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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

__________________________________________
REZA FALLAHI )
75 Rowlands Close )
Mill Hill, London NW7 2DN )
England, )

)
AHMAD HASSANI )
7262 Stone School Road )
Greely, Ontario K4P 1M3 )
Canada, )

)
and ) Civil Action No. ___________

)
AMIR BORJKHANI )
16899 Jamboree Road; Apt. 116 )
Irvine, California 92606, )

)
Plaintiffs, )

)
v. )

)
Sayyid Ebrahim Raisolsadati, )
a.k.a. EBRAHIM RAISI, )
Sa'dabad Complex, Shemiran )
Tehran, Islamic Republic of Iran, )

)
Defendant. )

__________________________________________)

COMPLAINT
(under the Alien Tort Statute and the Torture Victim Protection Act)

Introduction

1. This is a Complaint alleging the personal liability of Defendant Ebrahim Raisi for

the torture, murder, and disappearance of political prisoners in Tehran and Karaj, Iran, over a

period of five months in the year 1988. It is alleged that Defendant Raisi – who today serves as the

President (although not the head of state) of the Islamic Republic of Iran – personally ordered the
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torture of Plaintiffs Fallahi, and Borjkhani, and the murder of Plaintiff Hassani’s brother. His

orders were crimes against humanity, in violation of the law of nations and of treaties binding both

Iran and the United States.

Jurisdiction

2. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over the Complaint as to Plaintiffs Fallahi

and Hassani pursuant to the Alien Tort Statute, 28 U.S.C. § 1350, and over the claims of Plaintiff

Borjkhani via the Torture Victim Protection Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1350note, as well as 28 U.S.C. §

1331. The first two Plaintiffs are not citizens of the United States. Their suit sounds in tort, and

they allege that the torts were committed in violation of the law of nations: the prerequisites to

federal court jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1350. Plaintiff Borikhani, a U.S. citizen, alleges that

his decedent was a victim of torture, as that term is defined in 18 U.S.C. § 1350note(3)(b).

3. The Court also has jurisdiction over Plaintiff Borjkhani’s claims under 28 U.S.C.

§ 1332, as he is a citizen of a State and Defendant is a citizen of a foreign state, and the amount in

controversy exceeds $75,000.

4. The physical presence of Defendant, a non-corporate individual, in the Southern

District of New York, as well as the fact that Plaintiff Borjkhani is a U.S. citizen, provide a

sufficient nexus to the United States to dispel any argument asserting impermissible

extraterritoriality.

5. The Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1601 et seq., has no

applicability in this matter, as Defendant Raisi is sued in his individual capacity.

The Parties

6. Plaintiff Reza Fallahi, who was born in Iran, is a citizen and resident of the United

Kingdom. Because of his support of the People’s Mojahedin Organization of Iran (known by its
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Persian initials as “the MEK”), he was held in an Iranian prison as a political prisoner from

September 1981 through September 1991. In 1988, he was in the notorious Gohardasht Prison in

Tehran, where he was subjected to torture and other forms of ill-treatment on the orders of, inter

alia, Defendant Raisi.

7. Plaintiff Ahmad Hassani, who was born in Iran, is a citizen and resident of Canada,

and a supporter of the MEK. His brother Mahmoud, born in Iran in 1960, was a student in Tehran

University when he was arrested in 1981 and was sentenced to ten years in prison. During his

imprisonment he was tortured and abused physically and mentally. He was executed in the summer

of 1988 at Evin Prison. The family was never told precisely when or how he was killed, what

happened to his body or where he was buried.

