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  (Translated from Russian) 

Information from the competent authorities of the Republic of Belarus on the criminal 
proceedings against P. Selyun, G. Yuzepchuk and A. Haryunou 

General information 

Procedure for detaining persons suspected of having committed a crime 

 Once the local law enforcement officers receive a report that a crime has been 
committed, they immediately take the necessary steps to identify the perpetrator. The steps 
taken in the first stages of investigating the crime include collecting material evidence, 
finding potential witnesses, including eyewitnesses, and directly acquiring information 
regarding the alleged perpetrator. 

 The person suspected of committing the crime is taken into custody. In accordance 
with article 11 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, no one may be detained on suspicion of 
having committed a crime in the absence of lawful grounds for such detention. 

 In accordance with article 110 of the Code, shortly after the person is brought to the 
criminal prosecution service by the officer who took him or her into custody, a report is 
drawn up, indicating the grounds for such action and the place and time (hour and minute) 
at which it occurred, the results of a search of his or her person and the time at which the 
report was drawn up. 

 The report is read out to the person being held in custody and he or she is informed 
of the rights laid out in article 41 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, including the right to 
defence counsel and to testify in the presence of counsel, and this is duly noted in the 
report. The report is signed by the person who drew it up and by the person being held in 
custody. 

 Within three hours of the moment the suspect is brought to the criminal prosecution 
service, a law enforcement officer, investigator or procurator must either decide to arrest 
the person, in which case an order is issued and forms the legal grounds for short-term 
custody in a place and under conditions provided for by law, or decide to release the 
person. Any order issued is read out to the person being detained. 

Procedure for imposing the death penalty 

 Article 24 of the Constitution states that everyone has the right to life. The 
Government is to protect human life from any unlawful infringement. Pending its abolition, 
the death penalty may be imposed in accordance with the law, and solely by court order, as 
the ultimate sanction for especially serious crimes. 

 In Belarus, this constitutional provision was the first to proclaim the inalienable 
right of every person to life and the Government’s responsibility for protecting human life 
from any unlawful infringement. In the interests of protecting the human right to life, the 
Constitution permitted the imposition of the death penalty, while emphasizing that it was to 
be used as an exception and would not be available indefinitely. 

 According to article 8, paragraph 1, of the Constitution, Belarus recognizes the 
primacy of the generally accepted principles of international law and ensures that its 
legislation is in harmony with them. 
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 The Universal Declaration of Human Rights proclaims the right to life (art. 3) as one 
of the primary rights of every human being. This right is enshrined and guaranteed in other 
international instruments. 

 Article 6 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, which Belarus 
has ratified, states, among other things, that every human being has the inherent right to 
life. This right shall be protected by law. No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his or her 
life. In countries that have not abolished the death penalty, the sentence of death may be 
imposed only for the most serious crimes, in accordance with the law in force at the time of 
the commission of the crime (paras. 1 and 2). 

 The Covenant states that the death penalty must be used only as an exception and 
that its imposition is justified only for the most serious crimes and against a limited circle 
of individuals. The Covenant also proclaims the aim of governments to abolish this penalty 
and encourages them to move their legislation in that direction. 

 These international agreements underscore the death penalty’s use as an exception 
and only for a certain period, reflecting a growing consensus on this penalty and the 
determination of States to gradually renounce its use. 

 The commitment of Belarus to gradual renunciation of use of the death penalty may 
be observed in the evolution of its criminal legislation. 

 Under article 59 of the Criminal Code, the death penalty may be applied (pending its 
abolition) as an exceptional measure through execution by firing squad for certain 
particularly serious crimes involving the deliberate taking of human life under aggravating 
circumstances. 

 However, the death penalty may not be imposed on: 

• Individuals who commit an offence while under the age of 18; 

• Women; 

• Men aged 65 and over at the time the sentence is handed down. 

 The death penalty may be commuted to life imprisonment through pardons 
procedures. 

 In fact, therefore, the legislation in Belarus establishes more stringent limitations on 
the use of the death penalty than those required by article 6 of the International Covenant 
on Civil and Political Rights. 

 The legal situation of persons sentenced to death and the procedures for carrying out 
the death penalty are governed by chapter 22 of the Code of Criminal Sentence 
Enforcement. 

 Legal situation of persons sentenced to death (art. 174): 

 1. Persons sentenced to death are held under heightened security in separate 
cells. They must fulfil the same obligations and have the same rights as those 
established for other persons being held in custody. Convicted persons in this 
category are not entitled to exercise periods. 

