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3. Die Schriftstiucke zum Verschwindenlassen
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Assemblée parlementaire

Doc. 100624 February 2004

Disappear ed personsin Belarus

Report
Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights

Rapporteur: Mr Christos Pourgourides, Cyprus, Group of the European People's Party
Summary

The report presents the results of the investigatory work carried out by the Rapporteur and the
ad hoc sub-committee to clarify the fate of four well-known persons who disappeared in
Minsk in 1999 and 2000. The conclusions which are drawn gravely impugn certain high
representatives of the Government of Belarus. The draft resolution and recommendation call
on the Council of Europe and its member and observer statesto follow up on these findings,
including by sanctions against the Belarusian authorities until they take the measures that
must be taken against those responsible.

. Draft resolution

1.  The Parliamentary Assembly has been concerned for over two years by the
disappearances of Y uri Zakharenko, former Minister of the Interior (disappeared on 7 May
1999), Victor Gonchar, former Vice-President of the Parliament of Belarus (disappeared on
16 September 1999), Anatoly Krasovski, businessman (disappeared with Mr Gonchar) and
Dmitri Zavadski, cameraman for the Russian TV channel ORT (disappeared on 7 July 2000).

2. Allegations made in public that these disappearances had a political background were
the subject of an ad hoc sub-committee of the Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights
set up in September 2002 and of a motion for aresolution in April 2003. The Assembly
commends the ad hoc sub-committee and the Rapporteur for their thorough work under
difficult circumstances.

3.  TheBelarusian authorities refused to allow the ad hoc sub-committee to visit Minsk in
order to meet with persons who could not or would not come to Strasbourg and they cancelled
a second round of meetings requested by the Rapporteur after they found out about his
preliminary findings by intercepting confidential communications with the Secretariat and his



61

contacts in Minsk. The Assembly protests vigourously, in particular against the refusal of the
Belarusian authoritiesto invite Mr S. Kovalev and the ad hoc sub-committee presided by him.

4.  The Assembly expresses its respect for those Belarusian officials and human rights
defenders who sacrificed their careers and took risks even for their personal safety in order to
advance the cause of truth.

5. It thanks those countries who granted protection and asylum to a number of such
officials, including the Russian Federation, the United States of America, Germany and
Norway, and seizes the opportunity to recall the importance of the practical availability of
political asylum as a last resort to protect defenders of human rights and democracy.

6.  The Assembly recalls Article 1 of the 1992 United Nations Declaration on the
Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearances which states that “Any act of
enforced disappearance is an offence to human dignity. It is condemned as a denial of the
purposes of the Charter of the United Nations and as a grave and flagrant violation of the
human rights and fundamental freedoms proclaimed in the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights’, and Article 13 of the Declaration, which calls for investigations to be continued “as
long as the fate of the victim of enforced disappearance remains unclarified”.

7. It notes that the UN Commission on Human Rights, in its Resolution 2003/14 adopted
on 17 April 2003, urged the Government of Belarus

“(@ To  dismissor suspend fromtheir duties law enforcement officers
implicated in forced disappearances and/or summary executions, pending an
impartial, credible and full investigation of those cases; (b

(b)  Toensurethat all necessary measures are taken to investigate fully
and impartially all cases of forced disappearance, summary execution and
torture and that perpetrators are brought to justice before an independent
tribunal and, if found guilty, punished in a manner consistent with the
international human rights obligations of Belarus” .

8.  The Assembly considers it an inadmissible conflict of interest that a person who has
been accused of masterminding serious crimes is subsequently put in charge, as Prosecutor
General, of the official investigation of said crimes. Under the circumstances, the Assembly
strongly condemns this appointment.

9.  Onthe basis of the solid results of the Rapporteur’s work separating mere rumours from
facts established by evidence or well-founded conclusions, the Assembly concludes that a
proper investigation of the disappearances has not been carried out by the competent
Belarusian authorities. On the contrary, the elements collected by the Rapporteur have lead it
to believe that steps were taken at the highest level of the State to actively cover up thetrue
background of the disappearances, and to suspect that senior officials of the State may
themselves be involved in these disappearances.