8. Plaintiff Amir Borjkhani, also born in Iran, is a citizen and resident of the United

States and the State of California. He was a political prisoner in Iran between 1982 and 1992,

because he was a supporter of the MEK. In November 1986, the political ward of Qezel Hessar

Prison, where he had been incarcerated, was disbanded, and Borjkhani was taken to Gohardasht

Prison. On August 1, 1988, he was sent to solitary confinement. He was taken before the “Death

Commission,” of which Defendant Raisi was a member, on August 3 and 5 of that year. Plaintiff

was asked one question: whether he would renounce his support for the MEK. All prisoners were

asked that question, and those who answered in the negative were immediately taken to the death

hall, where they were hanged in groups of up to 12. Somehow Plaintiff Borjkhani managed to

escape that fate, but spent four more years in Gohardasht before he was released in 1992.

9. Defendant Sayyid Ebrahim Raisolsadati, commonly known as Ebrahim Raisi,

assumed the office of President of the Islamic Republic of Iran on August 3, 2021. He is sued in

his individual capacity.



4

10. Defendant Raisi plans to enter the Southern District of New York to attend the

opening of the United Nations General Assembly session in September 2022.1 He will be served

with process personally within this District during his physical presence in the Southern District

of New York.

11. Defendant Raisi was the Deputy Prosecutor General of Tehran Province in 1988,

the Prosecutor General of Tehran from 1989 to 1994, the Deputy Chief Justice of Iran from 2004

to 2014, and the country’s Attorney General from 2014 to 2016. He ran for the presidency in 2017

but was defeated. He was elected to the presidency, in an election widely believed not to have been

free and fair, in 2021, and was formally appointed to the post by the Supreme Leader in August of

that year.

12. Although occupying the office of the President, Defendant Raisi is not the head of

state of Iran. The current head of state, also referred to as The Supreme Leader, is the Ayatollah

Sayyid Ali Hosseini Khamenei. See the 1979 Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Iran (revised

in 1989), Arts. 107-132.

13. The acts of which Defendant Raisi stands accused in this Complaint were

committed long before his accession to the Presidency. Although having no legal training, and no

university education at all, Raisi became a public prosecutor in Iran in 1981, at the age of 20. In

1988, he was appointed by the then-Supreme Leader, the Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini, to the

“Prosecution Committee” of four “judges” in Tehran, who were responsible for the deaths of

thousands of political prisoners and the torture of countless others, the vast majority of which were

1 See Joe Lieberman & Mark D. Wallace, No Visa for Iran’s President Ebrahim Raisi,
Wall St. Journal, Aug. 10, 2022, https://www.wsj.com/articles/no-visa-for-irans-president-
ebrahim-raisi-united-nations-general-assembly-new-york-terrorism-belgium-biden-bolton-
alinejad-11660166051.



5

supporters of the MEK. This “Committee” is generally referred to as “the Death Commission.” It

was not a “regularly-constituted court”; indeed, it was not a “court” at all.

14. On November 4, 2019, the Department of the Treasury, through the Office of

Foreign Assets Control (“OFAC”), imposed sanctions on Defendant Raisi, pursuant to Executive

Order 13876 (June 24, 2019). The Department’s announcement of the measures said of him that

“as deputy prosecutor general of Tehran, Raisi participated in a so-called ‘death commission’ that

ordered the extrajudicial executions of thousands of political prisoners in 1988.”2

15. On January 12, 2021, the Department of State announced that it was imposing

immigration restrictions on Defendant Raisi, under the Iran Threat Reduction and Syria Human

Rights Act of 2012, Public Law 112-158 (August 10, 2012). He was described as a person whom

“the President has determined [to be a] senior Iranian official involved in … the commission of

serious human rights abuses.”3

16. Defendant Raisi is therefore not entitled to the privilege of head of state immunity

against actions like this one under the laws of the United States.

Venue

17. Venue is proper in this judicial District pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391(b)(3) (insofar

as this Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendant by virtue of his physical presence here) and

(c)(3) (since Defendant is not a resident of the United States).

