
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 
 

Alexandria Division 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA    )         
              )       
 v.   )   Criminal No. 1:16-cr-265 

  )      
NICHOLAS YOUNG  )         

 
Government's Opposition to Motion to Exclude Expert Testimony 

 
Nicholas Young moves the Court to exclude at trial expert testimony by Dr. Daveed 

Gartenstein-Ross and Arlington County Police Corporal Ian Campbell.  The motion is based on a 

misunderstanding of the applicable law, and should be denied.  

Federal Rule of Evidence Rule 702 provides that expert testimony is appropriate when it 

“will help the trier of fact to understand the evidence or to determine a fact in issue.” Fed. R. 

Evid. 702(a).  The rule further provides that a witness qualified as an expert may be permitted to 

testify where “[1] the testimony is based upon sufficient facts or data; [2] the testimony is the 

product of reliable principles and methods; and [3] the expert has reliably applied the principles 

and methods to the facts of the case.” Fed. R. Evid. 702(b)-(d).  These requirements have been 

distilled into two crucial inquiries: relevancy and reliability.  Kuhmo Tire Co. v. Carmichael, 526 

U.S. 137, 141, 149 (1999).  Dr. Gartenstein-Ross's testimony meets both requirements. 

 The factors relied upon to test reliability must be "tied to the facts of the particular case."  

Id. at 150.  The "test of reliability is flexible” and “the law grants a district court the same broad 

latitude when it decides how to determine reliability as it enjoys in respect to its ultimate 

reliability determination.”  Id.   The trial court has "broad latitude" to determine which specific 

factors are or are not appropriate indicia of reliability in a given case.  Id. at 153.    
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 A “trial judge must have considerable leeway in deciding in a particular case how to go 

about determining whether particular expert testimony is reliable.”  United States v. Wilson, 484 

F.3d 267, 273 (4th Cir. 2007).  “But at bottom, the court’s evaluation is always a flexible one, 

and the court's conclusions necessarily amount to an exercise of broad discretion guided by the 

overarching criteria of relevance and reliability.” Oglesby v. General Motors Corp., 190 F.3d 

244, 250 (4th Cir. 1999).  “In sum, Rule 702 grants the district judge the discretionary authority, 

reviewable for its abuse, to determine reliability in light of the particular facts and circumstances 

of the particular case."  Kumho Tire, 526 U.S. at 158. 

I. Daveed Gartenstein-Ross 

Dr. Daveed Gartenstein-Ross is a prolific scholar, author, lecturer, and public intellectual. 

The list of his books, monographs, articles, and speeches is lengthy.1   Young cannot credibly 

contest that Dr. Gartenstein-Ross is an accomplished academic, researcher, lecturer, and writer.  

He cannot credibly contest that Dr. Gartenstein-Ross was himself a Muslim who worked at an 

Islamic charity connected to Al Qaeda, or that Dr. Gartenstein-Ross is supremely well qualified 

to explain the cultural significance of individuals and items related to jihadist movements and 

Islamic terrorism.  He cannot contest that Dr. Gartenstein-Ross was, in fact, earlier this year 

accepted in the United States District Court for the District of Columbia as an expert witness in 

                                                 
1  The list of Dr. Gartenstein-Ross's books, monographs, articles, and speeches is included in the 
expert witness report previously filed on November 17, 2017.  Dkt. 135-4.  For ease of reference, 
pages 1-10 of that report, containing that list, are filed as Exhibit 1 to this pleading. 
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the evolution of the history of terrorist organizations and their claims of responsibility for acts of 

terrorism.2 

 Similarly, Young cannot credibly contest that Dr. Gartenstein-Ross has studied, taught, 

written, testified, and lectured about radicalization processes, including in the context of Neo-

Nazis and white supremacists.  Finally, he cannot credibly contest that Dr. Gartenstein-Ross is 

well qualified to explain the background and context of the civil war in Libya.   

Instead, Young argues that Dr. Gartenstein-Ross's methodology is not scientific enough to 

pass muster under Daubert.  That argument, however, has been repeatedly rejected when made in 

similar contexts.  In short, motions to prevent the presentation of expert testimony to explain 

aspects of terrorism and radical Islam are uniformly rejected when they attempt to measure 

applied social sciences in the same way as physical sciences.   

"The Daubert factors (peer review, publication, potential error rate, etc.) simply are not 

applicable to this kind of testimony . . . whose reliability depends heavily on the knowledge and 

experience of the expert, rather than the methodology or theory behind it.”  United States v. 

Thomas, 490 Fed.Appx. 514, 520-21 (4th Cir. 2012).3  See United States v. Crisp, 324 F. 3d 261, 

266 (4th Cir. 2003) (“Rather than providing a definitive or exhaustive list, Daubert merely 

illustrates the types of factors that will bear on the inquiry").  "Engineering testimony rests upon 

scientific foundations, the reliability of which will be at issue in some cases....   In other cases, 

                                                 
2     Memorandum Opinion, Foley v. Syrian Arab Republic, Civ. No. 11-699 (D.D.C. April 13, 
2017), at n.4.  The relevant portions of that opinion are attached to this pleading as Exhibit 2. 
 
3   Internal citations and quotations are omitted throughout this pleading. 
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the relevant reliability concerns may focus upon personal knowledge or experience.”  Thomas, 

490 Fed.Appx. at 520-21.   

The same arguments that Young makes now with respect to Dr. Gartenstein-Ross 

previously have been made with respect to terrorism experts such as Evan Kohlmann and 

Matthew Levitt.  In essence, defendants have argued that the research conducted by counter-

terrorism researchers such as Kohlmann, Levitt, and Gartenstein-Ross is not based on sufficient 

facts or data, and is not the product of reliable principles and methods.  Time after time, 

however, this Court, the Fourth Circuit, and other courts have admitted their expert testimony 

despite such arguments, because such testimony is helpful to the trier of fact - - and as an 

application of social science, not subject to the type of tests that experts in "hard" sciences are.   

For example, in 2004, in the (first) trial of Sabri Benkahla, this Court admitted the 

testimony of Evan Kohlmann as an expert on the recent history of Afghanistan and related 

terrorist groups.  At the time, Kohlmann was a law student who, as an undergraduate, had written 

several papers on Afghanistan and the Taliban.  Kohlmann engaged in extensive research on his 

own and in connection with a part-time job.  Further, Kohlmann was about to publish a book, his 

first, on the war in Afghanistan.  This Court admitted Kohlmann's expert testimony and found his 

testimony helpful.   

The next year, Ali Al-Timimi moved to bar Kohlmann's expert testimony.  Al-Timimi 

argued that Kohlmann’s testimony should not be admitted because the government produced no 

information that would indicate that his opinions were tested, subject to peer review, whether 

there are known error rates applicable to his theory or technique, nor whether his technique 
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enjoys general acceptance within any scientific community.  Al-Timimi's Motion in Limine 

Regarding Expert Witness Proffered by the United States, at p. 9.4  In making this argument, Al-

Timimi missed the same point in 2005 that Young does today:  the tests he referenced were ill-

suited to Kohlmann’s field of expertise.   See Thomas, 490 Fed.Appx. at 520 (“in considering the 

admissibility of testimony based on some ‘other specialized knowledge,’ Rule 702 generally is 

construed liberally”).  

In response to Al-Timimi's argument, this Court stated: 

The last expert witness in the motion in limine is Mr. Kohlmann.  Now, 
despite the defendant's arguments and despite Mr. Kohlmann's youth, this 
Court has watched him, I've heard him testify twice.5  He is in my view 
qualified to testify as an expert on both the issue of the particular aspects 
of terrorism in the Middle East and with fundamentalist Islamic groups 
that he's been proffered for as well as the Internet and how these groups 
are communicating back and forth. 
 

Transcript of Hearing, United States v. Timimi, Crim. No. 1:04cr385 (March 18, 2005), at p.26.6 

 The Court continued, explaining that Kohlmann's testimony would be important because 

it would help the jury understand the evidence being presented to it: 

[S]ome of that evidence first of all would be outside the ordinary 
understanding or information of the ordinary juror.  I mean, the Court 
knows it because I've had the previous trial, and also I've done other cases, 
but Kohlmann may testify that -- he is definitely a useful expert in 

                                                 
4   Timimi's motion is attached to this pleading as Exhibit 3. 
 
5  Kohlman previously had testified before this Court also in United States v. Khan, et al., 309 
F.Supp.2d 789, 812 (E.D. Va. 2004).  In that case, Kohlmann testified regarding technical 
matters regarding the internet, as well as LET materials he had collected himself. 
 
6   The relevant portion of the transcript of the hearing in which this Court ruled on Timimi's 
motion is attached to this pleading as Exhibit 4. 
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talking about those types of matters, that is, the nature of terrorist 
operations, the need for training camps, and sort of the -- and that range of 
information. 
 

Id. at p. 28-29. 

 After this Court admitted Kohlmann's expert testimony at the first Benkahla trial, and did 

so again at the Al-Timimi trial, Judge Cacheris admitted Kohlmann's expert testimony at the 

second Benkahla trial.  There, the defendant again argued that Kohlmann's testimony did not 

meet the Daubert standard because it was not the product of reliable principles and methods.   

Judge Cacheris denied the motion, and allowed Kohlmann's testimony on the grounds that it 

would be helpful to the jury.   

 Benkahla was convicted, and raised the admission of Kohlmann's expert testimony on 

appeal.  In affirming the conviction, the Fourth Circuit approved the use of Kohlmann's 

testimony to "“assist the trier of fact to understand the evidence" and provide "background 

information on radical Islam and jihad generally rather than discussing Benkahla individually."  

