
Dear Members of the House Oversight Committee, 
 
I am writing as a rabbi and a resident of Shaker Heights to oppose the 
amendment to SB 87 that seeks to codify the IHRA definition of anti-Semitism into 
law.  
 
I am grateful that the Ohio legislature is taking antisemitism seriously and responding to 
the many deeply concerning events that have taken place within our state over the past 
several years, most especially, the alarming rise of neo-Nazi and White Nationalist 
public activity. Nonetheless, I believe that codifying the IHRA definition of antisemitism 
into law would be a mistake. The IHRA definition is widely held to be a confusing 
and inaccurate definition of antisemitism that harmfully and erroneously 
conflates criticism of the State of Israel with antisemitism and can therefore be 
used to stifle free speech. In fact, the lead author of this definition has written and 
spoken out repeatedly, warning of the dangers of its incorporation into municipal 
and state law codes.  
 
Under this amendment to SB 87, legitimate concerns about Israel’s responsibility for 
possible human rights violations or war crimes would be automatically labeled as 
antisemitic. While there are some circumstances in which criticism of Israel could be 
understood in these terms, most instances of critique do not fall into this category. 
There does exist another, well respected, definition of antisemitism, known as the 
Jerusalem declaration, which contains a much more nuanced view of the relationship 
between critiques of Israel and antisemitic speech and action. I strongly encourage you 
to consider its language in place of the one from the IHRA. 
 
There should not be a default label of antisemitism applied to demands for 
accountability regarding Israeli policies and practices, and all states should be held to 
the same standards of international law. I urge you to remove this harmful amendment 
before the bill is passed. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rabbi Steve Segar 
Shaker Heights, OH 
 
 


