February 17th, 2026

Dear Chairman Manning, Vice Chair Reynolds , Ranking Member Hudson, and Members of the
Senate Judiciary Committee,

Thank you for allowing me to provide opponent testimony on Senate Bill 87; defining
antisemitism, expanding the offense of ethnic intimidation.

First, | want to address the actual definition of antisemitism this body wants to adopt. The IHRA
definition of antisemitism is :

“Antisemitism is a certain perception of Jews, which may be expressed as hatred toward
Jews. Rhetorical and physical manifestations of antisemitism are directed toward Jewish
or non-Jewish individuals and/or their property, toward Jewish community institutions
and religious facilities.”

Kenneth Stern, the lead author of the IHRA definition has stated it was never intended to be a
legal tool to punish speech, as it creates “dangerous” precedents. A semitic person is an ethnic,
cultural, or racial group associated with people of the Middle East and Horn of Africa. Example
of these people are Akkadians, Arabs, Arameans, Canaanites, and Habesha people. This
includes Palestinians, Egyptians, Armenians, Persians and many other peoples. Your definition
only covers Jewish peoples who occupied Palestine in 1948 and who are not native to the
region, most originating in Europe.

Secondly, | want to address the problems in the IHRA definitions of examples of anti semitism
this bill wants to adopt. Under IHRA’s definition, examples of antisemitism that weaponize
speech:

e Making mendacious, dehumanizing, demonizing, or stereotypical allegations about Jews
as such or the power of Jews as collective — such as, especially but not exclusively, the
myth about a world Jewish conspiracy or of Jews controlling the media, economy,
government or other societal institutions.

e Accusing Jews as a people of being responsible for real or imagined wrongdoing
committed by a single Jewish person or group, or even for acts committed by nonJews.

e Accusing the Jews as a people, or Israel as a state, of inventing or exaggerating the
Holocaust.

e Accusing Jewish citizens of being more loyal to Israel, or to the alleged priorities of Jews
worldwide, than to the interests of their own nations.

e Denying the Jewish people their right to self-determination, e.g., by claiming that the
existence of a State of Israel is a racist endeavor.



e Using the symbols and images associated with classic antisemitism (e.g., claims of Jews
killing Jesus or blood libel) to characterize Israel or Israelis.
Drawing comparisons of contemporary Israeli policy to that of the Nazis.
Holding Jews collectively responsible for actions of the state of Israel.

Adopting the IHRA definition of anti semitism directly violates a person/students First
Amendment Rights.This definition would label legitimate political criticism of Israel as
antisemitic, which would inhibit universities from being able to debate contentious issues
occuring today, like the genocide in Gaza.

Israel is a foreign nation, outlawing criticism of a foreign nation is anti- American and violates
our constitutional rights. Under the IHRA definition denying Israel’s right to self determination,
drawing comparisons to Israel & Germany policy, and holding the Jewish State of Israel
responsible for their actions against other countries would be viewed as antisemitic. All of these
examples of antisemitic behavior would inhibit universities from debate of current and historical
events.

The First Amendment guarantees freedom of religion, the Establishment Clause prohibits the
government from establishing or FAVORING a religion. A Jewish person is defined as a person
who was born into Jewish religion or has converted to Judaism. The IHRA definition states that
an example of antisemitism is, “Using the symbols and images associated with classic
antisemitism (e.q., claims of Jews killing Jesus or blood libel) to characterize Israel or Israelis’.
So Christians who claim that Jewish people do not believe in Jesus as the messiah or claiming
Jewish peoples killed Christ would be labeled as antisemitic. This directly violates the First
Amendment to our constitution.

SB 87 should not be adopted/passed out of the Senate due to this bill violating Ohioans First
Amendment Rights under US Constitution, threatening academic freedom, criminalizing
Christian teachings, and prohibiting the teaching of accurate history and current events. | urge
you all to research the Bolshevik Revolution and the passing of antisemitism laws in 1917 which
lead to the mass killing of Christians.

Best Regards,

Kathleen Beyer
440-541-9207