United States v. Benkahla, 530 F.3d 300, 308 (4th Cir. 2008).  In specific, the Fourth Circuit 

noted that "Benkahla also attacked Kohlmann's qualifications as an expert, but those 

qualifications were obviously substantial and the district court acted well within its discretion in 

determining that they were sufficient."  Id. at 309, n.2.    

 In Benkahla, the Fourth Circuit wrote that Kohlmann's testimony could well be 

appropriate to enable the jury to understand the evidence, because the case "by necessity" 

touched "on a wide variety of ideas, terms, people and organizations connected to radical Islam." 

 Id. at 309.  "In these circumstances, the trial judge could well conclude that lengthy testimony 
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about various aspects of radical Islam was appropriate, and indeed necessary, for the jury “to 

understand the evidence” and “determine [the] fact[s].”  Id. at 309-10.  See also United States v. 

Chandia, 514 F.3d 365, n.3 (4th Cir. 2008) (Hilton, J.) (no error in denying Daubert hearing for 

Kohlmann's testimony as a terrorism expert).  

 In 2014, the Fourth Circuit again considered a challenge to Kohlmann's expert testimony. 

In United States v. Hassan, 742 F.3d 104, 131 (4th Cir. 2014), the Fourth Circuit ruled that 

admission of Kohlmann's expert testimony was proper, on the grounds that he possessed “the 

requisite knowledge, skill, experience, training, and education to testify on various aspects of the 

trend of decentralized terrorism and homegrown terrorism.”  Further, it held that “his testimony 

was “both reliable and relevant, thus satisfying Rule 702's requirements.”  Id.   Accord United 

States v. Farhane, 634 F.3d 127, 158 (2d Cir. 2011) (affirming admission of Kohlmann's expert 

testimony on the grounds that his work had undergone various forms of peer review; his opinions 

were generally accepted within the relevant community; and his methodology was similar to that 

employed by experts that have been permitted to testify in other federal cases involving terrorist 

organizations). 

  Earlier this year, a judge in the Eastern District of New York considered another Daubert 

challenge to Kohlmann's expert testimony.  In United States v. Hausa, 12cr0134, the defendant 

moved to bar Kohlmann's expert testimony for failure to meet the standard for expert testimony 

under Daubert.  Order, at 1.7  Judge Brian M. Cogan rejected the challenge, and authorized 

Kohlmann to testify regarding the background and significance of terrorist organizations, as well 

                                                 
7   A copy of the Hausa opinion is Exhibit 5 to this pleading. 
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as the common meaning and usage of words and concepts used by members of the global jihadist 

movement.  Id.at 2.  Judge Cogan wrote that Kohlmann’s testimony "will help the jury to 

understand other evidence in the case.  His testimony will place other testimony and documentary 

evidence in context, explain obscure terms and concepts and the role of specific al Qaeda leaders 

referenced by other Government witnesses and in defendant’s prior statements, and enable the 

jury to better assess the significance of other evidence."  Id. 

 Judge Cogan discussed Kohlmann's methodology, and wrote that Kohlmann 

demonstrated that he relied on sufficient facts and data in forming his opinions in this case: 

 He has reviewed thousands of primary, secondary, and tertiary sources on 
al Qaeda and terrorism in general, which include open source documents 
as well as propaganda and other materials from what Mr. Kohlmann has 
identified as the 'deep and dark web,' and has continuing efforts to collect, 
analyze, and catalogue relevant terrorism and al Qaeda materials.  Mr. 
Kohlmann further testified that other terrorism experts rely on similar facts 
and data in forming their opinions.  Mr. Kohlmann has also relied on his 
prior training, education, and experience, including the several interviews 
he previously the several interviews he previously conducted of   
individuals affiliated with al Qaeda and other jihadist groups. 
 

Id. at 3.  In short, Kohlmann relied on facts and data in Hausa very similar to that which 

is relied upon by Dr. Gartenstein-Ross here. 

 Judge Cogan then considered a Daubert challenge similar to that brought by Young here. 

 He specifically rejected the argument that Kohlmann's reliance on hearsay statements, 

testimonial statements, and terrorist propaganda violates defendant’s Confrontation Clause 

rights: 

I reject defendant’s argument that Mr. Kohlmann’s reliance on hearsay 
statements, testimonial statements, and terrorist propaganda is improper 
and violates defendant’s Confrontation Clause rights. At the Daubert 
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hearing, Mr. Kohlmann testified that other terrorism experts rely on 
hearsay statements and similar forms of terrorist propaganda in forming 
their opinions, and thus Mr. Kohlmann’s reliance on such materials is 
proper under Federal Rule of Evidence 703.  See United States v. 
Locascio, 6 F.3d 924, 938 (2d Cir. 1993) (holding that “expert witnesses 
can testify based on hearsay or other inadmissible evidence if experts in 
the field reasonably rely on such evidence in forming their opinions.”); 
United States v. Daly, 842 F.2d 1380, 1387-88 (2d Cir. 1988) (“[I]f 
experts in the field reasonably rely on hearsay in forming their opinions 
and drawing their inferences, the expert witness may properly testify to his 
opinions and inferences based upon such hearsay.”).   
 

Id. at 3.  Just as Kohlman's reliance on hearsay statements and terrorist propaganda was 

proper, so is Dr. Gartenstein-Ross's.   

 Further, Judge Cogan agreed that the comparative analysis method of forming 

Kohlmann's opinions is a reliable methodology generally accepted in the field of international 

terrorism: 

The Government has established that in forming his opinions in this case, 
Mr. Kohlmann used and applied a reliable methodology, namely the 
comparative analysis method, which Mr. Kohlmann testified is generally 
accepted in the international terrorism field.  At the hearing, Mr. 
Kohlmann explained his methodology, stating that he gathers multiple 
sources of information, including primary, secondary, and tertiary sources, 
analyzes whether a particular source has a perceived bias, and juxtaposes 
and cross-checks the various sources against one another to form a 
commonly accepted narrative.  Mr. Kohlmann testified that he had used 
this methodology in forming conclusions in prior academic papers and 
articles, and that such papers and articles were subject to peer review and 
he did not receive negative comments as to the methodology used. Mr. 
Kohlmann also testified that he has used this methodology in forming 
opinions in prior cases where he testified as an expert.  Indeed, Mr. 
Kohlmann’s use of the comparative analysis method has previously been 
approved by the Second Circuit.  See United States v. Farhane, 634 F.3d 
127, 159 (2d Cir. 2011).   
 

Id. at 4. 
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 In Hausa, Judge Cogan then focused on the underlying issue:  the defendant's 

challenge to Kohlmann's methodology was not so much a challenge to Kohlmann's 

qualifications in particular, as it was a challenge to the presentation of expert testimony in 

a qualitative social science field or historical research in general.  Id. at 4-5.  Judge Cogan 

reasoned, however, that he did "not see how a social scientist can form the kind of 

conclusions expressed in Mr. Kohlmann’s report without reviewing primary, secondary, 

and tertiary sources, and then exercising judgment about which are corroborated or 

otherwise believed to be credible, and which should not be accepted."  He concluded: 

That is what Mr. Kohlmann did.  It seems to me no different than, for 
example, the exercise a historian would undertake to determine the precise 
location of the Battle of Hastings, or the troop size or unit strength of the 
combatants.   
 

Id. at 5.   

 Kohlmann's methodology is similar to that used by Dr. Gartenstein-Ross.  As Dr. 

Gartenstein-Ross explains in his report: 

My research and scholarship . . . is consistent with best academic 
practices.  I mainly rely on primary-source information, including 
statements and social media postings by extremist groups and their 
supporters, and internal documents intercepted by the United States or 
other governments. I cross-check all primary sources I read against other 
primary-source information, against information about events on the 
ground in relevant theaters, and against relevant secondary-source 
literature that allows me to determine whether my conclusions are 
consistent with those of other scholars and practitioners. I also check my 
analytic track record against unfolding events to determine if my 
anticipatory analysis is accurate, or if it requires some recalibration. 
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Exhibit 1, at p. 10.  Inasmuch as Kohlmann's methodology is substantially the same as Dr. 

Gartenstein-Ross's, Young's challenge to the latter's methodology should be rejected just as was 

the challenge to Kohlmann's. 

 Evan Kohlmann is not the only terrorism expert whose methodology is similar to 

that of Dr. Gartenstein-Ross.  In United States v. Damrah, 412 F.3d 618 (6th Cir. 2005), 

the Sixth Circuit considered and rejected an argument similar to that which Young makes 

here.  In that case, the defendant sought to bar the expert testimony of Matthew Levitt 

about international terrorism generally and the Palestinian Islamic Jihad in specific.  

Levitt was a fellow at a think tank in Washington, D.C., and pursuing a doctorate in 

international relations; he wrote articles and policy pieces, and testified before Congress.  

In addition, he lectured at academic and policy conferences, and taught as an adjunct 

professor.  He conducted his research by relying on various sources, including 

newspapers, books, government documents, and court papers.  Order, United States v. 

Damrah, No. 1:03cr484 (N.D. Ohio June 9, 2004), at p. 10-12.8   

 Damrah argued that Levitt failed to rely on the type of underlying facts or data 

reasonably relied upon by experts in his particular field.  Id.  He further objected to 

Levitt's testimony on the grounds that "it relied heavily on inadmissible hearsay in 

violation of Federal Rule of Evidence 703 and that Levitt's testimony did not satisfy the 

requirements of Federal Rule of Evidence 702."  Damrah, 412 F.3d at 625.   