 2. After the sentence has become enforceable, persons sentenced to death have 
the right to: 

• Submit an appeal for pardon in the manner prescribed by law; 

• Meet with lawyers and other persons who have the right to provide legal 
assistance, without restriction on the length or number of visits; 
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• Receive and send letters without restriction; 

• Have one brief meeting per month with close relatives; 

• Receive one parcel or delivery every three months, in accordance with the 
regulations set by the prison administration and, on a monthly basis, obtain 
food products by cashless settlement and other essential items using cash 
from their personal accounts, including monies received by postal order, in 
the amount set for persons held in high security prisons; 

• Certify the necessary civil, marital and family relationships in accordance 
with the law; 

• Meet with clergy members; and 

• Receive the necessary medical care. 

 Procedure for enforcing the death sentence (art. 175): 

 1. When a death sentence becomes enforceable, it is carried out following 
receipt of an official communication certifying that appeals lodged under 
supervisory procedures and appeals for pardon have been denied. 

 2. The death penalty is carried out in private, by firing squad. When several 
condemned prisoners are put to death, each execution is carried out separately, away 
from any other persons sentenced to death. 

 3. The death penalty is carried out in the presence of the procurator, a 
representative of the facility in which the sentence is being implemented and a 
physician. In exceptional cases, the procurator may authorize other persons to be 
present at the execution. 

 4. The condemned person’s death is certified by the physician. A record is kept 
of the implementation of the sentence. 

 5. The prison administration is obliged to inform the court that handed down the 
sentence that it has been carried out, and the court notifies a member of the person’s 
immediate family. The corpse is not surrendered for burial, and no information is 
provided on the place of burial. 

 Stay of execution (art. 176): 

 1. When a person sentenced to death shows signs of psychiatric disorder 
(illness), the prison administration must arrange for an examination by a commission 
consisting of three medical specialists, and a report is drawn up. 

 2. If the psychiatric disorder (illness) is found to be such as to deprive the 
person of the ability to comprehend his or her own actions, the death sentence is not 
carried out and the report on the medical examination is sent to the court that handed 
down the sentence. 

 3. The court orders a stay of execution of the person mentioned in paragraph 2 
above and orders compulsory security and treatment measures to be used in the 
manner prescribed by the Criminal Code. 

 4. In the event that the person recovers, the court that handed down the death 
sentence decides whether to impose the death penalty or to replace it with another 
form of punishment. 
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Information on judicial proceedings in individual cases 

P. Selyun 

 Pavel Nikolaevich Selyun. Date of birth: 20 July 1990. Place of birth: Vileika, 
Minsk province. Citizen of the Republic of Belarus. Address: 46-33 Kalinovsky Street, 
Minsk. Dropped out of high school. Worked at Militser & Myunkh as a cargo handler. 
Widower. Subject to compulsory military service. No prior convictions. 

 Mr. Selyun was taken into custody on 7 August 2012 by an investigations unit for 
Hrodna province under the Belarusian Investigative Committee on suspicion of the murder, 
with particular cruelty (article 139, paragraph 2 (1), of the Criminal Code), of two people: 
Aleksei Vladimirovich Utovko, born 1989, and Viktoriya Sergeevna Maikova, born 1991. 

 Mr. Selyun was detained under article 108, paragraph 1 (3), of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, since he was found to be in possession of the personal items, identification 
papers and the skull of his victim, Mr. Utovko. 

 In view of the gruesome and particularly cruel nature of the crime, it was decided to 
detain Mr. Selyun as a preventive measure (by order of the investigations unit for Hrodna 
province under the Belarusian Investigative Committee dated 16 August 2012). 

 As a result of the investigation, Mr. Selyun was accused of having committed the 
crimes covered in articles 139, paragraph 2 (1) and (6); 205, paragraph 1; 347, paragraph 1; 
and 378 of the Criminal Code. 

 On 5 January 2013, the criminal case against Mr. Selyun was referred to the 
procurator of Hrodna province for the institution of judicial proceedings. 

 From the time of the arrest, Mr. Selyun was provided with defence counsel, and 
counsel took part in all aspects of the investigation. Once the investigation was completed, 
Mr. Selyun and defence counsel were familiarized with the case file. 

 By decision of the criminal division of the court of Hrodna Province dated 12 July 
2013, Mr. Selyun was found guilty of having committed the crimes covered in articles 139, 
paragraph 2 (1) and (6); 205, paragraph 1; 347, paragraph 1; 378, paragraph 4; and 72 of 
the Criminal Code, namely premeditated murder of two individuals with particular cruelty; 
robbery; defilement of a corpse; and theft of a person’s passport and other important 
documents. The circumstances of the crimes are as follows. 

