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Chairman White, honored members of the committee, thank you for taking the day to hear so much testimony.  By the end of the day you will have heard a lot from people representing both sides of this issue, those opposed to abortion and those in favor of keeping abortion legal.  And, this very fact, that so many have come out to voice strong feelings, strong beliefs, on this sensitive and most personal issue, ought to be enough evidence, ample proof, for why you – the legislator - elected to preserve and protect the rights and religious freedoms of all citizens in the state of Ohio – need to oppose H.B. 228.

As a member of the clergy, a man of faith, representing over 900 congregations in North America that affiliate with Reform Judaism, I am asking you to oppose this bill for three reasons: religiously, medically and constitutionally.

In Judaism life begins at Birth.

Jewish ethics starts with the fundamental belief that life is sacred and that a fetus (that is a pregnant woman) is to be protected. But, the life of the mother is paramount.  Why? Because, in Jewish law, the fetus is not given the same status, nor the same rights, of one who is already born.  This value of preserving the life of the pregnant mother over the life of the fetus originates in the Bible itself, Exodus 21 verse 22, in which it makes clear that if a women loses a fetus as a result of being accidentally struck by one of two contending persons, the one who struck the women so that she miscarries is not guilty of murder. Rabbinic commentators later expand on the reasoning behind such a statement when they ask “Why not?” “Why isn’t the one who caused the miscarriage guilty of murder?”  Answering their won question the rabbis make it clear. The reason that the man is not guilty of murder is because, “The fetus is not a living soul.” (Ohalot 8:7).  

Though nobody promotes abortion as a form of birth control, in Jewish law, because the life of the pregnant women is paramount there are several instances where abortion is not only condoned, but is mandated. In one case in the Talmud 
(volumes of rabbinic (Jewish) law spanning over 10 centuries) a woman is forbidden to sacrifice her own life for that of the fetus, and if her life is threatened, she is allowed no other option but abortion.) In addition, if the mental health, sanity or self-esteem of the women (i.e. in the case of rape or incest.) is at risk due to the pregnancy itself, that women are permitted to terminate their pregnancy. 


It is Judaism’s intrinsic belief in the sanctity of life that abortion is viewed as both a moral and correct decision under some circumstances.

In Judaism There Is Supreme Value on The Health of an Individual 

Because there is, in Judaism, such a supreme value on ones health there is legitimate reason for concern that should H.B. 228 pass, woman’s health will be seriously threatened.  Prior to the establishment of legal abortions in the United States, between the years of 1950 and 1960 there was an estimated 1.2 million illegal abortion per year. And, this statistic does not address the number of women who were able to afford to travel out of the country, and in some cases oversees to have an abortion. My mother, thank God, was one of the few fortunate women who could afford to do that at the time. IN the late 1960’s she had been raped and had to fly to Japan to have an abortion.  Should HB 228 pass as it is written, as absurd as it may sound, the person who sold my mother the plane ticket and, perhaps even the airline, would be considered an accomplice and guilty of breaking the law.     

I am sincerely concerned that should this bill pass my fellow clergy and I will see in increase in pastoral counseling to women who are emotionally and religiously stressed over the dilemma of having an unwanted baby or breaking the law.  And I, given my religious perspective, would be faced with a dilemma of my own.  For I would be compelled, by my understanding of Jewish law, to become an accomplice in her act of civil disobedience, putting myself at risk of breaking the law.  

We Live In a Democratic Society in Which Religious Freedom Is Constitutionally Guaranteed 

Like so many minority groups that immigrated to this country in the hope of being free to express their religious beliefs and practices, and knowing that it would be done in a melting pot of religious and ethnic diversity, Jews came to these shores to be able to live as Jews.  This bill, H.B 228, I believe, threatens the very principle of freedom of religious expression on which this country is built.  

As an American citizen, as a man of faith, as a member of the Jewish community, I am asking that you support the right of each person to make their own personal religious and moral choice. After all, at the end of the day, whether or not to have an abortion is a religious and moral issue.

Finally, after hearing this morning’s testimony, I have to say, that as a Jew I am most offended when an evangelical preacher suggests that there is a moral equivalent between those who allow abortions and the holocaust, in which Nazis systematically killed over 6 million Jews!  THERE IS NO EQUIVALENCY!  For Jews the Holocaust was a theological watershed that raises questions over the inherent nature of the human condition.  It makes us all ask: “Is humanity inherently good?” It turned Jewish though inside out and pushed Jewish ethics into a whole new world of thought.  This is neither the place nor do I have the time to elaborate on this.  But, should you wish to continue this issues I’d welcome your invitation to do so.  Never the less, there is no moral equivalency between abortion and the Holocaust!  And it is theologically shallow, and morally reprehensible, to try and link the two. 

Earlier today one of the panelists speaking in favor of the bill, Reverend Johnson, I believe, commented that he thought the “bottom line” of this issue is about relationships. I respectfully disagree.  The fundamental issue here isn’t about relating to one another.  The issue in question is whether or not this legislative body will uphold the United States Constitution and allow the citizens of Ohio to continue to freely practice the tenants of their religion.

For these reasons, I oppose HB228.

Thank you for your time.

Respectfully submitted

Rabbi Barnett J. Brickner

� See Mishna Ohalot 7:6





PAGE  
3