                                                 
8    In short, Levitt's background was somewhat similar to that of Dr. Gartenstein-Ross. A copy of 
the Damra district court opinion is Exhibit 6 to this pleading. 
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 Before trial, District Judge James S. Gwin rejected Damrah's Daubert argument, on the 

grounds that "Levitt's expertise is not scientific.  He is a policy wonk, working in what is 

basically an applied social science.  Therefore, many of the reliability factors listed in Daubert 

will likely not aid the Court in its reliability analysis." Exhibit 5, at p. 13.  Judge Gwin noted that 

Levitt used the same methodology in his work for the FBI, and in connection with his testimony 

in Congress.  "If his methodology is good enough for the other two branches of government, the 

Court sees no reason why it should not be good enough for the judiciary, too."  Id. at 13-14.  

Indeed, Judge Gwin wrote that, although "Levitt's methodology appears to be little more than 

reading copiously, analyzing the data that he reads, and conveying that knowledge to others . . . it 

seems to be very much the gold standard in the field of international terrorism."  Id. (emphasis 

added).   

 On appeal, the Sixth Circuit affirmed Judge Gwin's conclusion.  "Given the secretive 

nature of terrorists, the Court can think of few other materials that experts in the field of 

terrorism would rely upon."  Damrah, 412 F.3d at 625.  Indeed, the Sixth Circuit quoted Judge 

Gwin's conclusion that Levitt's methodology was “the gold standard in the field of international 

terrorism.”   Id.9 

 The qualifications of Dr. Gartenstein-Ross obviously have to be considered separately 

from the qualifications of Evan Kohlmann and Matthew Levitt.  Nevertheless, it is no slight to 

                                                 
9  A challenge to Levitt's testimony as an expert witness was rejected in the Fourth Circuit as 
well.  In United States v. Hammoud, the Fourth Circuit found that Levitt's testimony about the 
structure, leaders, and funding of Hizballah was “critical in helping the jury understand the issues 
before it.” 381 F.3d 316, 337-38 (4th Cir. 2004), opinion reinstated in relevant part, 405 F.3d 
1034 (4th Cir. 2005). 

Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150   Filed 11/29/17   Page 12 of 17 PageID# 1588



13 
 
 
 
 

Kohlmann to point out that his qualifications at the time of the trials of Benkahla, Chandia, and 

Al-Timimi pale besides the qualifications of Dr. Gartenstein-Ross today.  Indeed, it is no slight to 

Levitt to point out that, unlike Dr. Gartenstein-Ross today, Levitt did not possess a doctorate 

when he testified in Damra.  Further, it is no slight to either Kohlmann or Levitt that - - unlike 

Dr. Gartenstein-Ross - - neither had ever converted to Islam, or worked at an Islamic charity 

connected to Al-Qaeda.  That being said, Dr. Gartenstein-Ross's qualifications as an expert are 

manifest, and his methodology is reliable.    

 For Dr. Gartenstein-Ross, the relevance inquiry turns on Rule 702: his testimony has to 

"assist the trier of fact to understand the evidence or to determine a fact in issue.” Benkahla, 530 

F.3d at 309.  "Testimony from an expert is presumed to be helpful unless it concerns matters 

within the everyday knowledge and experience of a lay juror.” Kopf v. Skyrm, 993 F.2d 374, 377 

(4th Cir. 1993).  In the Benkhala and Timimi cases, this Court saw Kohlmann’s testimony to be 

reliable and helpful.  There is every reason to expect the same of Dr. Gartenstein-Ross's 

testimony in this case.   

 As was the situation in the Benkahla and Timimi cases, the evidence in this case includes 

exhibits, messages, graphics, and conversations involving language, concepts, and clerics 

common to Islamic extremism; communications referencing jihads in Somalia, Syria, Iraq, and 

Libya; and videos and written materials possessed by the defendants and published by terrorist 

groups to promote Islamic extremism.   It also includes similar materials common to Neo-Nazi 

extremism.  Much of this evidence falls outside of a person's everyday experience.  
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The typical juror likely will be unfamiliar with the relevant ideas, terms (such as jihad, 

kafir, shaheed), people (such as Awlaki, Maqdisi, Zawahiri, Amin al Hussaini, William Pierce), 

organizations (such as Abu Salim Martyrs' Brigade, al-Shabaab, al-Qaeda in the Arabian 

Peninsula, the Frikorps, the Waffen SS, the National Alliance), theories, and other aspects of 

both radical Islam and Neo-Nazi extremism.  It is unrealistic to expect that a typical juror could 

understand much of the evidence in this case without the assistance of expert testimony such as 

that provided by Dr. Gartenstein-Ross.    

Dr. Gartenstein-Ross will not offer an opinion as to whether Young attempted to support 

ISIS in 2016, or that he ever was predisposed to do so.  At no point in his testimony will he opine 

about the defendant as an individual, or as to his state of mind.  Inasmuch as Dr. Gartenstein-

Ross only will identify the individuals and explain the concepts depicted or referenced in 

Young's own communications and documents, his testimony properly should be admitted to help 

the jury understand an area that likely is foreign to them.  His testimony will help the jury to 

understand the evidence in the case just as an expert witness is expected to do.  "In such settings, 

the relevance of expert testimony is quite evident."  Hassan, 742 F.3d at 131.   

 The conclusions previously reached with respect to the methodology used by Kohlmann 

and Levitt apply equally to that used by Dr. Gartenstein-Ross.  Working in the field of applied 

social sciences, his methodology is equivalent to “the gold standard in the field of international 

terrorism.”   Damrah, 412 F.3d at 625. 
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 II. Corporal Campbell  

 By letter of November 17, 2017, the government notified the defense that it would call as  

a witness Arlington County Police Corporal Ian Campbell.  In that notification, the government 

stated that it believed Campbell to be a fact witness.  The letter provided notice of his testimony 

as an expert, however - - "out of what may be an abundance of caution" - - because the defense 

might claim him to provide expert testimony.   

 In specific, the letter stated:   

As you know, when Corporal Campbell was in college with your client, 
they attended a rally of a Neo-Nazi group.  I think that you also know that, 
in about 2010, your client gifted to Corporal Campbell the book Serpent's 
Walk.  Not surprisingly, Corporal Campbell is expected to testify about 
those events.  Accordingly, I believe that Corporal Campbell will be a fact 
witness.  Nevertheless, when he talks about what he has learned about 
subjects such as William Pierce, the National Alliance, Hunter, the Turner 
Diaries, you might claim that he is providing expert testimony.  Out of 
what may be an abundance of caution, I am, accordingly, notifying you 
pursuant to Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 16(a)(1)(G) and Federal 
Rules of Evidence 702 and 703, that Corporal Campbell may offer expert 
testimony.  A copy of Officer Campbell's slide presentation that contains 
the gist of that portion of his testimony is included with this letter. 
 

Discovery Letter #24 (emphasis added).10 

 As noted above, we believe that Corporal Campbell will testify as a fact witness.  

Regardless of whether he is an "expert" under Rule 702, he can testify about Neo-Nazis, Hunter, 

Serpent's Walk, and other indicators of extremism that he looks for in his capacity as a police 

officer.  After all, he attended a Neo-Nazi gathering with the defendant and collected materials 

                                                 
10    A copy of Discovery Letter #24 is Exhibit 7 to this pleading. 
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from the Neo-Nazi group when he was at that event.  Moreover, ten years later, he received from 

the defendant a gift of a Neo-Nazi book.  

 Because we recognized that Corporal Campbell's testimony might be deemed to be 

"expert" testimony, we provided to the defense the slide presentation that Corporal Campbell 

uses when he presents training to other police officers.11  As Corporal Campbell notes in the 

second slide of that exhibit, the information in his presentation was based solely on his own 

knowledge and research, and was intended to provide other officers with further information 

regarding the subject matter for which to conduct more thorough investigations. 

  As we explained to the defense in Discovery Letter #24, we expect Corporal Campbell to 

testify as a fact witness.  To the extent, however, that his testimony is deemed "expert" 

testimony, then the defense has been provided with the equivalent of the "expert's" report.  

Conclusion 

For the reasons stated above, the defendant’s motion should be denied. 

     Respectfully submitted, 

Dana J. Boente 
United States Attorney 

 
By:        /s/                                          

Gordon D. Kromberg 
Assistant United States Attorney 
Virginia Bar No. 33676 
Attorney for the United States 
2100 Jamieson Avenue 
Alexandria, VA  22314 
(703) 299-3700 
(703) 837.8242 (fax) 
gordon.kromberg@usdoj.gov 

                                                 
11  That presentation was included as Exhibit 1 to the defendant's motion to bar expert testimony.  
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 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that on November 29, 2017, I electronically filed the foregoing Opposition to 

Motion to Exclude Expert Testimony with the Clerk of Court using the CM/ECF system, which will 

send a notification of such filing (NEF) to counsel of record. 
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Expert Witness Testimony 
United States v. Nicholas Young 

 
Dr. Daveed Gartenstein-Ross 

Chief Executive Officer, Valens Global 
Senior Fellow, Foundation for Defense of Democracies 

 
November 2017 

 
My full name is Daveed Eliahu Ephraim Gartenstein-Ross. I am a scholar, practitioner, and author 
with around twenty years of professional experience and educational study examining violent non-
state actors (VNSAs). My research has led me to consider VNSAs to be a coherent category of 
actors, where significant insight can be derived from comparing the organizational design, 
strategies, tactics, financing, recruitment, and ideologies of terrorist groups, insurgencies, cartels, 
gangs, and other kinds of VNSAs. Within this broad category of VNSAs, my work has focused in 
particular on the movement that self-identifies as salafi jihadism, as well as on U.S.-based militant 
white separatist groups. 
 