10.  The Assembly therefore requests the Belarusian executive authorities.
i.  tolaunchatruly independent investigation into the above-mentioned disappearances by

the competent national authorities, after the resignation of the current Prosecutor General, Mr
Sheyman, who has been accused of having himself orchestrated the disappearances in his
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previous function, and to keep the families of the missing persons fully informed of the
progress and results of this investigation;ii. o initiate criminal investigations with aview
to clarifying, and punishing, as the case may be:a

a  thealleged involvement of the current Prosecutor General, Mr Sheyman, the
currrent Minister of Sports (previously Minister of the Interior), Mr Sivakov, and a
high-ranking officer of the special forces, Mr Pavlichenko, in these disappearances,
and

b.  the possible crime of perversion of the course of justice committed by certain
other high-ranking officials who have been involved in the investigations carried out
so far and who have falsified, dissimulated or suppressed evidence in their possession
in order to protect the true perpetrators of the crimes.

11.  The Assembly further invites the Belarusian parliament:

i.  toestablish a parliamentary committee of inquiry, complete with proper investigatory
resources & its disposal;

ii.  totakethe necessary action vis-aVvis the Executive to ensure that the requests under
paragraph 10. above are fulfilled, including demanding the resignation of certain high-ranking
officials accused of being involved in the disappearances in order to enable atruly
independent investigation.

12. Until substantial progress is made regarding the Assembly’ s demands under
paragraphs 10 and 11 above, the Assembly does not consider it appropriate to reconsider the
suspension of the special guest status in favour of the Belarusian parliament decided by the
Bureau on 13 January 1997. As long as no substantial progress is made as regards paragraph
11 above, the Assembly considers inappropriate the presence, even informal, of Belarusian
parliamentarians during its sessions.

[l. Draft recommendation

1.  TheParliamentary Assembly refersto its Resolution ... (2004), and recommends that
the Committee of Ministers

I. request the competent Belarusian authorities

a to launch atruly independent investigation into the above-mentioned
disappearances by the competent national authorities, after the resignation of the
current Prosecutor General, Mr Sheyman, who has been accused of having himself
orchestrated the disappearances in his previous function, and to keep the families of
the missing persons fully informed of the progress and results of this investigation.

b. to initiate criminal investigations with a view to clarifying, and punishing,
as the case may be

- thealleged involvement of the current Prosecutor General (previously
Head of the Security Council), Mr Sheyman, the currrent Minister of Sports
(previously Minister of the Interior), Mr Sivakov, and a high-ranking officer of
the special forces, Mr Pavlichenko, in these disappearances,
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- the possible crime of perversion of the course of justice committed by
certain other high-ranking officials who have been involved in the
investigations carried out so far and who may have falsified, dissimulated or
suppressed evidence in their possession in order to protect the true perpetrators
of the crimes.

ii.  toconsider suspending the participation of Belarus in various Council of Europe
agreements and activities as well as any contacts between the Council of Europe and the
Belarusian government on a political level until sufficient progress has been made regarding
the request under paragraph 1. above and meanwhile to step up its co-operation with civil
society in Belarus in view of encouraging respect for human rights.

ii. to invite its member states and observer states

a  toapply political pressure (including sanctions) on the Belarusian government in
order to send it a strong signal that impunity for forced disappearances is not tolerated
by the international community, and

b.  to continue protecting, to the best of their ability, those women and men in
Belarus who are working for the establishment of the truth.

2. It urges the member states of the Council of Europe and the international community at
large to exercise a maximum of political pressure on the current leadership of Belarus,
including through sanctions, until a credible, independent investigation of the alleged
involvement of high-ranking officials in the disappearances or their cover-up has been carried
out.

3. It invites in particular the judicial authorities of those countries whose laws foresee the
international jurisdiction of their national courts for cases of serious human rights abuses,
either in general, or in the presence of certain territorial links, to open proceedings against
certain high-ranking Belarusian officials for the alleged murder, for political reasons, of one
or more of the four disappeared persons.

I1. Explanatory memorandum
by Mr Pourgourides
, Rapporteur

A. Introduction

1.  TheAssembly has been concerned for over two years by the disappearances of Y uri
Zakharenko, former Minister of the Interior (disappeared on 7 May 1999), Victor Gonchar,
former Vice-President of the Parliament of Belarus (disappeared on 16 September 1999),
Anatoly Krasovski, businessman (disappeared with Mr Gonchar), and Dmitri Zavadski,
cameraman for the Russian TV channel ORT (disappeared on 7 July 2000). Allegations made
in public were brought to the attention of the Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights
that these disappearances had a political background.
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2. Consequently, the Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights established in
September 2002 an Ad Hoc Sub-Committee to clarify the circumstances of disappearances for
allegedly political reasons in Belarus. The Ad Hoc Sub-Committee, chaired by S. Kovalev,
has heard statements in January 2003 in Strasbourg by family members of the disappeared
persons and by Mr Alkayev, former head of the Minsk SIZO-1 prisont who has obtained
political asylum in Germany. It has also taken note of areport dated 20 January 2003
addressed to the families of Gonchar and Krasovski by Mr Chumachenko, Senior Investigator
of the Minsk Public Prosecution Service, and of areply by Prosecutor General Sheyman to
Mr Frolov, Head of the “Respublica’ group in the Belarusian parliament. The Belarusian
authorities turned down several requests of the Ad Hoc Sub-Committee to hold a meeting in
Minsk with aview to hearing other persons that may have information on the fate of the
Missing persons.