2 “Treasury Designates Supreme Leader of Iran’s Inner Circle Responsible for Advancing
Regime’s Domestic and Foreign Oppression,” https://home.treasury.gov/news/press-
releases/sm824.
3 https://www.state.gov/report-to-congress-on-identification-of-and-immigration-restrictions-on-
senior-officials-of-the-government-of-iran-and-their-family-members/
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Facts

18. The facts concerning this Complaint, and the massacre of political prisoners in Iran

in 1988, are well-known and well-documented. They have been the subject of United Nations

statements,4 of U.S. Department of State documents,5 and of extensive coverage in the mainstream

media. On December 4, 2018, Amnesty International issued a 200-page publication entitled Iran:

Blood-Soaked Secrets: Why Iran’s 1988 PrisonMassacres Are Ongoing Crimes Against Humanity

(“the AI Report”), following an exhaustive and objective investigation6. All of these sources

include ample evidence of the personal responsibility of Defendant Raisi for the torture, inhumane

treatment, and executions that were mercilessly carried out by the regime.

19. The account of the facts presented here is based on the AI Report, except for ¶¶ 31-

33, infra, which summarize the testimony that Plaintiffs will offer at trial.

4 See, for example, the letter of the High Commissioner for Human Rights of June 14, 2017
(referring to reports “that between July and August 1988, the Iranian authorities summarily
executed up to 5000 political prisoners pursuant to a fatwa issued by the then Supreme Leader
Ayatollah Khomeini”),
https://spcommreports.ohchr.org/TMResultsBase/DownLoadPublicCommunicationFile?gId=231
62, at p. 2; and the reports of the Special Rapporteur on Iran to the General Assembly of August
14, 2017, https://documents-dds-
ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N17/256/24/PDF/N1725624.pdf?OpenElement, ¶¶ 71-74, and
March 12, 2018,
https://documents-dds-
ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G18/060/60/PDF/G1806060.pdf?OpenElement, ¶¶ 21-22.
5 In its 2021 Country Report on Human Rights in Iran, the Department of State reported that “On
August 10, a Swedish court, drawing on the principle of universal jurisdiction, opened the trial of
a former Iranian prosecutor, Hamid Nouri, for his alleged role in the executions of thousands of
political prisoners in Iran in the 1980s. Human rights organizations and UNSR Rehman called
for an independent inquiry into allegations of state-ordered executions of thousands of political
prisoners in 1988, including the role played by newly elected President Ebrahim Raisi as
Tehran’s deputy prosecutor at the time.” https://www.state.gov/reports/2021-country-reports-on-
human-rights-practices/iran, § I.A. Nouri was sentenced to life imprisonment in July 2022.
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-62162676.
6 https://www.amnesty.org/en/documents/mde13/9421/2018/en/. The Executive Summary of the
AI Report is attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 1.
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20. In the early summer of 1988, the prisons of Iran housing thousands of political

prisoners went on lockdown. No visits were permitted, and no communications could be received

or sent by the detainees, who were completely cut off from their loved ones, lawyers, and friends.

The lockdowns ended in October 1988, when families of the inmates were informed, without

explanation, that their sons, daughters, parents, siblings, husbands, or wives had been executed.

21. The vast majority of the political prisoners at the time were guilty of nothing but

their opposition to the theocratic and increasingly repressive regime. A substantial majority were

supporters of the MEK, although other dissident factions were also represented among the prison

populations. None of these individuals had been imprisoned after trials that conformed to the

minimum standards required by international law generally, and more specifically by the

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (“ICCPR”), to which Iran has been a state

party since 1975 (the United States is also a party to the ICCPR).

22. To this day, many families have never been informed of the details of their loved

ones’ deaths, or even of what has happened to their bodies. The true story was veiled in secrecy,

until the facts began to emerge through investigations by international and non-government

organizations.