I am the Chief Executive Officer of Valens Global, a private commercial entity that focuses on the 
challenges posed by VNSAs. I also hold appointments at think tanks in the United States and 
Europe. I have been a Senior Fellow at the Foundation for Defense of Democracies (FDD), a 
nonpartisan policy institute in Washington, D.C., for over a decade.1 I am also an Associate Fellow 
at the International Centre for Counter-Terrorism – The Hague (ICCT). I have authored several 
studies for ICCT, some of which required international field research. Studies I wrote for ICCT 
include reports on the Tunisian jihadist group Ansar al-Sharia, a history of the Libyan civil war, 
and a review of how the Islamic State’s (ISIS) propaganda plays a role in its strategy for global 
expansion.2 I also recently served a term as a Fellow at Google’s think tank Jigsaw, for which I 
led several major research projects examining extremists’ use of online platforms, and what can 
be done to counter them.3 

                                                
1 For a sense of the work I have done for FDD, see the following books and studies that I authored for the institute, or 
for which I served as a volume editor: Daveed Gartenstein-Ross et al., Islamic State 2021: Possible Futures in North 
and West Africa (Washington, DC: FDD Press, 2017); Daveed Gartenstein-Ross et al., China’s Post-2014 Role in 
Afghanistan (Washington, DC: FDD Press, 2014); Daveed Gartenstein-Ross & Jonathan Schanzer eds., Allies, 
Adversaries and Enemies: America’s Increasingly Complex Alliances (Washington, DC: FDD Press, 2014); Daveed 
Gartenstein-Ross & Daniel Trombly, The Tactical and Strategic Use of Small Arms by Terrorists and Terrorist Groups 
(Washington, DC: FDD Press, 2012); Daveed Gartenstein-Ross & Linda Frum eds., Terror in the Peaceable Kingdom: 
Understanding and Addressing Violent Extremism in Canada (Washington, DC: FDD Press, 2012). 
2 See Daveed Gartenstein-Ross, Ansar al-Sharia Tunisia’s Long Game: Dawa, Hisba, and Jihad (The Hague: ICCT 
– The Hague, 2013); Daveed Gartenstein-Ross, Bridget Moreng & Kathleen Soucy, Raising the Stakes: Ansar al-
Sharia in Tunisia’s Shift to Jihad (The Hague: ICCT – The Hague, 2014); Daveed Gartenstein-Ross & Nathaniel Barr, 
Dignity and Dawn: Libya’s Escalating Civil War (The Hague: ICCT – The Hague, 2015); Daveed Gartenstein-Ross, 
Nathaniel Barr & Bridget Moreng, The Islamic State’s Global Propaganda Strategy (The Hague: ICCT – The Hague, 
2016). 
3 Much of the work I undertook for Jigsaw/Google is confidential, but one project, the Redirect Method, has been 
made public. See Andy Greenberg, “Google’s Clever Plan to Stop Aspiring ISIS Recruits,” Wired, September 7, 2016, 
at https://www.wired.com/2016/09/googles-clever-plan-stop-aspiring-isis-recruits/. As Greenberg explains, the 
program 
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I have experience teaching at the university level, in both graduate and undergraduate programs. 
From 2013-17, I held an appointment as an Adjunct Assistant Professor in Georgetown 
University’s Security Studies Program, where I taught a course on Violent Non-State Actors. (I 
was invited to continue teaching in the 2017-18 school year, but declined because my family 
moved away from the D.C. area.) I previously served as a Lecturer for graduate and undergraduate 
classes at the Catholic University of America, where I taught courses on Violent Non-State Actors, 
and on Al-Qaeda and Its Affiliates. I have also taught classes for, or held faculty appointments at, 
the University of Southern California (teaching from 2013-present for the school’s Executive 
Program in Counter-Terrorism), and the University of Maryland (Faculty Research Assistant in 
the Institute for Advanced Computer Studies, 2013-14). 
 
I hold a Ph.D. in World Politics from the Catholic University of America, a J.D., magna cum laude, 
from the New York University School of Law, and a B.A. with Honors, magna cum laude, from 
Wake Forest University. 
 
In addition to my education and professional work, I spent the better part of a year immersed in a 
charity organization that actively propagated salafi jihadist ideas, and was connected to the 
international salafi jihadist movement. As an idealistic young college student who was seeking 
deeper spiritual fulfillment, I converted to the Islamic faith in my early twenties. I was looking for 
employment between college and law school (a period stretching from December 1998 through 
August 1999), and applied for a position at an Islamic charity organization, the Al Haramain 
Islamic Foundation, located in my hometown of Ashland, Oregon. When I took the job, I did not 
realize that it was part of a broader salafi jihadist charitable front with offices throughout the globe, 
and multiple layers of connection to the al-Qaeda terrorist organization. Both Al Haramain’s head 
office and also the branch that I worked for were designated terrorist organizations.4 My time 
working for the charity and my inner struggles with the extremist ideas that Al Haramain was 
propagating internally are documented in my first book, My Year Inside Radical Islam.5 Though I 
moved away from extremist Islam, and ultimately from the Islamic faith itself, this experience 
would do a great deal to shape my future passion for keeping America and its interests safe from 

                                                
 

places advertising alongside results for any keywords and phrases that Jigsaw has determined people 
attracted to ISIS commonly search for. Those ads link to Arabic- and English-language YouTube 
channels that pull together preexisting videos Jigsaw believes can effectively undo ISIS’s 
brainwashing—clips like testimonials from former extremists, imams denouncing ISIS’s corruption 
of Islam, and surreptitiously filmed clips inside the group’s dysfunctional caliphate in Northern 
Syria and Iraq. 

 
The website that Jigsaw set up to explain the Redirect Method can be found at https://redirectmethod.org/. I led Valens 
Global’s efforts to map the counter-extremist narrative space on YouTube for this project. 
4 See U.S. Department of the Treasury, press release, “Treasury Designates Al Haramain Islamic Foundation,” June 
19, 2008, https://www.treasury.gov/press-center/press-releases/Pages/hp1043.aspx (designation of the head office). 
In addition to being named a Specially Designated Global Terrorist, the branch that I worked for pled guilty to tax 
fraud related to a transfer of $150,000 to Chechnya. See U.S. Attorney’s Office, District of Oregon, press release, 
“Specially Designated Global Terrorist Al-Haramain Islamic Foundation, Inc. Pleads Guilty to Tax Fraud,” July 29, 
2014, https://www.justice.gov/usao-or/pr/specially-designated-global-terrorist-al-haramain-islamic-foundation-inc-
pleads-guilty.  
5 Daveed Gartenstein-Ross, My Year Inside Radical Islam: A Memoir (New York: Tarcher/Penguin, 2007). 
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the scourge of terrorism. The experience also provided me with a further, unique window into 
salafi jihadism and radicalization to violent extremist ideas. 
 
I have three interlocking areas of competency that are relevant to the present case. The first area 
pertains to violent extremist movements claiming their inspiration from Islam (referred to herein 
as Islamist militancy, indicating these groups’ goal of violently imposing their particular version 
of religious law, or sharia). Beginning around 1998, I have frequently traveled overseas to do 
professional work or conduct field research in multiple countries that are relevant to understanding 
transnational jihadism, including Iraq, Israel, Nigeria, Tunisia, Turkey, Qatar, and the United Arab 
Emirates. I have reviewed thousands of open-source documents about Islamist militancy, and I 
have served as a consultant and expert on terrorism and national security issues for the U.S., 
Canadian and Dutch governments, the European Union, NATO, and private organizations. In the 
course of this work, I have been certified by governmental bodies as a subject matter expert (SME) 
on terrorism and Islamist militant groups on multiple occasions, including for the following 
projects: 
 

• serving as a co-principal investigator for a three-year, $1.5 million project for the Office of 
Naval Research, using a big-data approach to analyze relationships among Islamist 
militants to predict where splits are likely occur within these organizations; 

• designing and delivering training for officials and analysts at U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection (CBP), for which I am currently the lead SME on a contract to deliver training 
services for CBP for a twelve-month period from 2016-17; 

• separate from the training contract, serving as a SME on terrorism and VNSAs for CBP, a 
contract for which I began performance on May 1, 2017; 

• serving as a Senior Advisor to the U.S. Department of Homeland Security’s Office for 
Community Partnerships, which is a leading agency involved in domestic work related to 
countering violent extremism (CVE); 

• designing and delivering training on global terrorism for the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers’ Individual Terrorism Awareness Course (INTAC), for which I have been the 
lead instructor since June 2016; 

• lecturing for U.S. Army units about to deploy to countries such as Djibouti, Egypt, Iraq, 
Jordan, Kuwait and Afghanistan—as well as for foreign militaries, including in Bulgaria, 
Croatia and Poland—through the Naval Postgraduate School’s Leader Development and 
Education for Sustained Peace (LDESP) program, for which I taught on over 70 occasions 
from 2009-17; 

• serving as a SME providing information and analysis to the Joint Improvised-Threat Defeat 
Organization (JIDO) on four different occasions, including projecting the aftermath of 
ISIS’s advances in Iraq, and analyzing the future of the Libyan civil war; 

• serving as a SME for the U.S. Department of State’s Office of Anti-Terrorism Assistance, 
designing curriculum and leading instruction for that organization; 

• leading training for the Anti-Terrorism Advisory Council (ATAC) on four separate 
occasions; 

• organizing and facilitating a conference in Nigeria, as a European Union-appointed 
Strategic Communication Expert, helping civil society activists understand militant 
groups’ use of social media (particularly that of Boko Haram) and forge a strategic action 
plan for countering it. 
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I have also been court-certified to serve as an expert witness on terrorism and Islamist militant 
groups in the following federal cases: 
  

• Foley v. Syrian Arab Republic (D.D.C., 2017), where I served as an expert witness on Abu 
Musab al-Zarqawi’s terrorist organization; 

• In the Matter of Abdul Qadir (Arlington, Va. Immigration Court, 2015), where I served as 
an expert witness on Afghanistan’s Taliban; 

• In the Matter of B.O. in Removal Proceedings (Boston Immigration Court, 2012), where I 
served as an expert witness on al-Qaeda’s activities and capabilities in Kenya; and 

• In the Matter of A.D. (Memphis, Tenn. Immigration Court, 2012), In the Matter of A.A.W. 
(Bloomington, Minnesota Immigration Court, 2012), In the Matter of A.A.I. (Colorado 
Immigration Court, 2011), In the Matter of the Application for Withholding of A.A.M. 
(Boston Immigration Court, 2011), and In the Matter of the Application for Asylum of 
M.A.A. (N.J. Immigration Court, 2009), for all of which I served as an expert witness on 
the Somali group al-Shabaab. 