3. In parallel, the Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights, at its meeting on

5 June 2003, apzpoi nted me as Rapporteur on the same issue. After some hesitations on the
Belarusian side”, | was invited to visit Minsk from 5-8 November 2003. | should like to thank
Mr Konoplev, Vice-President of the Belarusian Chamber of Representatives, for his valuable
help in arranging this visit and the hospitality he has shown during my stay in Minsk.

Mr Konoplev explained to me that it was outside his competence to arrange meetings with all
the persons that | had asked to meet2. Heinformed me in Minsk that | should address my
reguest to meet the other persons mentioned in my letter in writing to the Minister of the
Interior, Mr Naumov, and the Prosecutor General, Mr Sheyman, respectively. Such meetings
could then be arranged on the occasion of my second visit to Minsk in early December, as
Rapporteur for the Committee on Political Affairs on the freedom of the press.

4.  Asl explained to my interlocutorsin Minsk, my mission was not to conduct myself a
fully-fledged criminal investigation into these disappearances with a view to identifying those
responsible. The purpose of my visit was merely to examine in a completely unbiased way
whether a proper investigation of the disappearances has been conducted by the competent
Belarusian authorities.

5. Unfortunately, despite having followed in every detail the procedural advice | had been
given, all my meeting requests for 3 December were turned down, and the Secretary of our
Committee, whom | had asked to join me in Minsk for that day, was refused his visa. | should
like to inform you that the reason Mr Konoplev gave me in a closed meeting was that the
Belarusian side had managed to procure for itself a copy of the first draft of this
Memorandum and that the President himself had been upset by its contents. | strongly
protested against such unacceptable and unethical behaviour® and expressed my regretsto Mr
Konoplev that his Government would not avail itself of the opportunity, through the
additional interviews with Belarusian officials | had proposed, to present in more detail the
Government’ s version of events.
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6. Thenatureof the Belarusian regime, asillustrated by this episode, isan important
factor also in assessing the facts at issue. Belarus is aformer Soviet Republic in which
fundamental democratic reforms have not yet taken place. The system of Government is
highly centralised, and all the powers of the Executive are directly or indirectly controlled by
the President. The vertical decision-making structures are based on the constant supervision of
the citizens by a powerful security apparatus which obviously has state of the art means at its
disposal and no qualms over using them.2 The credibility of the official “version” that such
high-profile political personalities have simply “disappeared”, with the Government unable to
determine their whereabouts, must also be seen against this general background.

7. | had stressed in theintroductory memorandum | presented to the Committee on
Legal Affairsand Human Rightsat its December 2003 meeting that my conclusionsare
based on theinformation that wasin my possession as of then. While | had already given
the Belarusian authorities ample opportunity to present their version of the events, |
transmitted the introductory memorandum to Minsk, with the agreement of the Committee,
and invited the authorities to comment on any points they do not agree with, and present any
new information that may justify changing the conclusions that | hope to be able to present in
this final report.

8.  Unfortunately, the Belarusian government has not used this opportunity. | received no
comments at all from the Belarusian authorities. | have, however, received comments
providing some additional information from the spouses of the missing persons and one of
their lawyers. This additional information® only confirms the conclusions | laid out in my
introductory memorandum.

B.Conclusions

9. Onthebassof theinformation made availableto me, | have cometothe
conclusion that a proper investigation of the disappearances has not been carried out by
the competent Belarusian authorities. On the contrary, theinterviews| conducted in
Minsk, in conjunction with Mr Alkayev’sdeposition before the Ad hoc Sub-Committee
and thedocuments or copiesthereof that arein my possession, have led meto believe
that stepsweretaken at the highest level of the State actively to cover up thetrue
background of the disappearances, and to suspect that senior officials of the State may
themselves be involved in these disappearances.

10. | am fully aware that these are serious allegations, and | shall present hereafter a
summary of the elements in my possession that have lead me to these conclusions’, and
finally, the consequences which | propose the Assembly may draw from these conclusions.