23. The narrative that did come to light is chilling. It was learned sometime in July

1988, that Iran’s “Supreme Leader,” the Ayatollah Khomeini, issued a religious decree (called a

“fatwa”) ordering the execution of all prisoners who remained “steadfast” in their support for the

MEK.7

7 The full text of the fatwa, in Farsi and English, may be found at https://iran1988.org/khomeini-
decrees-execution-of-steadfast-monafeqin-mojahedin-in-prisons/.
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24. Among other things, MEK adherents believe in a genuine but distinctive form of

Islam, which requires prayers and devotions, but allows individual worship unsupervised by

mullahs. TheMEK is strongly opposed to fundamentalism and advocates a tolerant and democratic

Islam, featuring gender equality, rather than male domination, and freedom of thought, rather than

suppression. For that reason, their doctrine is at odds with the state religion, which insists on

“guardianship” by Islamic jurists. Thus, the persecution of the MEK is attributable, in part at least,

to its religious orientation, as well as its political opposition to the regime.

25. According to reliable reports (including the AI Report) – which Plaintiffs represent

are true and accurate to the best of their knowledge – pursuant to Khomeini’s fatwa, political

prisoners, across the country but primarily at the Evin and Gohardasht prisons (in Tehran and

Alborz Provinces), were hauled before a panel of three or four individuals, who asked them one

question: whether they were prepared to repudiate their affiliation with the MEK, or any other

organization opposed to the regime. If the answer was no, they were immediately hanged, often in

groups of as many as 12 at a time. The prisoners were not afforded the right to speak, nor were

they represented by counsel. The proceedings lasted for a matter of a few minutes. There was no

appeal.

26. The “Death Commission,” as it came to be called, was not a regularly-constituted

court. Its members had no constitutional or legal authority to impose criminal penalties, and in

many instances no formal legal education. They were, instead, prosecutors, religious leaders,

intelligence officials, and prison authorities.

27. One of the members of the Death Commission, who was especially aggressive in

sending prisoners to the gallows, was the Deputy Prosecutor General of Tehran Province,

Defendant Ebrahim Raisi.
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28. The fatwa ordered the Death Commission to proceed with “revolutionary rage and

rancor against the enemies of Islam,” and not to “show any doubt or concerns” in condemning

prisoners to death. And the Commission – including Defendant Raisi – carried out that instruction

with a vengeance. Thousands of political prisoners were killed in Iranian prisons over the summer

and early autumn of 1988.

29. Prisoners who were not killed but who were not released were returned to their cells

to undergo horrific forms of torture, including (but not limited to) beatings, sleep deprivation,

stress positions, sexual violence, and mock executions.

30. On December 8, 1988, the UN General Assembly adopted a resolution on the

situation of human rights in Iran, expressing “grave concern” about the reports of mass executions.

Amnesty International followed a few days later with a briefing stating that “the evidence for mass

executions was now indisputable” and that “the true total could run into thousands.” These and

other expressions of concern were met with denials or silence by the Iranian regime.

31. The 1988 massacre was planned at the highest levels of the regime, but without the

cooperation and the active involvement of Defendant Raisi, it could not and would not have taken

place. In 2016, Ahmad Montazeri, son of Ayatollah Hossein Ali Montazeri (the designated

successor to Khomeini), made public a recording of a meeting of senior officials on August 15,

1988, in which Hossein Ali Montazeri protested the mass executions. In the recording, members

of the Death Commission – presumably including Defendant – discussed and defended the killings

in Evin and Gohardasht prisons. Hossein Ali Montazeri is heard telling the Death Commission

participants that the Ministry of Intelligence cited the MEK’s anti-government activities to justify

the executions, which had been planned for several years. Montazeri also warned his listeners that,
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“In my opinion, the greatest crime committed in the Islamic Republic, and for which history will

condemn us, has been committed by you.”8

32. Defendant Raisi’s involvement in the mass killings is not in doubt, and he has never

denied it. He was quoted in an Iranian government state media outlet in May 2018 saying that the

case was analogous to the situation of “several thousand drug traffickers today whose sentences

have been finalized but a decision has not yet been made to have them carried out.” He went on to

say that he regarded the murders as “one of the proud achievements of the system.”9