 On 5 August 2012, somewhere between 2.40 p.m. and 6.50 p.m., in apartment No. 
30, 151 Dzerzhinsky Street, in the city of Hrodna, Mr. Selyun, acting with intent to kill, 
deliberately struck Mr. Utovko in the face and stabbed him with a knife in the neck and 
torso at least six times. Acting with intent to kill, and demonstrating particular cruelty, 
knowing that he would cause her acute suffering, he deliberately stabbed Ms. Maikova with 
a knife at least 15 times on the arms, torso, head and neck. The two victims suffered serious 
bodily harm from which they both expired on the spot. The murder weapon was acquired 
by Mr. Selyun prior to entering the above-mentioned apartment. 

 Somewhere between 3 p.m. on 5 August 2012 and 8 p.m. on 6 August 2012, Mr. 
Selyun, having remained at the scene of the crime after murdering Mr. Utovko and Ms. 
Maikova, and with the intent of defiling Mr. Utovko’s corpse, dismembered him using a 
woodcutting ax and a knife. Having severed the arms and legs from the corpse, he threw 
them and the trunk of the corpse into a garbage bin that stood not far from the building 
mentioned above. He also cut off the head, which he then boiled in the kitchen of the 
above-mentioned apartment until approximately 6 a.m. on 7 August 2012. He threw 
remains of the scalp and fragments of skin into the garbage bin and, taking the skull with 
him, he left the apartment, carrying the skull with him until the moment he was detained 
that same day by members of the police force. 
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 After killing Mr. Utovko and Ms. Maikova, he had remained in the apartment from 
approximately 8.05 p.m. on 6 August 2012 to 5 a.m. on 7 August 2012, and knowing full 
well that Ms. Maikova was dead, he committed necrofilia with the intent of defiling her 
corpse. 

 To make it easier to cover the traces of his crime and to pass himself off as the 
victim, he stole Mr. Utovko’s passport, other important personal documents and material 
goods belonging to Mr. Utovko and valued at 4,634,270 Belarusian roubles. 

 During the preliminary investigation and judicial inquiry, Mr. Selyun did not deny 
his involvement in the crime. There can be no doubt as to the veracity of his confession, 
since it was confirmed by all the evidence examined by the court: the testimony of the 
bereaved (V.A. Utovko, N.P. Utovko, D.V. Utovko, L.V. Maikova) and of witnesses (A.V. 
Korshuk, A.V. Arsenyuk, Y.V. Prokopik, Y.G. Aponik, A.V. Efremenkov, D.V. 
Pochivalov, V.I. Schurko, A.A. Ivanovsky), the inspection of the crime scene, the forensic 
report on the cause of death, the way the wounds found on the victims’ bodies were 
inflicted and other evidence found by the court to be relevant, admissible, reliable and 
sufficient grounds for sentencing. 

 Based on the results of the psychiatric expertise performed on Mr. Selyun as part of 
the judicial proceedings, he was pronounced cognizant of his acts. The results of the 
expertise objectively demonstrate that during the incriminated acts, Mr. Selyun was fully 
aware of their significance and capable of controlling himself. He was acting neither in the 
heat of passion nor under any other strong emotional impulse that might have significantly 
affected his capacity for awareness and control of his behaviour. 

 In determining Mr. Selyun’s sentence, the court considered that he had committed a 
particularly violent crime resulting in the deaths of two persons. Although Mr. Selyun has 
some redeeming qualities, the court took into account the specific circumstances of the 
murders and the subsequent defilement of the victims’ corpses and came to the reasoned 
conclusion that the offender is especially dangerous to society, and it rightly sentenced 
him to the ultimate sanction of death by firing squad. 

 No breach of criminal procedural law, including the law governing the methods 
and grounds for detaining suspects and upholding the right of suspects and accused 
persons to defence counsel during judicial proceedings, was permitted. 

 The case against Mr. Selyun was considered behind closed doors in order to 
prevent details about his personal life and his dismemberment of the victims’ corpses 
from being divulged (in accordance with article 23, paragraph 2, of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure). 

 By order of the Criminal Chamber of the Supreme Court dated 17 September 2013, 
Mr. Selyun’s sentence, as handed down by the criminal division of the court of Hrodna 
Province on 12 July 2013, was upheld, and his petition for cassation was rejected. 

