Testimony in opposition to S.B. No. 87

In my 36 year career in higher education, I taught European history from the ancient world to the modern
period, including courses in Modern Jewish History and the Holocaust. The development of modern anti-
semitism, based on a racial rather than a religious identification of Jews was a central topic in both these
courses. The founding of the state of Israel, and its connection to the genocide enacted against the Jews of
Europe, was another central topic. The IHRA definition of anti-semitism is quite general, a reasonable
overview of a complex of ideas and behaviors. But several of its examples of anti-semitism, examples that
many consider to be part of the definition itself, are deeply problematic, in particular those that label
criticism of the state of Israel and its policies as itself an example of anti-semitism. As a Jew myself, deeply
committed to Jewish values, I feel it is incumbent on me to criticize the policies and actions of the Israeli
state when they are blatantly unjust, as are the racist policies of Israel against Palestinians. These policies are
most recently and egregiously evident in the systematic devastation in Gaza. It is incumbent on me to violate
the IHRA examples and to point out how grieved and angry I am that a state founded in large part because of
and for the benefit of those Jews who suffered from the racist genocide of the Nazis, is now committing
genocide against the people it forcefully displaced in the founding of the state.
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