33. When it was announced that Raisi would become President of Iran in June 2021,

Amnesty International issued a statement over the signature of its Secretary General, Agnès

Callamard. She wrote, “That Ebrahim Raisi has risen to the presidency instead of being

investigated for the crimes against humanity of murder, enforced disappearance and torture, is a

grim reminder that impunity reigns supreme in Iran.” The statement, attached hereto as Exhibit 2,

included, among other things, the considered opinion of Amnesty International that “Ebrahim

Raisi had been a member of the ‘Death Commission’ which forcibly disappeared and

extrajudicially executed in secret thousands of political dissidents in Evin and Gohardasht prisons

near Tehran in 1988. The circumstances surrounding the fate of the victims and the whereabouts

of their bodies are, to this day, systematically concealed by the Iranian authorities, amounting to

ongoing crimes against humanity.”

8 Brian Murphy, An opponent of political violence was once set to lead Iran. One last quarrel
changed it all, Wash. Post., Aug. 12, 2016,
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/worldviews/wp/2016/08/12/an-opponent-of-political-
violence-was-once-set-to-lead-iran-one-last-quarrel-changed-it-all/
9 Iranian Students’ News Agency, “The explanations of Raisi about the events of 1980s,”
www.bit.ly/2JlosGN, May 1, 2018.
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34. Plaintiff Reza Fallahi somehow survived the Death Commission in 1988. But he

was returned to his cell in Evin Prison, where he was tortured repeatedly and viciously until his

eventual release in 1991.

35. Plaintiff Amir Borjkhani, a political prisoner in Iran from 1982 to 1992, was taken

to Gohardasht Prison in 1986. On August 3 and 5, 1988, he appeared before the “Death

Commission,” which included Defendant Raisi. Like the other prisoners, he was asked whether he

would renounce the MEK. Plaintiff Borjkhani would not “repent” for his opposition to the regime,

but somehow he managed to escape the death sentence that befell thousands of other men and

women guilty of nothing but exercising their human rights.

36. Mahmoud Hassani, the brother of Plaintiff Ahmad Hassani, was arrested in 1981

for supporting the MEK, and was sentenced to ten years in confinement. He was hauled before

Defendant Raisi’s Death Commission in the summer of 1988 at Evin Prison, refused to repudiate

the MEK, and was summarily executed. Like other families whose loved ones met the same fate,

the Hassanis were never told, and still do not know, precisely when or how he was killed, what

happened to his body, or whether or where he was buried.

Claims for Relief

Count One: Torture, under the ATS (Plaintiffs Fallahi and Hassani)

35. Plaintiffs allege the contents of ¶¶ 1-34, as if fully set forth herein.

36. Plaintiff Reza Fallahi respectfully alleges that, in 1988, in Gohardasht Prison in

Tehran, Iran, he was subjected to torture and inhumane treatment on the orders of, inter alia,

Defendant Raisi.

37. The torture and other forms of mistreatment suffered by Plaintiff Fallahi and the

brother of Plaintiff Hassani, constituted violations of the law of nations, and specifically of the
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United Nations Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or

Punishment, as well as customary international law.

38. Plaintiffs Fallahi and Hassani are not citizens of the United States.

39. Each of the acts of torture carried out on the instruction of Defendant was a tort at

common law, causing compensable harm to each of the Plaintiffs.

40. As required by the Alien Tort Statute, 28 U.S.C. § 1350, (a) Plaintiffs are aliens;

(b) their claims sound in tort only; and (c) the torts were committed in violation of the law of

nations. This Court therefore has subject matter jurisdiction to adjudicate the tort claims brought

by Plaintiffs Fallahi and Hassani, and to find Defendant liable in compensatory and punitive

damages in amounts to be set at trial. By virtue of Defendant’s impending presence in the Southern

District of New York, Plaintiffs’ allegations herein touch and concern the United States.

