
Ohio Senate Judiciary Committee

February 16, 2026

Testimony in Opposition to Adoption of IHRA Definition of Antisemitism in SB 87

Dear Members of the Ohio Senate Judiciary Committee,

I am writing to you as a resident of Cleveland Heights and as a Jew to urge you not to 
adopt the IHRA definition and examples of antisemitism. The IHRA definition is centered 
around the premise that being critical of Israel is antisemitic. This is inaccurate, 
offensive, and dangerous.

This definition assumes that Jews are a monolith – that we all support Israel to such an 
extent that it is so central to being a Jew that to speak against Israel is to speak against 
Jews. This could not be further from the truth. No group of people should ever be 
treated as a monolith, and Jews are no exception. You will be hard pressed to find an 
issue on which all Jews agree – Israel included. There are many of us who believe 
Israel’s actions are wrong, even those like myself who believe that Israel should not 
exist on stolen land. It is not antisemitic for us – or for anyone – to voice those opinions. 
These are discussions about a young nation and its actions, not about an ancient 
people.

This bill will not protect Jews. In fact, it will put us in more danger. If you treat Jews as a 
monolith by adopting the IHRA definition of antisemitism, you treat us as a monolith and 
encourage others to do the same. This is true antisemitism, which I find deeply offensive 
and dangerous. It encourages the conflation of Jews with the genocidal and racist 
actions of Israel. This can only lead to more antisemitism and potential violence. It also 
makes it harder to address the real dangers Jews face. It labels those who speak out 
against genocide as being the same as neo-Nazis, which understandably causes 
confusion about what is actually antisemitic and when action needs to be taken. This is 
obviously dangerous and the Ohio legislature re-enforcing the conflation will only make 
matters worse.

This bill will not keep me safe or protected. Punishing my Palestinian friends for 
speaking out about the genocide their people face will not keep me safe as a Jew. 
Being threatened for speaking my mind will not keep me safe as a Jew. On the contrary, 
it infringes on my Judaism, which demands that I speak out against injustice.



So no, this bill does not make me feel safe. What it does make me feel is used. This bill 
uses me and all my Jewish siblings as an excuse to infringe on free speech. For the 
IHRA definition’s very nature is an infringement on speech against Israel, and a puny 
clause protesting otherwise cannot change that. 

I refuse to be used like a pawn. So I am writing to tell you: not in my name. Not in Israel; 
not here in Ohio. 

Sincerely,

Sezny Watkins
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