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Testimony in Support of Ohio’s Adoption of 
the IHRA Definition of Antisemitism with 
Enforceable Criminal Implications 
Submitted to the Ohio Judiciary Committee by Benjamin M. Rodriguez, Esq. on behalf of 
the Cincinnati Coalition for Israel  

Hearing Date: Wednesday, February 11, 2026 

I. Introduction: The Urgency for Ohio 
Chair, Vice Chair, Ranking Member, and Members of the Committee: 
 
Thank you for granting the opportunity to provide testimony supporting the adoption of the 
International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance (IHRA) definition of antisemitism by the State of 
Ohio, complete with enforceable criminal implications. In the past two years, there has been an 
alarming and well-documented surge in antisemitic criminal acts across Ohio. These acts have 
included violence, threatening speech, vandalism, intimidation, harassment, and a range of 
other legal violations. 
 
This matter transcends symbolism or theoretical debate. The exponential rise of incidents 
motivated by antisemitism, where the intent is to harm Jewish people based on their religious 
or ethnic identity, demands decisive legislative action. The only effective means to halt this 
disturbing trend is through the establishment of a clear law that serves as a genuine deterrent 
to future criminal behavior. 
 
Ultimately, this legislation is about safeguarding public safety, ensuring equal protection, and 
empowering the State of Ohio to accurately identify antisemitic conduct and enforce existing 
laws. Doing so will guarantee that those who perpetrate hatred and intolerance are justly 
punished under both federal and Ohio statutes. 
 
The escalation and normalization of antisemitism in Ohio is a matter of public record, with 
Jewish organizations such as the Jewish Community Relations Council (JCRC) documenting 
shockingly high rates of incidents on a weekly basis throughout the state. 

II. The Legal Gap: Absence of a Uniform Definition 
Ohio’s legal code already criminalizes offenses such as assault, menacing, harassment, 
vandalism, desecration of cemeteries, and ethnic intimidation. However, the state currently 
lacks a uniform, legally recognized definition of antisemitism. This absence creates challenges 
in: 

• Identifying when conduct is motivated by anti-Jewish animus 

• Ensuring consistent enforcement across all jurisdictions 



2 
 

• Providing clear guidance to courts, universities, prosecutors, and law enforcement  

• Distinguishing protected speech from unlawful conduct 
The IHRA definition addresses these challenges directly. It has already been adopted or 
endorsed by 37 U.S. states and numerous municipalities—leaving Ohio among only thirteen 
states yet to do so. Notably, there have been no successful constitutional challenges to this law 
in states where it has been enacted. 
Furthermore, the U.S. Department of State, the U.S. Department of Education (for Civil Rights 
enforcement), and over 35 democratic nations—including Morocco—have also adopted an 
antisemitism law based on the IHRA definition. 

III. Documented Antisemitic Acts in Ohio (Exhibits A–G) 
The following facts, supported by court filings, federal investigations, and contemporary 
reporting, underline the urgent need for action: 

 

Exhibit A: Violent Antisemitic Assault Near Ohio State University (2023–2025) 
• In United States v. Timur Mamatov, a Miami County man pled guilty in federal court to a 

hate crime for assaulting Jewish students because of their faith. 

• The victims were identified by their display of a “Chai” Jewish symbol, and the assailant 
confirmed their religion before attacking. 

• One victim suffered a fractured jaw. 

• The Department of Justice explicitly classified the act as antisemitic violence. 
 
This incident is not an ambiguous case of bias; it is textbook antisemitism as defined by the 
IHRA, and it is precisely the kind of conduct Ohio must be able to clearly identify and deter at 
the state level. 

Exhibit B: Antisemitic Stickers and Intimidation – Columbus (March 2025) 
• Antisemitic propaganda was deliberately placed in a Columbus neighborhood, causing 

community fear and outrage. 

• This behavior follows a national pattern: coordinated messaging, use of symbols and 
slogans historically tied to Jewish persecution, and targeting public spaces to intimidate 
entire communities. 

• Without the IHRA definition, enforcement agencies are left uncertain as to whether such 
acts constitute protected “political speech” or criminal ethnic intimidation. 

Exhibit C: Antisemitic Threats and Attack on Congressman Max Miller (June 30, 2025) 
• A Jewish Member of Congress from Ohio was run off the road and threatened with 

explicit antisemitic language. 

• This was not a matter of policy disagreement or criticism of a vote; it was the targeting 
of a public official because of his Jewish identity. 

Exhibits D & F: Desecration of Jewish Cemeteries – Cincinnati (2024) and Cleveland (2023) 
• Jewish cemeteries in Cincinnati and Cleveland were vandalized—one of the oldest and 

most universally recognized forms of antisemitic hatred, and one explicitly referenced in 
international human rights frameworks. 
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• Such acts are intended to terrorize living Jewish families, erase Jewish presence, and 
convey that Jews are unwelcome—even in death. 

• Nearly 200 gravestones were toppled or severely vandalized in two Cincinnati-area 
cemeteries in 2024: Tiferet Israel and Beth Hamidrash Cemetery. 

• Investigations were conducted by the Cincinnati Police Department, FBI, and Jewish 
Federation; to date, no suspects have been arrested or charged. 

The IHRA definition directly addresses this conduct, whereas current Ohio law does not.  
 
Since 2014, the Ohio Statehouse has displayed a permanent memorial to honor the six million 
Jews killed in the Holocaust. This memorial stands as a testament to Ohio’s commitment to 
opposing hatred and violence against any citizen, regardless of race, color, sex, or religion. 

IV. Conclusion 
We urge this committee, and the Ohio Senate, to adopt the IHRA-based antisemitism law. As 
shown in the figure below, most U.S. states have already done so. Adoption will ensure the 
identification, protection, and enforcement of sacred laws and act as a deterrent against future 
crimes. The number of reported and unaddressed incidents is higher than ever in our state. 
Thank you for your time and consideration of this matter, which is of utmost importance to us 
and all Ohio citizens of good conscience. 
 
 

 


