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JOEL H. SIEGAL, ESQ. [SBN: 117044] 
Attorney at Law 
703 Market Street, Suite 801 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
Telephone:  (415) 777-5547 
Facsimile:  (415) 777-5247 
Email:   joelsiegal@yahoo.com 
 
NEAL M. SHER, ESQ. [New York Bar # 1092329] 
Attorney at Law 
551 Fifth Avenue, 31st Floor 
New York, NY 10176 
Telephone:  (646) 201-8841 
Email:   nealsher@gmail.com 
 
Attorneys For Plaintiffs JESSICA FELBER and BRIAN MAISSY 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 
 

JESSICA FELBER  
and BRIAN MAISSY  
 
  Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
 
MARK G. YUDOF, PRESIDENT OF 
THE REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY 
OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY, in his 
individual capacity only as to damages, 
and in his official capacity as to injunctive 
and declaratory relief; THE REGENTS 
OF THE UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA; ROBERT J. 
BIRGENEAU, CHANCELLOR OF THE 
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, 
BERKELEY, in his individual capacity, 
as to damages, and in his official capacity 
as to injunctive and declaratory relief; 
JONATHAN POULLARD, DEAN OF 
STUDENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY, in his 
individual capacity, as to damages, and in 
his official capacity as to injunctive and 
declaratory relief; ASSOCIATED 
STUDENTS UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA (ASUC),  
 
  Defendants. 
  

Case No.  CV 11-1012 RS 
 
 
DECLARATION OF RONALD SANDEE  
IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ 
12(b)(6) MOTION 
 
 
 
 
Date:  September 22, 2011 
Time:  1:30 p.m. 
Dept:  Courtroom 3, 17th Floor 
Judge:  Honorable Richard Seeborg 
  
 
Complaint Filed:  March 4, 2011 
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 I, Ronald Sandee, declare: 

 1.  I am not a party to this action although I have personal knowledge of the facts 

stated herein.  If called as a witness I would truthfully and competently testify as follows. 

 2.  I have reviewed the First Amended Complaint and the exhibits attached thereto 

in contemplation for this declaration. 

 3.  I am the Director of Research & Analysis for the NEFA Foundation. The NEFA 

Foundation is a NGO which focuses on the research of terrorism and radicalization processes. 

As a research director I frequently publish about the activities of the Muslim Brotherhood 

worldwide. Before I joined the NEFA Foundation, I worked for more than a decade at the 

Defence Intelligence and Security Service (DISS) with the Ministry of Defense in the 

Netherlands. Within the DISS I was working as a Senior Analyst within the Counterterrorism 

Branch of the Counter Intelligence Department. In this capacity I was also following 

organizations like the Muslim Brotherhood.  

 4.   Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of my current curriculum 

vitae. 

 5.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 a true and correct copy of  introductory information 

about my current employer, the NEFA Foundation. 

 6.  I have been asked to render a preliminary opinion as to the connection of either 

of the two mentioned RSO's in the First Amended Complaint [Students For Justice in Palestine 

(“SJP”) and/or Muslim Student Association (“MSA”)] have any connection to organizations on 

the United States Terror List.  To render such a preliminary analysis, I reviewed the only 

documents provided by Plaintiff thus far, i.e., the First Amended Complaint, and I also 

reviewed the mound of research materials available to me at our organization, and the mound 

of material that I have previously written and spoken about, including all exhibits from the 

Holy Land Foundation case and also the Foreign Terror Organization list, 62 Fed. Reg. 52650. 

 7.   My preliminary conclusion is as follows regarding the Muslim Students 

Association and the Muslim Brotherhood: 
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 In the case against the Holy Land Foundation (HLF) and its top officials in mid-2007 

prosecutors released scores of internal documents of the Muslim Brotherhood (MB) activities 

in the U.S. These documents became the exhibits in the case and were not disputed by the 

defendants. The exhibits provided an unprecedented insight into a wide ranging web of 

connections tying together a handful of alleged Hamas front groups operating on American soil 

throughout the 1990s and beyond and shedding new light on the history of the Muslim 

Brotherhood’s network in the U.S. 