C. Basisfor my conclusions
11. My conclusions are based on information relating in particular to the following issues

and the serious contradictions and, in some cases, outright lies that became apparent on
analysing this information and confronting my interlocutors in Minsk with it:
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(1) theofficial execution pistol, which was signed out of SIZO-1 prison on two occasions,
coinciding with the disappearances of Zakharenko, Gonchar and Krasovski;

(2)  witness statements and material evidence regarding the scene of the abduction of
Gonchar and Krasovski;

(3  the handwritten accusation by Police General Lapatik dated 21 November 2000;
(4)  thearrest and rapid liberation of Colonel Pavlichenko in November 2000;

(5  thealleged letter from former Prosecutor General O. Bozhelko to his Russian
counterpart asking for specialised equipment;

(6)  other details of former Prosecutor General Bozhelko's story as told by Mr Leonov;
(7)  personnel changes at the highest level of the power organs in November 2000;
(8)  thesecret trial of the “Ignatovich gang”.

12.  Before presenting these issues, | should like to point out that my official interlocutors
in Minsk had obviously agreed on a common position beforehand. All three pointed out that
the Belarusian special services had enough weapons at their disposal enabling them to carry
out any operations without borrowing the official execution gun from Mr Alkayev. All three
(along with Foreign Affairs Minister Martinov) also stressed that a high number of persons
(several hundreds) disappeared each year in Belarus, some of whom turned up again sooner or
later (incl. Mrs Vinnikova, the former head of the Central Bank, who the opposition had
alleged had been “disappeared” for political reasons until she re-surfaced in London).

1 The official execution pistol

13.  The*“version” presented by the victims' families and their lawyersisthat the official
PB-9 execution pistol was signed out in accordance with legal procedures as part of an
enactment of the “official” execution of a secret desth penalty against the three persons seen
as “traitors’, thus providing a psychological prop for the soldiers employed to commit the
acts. At first glance, this version appears far-fetched.

14. But it is now certain (and could easily be proved formally) that the official execution
pistol kept by Mr Alkayev, who had been in charge of the unit executing the death penalty in
Belarus, was indeed signed out twice by order of the then Minister of the Interior, Mr
Sivakov, during periods coinciding with the disappearances of Mr Zakharenko on 7 May 1999
and

Mr Gonchar and Mr Krasovski on 16 September 1999.

15. It isalso certain that a SOBR (special forces of the Ministry of the Interior) -soldier
named Pavlichenko (who drove ared BMW car — such a car was seen at the site of the
abduction of Gonchar and Krasovski), had observed one of the executions carried out by Mr
Alkayev’s group, behaving “suspiciously”, according to Mr Alkayev. In November 2000, Mr
Alkayev made a detailed deposition before the investigators of the prosecutor’s office, and the
pistol and logbook were seized as evidence.
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16. Theauthorities cannot provide any alter native explanation for thetemporary
removals of the pistol. During my visit in Minsk, Mr Sivakov purported to present an
explanation for the first signing-out of the pistol, in May 1999, but not for the second, in
September 1999. He asserted that the fact that the execution pistol had been signed out at the
same time as two of the events linked to the “disappearances’ was a pure coincidence.

17.  Astothefirst withdrawal of the pistol in question, Mr Sivakov explained in some
detail that the signing-out of the pistol was motivated by a detailed study of the penitentiary
system, including the system in place to execute the death penalty that he - as a death penalty
sceptic - had asked to be carried out when he took office. He had entrusted this task to Mr
Pavlichenko, a promising, highly skilled officer in the special forces of the Ministry of the
Interior (SOBR), who had attracted his attention due to his excellent combat records and who
was beloved by his soldiers - Mr Pavlichenko was currently Mr Sivakov's deputy as president
of asocial association of serving and retired special forces soldiers and their families. In
reply to my question, Mr Sivakov stated that the study on theworkings of the
penitentiary system had been presented only orally, in view of the sensitive nature of the
matters involved. Mr Sivakov confirmed that the study in question involved signing the pistol
out of the SIZO-1 prison, as the above-mentioned study included the question of whether a
new gun should be purchased. Currently, there were plans to build a new prison, with a
facility for executions, 40 km outside of Minsk. The current practice of shooting convictsin a
prison situated right in the centre of Minsk had become unacceptable. Mr Sivakov stressed
that all his decisions had been related to the question of the introduction of a death penalty
moratorium, as recently demanded by the Belarusian parliament.

