February 13, 2026

Dear Chair Manning, Vice Chair Reynolds and members of the Senate Judiciary Committee:
| am writing to you today to express my objections to SB 87.

| am affiliated with United Methodists for Kairos Response, an organization of United
Methodists are who are responding to the document Kairos Palestine: A Moment of Truth, a
statement of faith and urgent call to action from Christians in Palestine. (1) UMKR seeks,
through nonviolent means and in partnership with Palestinian Christians, freedom, justice and
equality for all Palestinians and Israelis. | am also a member of Jewish Voice for Peace. Jewish
Voice for Peace is the largest progressive Jewish anti-Zionist organization in the world that
works in solidarity with the Palestinian freedom struggle, guided by a vision of justice, equality,
and dignity for all people.

| am extremely concerned about SB 87 because the IHRA definition of antisemitism dangerously
conflates criticism of the Israeli state with antisemitism, suppressing efforts to hold the Israeli
government accountable for human rights violations, violations of internation law including
ethnic cleansing, genocide, rather than preventing attacks against Jewish people and Judaism.
This concern is not theoretical but based on actual experience. There have been many
instances when this definition has been weaponized to censor constitutionally protected
speech, especially in universities and colleges and wherever people are peacefully protesting in
support of Palestinian human rights.

As an example, | attended the solidarity encampment on the south oval of OSU that was on
April 25, 2024, that was violently suppressed and during which there were at least 36 arrests,
including some Jewish students. The protest itself was a beautiful and nonviolent and
extremely nonconfrontational with speeches, songs, and prayers for peace. Following protest,
the OSU administration coordinated multi-agency police operations, implemented a campus-
wide chalking ban, and passed the “Campus” act to formalize free speech restriction thus
violating First and Fourteenth Amendment rights of students.

The IHRA is a “non-legally binding working definition of antisemitism.” The definition also
contains 11 examples that are not mentioned in SB 87 and, as you heard in proponent
testimony, are extremely important and also the source of conflation of criticism of the polities
of the state of Israel with antisemitism.

How these examples would be interpreted is a particular concern. One example is “Applying
double standards by requiring of it a behavior not expected or demanded of any other
democratic nation.” If a person were to criticize Israel’s human rights violations—including its
recent genocide in Gaza, expansion of illegal settlements, ongoing illegal military occupation,



apartheid practices, and aggressive actions in Lebanon, Syria, and Iran would you need to also
list every other nation that has committed these internation law and human rights violations?

Would the phrase “from the river to the sea, Palestine should be free” be antisemitic, while
Israel has just approved new measures that would expand its control over the occupied
Palestinian territories and progress its illegal annexation of the West Bank. These measures
violate international law and serve Israel in its broad, genocidal project of ethnically cleansing
Palestinians from their land. And yet, earlier this week we witnessed nearly exactly that from
Israeli Finance Minister Betzalel Smotrich., Referring to these new policies that would radically
expand Israeli control over Areas A and B of the West Band, Betzalel Smotrich stated, “We will
continue to kill the idea of a Palestinian state” and called this an expansion of “de facto
sovereignty.”

It is especially concerning that SB 87 expands Ohio's ethnic intimidation statute by enhancing
criminal penalties based on perceived motive tied to race, religion, or national origin blurring
the line between constitutionally protected speech and criminal conduct.

You heard in the proponent testimony that antisemitism, “Since October 7, 2023, we have
witnessed a staggering rise in antisemitic incidents on college campuses across the United
States.” This may be true, but tensions are rising even more for other groups of students. In
April 2025, Harvard released two reports. One was on antisemitism, and the other on anti-
Palestinian, Arab, and Muslim bias. According to the New York Times, “The two task forces
worked together to create a campuswide survey that received nearly 2,300 responses from
faculty, staff and students. It found that 6 percent of Christian respondents reported feeling
physically unsafe on campus, while 15 percent of Jewish respondents and 47 percent of Muslim
respondents reported the same.” It further reported that. “In addition to the 92 percent of
Muslim respondents who worried about expressing their views, 51 percent of Christian
respondents and 61 percent of Jewish respondents said they felt the same way.” (2)

| am also concerned that SB 87 does nothing to protect our Jewish friends and neighbors from
antisemitism and may indeed endanger them by ignoring the true sources of antisemitism and
punishing Jews who oppose the policies of the Israeli government. Governments that want to
combat antisemitism should rather commit to dismantling it at its roots, together with all forms
of bigotry and oppression. You should reject attempts to police how Palestinians and their allies
speak about oppression.

For all the reasons and concerns above, | urge the Senate Judiciary Committee to reject SB 87
and instead pursue policies that foster genuine dialogue, uphold constitutional rights, and
address bigotry in all its forms. Only through such principled action can we ensure justice,
dignity, and freedom for all.