Count Two: Torture, under the TVPA (All Plaintiffs)

41. Plaintiffs allege the contents of ¶¶ 1-34, as if fully set forth herein.

42. The actions of Defendant Raisi were directed against individuals in his custody or

physical control, and caused the victims “severe pain or suffering not inherent in, or incidental to,

lawful sanctions, [which was] intentionally inflicted on [them] for such purposes as obtaining from

[them] information or a confession, punishing [them] for act that [they] or a third person had

committed or is suspected of having committed, intimidating or coercing [them] or a third person,

or for any reason based on discrimination of any kind,” within 28 U.S.C. § 1350 note(3)(b)(1).

43. Defendant acted under the actual or apparent authority, or color of law, of the

Islamic Republic of Iran in subjecting the victims to torture.

44. The courts and other institutions of Iran do not offer the possibility of adequate and

available remedies.
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45. The claims in this Count are not barred by the limitation provisions in 28 U.S.C.

§ 1350 note (2)(c), because Defendant has not set foot in the jurisdiction of this or any other United

States Court since the time the claims arose, and thus the claims in this Count are equitably tolled.

See S. Rep. 102-249, p. 11 (“The statute of limitation should be tolled during the time the defendant

was absent from the United States or from any jurisdiction in which the same or a similar action

arising from the same facts may be maintained by the plaintiff, provided that the remedy in that

jurisdiction is adequate and available.”). Moreover, the offenses are ongoing because Defendant

and his confederates refuse to divulge information about the fate of their victims to the victims’

family members, including Plaintiff Hassani.

46. This Court therefore has subject matter jurisdiction to adjudicate the claims brought

by all three Plaintiffs pursuant to the Torture Victim Protection Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1350note, and to

find Defendant liable in compensatory and punitive damages in amounts to be set at trial.

Count Three: Extrajudicial Killing, under the TVPA (Plaintiff Hassani)

47. Plaintiffs allege the contents of ¶¶ 1-34, as if fully set forth herein.

48. Plaintiff Ahmad Hassani alleges that his brother, Mahmoud Hassani, was murdered

on the orders of, inter alia, Defendant Raisi.

49. The killing of Mahmoud Hassani was “a deliberated killing not authorized by a

previous judgment pronounced by a regularly constituted court affording all the judicial guarantees

which are recognized as indispensable by civilized peoples.” It was, therefore, an extrajudicial

killing as that term is defined in 28 U.S.C. § 1350note (3)(a).

50. Under applicable law, Plaintiff Hassani is a person who may be a claimant in an

action for the wrongful death of his brother.
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51. Defendant acted under the actual or apparent authority, or color of law, of the

Islamic Republic of Iran in ordering the death of Mahmoud Hassani.

52. The courts and other institutions of Iran do not offer the possibility of adequate and

available remedies.

53. The claims in this Count are not barred by the limitation provisions in 28 U.S.C.

§ 1350 note (2)(c), because Defendant has not set foot in the jurisdiction of this or any other United

States Court since the time the claims arose, and thus the claims in this Count are equitably tolled.

See S. Rep. 102-249, p. 11 (“The statute of limitation should be tolled during the time the defendant

was absent from the United States or from any jurisdiction in which the same or a similar action

arising from the same facts may be maintained by the plaintiff, provided that the remedy in that

jurisdiction is adequate and available.”). Moreover, the offenses are ongoing because Defendant

and his confederates refuse to divulge information about the fate of their victims to the victims’

family members, including Plaintiff Hassani.

54. This Court therefore has subject matter jurisdiction to adjudicate the claim of

extrajudicial killing brought by Plaintiff Hassani pursuant to the Torture Victim Protection Act, 28

U.S.C. § 1350note, and to find Defendant liable in compensatory and punitive damages in amounts

to be set at trial.