 
In addition to the aforementioned work which required certification as an expert, other professional 
work I have undertaken related to VNSAs and Islamist militancy includes serving as a Subject 
Matter Consultant to the private security firm Corporate Risk International for a live hostage 
negotiation with the Iraqi militant group Asa’ib Ahl al-Haq; producing reports for firms in the oil 
and gas industry that need to make investment decisions related to VNSAs, or protect their 
facilities and personnel; and designing and leading strategic simulations exploring the competition 
between VNSAs and state actors for academic institutions like Johns Hopkins University. I have 
testified about my areas of core competency before the U.S. House and Senate more than a dozen 
times, as well as before the Canadian House of Commons. 
 
Additionally, I am an author with specialized knowledge in the field of VNSAs and militant 
Islamism. I am the author or volume editor of twenty-two books and monographs, and I have 
written on these topics in peer-reviewed academic publications and the mainstream press. This 
work is outlined in my Curriculum Vitae, but some relevant selections include: 
 
Books and Monographs 

• Islamic State 2021: Possible Futures in North and West Africa (with J. Zenn and N. Barr), 
Foundation for Defense of Democracies, 2017. 

• The Islamic State’s Global Propaganda Strategy (with N. Barr and B. Moreng), ICCT – 
The Hague, 2016. 

• The War between the Islamic State and al-Qaeda: Strategic Dimensions of a Patricidal 
Conflict (with J. Fritz, B. Moreng and N. Barr), Valens Global, report produced for U.S. 
Special Operations Command Central (SOCCENT), 2015. 

• The Crisis in North Africa: Implications for Europe and Options for EU Policymakers 
(with N. Barr, G. Willcoxon, and N. Basuni), Netherlands Institute of International 
Relations Clingendael, 2015. 

• Ansar Bayt al-Maqdis’s Oath of Allegiance to the Islamic State, Wikistrat, 2015. 
• Bin Laden’s Legacy, New York: John Wiley & Sons, 2011. 
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Book Chapters 
• “MENA Countries’ Responses to the Foreign Fighter Phenomenon,” in A. de Guttry et al. 

eds., Foreign Fighters Under International Law and Beyond (The Hague: T.M.C. Asser 
Press, 2016). 

• “The Evolution of Post-Ben Ali Tunisian Jihadism,” in A. Celso & R. Nalbandov eds., The 
Crisis of the African State (Quantico, Va.: Marine Corps University Press, 2016).  

• “The Genesis, Rise, and Uncertain Future of al-Qaeda,” in R. Law ed., The Routledge 
History of Terrorism, Routledge, 2015. 

• “Violent Non-State Actors in the Afghanistan-Pakistan Relationship,” in C. Fair & S. 
Watson eds., Pakistan’s Challenges, University of Pennsylvania Press, 2015. 

• “The Legacy of Osama bin Laden’s Strategy,” in David Kamien ed., The McGraw-Hill 
Homeland Security Handbook, McGraw-Hill, 2012. 

 
Academic and Technical Publications 

• “Violent Non-State Actors in the Age of Social Media: A Twenty-First Century Problem 
Requires a Twenty-First Century Toolkit,” Georgetown Security Studies Review, special 
issue, February 2017.  

• “How al-Qaeda Survived the Islamic State Challenge” (with N. Barr), Current Trends in 
Islamist Ideology (Hudson Institute), August 30, 2016. 

• “Recent Attacks Illuminate the Islamic State’s Europe Attack Network” (with N. Barr), 
Jamestown Foundation, April 27, 2016. 

• “Tunisian Jihadism After the Sousse Massacre” (with B. Moreng), CTC Sentinel, October 
2015. 

• “The Role of Iraqi Tribes after the Islamic State’s Ascendance” (with S. Jensen), Military 
Review, July-August 2015. 

• “A Critical Link between Jabhat al-Nusra and al-Qaeda: Abu Humam al-Suri,” Militant 
Leadership Monitor 6:5 (May 2015). 

• “Al-Shabaab’s Insurgency in Somalia: A Data-Based Snapshot” (with H. Appel), 
Georgetown Journal of International Affairs, April 3, 2014. 

• “Perceptions of the ‘Arab Spring’ Within the Salafi Jihadi Movement” (with T. Vassefi), 
Studies in Conflict & Terrorism 35:12, November 2012. 

 
Commentary, Op-Eds, and Policy Analysis 

• “Terrorists Are Using Drones Now. And That’s Not the Worst of It,” Fortune, September 
9, 2017. 

• “The Manchester Attack Shows How Terrorists Learn,” The Atlantic, May 23, 2017. 
• “Lone Wolves No More,” Foreign Affairs, March 27, 2017. 
• “ISIL’s Virtual Planners: A Critical Terrorist Innovation,” War on the Rocks, January 4, 

2017. 
• “A Grim Anniversary: 15 Years after 9/11, the War against Radical Islamist Terrorism is 

not Looking Good,” New York Daily News, September 11, 2016.   
• “Rebranding Terror” (with T. Joscelyn), Foreign Affairs, August 28, 2016. 
• “Bloody Ramadan: How the Islamic State Coordinated a Global Terrorist Campaign,” War 

on the Rocks, July 20, 2016. 
• “Boko Haram’s Buyer’s Remorse” (with J. Zenn), Foreign Policy, June 20, 2016. 
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• “Sunni Tribes Need Arms and Support to Fight ISIS,” New York Times, June 1, 2015. 
• “From Westgate to Garissa, Shabaab’s Murderous Wave,” Foreign Policy, April 10, 2015. 
• “Zawahiri’s Revenge,” Foreign Policy, July 31, 2014. 
• “The Jihadist Governance Dilemma” (with A. Magen), Washington Post (Monkey Cage 

blog), July 18, 2014. 
• “Al-Qaeda in Iraq and the Abu Ghraib Prison Break,” Project Syndicate, July 23, 2013. 

 
I have also spoken at numerous events and conferences throughout the globe. Presentations and 
conference papers that I have delivered include: 
 

• “Sixteen Years After 9/11: Assessing the Terrorist Threat” (panel), New America 
Foundation, Washington, D.C., September 11, 2017.  

• “The Jihadist Landscape in South Asia,” Near East South Asia Center, National Defense 
University, Washington, D.C., August 14, 2017.  

• “Change or Continuity Since 2014: ISIS in Global Context” (panelist), The Evolving 
Terrorist Threat conference, The RAND Corporation, Arlington, Va., June 27, 2017.  

• “Terrorism in 2020” (panelist), Department of Defense Combating Terrorism Intelligence 
Conference, Reston, Va., May 9, 2017. 

• “What Next?: Regional Trends and Threats,” Conference on What the New Administration 
Needs to Know About Terrorism & Counterterrorism, Georgetown University Center for 
Security Studies and St Andrews University Handa Centre for the Study of Terrorism and 
Political Violence, Washington, D.C., January 26, 2017. 

• “How Does It All End?” workshop, panelist, National Counterterrorism Center (NCTC), 
McLean, Va., January 12-13, 2017. 

• Keynote speech, After ISIL: Stability and Spillover, sponsored by U.S. Army Special 
Operations Command and the Laboratory for Unconventional Conflict & Simulation 
(LUCAS), Duke University, Durham, N.C., December 2, 2016. 

• “The Future of Violent Extremism,” Executive Program in Counter-Terrorism, CREATE 
center, University of Southern California, Los Angeles, August 3, 2016. 

• “The Competition between the Islamic State and al-Qaeda,” Kazakhstan Institute for 
Strategic Studies, Astana, Kazakhstan, March 2, 2016. 

• “The Competition between the Islamic State and al-Qaeda: Implications for Regional 
States and the Future of the Jihadist Movement,” NATO Advanced Research Workshop, 
Brussels, October 6, 2015. 

• “The ISIS Campaign in Anbar,” National Defense University, Washington, D.C., October 
20, 2014. 

• “Terrorism and the United Arab Emirates,” National Defense College, Abu Dhabi, 
September 14, 2014. 

• “Tunisia and Ansar al-Sharia: Foreign Fighters and the Evolution of a Jihadist Group,” 
Combating Terrorism Working Group, Brussels, April 24, 2014. 

• “Ansar al-Sharia’s War with Tunisia,” International Centre for Counter-Terrorism – The 
Hague, Netherlands, February 20, 2014. 

• “Violent Non-State Actors: Strategies and Tactics in Addressing the Problem,” Centre for 
Public Policy Research, Kochi, India, December 6, 2013. 
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• “Afghanistan After the United States Drawdown,” O.P. Jindal Global University, Sonipat, 
India, December 4, 2013. 

• “Ansar al-Sharia Tunisia’s Long Game: Dawa, Hisba, and Jihad,” Association for the 
Study of the Middle East and Africa Annual Conference, Arlington, Va., November 22, 
2013. 

