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In the name of God, the Compassionate, the Merciful

N° 2050/8385

The Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic of Iran to the United Nations Office and other
international organizations in Geneva presents its compliments o the Office of the United Nations High
Comrmissioner for Human Rights, and with reference to the communications number UA TRN 6/2015 dated
4 Tupe 2015, UA TRN 1/2015 dated 16 January 2015, UA IRN 9/2015 dated 24 June 2015, UA IRN 5/2015
dated 19 May 2015, UA IRN 20/2015 dated 29 October 2015, AL IRN 19/2015 dated 16 October 2015 And
the Press Release dated 16 October 2015, has the honor to submit herewith the replies of the LR. Iran with
regard to Ms. Atena Farghdani, Ms. Atena Daemi, Mr. Saraj Al-Din Mirdamadi, Ms. Narges Mohammadi
and Ms. Fatemeh Salbehi cases. '

The Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic of Iran avails itself of this oppbrtunity to renew to
the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, the assurances of its highest
consideration.
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Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights (OHCHR)

Palais des Nations

CH-1211 Geneva 10

Fax: 022 917 90 08
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Ms. Fatemeh Salbehi (communications 8442 and 7451)

According to information received from Criminal Court of Fars Province
concerning the case, Ms, Fatemeh salbehi, was sentenced to Qisas on the
charge of Intentional murder of her husband, The sentence was executed
on 30/1/1388 after completion of due process and heating defense
arguments presented by her and her lawyer, The verdict was appealed by
the condemned person and the lawyer, and the case was sent to the
Supreme Court. The Court upheld the verdict by invoking paragraph A of
Article 265 of Code of Procedures for Public and Revolutionary Courts and

_the verdict became executable. Finally, with the failure of Reconciliation
Commission to obtain consent of next of kin, the verdict was executed in
Shiraz Adel Abad Prison on 21/7/1394,

in light of the content and evidance of the dossler, and the murderess
confessions (also verified by legal Medicine Organtzation), advance
planning and decision to carry out the homicide has been proven to the
Court. She said in her admissions that "first | gave him drugs and when | was
sure he is asleep then | injected air into his right arm 6 times and twice on

" his left arm using an empty ampoule. He was stil breathing, so | took the
computer wire and wrapped it around his neck kept pulling the two ends. it
took a while before 1 noticed his face becoming black;"

In light of the cruelty in this homicide {feeding the husband drugs to make
him unconscious and strangulation with computer cable, injection of air
syringe on the hands) and its deep impact on public opinion, it was not
passible, itke many other cases, to obtain the consent of deceased person’s
family.

tis noteworthy that the condemned person was aware of punishment of
intentional murder and that her act is a crime. Her state of mind was in way
that she could fully realize what was happening, the legal Medicine
Organization found her to be fully in charge of her sanity, and occurrence of
severe depression began after committing the homicide. Even if there was
some sort of hatred toward her husband, she could have resorted to legal
remedies, including divorce, while she never applied for a divorce.