Count Four: Genocide (All Plaintiffs)

58. Plaintiffs allege the contents of ¶¶ 1-34, as if fully set forth herein.

59. Because the persecution by Defendant Raisi of MEK members, including but not

limited to Plaintiffs, was motivated at least in part by the desire to eliminate adherents to a version

of Islam different from the one officially approved by the regime, it comes within the definition of

genocide, as set out in the Genocide Convention of 1948, which was ratified by Iran in 1949 and
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by the United States in 1988. Genocide is a crime, wherever committed, under the laws of the

United States, 18 U.S.C. § 1091.

60. Victims or intended victims of genocide have a cause of action against their

victimizers, so long as they are present in the United States. See 18 U.S.C. § 1091(e)(2)(D). This

Court therefore has subject matter jurisdiction to adjudicate the claim that Defendant Raisi engaged

in a program of genocide to the detriment and injury of all three Plaintiffs, and to find Defendant

liable in compensatory and punitive damages in amounts to be set at trial.

Count Five: Crimes Against Humanity (All Plaintiffs)

55. Plaintiffs allege the contents of ¶¶ 1-34, as if fully set forth herein.

56. The campaign of which Defendant played a vital part – including the persecution,

torture, and extrajudicial murder of political opponents of the Iranian regime – constituted a

massive crime against humanity. Defendant Raisi was an essential participant in that crime.

57. Under the common law, victims of crimes against humanity have a cause of action

against their victimizers, so long as they can be found within the jurisdiction of the Court. This

Court therefore has subject matter jurisdiction to adjudicate the claim that Defendant Raisi

committed crimes against humanity that injured all three Plaintiffs, and to find Defendant liable in

compensatory and punitive damages in amounts to be set at trial.

Count Six: Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress (All Plaintiffs)

61. Plaintiffs allege the contents of ¶¶ 1-34, as if fully set forth herein.

62. All of the acts, crimes, and violations set forth above had as their complete or partial

aim the infliction of emotional distress on both their immediate victims, such as Plaintiffs Fallahi

and Borjkhani, and the families and loved ones of the victims, like Ahmad Hassani. Defendant

Raisi is personally responsible for those acts, and must bear individual liability for them.
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Count Seven: Common Law Torts (All Plaintiffs)

63. Plaintiffs allege the contents of ¶¶ 1-34, as if fully set forth herein.

64. The acts of which Defendant is accused below constituted torts – including but not

limited to wrongful death, assault, battery, trespass to the person, entrapment, and negligence –

against the immediate victims and their family members who did not survive (including Plaintiffs).

For each of these torts Defendant Raisi should be found liable, and required to pay compensatory

and punitive damages in amounts to be set at trial.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs Reza Fallahi, Ahmad Hassani, and Amir Borjkhani respectfully

pray that this Honorable Court:

1. ASSERT its subject matter jurisdiction over these claims, and its personal

jurisdiction over Defendant Ebrahim Raisi;

2. ENTER JUDGMENT against Defendant on each of the Counts as set forth above;

3. AWARD to Plaintiffs general, special, and consequential damages in amounts to

be proved at trial;

4. AWARD to Plaintiffs exemplary and punitive damages, according to proof, in light

of Defendant’s deliberate and flagrant conduct as set forth above;

5. ORDER Defendant to pay the costs of this Action, including reasonable attorneys’

fees; and

6. AWARD such additional relief as to the Court shall appear just in the premises.

JURY DEMAND

Plaintiffs demand trial by jury on all issues so triable.
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Respectfully submitted,

SHER TREMONTE LLP

By: /s/Noam Biale
Noam Biale

90 Broad Street, 23rd Floor
New York, NY 10004
Phone: (212) 202-2600
Fax: (212) 202-4156
E-mail: nbiale@shertremonte.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs
Reza Fallahi, AhmadHassani, and Amir Borjkhani

Of counsel:

StevenM. Schneebaum (pro hac vice application forthcoming)
STEVENM. SCHNEEBAUM,P.C.
1776KStreet, N.W.; Suite #800
Washington, D.C. 20006
Tel.: (202) 742-5900
Email: sms@smslawdc.com

Dated: August 17, 2022
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