• “Ansar al-Sharia Tunisia: Dawa, Hisba, and Jihad,” International Centre for Counter-
Terrorism – The Hague, Brussels, Belgium, April 19, 2013. 

• “Dispatches from Mali,” discussion sponsored by Foreign Policy and the Pulitzer Center 
on Crisis Reporting, Washington, D.C., January 30, 2013. 

• “Why Are Consensus Views So Often Wrong in Regional Security Studies?,” United States 
Naval Academy Africa Forum, Annapolis, Md., October 17, 2012. 

• “The Arab Spring, Organizational Resiliency, and a New Operating Environment: Al-
Qaeda’s Outlook 2012,” Defense Intelligence Agency Speaker Series, Washington, D.C., 
July 31, 2012. 

• “Combating Olympic Terrorism: National and International Lessons,” Potomac Institute 
for Policy Studies, Arlington, Va., July 25, 2012. 

• “The Arab Awakening and the Future of al-Qaeda,” Woodrow Wilson International Center 
for Scholars, Washington, D.C., May 10, 2012. 

• “Al-Qaeda After bin Laden,” School of Advanced International Studies, Johns Hopkins 
University, Washington, D.C., February 21, 2012. 

 
A second relevant area of competency is my work on the militant white separatist and neo-Nazi 
movement. My writings on the subject include two technical publications written for the 
Foundation for Defense of Democracies (“Leadership vs. Leaderless Resistance” and “Assessing 
the Militant White Separatist Movement”), as well as popular press publications about the alliance 
between segments of the neo-Nazi and militant Islamist movements (including the article “The 
Peculiar Alliance” in the Weekly Standard, and a review of George Michael’s seminal book The 
Enemy of My Enemy). 
 
Work I have performed for government bodies as a certified expert has also covered white 
separatism and neo-Nazism. I have designed two training courses for the U.S. Department of 
State’s Office of Anti-Terrorism Assistance—“Mitigating Prison Inmate Radicalization” and 
“Terrorism: Overview, Motives, and Methodologies”—that featured substantive discussion of the 
white separatist and neo-Nazi movement. And as previously noted, since June 2016 I have been 
the lead instructor for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ Individual Terrorism Awareness Course 
(INTAC). That course has featured a substantive discussion of white separatism in its unit on the 
U.S. Department of Defense’s Northern Command geographic area (NORTHCOM). 
 
A third relevant area of competency is the work I have undertaken on radicalization processes. My 
work on radicalization has focused in particular on the role played by the Internet and the online 
jihadist milieu—a focus that is relevant to the large number of Internet-focused pieces of evidence 
in the present case. My aforementioned work as a Senior Advisor to the U.S. Department of 
Homeland Security’s Office for Community Partnerships (OCP) fundamentally related to the 
challenge of radicalization, as the purpose of CVE—which OCP is charged with advancing 
domestically—is reducing instances of radicalization and empowering communities to recognize 
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the danger signs. Furthermore, the projects I have undertaken for Jigsaw/Google involve providing 
technical expertise related to identifying and countering radicalization in the online sphere. 
 
I was the lead author of a study that is frequently cited in the academic literature on the topic 
(Homegrown Terrorists in the U.S. and U.K.: An Empirical Examination of the Radicalization 
Process, 2009). Brian Michael Jenkins, a senior advisor to the president of the RAND Corporation 
and one of this country’s preeminent scholars of terrorism, wrote about this study: 
 

Unless we can find ways to blunt the narrative of our terrorist foes, impede their 
recruiting, and discourage young men (and women) from destructive and self-
destructive trajectories, terrorism will drain our resources, drag on our economy, 
and, yes, ultimately imperil our democracy. But in order to formulate intelligence 
and appropriate strategies to prevent this, we must understand better the process of 
radicalization and recruitment to terrorism. With this research, Gartenstein-Ross 
and Grossman significantly further that understanding. 

 
I have testified before the U.S. House and Senate on the topic of radicalization three times, wrote 
an academic article (for the German journal Der Bürger im Staat) on radicalization in the U.S., 
and have published reviews of many the major academic works on the topic. Here are relevant 
publications of mine on radicalization, de-radicalization, and countering extremist ideologies: 
 

• Homegrown Terrorists in the U.S. and U.K.: An Empirical Examination of the 
Radicalization Process (Washington, DC: FDD Press, 2009). 

• “Lone Wolf Islamic Terrorism: Abdulhakim Mujahid Muhammad (Carlos Bledsoe) Case 
Study,” Terrorism and Political Violence 26:110-28 (2014). 

• “Islamistischer Terrorismus in den USA: ‘Homegrown Terrorism’ in den Vereinigten 
Staaten: Bedrohung, Ursachen und Prävention,” Der Bürger im Staat (Germany), Winter 
2011. 

• “Save the Terrorism Prevention Toolkit” (with G. Selim), War on the Rocks, August 28, 
2017.  

• “Fixing How We Fight the Islamic State’s Narrative” (with N. Barr), War on the Rocks, 
January 4, 2016. 

•  “Prominent European Islamic Terrorist Renounces Extremism,” The Atlantic, October 19, 
2010. 

• “The Danger Signs of Terror,” National Post (Canada), November 24, 2009. 
• “How Do They Radicalize Others?,” Washington Times, June 20, 2009. 
• “Changing Minds,” Washington Times, February 22, 2007. 
• Book review, Ramón Spaaij, Understanding Lone Wolf Terrorism, in War on the Rocks, 

October 27, 2014.   
• Book review, Clark McCauley & Sophia Moskelenko, Friction, in Pragati, November 2, 

2012. 
• Book review, Assaf Moghadam, The Globalization of Martyrdom, in Association for the 

Study of the Middle East and Africa Book Notes, October 15, 2010. 
• Book review, Tore Bjørgo & John Horgan eds., Leaving Terrorism Behind, in Association 

for the Study of the Middle East and Africa Book Notes, April 14, 2010. 
• Book review, Alan B. Krueger, What Makes a Terrorist: Economics and the Roots of 
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Terrorism, in Association for the Study of the Middle East and Africa Book Notes, 2009. 
• Book review, Marc Sageman, Leaderless Jihad, in Middle East Quarterly, Summer 2009. 
• Book review, Quintan Wiktorowicz, Radical Islam Rising, in Middle East Quarterly, 

Winter 2009. 
 
Here is a selection of relevant presentations I have delivered on radicalization, deradicalization, 
and countering extremist ideologies: 
 

• “Countering Violent Extremism,” presenter and panelist, Homeland Security Training 
Institute, College of DuPage, Glen Ellyn, Ill., March 29, 2017. 

• “Counterterrorism/Extremism and the Internet Challenge,” respondent, Quad-Plus 
Dialogue, hosted at the Heritage Foundation, Washington, D.C., March 1, 2017. 

• “The Growing Challenge,” keynote address, Social Media Narratives and Extremism 
Workshop, sponsored by the Near East South Asia Center, National Defense University, 
Casablanca, Morocco, August 16-17, 2016. 

• “As the Rest of the World Gets Online: Implications for Militant Groups, Stability, and 
Social Change,” keynote speech, Transportation Security Administration (TSA) Intel Talk 
series, Arlington, Va., July 13, 2016. 

• “Transnational Terrorism, Foreign Fighters and Youth Radicalization,” Developing 
Strategies to Address Contemporary Security Challenges on Europe’s Southern Flank, 
George C. Marshall European Center for Security Studies, Garmisch, Germany, May 10, 
2016. 

• “Cyber Technology Roles and Trends in Radicalization,” keynote presentation, U.S. Army 
Special Operations Command Commander’s Conference, West Point, N.Y., May 4, 2016. 

• “Intellectual Frameworks for Counter-Messaging,” U.S. Special Operations Command 
Central (SOCCENT), January 26, 2016. 

• “On Tribalism, Jihadists, and Lone Wolf Political Violence,” panel, Understanding the 
Extremist Threat workshop, Institute for National Strategic Studies, Washington, D.C., 
March 11, 2015. 

• “Africa’s Youth in the Age of Extremism,” panelist, National Committee on American 
Foreign Policy, New York City, September 26, 2013. 

• “Lone Wolf Islamic Terrorism: Abdulhakim Mujahid Muhammad (Carlos Bledsoe) Case 
Study,” Lone Wolf and Autonomous Cell Terrorism, conference at Uppsala University, 
Uppsala, Sweden, September 25, 2012. 

• “Islamist Radicalization,” U.S. Marine Corps Command and Staff College, Quantico, Va., 
February 22, 2012. 

• “Terrorist Use of the Internet,” National Counterterrorism Center, Conference on al-Qaeda 
and the Global Threat, Warrenton, Va., July 28, 2011. 

• “Ideas, Identity, and Terror,” keynote speech, The Impact of Identity Politics on Violent 
Extremism: Regional Perspectives, Global Futures Forum, Monterey, Calif., April 7, 2011. 

• “Countering Youth Radicalization,” Preventing Youth Radicalization Conference, Ottawa 
Police Service, Ottawa, December 7, 2010. 

• “Islamic Radicalization to 2025,” Special Operations Command Europe (SOCEUR), 
Component Commander’s Conference, Garmisch, Germany, November 16, 2010. 
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My research and scholarship in all three of these areas is consistent with best academic practices. 
I mainly rely on primary-source information, including statements and social media postings by 
extremist groups and their supporters, and internal documents intercepted by the United States or 
other governments. I cross-check all primary sources I read against other primary-source 
information, against information about events on the ground in relevant theaters, and against 
relevant secondary-source literature that allows me to determine whether my conclusions are 
consistent with those of other scholars and practitioners. I also check my analytic track record 
against unfolding events to determine if my anticipatory analysis is accurate, or if it requires some 
recalibration.6 
 
In February 2017, the U.S. Attorney’s Office in the Eastern District of Virginia asked me to review 
evidence gathered during the criminal investigation in the above-entitled case, United States v. 
Nicholas Young, including: digital media seized from the defendant’s computer; various texts, 
documents, and items obtained from the defendant’s belongings; records of Internet use by the 
defendant; photographs of the defendant seized from the defendant’s computer; and weapons and 
combat gear possessed by the defendant. I was thereafter requested to produce a report, based on 
my expertise and experience, describing the cultural significance of the items seized from the 
defendant. 
 