 In multiple documents the Muslim Students Union is being mentioned as the starting 

point of Muslim Brotherhood activities in the U.S. In a document called Work Paper #1 a 

historical outline is given.1  In this outline it is clear that the leadership of the Muslim 

Brotherhood in the U.S. sees the founding of the Muslim Students Union in the early 1960s as 

the beginning of the activities of the Muslim Brotherhood in the U.S. The document reads: “In 

1962, the Muslim Students Union was founded by a group of the first Ikhwans in North 

America and the meetings of the Ikhwan became conferences and Student Union camps.”2  

Ikhwan is the Arabic word for brother; it is also the Arabic name of the Muslim Brotherhood 

(Ikhwan al-Muslimin). 

 The same document goes on “In 1969, the first organizational meeting for the Ikhwan 

separate from the Students Union was held but the meetings of the Ikhwan continued 

concurrently with the conferences of the Students Union.”3  Then in 1980 “the Muslim 

Students was developed into the Islamic Society in North America (ISNA) to include all the 

Muslim congregations from immigrants and citizens, and to be a nucleus for the Islamic 

Movement in North America.”4  In another document used as an exhibit in the case against the 

Holy Land Foundation one of the leaders of the Muslim Brotherhood, Zeid al-Noman, spoke 

about the history of the MB in the U.S. again the Muslim students play an important role. “As 

 

1  United States of America v. Holy Land Foundation for Relief and Development et al; 
Government Exhibit 003-0003; 3:04-CR-340-G, page 4. 
2  Idem. 
3  Ibidem. 
4  Idem. 
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for recruitment in the ranks of this Movement, its main condition was that a brother…., was 

that a brother must be active in the general activism in the MSA (…)”5  He continues “And we 

said that recruitment used to take place in the following format: attending the MSA conferences 

and choosing active Arab elements and approaching them to join the Ikhwans.” 6    

 As it is clear from this that the MSA was used as a fertile ground for recruiting into the 

Muslim Brotherhood a recent report by the NYPD Intelligence Division sees the Muslim 

Student Associations as an incubator for radicalization and recruitment. The report states 

“Among the social networks of the local university population, there appears to be a growing 

trend of Salafi-based radicalization that the permeated some Muslim student associations 

(MSA’s). Extremists have used these university-based organizations as forums for the 

development and recruitment of likeminded individuals – providing a receptive platform for 

younger, American-born imams, to present a radical message in a way that resonates with 

students.” 7    

 The MSA has been in the past and is still a threshold to enter the Muslim Brotherhood 

network in the U.S. Although the MB is not a forbidden organization in the United States it is 

often acting in a covert way by trying to hide its real intentions. The U.S. network of Muslim 

Brotherhood organizations8  has always sought way to actively support the USG designated 

terrorist organization HAMAS. HAMAS is part of the Muslim Brotherhood, as it is stated in 

article two of HAMAS’ bylaws.  One of the former leaders within the Muslim Brotherhood in 

the U.S. is now the deputy political leader of HAMAS, Musa Abu Marzook. 

 8.  Attached hereto for the Court’s further consideration is an article dated October 

26, 2007, that I co-authored with Douglas Farah and Josh Lefkowitz, "The Muslim 

 

5  United States of America v. Holy Land Foundation for Relief and Development et al; 
Government Exhibit 003-0089; 3:04-CR-340-G, page 3. 
6  Idem. 
7  Mitchell D. Silber and Arvin Bhatt, NYPD Intelligence Division, Radicalization in the 
West: The Homegrown Threat (2007) page 70 
8  For an extensive analysis on network of  the Muslim Brotherhood in US read, Steven 
Merley, The Muslim Brotherhood in the United States, Research Monographs on the Muslim 
World, Series No 2, Paper No 3, April, 2009, Hudson Institute. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

WHEN ALL CASE PARTICIPANTS 

ARE CM/ECF PARTICIPANTS 

 I hereby certify that on January 6, 2012, I caused to be electronically filed the foregoing 

with the Clerk of the Court for the United States District Court, Northern District of California, 

San Francisco Division by using the CM/ECF system. 

 I certify that all participants in the case are registered CM/ECF users and that service 

will be accomplished by the CM/ECF system. 

        /s/ 
            ____________________________________ 
       JOEL H. SIEGAL 
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