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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 Qffice and other
international organizations in Geneva presents its compliments. to the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights, and with reference to the communications number UA IRN 6/2015 dated
4 June 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 TRN 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 Salbebi cases. ’

The Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic of Iran avails itself of this oppbrtunity 1o 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. Atena Daemi and Mr. Saraj Mirdamadi (communication 6804)

1. Ms. Atena Daemi. According to information received from The Ministry of
Justice (Tehran), Ms. Atena Daemi Khoshknoudehani, daughter of
Mohammad Hossein, was tried in court in presence of her lawyer and ather
accomplices in this case ( Omid Ali Shenas, Nasoo Rostami and Ali Noori) in
March 2015, and sentenced to seven years in prison on charge of acting against
national security, three years for insulting the Supreme Leader, and four years
for concealment of evidence of crime (taking into account her period of
imprisonment prior o the court verdict). The issued verdict is preliminary and
not final. ‘

It should be noted that the charges against her have nothing to do with sound

- and lawful social activities. Considering that her verdict is issued on the basis
of provisions of law and still on preliminary phase and filing of request for
appeal by her and her lawyer, this case is currently in the appellate phase at the
Tehran Appeal Court.

1t should be added that Ms. Daemi has had numerous visits with her family and
benefits from medical care, like other prisoners. She has been referred to prison
healthcare center on three occasions and prison physicians have nof seen
anything unusual about her health and have fou}zd no reason to send her
outside prison compounds for treatment. Considering that the verdict is still
preliminary, comments on this communication is not warranted and other
claims in the communication (such as conditional use of toilet...) are untrue and
strongly refuted.
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2. Mr. Saraj Al-Din Mirdamadi, he was tried on charges of assembly and
collusion with the aim of committing crime against national security and
spreading propaganda against the Islamic Republic of Iran. He was sentenced
to five years in prison on the charge of assembly and collusion, one year for
spreading propaganda against the State and two years for membership in
\illegal groups and illegal departure from the country. According to the
information, the accused person appeled the verdict and the case is being heard
in the Appeal Court Branch 36.

It should be noted that, any arrest, prosecution, interrogation and questioning,
trial and issuing the verdict arefis based on regulations stipulated in the
Criminal Code of Procedures and the Islamic Penal Code. So the charges
attributed to Mr. Mirdamadi have nothing to do with sound and lawful social
activities. The verdict was issued on the basis of norms of law and is still
preliminary which can be appealed within the legal timeframe and heard again
in Tehran Appeal Court. Considering that the verdict in this case is not final,
any comment concerning the case is prejudgment. Moreover, since charges
against him are based on law, the claim concerning arbitrary arrest is
incorrect. Other claims in the communication are inaccurate and refuted. In
light of the information that has already been submitled, it is necessary to strike
out these communications.



