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I want to begin by thanking the Co-Chairs of the Commission, Mr. McGovern and Mr. Smith, for 

holding this crucial hearing, and thanking the witnesses for their testimony and expertise. I 

strongly associate myself with the comments made by several of the witnesses that it is crucial to 

our understanding of transnational repression that we recognize that it is committed in United 

States borders by allies and adversaries alike. I am under no illusions, as none of us are, about 

the transnational repression undertaken by the Chinese, Russian, and Iranian governments. We 

should also be under no illusions about the transnational repression undertaken by the 

governments of India, Egypt, and Saudi Arabia.  

Although I strongly support codifying a definition of transnational repression into law and 

increasing trainings for federal, state, and local law enforcement to recognize and prevent 

transnational repression, I am not convinced that the solution to this problem is based solely or 

even mostly in domestic law enforcement approaches. Fundamentally, this is a foreign policy 

challenge that will require meaningful consequences for governments that attempt to violate the 

human rights of Americans abroad, or of anyone inside the United States. 

If we consider the now infamous case of the Indian government’s alleged murder-for-hire plot 

against an American citizen and Sikh activist in New York City, it is clear that existing law 

covers the underlying crimes. Most of the tools of transnational repression – stalking, 

harassment, kidnapping, defamation, assault, and murder – are already crimes on their own 

merits. For the individual, relatively low-level perpetrators of those crimes, as is proven by the 

Indian case, existing law is sufficient for accountability.  

But the question before us is not just what the consequences will be for those low-level 

perpetrators, the question before us is what the consequences will be for the Indian government 

that conceived, planned, and financed the plot. Since the assassination plot – which was 

occurring simultaneously with Prime Minister Modi’s state visit to Washington last summer – 
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came to light, the State Department and the foreign affairs committees of both the House and 

Senate have approved a sale of $4 billion in surveillance drones to the government of India.  

This is, to say the least, a profound failure to understand the assassination plot in context. It is 

quite simply not enough to get vague assurances from the Indian government that they won’t 

hinder the investigation into this one incident. We must, as Mr. Sifton of Human Rights Watch 

made clear in his testimony, understand this incident as part of a broader pattern of human rights 

violations and violent quashing of dissent that the ethnonationalist BJP government has engaged 

in, both at home and abroad. The assassination plot was not simply a threat to one individual – it 

was a threat to huge swaths of the American Sikh community, and it comes alongside similar 

threats to Sikhs, Muslims, Christians, and political dissidents inside India.  

We had an opportunity here to send a clear message that there are lines that cannot be crossed 

and that there are values we will uphold consistently and regardless of the short-term geopolitical 

consequences. Instead, we have sent the message that a government can do what it wants, 

including to U.S. citizens, so long as we consider them strategically important, particularly in 

regards to competition with China.  

This is, sadly, not a new message for us to send, and not unique to the Indo-Pacific. The United 

States sent this same message to MBS and the Saudis after the murder of Jamal Khashoggi. We 

sent the same message to the Egyptian government when we intervened on their behalf in a court 

case brought by a U.S. citizen accusing high-level Egyptian officials of torture. We sent this 

same message when we failed to prosecute President Erdogan’s bodyguards that assaulted 

American citizens in Washington in 2018. We sent this same message when there were no 

consequences for the brazen murders of Orlando Letelier and Ronni Moffitt by agents of 

Pinochet’s government in 1976.  

Fundamentally, the question we should be asking is not what tools we have available when 

transnational repression is carried out by U.S. partners and allies against American citizens. The 

question we should be asking is how we can consider any government that is committing those 

acts to be genuine partners or allies.  

I again thank the Co-Chairs for raising this crucial issue, and the witnesses for their testimony. I 

look forward to continuing our work together to put an end to the scourge of transnational 

repression and creating real accountability mechanisms.  

 

 