 Since 6 August 2013, Mr. Selyun has been held in Minsk Penitentiary No. 1. 

 On 10 October 2013, he submitted an appeal for pardon. 

G. Yuzepchuk 

 Grigory Antonovich Yuzepchuk. Date of birth: 7 June 1969. Place of birth: Miropol, 
Zhitomirsk province, Ukraine. Stateless person (on date of sentencing). No fixed address. 
Primary school education. Unemployed. Unmarried. Subject to compulsory military 
service. Seven previous convictions: two for premeditated infliction of serious bodily harm, 
two for particularly violent hooliganism with the use of weapons and objects employed as 
weapons and three for manslaughter. Most recent sentencing: by Mahilioǎ province court 
dated 9 April 2010, under Criminal Code article 205, paragraph 1 (1) and (6) and article 
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139, paragraph 2 (16), to 25 years’ imprisonment, the first 5 in prison and the remaining 20 
in a maximum security correctional facility. 

 Criminal proceedings against Mr. G. Yuzepchuk and Mr. P. Petrakov were instituted 
on 5 July 2012 by the Lenin district department, a unit of the Belarusian Investigative 
Committee in the city of Mahilioǎ, under Criminal Code article 139, paragraph 2 (15). The 
charges were that while they were serving sentences in cell No. 10, Penitentiary No. 4, 
which is administered by the Sentence Enforcement Department of the Belarusian Internal 
Affairs Ministry for Mahilioǎ province, they murdered another inmate, Mr. I. Khodakov. 

 The same day, the case was referred for further investigation to the investigative 
department for Mahilioǎ province of the Belarusian Investigative Committee. 

 On 28 July 2012, Mr. Yuzepchuk was detained as a preventive measure and charged 
under Criminal Code article 139, paragraph 2 (15). 

 On 27 September 2012, the investigative department for Mahilioǎ province of the 
Belarusian Investigative Committee ordered Mr. Yuzepchuk to be detained as a preventive 
measure on suspicion of having committed the crime described in Criminal Code article 
139, paragraph 2 (15). 

 Defence counsel was involved at all stages of the investigation and handling of 
the case concerning Mr. Yuzepchuk, and was also given access to the case file. 

 On 22 December 2012, Mr. Yuzepchuk was formally charged under Criminal Code 
article 139, paragraph 2 (15) and (16). 

 On 3 January 2013, pursuant to article 262 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the 
case was referred to the procurator of Mahilioǎ province for judicial proceedings. 

 By decision of the criminal division of the Mahilioǎ province court dated 23 April 
2013, Mr. Yuzepchuk was convicted under Criminal Code article 139, paragraph 2 (15) and 
(16), and the ultimate sanction of death by firing squad was pronounced. In accordance 
with article 73, paragraph 1, of the Criminal Code, the unserved portion of the sentence 
handed down by the Mahilioǎ province court on 9 April 2010 was subsumed within this 
penalty, and the ultimate sanction of death by firing squad was formally pronounced. 

 In the above-mentioned decision, Mr. Petrakov was likewise sentenced to 15 years’ 
deprivation of liberty under Criminal Code articles 139, paragraph 2 (15) and 73, 
paragraph 1. 

 As from 21 June 2012, Mr. Yuzepchuk and Mr. Petrakov were held in the same cell, 
No. 10, Penitentiary No. 4, as the victim, Mr. Khodakov. 

 In early July 2012, Mr. Yuzepchuk and Mr. Khodakov played a game of dominos 
with the particularity that the winner would kill the loser. Since Mr. Khodakov lost, Mr. 
Yuzepchuk agreed with Mr. Petrakov on a date and time for them to murder Mr. Khodakov, 
in order to fulfil the conditions of the game. Somewhere between 11 p.m. on 4 July 2012 
and 4 a.m. on 5 July 2012, Mr. Yuzepchuk and Mr. Petrakov put their plan into action. Mr. 
Petrakov woke Mr. Khodakov, who was lying on his bed, and Mr. Yuzepchuk tied his 
hands with the string from a pair of trousers and smothered him with a scarf while Mr. 
Petrakov sat on his legs, holding them down so that he could not escape. 

 As a result of the actions taken by the offenders together, Mr. Khodakov died on the 
spot from mechanical asphyxia caused by pressure on the neck organs during strangulation. 