This report first examines what an examination of militant Islamism and neo-Nazism, as well as 
relevant academic research, can tell us about radicalization to violent extremism within these two 
ideological strains. It begins by explaining the commonalities between radicalization mechanisms 
in militant Islamism and neo-Nazism, then outlines how there has been a historical convergence 
between segments of the militant Islamist and Nazi or neo-Nazi movements. Following this 
exploration of radicalization dynamics, the report examines the cultural significance of evidence 
that the U.S. Attorney’s Office in the Eastern District of Virginia has provided to me. 

 
I. The Commonality Between Radicalization Mechanisms in Militant Islamism and 

Neo-Nazism 
 
For decades, scholars of political and religious extremism have examined the reasons that some 
individuals who possess radical beliefs engage in terrorism and political violence to advance their 
cause. The academic literature has established several pathways that individuals follow from 
extremism to terrorist violence. Two major radicalization pathways are quite similar for militant 
Islamists and neo-Nazis. Some scholars emphasize the importance of radical ideology, or radical 
opinion, in driving people to illegally support militant groups.7 And some scholars emphasize the 

                                                
6 For one framework on measuring forecasting, which I have adapted to measure my own work, see Philip E. Tetlock 
& Dan Gardner, Superforecasting: The Art and Science of Prediction (New York: Random House, 2015). 
7 See, for example, Michael Jensen & Gary LaFree, Final Report: Empirical Assessment of Domestic Radicalization 
(EADR) (College Park, MD: University of Maryland, 2016); Daveed Gartenstein-Ross & Laura Grossman, 
Homegrown Terrorists in the U.S. and U.K.: An Empirical Examination of the Radicalization Process (Washington, 
DC: Foundation for Defense of Democracies, 2009); Assaf Moghadam, The Globalization of Martyrdom: Al Qaeda, 
Salafi Jihad, and the Diffusion of Suicide Attacks (Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 2008); Mitchell 
D. Silber & Arvin Bhatt, Radicalization in the West: The Homegrown Threat (New York: New York City Police 
Department Intelligence Division, 2007); Quintan Wiktorowicz, Radical Islam Rising: Muslim Extremism in the West 
(Oxford: Rowman & Littlefield, 2005). 

Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 135-4   Filed 11/17/17   Page 10 of 102 PageID# 1252Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-1   Filed 11/29/17   Page 10 of 10 PageID# 1603



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-2   Filed 11/29/17   Page 1 of 3 PageID# 1604



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-2   Filed 11/29/17   Page 2 of 3 PageID# 1605



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-2   Filed 11/29/17   Page 3 of 3 PageID# 1606



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 1 of 23 PageID# 1607



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 2 of 23 PageID# 1608



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 3 of 23 PageID# 1609



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 4 of 23 PageID# 1610



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 5 of 23 PageID# 1611



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 6 of 23 PageID# 1612



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 7 of 23 PageID# 1613



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 8 of 23 PageID# 1614



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 9 of 23 PageID# 1615



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 10 of 23 PageID# 1616



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 11 of 23 PageID# 1617



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 12 of 23 PageID# 1618



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 13 of 23 PageID# 1619



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 14 of 23 PageID# 1620



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 15 of 23 PageID# 1621



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 16 of 23 PageID# 1622



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 17 of 23 PageID# 1623



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 18 of 23 PageID# 1624



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 19 of 23 PageID# 1625



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 20 of 23 PageID# 1626



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 21 of 23 PageID# 1627



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 22 of 23 PageID# 1628



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-3   Filed 11/29/17   Page 23 of 23 PageID# 1629



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 1 of 14 PageID# 1630



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 2 of 14 PageID# 1631



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 3 of 14 PageID# 1632



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 4 of 14 PageID# 1633



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 5 of 14 PageID# 1634



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 6 of 14 PageID# 1635



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 7 of 14 PageID# 1636



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 8 of 14 PageID# 1637



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 9 of 14 PageID# 1638



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 10 of 14 PageID# 1639



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 11 of 14 PageID# 1640



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 12 of 14 PageID# 1641



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 13 of 14 PageID# 1642



Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-4   Filed 11/29/17   Page 14 of 14 PageID# 1643



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------------------------- X

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

- against -

ADNAN IBRAHIM HARUN A HAUSA,
a.k.a. Spin Ghul
a.k.a. Esbin Gol
a.k.a. Isbungoul
a.k.a. Abu Tamim
a.k.a. Joseph Johnson
a.k.a. Mortala Mohamed Adam,

Defendant.

:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:

ORDER

12 Cr. 0134 (BMC)

----------------------------------------------------------- X

COGAN, District Judge.

1. Defendant has moved to preclude the testimony of Evan Kohlmann as an expert 

witness for failure to meet the requirements under Federal Rule of Evidence 702 and the standard 

for expert testimony articulated in Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 509 U.S. 579

(1993).  The Government has opposed defendant’s motion.  Because Mr. Kohlmann’s expert 

report did not reference let alone explain his methodology, and because the Government’s 

memorandum in opposition simply relied on the fact that Mr. Kohlmann has previously been 

admitted as an expert, I held a Daubert hearing on February 3, 2017 and February 6, 2017. 

2. Having conducted a hearing, in which I received testimony from Mr. Kohlmann, I 

find that the Government has shown, by a preponderance of the evidence, that Mr. Kohlmann 

and his opinions reached in this case satisfy the requirements for expert testimony. Mr.

Kohlmann will be permitted to testify as to the following topics: (1) the history of al Qaeda; (2) 

al Qaeda’s infrastructure, leadership, and geographic locations during the time period outlined in 
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the indictment; (3) the location and operation of certain al Qaeda training camps; (4) terrorist 

attacks carried out by al Qaeda; (4) the background and the significance of certain individual 

terrorists and regional al Qaeda affiliates operating in Nigeria, Niger, Libya, and the Sahel desert 

region of Africa; and (5) the common meaning and usage of words and concepts used by 

members of the global jihadist movement.  Defendant’s motion to preclude the expert testimony 

of Mr. Kohlmann is therefore denied.1

3. Mr. Kohlmann possesses sufficient education, training, and experience to testify 

as an expert on the topics outlined above.  Mr. Kohlmann’s credentials include, among others, an 

undergraduate degree in international politics from Georgetown University, a certificate in 

Islamic studies from the Prince Alwaleed bin Talal Center for Muslim-Christian Understanding 

at Georgetown University, work as a terrorism consultant for various government agencies and 

private entities, and the authorship of various academic papers as well as a book on al Qaeda.  

Defendant’s argument that Mr. Kohlmann is unqualified to testify on these topics because he 

does not speak any languages that are spoken in the Middle East or Africa and because he has 

never visited Afghanistan or Nigeria go to weight, not to admissibility.  

4. Mr. Kohlmann’s testimony will help the jury to understand other evidence in the 

case.  His testimony will place other testimony and documentary evidence in context, explain 

obscure terms and concepts and the role of specific al Qaeda leaders referenced by other 

Government witnesses and in defendant’s prior statements, and enable the jury to better assess 

the significance of other evidence.  Indeed, Mr. Kohlmann’s expected testimony on al Qaeda is 

very similar to expert testimony on the operation, structure, membership, and terminology of 

crime families or organized crime enterprises that is often given in organized crime cases, which 

1 As stated in my 1/31/2017 Order, I will issue a separate order ruling on the issues raised in defendant’s classified 
addendum to his motion to preclude Mr. Kohlmann.
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the Second Circuit has repeatedly approved.  See, e.g., United States v. Matera, 489 F.3d 115, 

121-22 (2d Cir. 2007); United States v. Locascio, 6 F.3d 924, 936 (2d Cir. 1993).  

5. Mr. Kohlmann has demonstrated that he has relied on sufficient facts and data in 

forming his opinions in this case.  He has reviewed thousands of primary, secondary, and tertiary 

sources on al Qaeda and terrorism in general, which include open source documents as well as 

propaganda and other materials from what Mr. Kohlmann has identified as the “deep and dark 

web,” and has continuing efforts to collect, analyze, and catalogue relevant terrorism and al 

Qaeda materials.  Mr. Kohlmann further testified that other terrorism experts rely on similar facts 

and data in forming their opinions.  Mr. Kohlmann has also relied on his prior training, 

education, and experience, including the several interviews he previously conducted of

individuals affiliated with al Qaeda and other jihadist groups.  

6. I reject defendant’s argument that Mr. Kohlmann’s reliance on hearsay 

statements, testimonial statements, and terrorist propaganda is improper and violates defendant’s

Confrontation Clause rights. At the Daubert hearing, Mr. Kohlmann testified that other terrorism 

experts rely on hearsay statements and similar forms of terrorist propaganda in forming their 

opinions, and thus Mr. Kohlmann’s reliance on such materials is proper under Federal Rule of 

Evidence 703.  See United States v. Locascio, 6 F.3d 924, 938 (2d Cir. 1993) (holding that 

“expert witnesses can testify based on hearsay or other inadmissible evidence if experts in the 

field reasonably rely on such evidence in forming their opinions.”); United States v. Daly, 842 

F.2d 1380, 1387-88 (2d Cir. 1988) (“[I]f experts in the field reasonably rely on hearsay in 

forming their opinions and drawing their inferences, the expert witness may properly testify to 

his opinions and inferences based upon such hearsay.”).  Mr. Kohlmann’s testimony does not 

violate defendant’s Confrontation Clause rights because none of the hearsay statements upon 
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which Mr. Kohlmann relied will be presented to the jury for the truth of what they assert.

