________________ on (date) ______________________; or 

□  I returned the summons unexecuted because _______________________________; or  

□  Other (specify):  

 

 

My fees are $ ________ for travel and $ ________ for services, for a total of _________. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true. 

 

Date: _____________________ __________________________________ 
Server’s signature 
 
__________________________________ 
Printed name and title 
 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Server’s address 

 

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc: 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
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Defendant. 
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) 
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) 
) 
) 
) 

Civil Action No. 1:26-cv-2240 

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION TO REVOKE NATURALIZATION 

TO: FERNANDO CRISTANCHO 
FCI Petersburg Low  
Federal Correctional Institution 
P.O. Box 1000 
Petersburg, VA 23804 

A lawsuit has been filed against you. 

Under 8 U.S.C. § 1451(b), within 60 days after service of this summons on you (not 
counting the day you received it), you must serve on the Plaintiff an answer to the attached 
complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.  The answer or 
motion must be served on the Plaintiff’s attorney, whose name and address are: 

Anne R. Burley 
U.S. Department of Justice, Civil Division 
Office of Immigration Litigation 
P.O. Box 878, Ben Franklin Station 
Washington, DC 20044 

If you fail to respond, Plaintiff may move the Court for judgment against you for the 
relief demanded in the complaint.  You also must file your answer or motion with the court. 

Date: _____________________ CLERK OF COURT 

_______________________________ 
Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk 

Civil Action No. ___________ 

06/05/2026

GLR 26-cv-2240
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PROOF OF SERVICE 
 

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any) ___________________________ 

was received by me on (date) _______________________. 

 

□  I personally served the summons on the individual at (place) ____________________ 

______________________________________ on (date) ______________________; or  

□  I left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name) 

________________________________________, a person of suitable age and discretion 

who resides there, on (date) ______________________, and mailed a copy to the 

individual’s last known address; or  

□  I served the summons on (name of individual) _______________________________, 

who is designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization) 

_______________________________________ on (date) ______________________; or 

□  I returned the summons unexecuted because _______________________________; or  

□  Other (specify):  

 

 

My fees are $ ________ for travel and $ ________ for services, for a total of _________. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true. 

 

Date: _____________________ __________________________________ 
Server’s signature 
 
__________________________________ 
Printed name and title 
 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Server’s address 

 

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc: 
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