 In preliminary investigations, the offenders did not deny their involvement in the 
killing. At trial, Mr. Yuzepchuk acknowledged the killing, but insisted that he had carried it 
out at the request of Mr. Khodakov, who had lost at dominos. Mr. Yuzepchuk’s guilt of the 
crime in question was confirmed by a wide range of evidence that was fully studied from 
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all angles in the judicial proceedings, duly assessed from the standpoint of admissibility and 
taken as reliable grounds for sentencing. 

 The testimony given by the offenders about the specific circumstances of the crime 
was confirmed by statements of witnesses (S.B. Ptashinsky, P.I. Miskevich, A.A. 
Stolyarov, Y.I Tarasov and V.V. Sergachev); it also concorded with the inspection of the 
crime scene, verification of the testimony of the offenders at the scene of the crime and 
findings of crime detection specialists, geneticists and forensic experts. 

 No breach of criminal procedural law, including Mr. Yuzepchuk’s right to 
defence counsel during judicial proceedings, was permitted. No preventive measures 
such as detention upon strong suspicion of committing the crime were taken against the 
offender, in view of the fact that he had already been sentenced to deprivation of liberty and 
was serving his sentence in a correctional institution. 

 The actions of the offenders, including Mr. Yuzepchuk, were correctly characterized 
by the court as murder committed by a group of persons and murder committed by a person 
who had previously committed murder. 

 Based on the results of the psychiatric expertise performed on Mr. Yuzepchuk as 
part of the judicial proceedings, he was pronounced cognizant of his acts. 

 In view of the nature of the crime as particularly harmful to the interests of society, 
Mr. Yuzepchuk’s active role in committing it and his total lack of redeeming qualities, the 
court came to the well-founded conclusion that Mr. Yuzepchuk represents an exceptional 
threat to society and sentenced him to the ultimate sanction – death by firing squad. 

 Judicial proceedings in this case were held in open court. 

 By order of the Criminal Chamber of the Belarusian Supreme Court dated 12 July 
2013, the introductory portion of decision concerning Mr. Yuzepchuk that had been 
adopted by the criminal division of the Mahilioǎ province court on 23 April 2013 was 
revised (the indication that Mr. Yuzepchuk was a stateless person was replaced with the 
information that he is a citizen of Belarus). The remainder of the decision was left 
unchanged, and his petition for cassation was rejected. 

 Since 31 May 2013, Mr. Yuzepchuk has been detained in Minsk Penitentiary No. 1. 

 On 26 July 2013, Mr. Yuzepchuk appealed for pardon. 

A. Haryunou 

 Aleksandr Maratovich Haryunou. Date of birth: 20 February 1988. Place of birth: 
HomieĎ. Citizen of Belarus. Address: 35-90 Chechersky Street, HomieĎ. Specialized 
secondary school education. Worked as a machinist at Stanko-HomieĎ company. 
Unmarried. Subject to compulsory military service. Several previous convictions. 

 He was taken into custody on 20 September 2012 by an investigations unit for 
HomieĎ province under the Belarusian Investigative Committee on suspicion of having 
committed the crime described in article 139, paragraph 2 (6), of the Criminal Code.  

 On 27 September 2012, the Investigations Department for HomieĎ province of the 
Belarusian Investigative Committee ordered Mr. Haryunou to be detained as a preventive 
measure. 

 By decision of the criminal division of the HomieĎ province court dated 14 June 
2013, Mr. Haryunou was convicted of having committed the crime covered in Criminal 
Code article 139, paragraph 2 (6), and the ultimate sanction of death by firing squad was 
pronounced. 
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 The court found him guilty of the particularly violent murder of N. Emelyanchikova 
on 20 September 2012, at approximately 12.34 p.m., at No. 9, Chechersky Street, HomieĎ, 
while under the influence of alcohol and motivated by hostility because she had humiliated 
him the previous summer. He stabbed the victim in the chest, head, neck and upper and 
lower extremities at least 102 times. She died on the spot of massive blood loss from 
multiple stab wounds. 

 The case was considered by a court of cassation on 22 October 2013. 

 By order of the Criminal Chamber of the Belarusian Supreme Court dated 22 
October 2013, the decision adopted by the criminal division of the the HomieĎ province 
court on 14 June 2013 to convict Mr. Haryunou under article 139, paragraph 2 (6), of the 
Criminal Code was overturned on grounds of insufficient and one-sided judicial 
investigation and lack of concordance of the court’s findings, as laid out in the decision, 
with the facts of the case. 

 The case was returned for retrial by the same court, but with different judges 
than at the judicial investigation stage. 

 Since 11 September 2013, Mr. Haryunou has been held in Minsk Penitentiary No. 1. 

    


