Rather, specific hearsay statements, which are otherwise inadmissible, may be disclosed to the 

jury if their probative value in helping the jury evaluate Mr. Kohlmann’s opinion substantially 

outweighs their prejudicial effect.  See Fed. R. Evid. 703.  Upon request by defendant as to any 

specific hearsay statement, I will advise the jury that it must not assume that statement to be true, 

but may consider it only to determine if the opinion that Mr. Kohlmann offers is sound.  This is 

standard practice with regard to experts who must rely on non-observational evidence in 

reaching their opinions. Obviously, Mr. Kohlmann will not be allowed to become a mere 

conduit for hearsay, but I see no difficulty in his basing his opinions, in part, on hearsay. 

7. The Government has established that in forming his opinions in this case, Mr. 

Kohlmann used and applied a reliable methodology, namely the comparative analysis method, 

which Mr. Kohlmann testified is generally accepted in the international terrorism field.  At the 

hearing, Mr. Kohlmann explained his methodology, stating that he gathers multiple sources of 

information, including primary, secondary, and tertiary sources, analyzes whether a particular 

source has a perceived bias, and juxtaposes and cross-checks the various sources against one 

another to form a commonly accepted narrative.  Mr. Kohlmann testified that he had used this 

methodology in forming conclusions in prior academic papers and articles, and that such papers 

and articles were subject to peer review and he did not receive negative comments as to the 

methodology used. Mr. Kohlmann also testified that he has used this methodology in forming 

opinions in prior cases where he testified as an expert.  Indeed, Mr. Kohlmann’s use of the 

comparative analysis method has previously been approved by the Second Circuit.  See United 

States v. Farhane, 634 F.3d 127, 159 (2d Cir. 2011).  Although defendant has identified several 

strong criticisms other terrorism experts have raised against Mr. Kohlmann, such criticisms go to 
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weight, not to admissibility.  If criticism from others in the relevant field was an automatic 

disqualifier of an expert witness, few social scientists would ever be permitted to testify as 

experts.

8. Defendant’s objection to Mr. Kohlmann’s methodology seems to be more of a 

challenge to qualitative social science and historical research generally than to Mr. Kohlmann 

particularly.  I do not see how a social scientist can form the kind of conclusions expressed in 

Mr. Kohlmann’s report without reviewing primary, secondary, and tertiary sources, and then 

exercising judgment about which are corroborated or otherwise believed to be credible, and 

which should not be accepted.  That is what Mr. Kohlmann did.  It seems to me no different than, 

for example, the exercise a historian would undertake to determine the precise location of the 

Battle of Hastings, or the troop size or unit strength of the combatants.  

9. I think defendant also overlooks the rather basic nature of Mr. Kohlmann’s 

conclusions.  The conclusions themselves seem non-controversial; in fact, defendant has not 

disputed any of the conclusions themselves.  Mr. Kohlmann is merely testifying about the history 

and evolution of al Qaeda and particular adherents.  He has done exhaustive research and 

analysis to understand that history.  Although the straightforward nature of his conclusions do 

not obviate the need for his qualification and an acceptable methodology, his qualifications seem 

hard to dispute, and his methodology strikes me as little, if at all, different than most qualitative 

political science research.

10. Finally, I reject defendant’s argument that Mr. Kohlmann’s testimony is not 

relevant pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 401, and even if I find that it is, it should be 

precluded by Federal Rule of Evidence 403 because Mr. Kohlmann’s testimony as to specific al 

Qaeda terrorist attacks, for which defendant has not been charged, and notorious al Qaeda 

Case 1:12-cr-00134-BMC-MDG   Document 220   Filed 02/10/17   Page 5 of 6 PageID #: 4309Case 1:16-cr-00265-LMB   Document 150-5   Filed 11/29/17   Page 5 of 6 PageID# 1648



6

leaders, is unfairly prejudicial.  Although defendant has identified several prior cases where 

portions of Mr. Kohlmann’s testimony were precluded as irrelevant, defendant fails to offer any 

compelling reason as to why these topics are not relevant to the case at hand.  In fact, in its 

memorandum in opposition, the Government states that “every single terrorist, terrorist 

organization, or terrorist attack,” about which Mr. Kohlmann will testify, “was discussed by the 

defendant in his three-day, Mirandized statements to the United States Government in Italy and 

his other interviews with Italian law enforcement.” It is not unfairly prejudicial for Mr.

Kohlmann’s to testify regarding certain al Qaeda terrorist attacks and leaders that defendant 

himself mentioned in his statements to various government officials, especially because 

defendant’s statements on such topics will be offered into evidence. 

11. Accordingly, defendant’s motion to preclude Mr. Kohlmann from testifying is 

denied.  

SO ORDERED.

______________________________________
U.S.D.J. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
February 10, 2017
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U.S. Department of Justice 
 

    United States Attorney 
     
    Eastern District of Virginia 
 

        Justin W. Williams United States Attorney’s Building 
        2100 Jamieson Ave 
        Alexandria, Virginia  22314-5794 
        (703)-299-3700 
 
Transmitted by email 
 
                 November 17, 2017 
 
 
Linda Moreno P.A.  
511 Avenue of the Americas, No. 312 
New York, New York 10011 
lindamoreno.esquire@gmail.com  
 

Re:  U.S. v. Young, No. 1:16cr265  Discovery Letter #24 
 
Dear Linda: 
 
 1.  This is to notify you that the United States is likely to offer testimony from Arlington 
County Police Corporal Ian Campbell.  Corporal Campbell presents training to other police 
officers on "Ideological Indicators of Extremism." The information in his presentation is based 
upon his own knowledge and research, and is intended to provide police officers with further 
information regarding the subject matter for which to conduct more thorough investigations 
regarding subjects who may adhere to extremist ideologies.   
 
 As you know, when Corporal Campbell was in college with your client, they attended a 
rally of a Neo-Nazi group.  I think that you also know that, in about 2010, your client gifted to 
Corporal Campbell the book Serpent's Walk.  Not surprisingly, Corporal Campbell is expected to 
testify about those events.  Accordingly, I believe that Corporal Campbell will be a fact witness.  
Nevertheless, when he talks about what he has learned about subjects such as William Pierce, the 
National Alliance, Hunter, the Turner Diaries, you might claim that he is providing expert 
testimony.  Out of what may be an abundance of caution, I am, accordingly, notifying you 
pursuant to Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 16(a)(1)(G) and Federal Rules of Evidence 702 
and 703, that Corporal Campbell may offer expert testimony.  A copy of Officer Campbell's slide 
presentation that contains the gist of that portion of his testimony is included with this letter. 
 
 2.  The Discovery Order entered in this case on January 18, 2017 directs that we provide 
you with notice of F.R.E. 404(b) evidence that we intend to use at trial.  I suspect that doing so at 
this point is superfluous because we have extensively litigated the evidence that may be admitted 
at trial to show your client's predisposition.  Nevertheless, I hereby notify you that we intend to 
introduce all of the items on the exhibit list that we provided you in May 2017 in connection with 
Discovery Letter #19; as you know, the items on that list except for the purchase and 
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transmission of the gift cards generally are intended to establish your client's intent and 
predisposition.  While much of the listed exhibits consists of evidence that is inextricably 
intertwined with the crime itself, the remainder consists of evidence that should be admitted as 
proof of intent and predisposition.   
 
 Generally speaking, we do not plan to introduce evidence that your client was a lazy cop 
unless you introduce evidence suggesting that he was a productive cop.  That being said, there 
likely will be evidence that he watched videos in a "break room" when he should have been out 
patrolling.   
 
 3.  Further, pursuant to Paragraph I(6) of the Discovery Order entered in this case on 
January 18, 2017, I request that you permit me (or a government agent) to inspect and copy or 
photograph books, papers, documents, data, photographs, tangible objects, or copies or portions 
thereof, which you intend to use in the defendant's case-in-chief at trial. 
 
 4.  Similarly, pursuant to Paragraph I(7) of the Discovery Order entered in this case on 
January 18, 2017, I request that you permit me (or a government agent) to inspect and copy any 
results or reports of examinations, tests, or experiments made in connection with this case which 
you intend to use in the defendant's case-in-chief at trial, or which were prepared by a witness 
whom you intend to call at the trial when the results or reports relate to his testimony. 
 
 5.  With respect to the "Yoda in da house" information, I am surprised that you moved to 
exclude it as hearsay.  It is not included on the list of government exhibits that we provided you, 
and we never said that it was going to be presented at trial.  Regardless of the merits of your 
hearsay argument, we have no plans to introduce it in our case-in-chief.   
 
 In accordance with our discovery obligations, we have provided you all sorts of 
information of varying utility; the "Yoda in da house" information simply was more information 
for your consideration.  In response to your representation to Judge Brinkema - - that “[t]o date, 
the government has offered no evidence that the real-life terrorist group does in fact send 
requests to Virginians, or Americans generally, for petty contributions such as gift cards . . . 
[and] will never offer that evidence” - -  we provided it to you as part of our discovery 
production. 
 

Thank you for your cooperation. 
 
      Sincerely, 
 
      Dana J. Boente  
      United States Attorney 
 
     By: ____________________________                                             
      Gordon D. Kromberg 
      Assistant United States Attorney 

cc:   John Gibbs 
 Nicholas Caslen 
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