Testimony in Opposition to Senate Bill 87

Chair Manning, Vice Chair Reynolds, Ranking Member Hicks-Hudson, and
Members of the Committee,

Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony in opposition to Senate Bill 87.

My name is Mo Dayem. I am a lifelong Ohioan, a business owner, a former law
enforcement professional with the State of Ohio, and an employer of hundreds of Ohio
residents. I operate multiple companies and pay millions of dollars annually in state and
federal taxes. I am also the son of Palestinian parents who fled their homeland during the
1967 war.

Let me begin clearly: I strongly oppose antisemitism in all forms. I stand with the Jewish
community and reject hatred against Jewish Americans just as firmly as I reject hatred
against any other group. I have close Jewish friends and business partners. Antisemitism
is real and must be addressed. However, Senate Bill 87 conflates antisemitism with
criticism of the Israeli government. Those are not the same thing.

Even Kenneth Stern, the lead drafter of the International Holocaust Remembrance
Alliance working definition of antisemitism, has warned against codifying that definition
into law, stating that it was not designed to function as a legal enforcement tool and could
chill constitutionally protected speech.

Ohio already has strong hate crime statutes, harassment laws, and criminal penalties for
threats and violence. Senate Bill 87 does not close a legal gap. Instead, it risks expanding
government authority into the realm of political speech.

As Americans, we should be cautious whenever government expands its power to police
expression. The First Amendment exists precisely to protect controversial speech, not
comfortable speech.

National public opinion data further demonstrates that criticism of Israeli government
policy is now mainstream in the United States. Gallup polling shows that a majority of
Americans disapprove of Israel’s military actions in Gaza. Pew Research Center surveys
show increasing unfavorable views of the Israeli government, particularly among
younger Americans. Reuters/Ipsos polling indicates that most Americans support
recognition of a Palestinian state. These statistics reflect political disagreement — not
antisemitism.

As a taxpayer and employer, I struggle with the reality that U.S. tax dollars are used in
foreign conflicts that directly affect people I am related to. I cannot remain silent about



that. The idea that expressing those concerns could be interpreted as unlawful or
discriminatory speech is deeply troubling.

According to the Committee to Protect Journalists, over 180 journalists and media
workers have been killed in Gaza in recent years, one of the deadliest conflicts for
members of the press in modern history. Additionally, reports indicate that individuals in
the region have been detained for social media posts and online expression. Americans
should be alarmed at any precedent where political speech becomes grounds for
punishment.

We must ensure Ohio does not move in a direction where political expression,
particularly on college campuses, is chilled or punished. Universities are meant to be
places of debate, inquiry, and constitutional engagement. Many of the students speaking
today will become our future doctors, lawyers, engineers, and public servants.

I believe in law and order. I believe in personal responsibility. I believe in limited
government. [ believe in equal protection under the law. Senate Bill 87, while perhaps
well-intentioned, risks creating unequal enforcement and expanding state power into
constitutionally protected political discourse.

If Ohio chooses to strengthen protections against hate, those protections should apply
equally to all communities, Jewish, Muslim, Christian, Black, Asian, and others without
elevating one political issue into a special legal category.

For the sake of constitutional consistency, equal protection, and the preservation of free
speech in Ohio, I respectfully urge this committee to reject Senate Bill 87.

Thank you for your time and consideration.