18. In reply to my further question why the pistol had been signed out a second time, four
months later, he stated that he did not even remember giving ordersto this effect. | reminded
Mr Sivakov that his Deputy Minister Chvankin had indicated to Prosecutor Chumachenko
that the pistol was used for carrying out “ special measures but not for shooting training.”
Following Mr. Chvankin’ s refusal to provide more specific information on the use of the
pistol, Prosecutor Chumachenko had asked the Ministry of the Interior whether operational
measures of any kind had been carried out with that weapon, and contented himself with a
reply from which he could only conclude that “it isimpossible to arrive at a definite
conclusion asto whether the weapon issued to V.N. Dik and V.P.Kolesnik was used in
operational and search measures carried out by employees of the Ministry of Internal
Affairs’.

19. | asked Mr Sivakov if he could be more specific. He could not. He merely
maintained that the second signing-out must have also had operational, technical reasons.

20.  Asregardsthefirst signing-out, in May 1999, Mr Sivakov explained in some detail
that it was linked to the above-mentioned study on the Belarusian penitentiary system in
general and the method of the execution of the death penalty in particular. | leave it to you to
appreciate the credibility of the explanation involving inter alia a comparison with the
methods used for the execution of capital punishment in other European countries (sic®), and
the assertion that such a wide-ranging study was only conducted orally and was entrusted to a
special forces soldier — Mr Pavlichenko - with no relevant qualifications. Mr Sivakov did in
the end not exclude that written records on the examination of the pistol may be found, if
looked for. But until today, despite my repeated requeststo Mr Konoplev and other officials
to present me with awritten record, none has been submitted, which in my view indicates that
none exists.
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21.  Whatever credit may be given to Mr Sivakov’'s explanation, it must be stressed
that it coversin any event only oneinstance of signing out the pistol. Most significantly,
Mr Sivakov’ s explanations for the two signings-out have undergone important changes since
he was questioned by Prosecutor Chumachenko. In addition, Mr Sivakov’ s then adjutant, V.P.
Kolesnik, who had first admitted to the investigators that on his instructions he had handed
the pistol over to Mr Sivakov, had also changed his statement on this important issue later®.

22.  Thefact that the Prosecutor’s Office did not insist on clarifying the incomprehensible,
and apparently suspicious answer received from Mr Chvankin and the Ministry of the Interior
in reply to their requests for information on the precise use made of the gun also shows that
the investigation of this crucial point was not conducted with the required vigour.

2. Witness statements and material evidence (paint traces, car fragments) relating to
the scene of the abduction of Gonchar and Krasovski

23. Prosecutor Chumachenko’s report gives a detailed account of statements of witnesses
who saw ared BMW car parked near the saunain front of which Gonchar and Krasovski were
abducted, and observed suspicious activity by a number of young men wearing uniforms.
Chumachenko also indicates that during the examination of the scene, various car fragments,
blood stains and skidmarks were discovered, including signs of ared car having collided with
atree, from which samples of red paint were taken for analysis. Forensic tests on two splinters
of wood submitted for analysis “concluded that they contained “ ground-in micro-particles of
scarlet-coloured acrylic/melamine paint. The paint may be'® used for a comparative analysis
to establish its common type through sample matching. The traces on the wood are the result
of a strong impact at speed”.

24, | asked Interior Minister Naumov whether an analysis comparing the traces of red
paint found on the site of Gonchar’ s and Krasovski’s abduction with Mr Pavlichenko’s red
BMW had been conducted. He answered that this would have been up to the investigatorsin
the Prosecutor’ s office. When | put the same question to Prosecutor General Sheyman at my
meeting with him later in the day, the Minsk Chief Prosecutor answered in his place saying
that the Prosecution had seen no reason to take paint from Pavlichenko’s car for a
comparative study, as witnesses interrogated in the course of the investigation mentioned no
such car, but only Russian-made cars such as Schigulis, Moskviches and so on. In addition,
the paint traces found were not red, but cherry-coloured, as was the Jeep belonging to
Krasovski.

25.  When| confronted Mr Sheyman with the findings of Chumachenko, he offered to
provide a “written clarification” by Mr Chumachenko. | recalled that | had asked to meet
Chumachenko in person.

26.  Giventhat Colonel Pavlichenko had been named as a suspect not only by the victims’
families, but aso by the Chief of the Criminal Police in charge of the investigation, General
Lapatik, | consider the failureto match the paint asa clear effort of collusion and cover-
up. Thissimple investigative act, and some otherslisted in arequest addressed to the
prosecution by the families lawyers that had been turned down explicitly, might have placed
Mr Pavlichenko’s car at the scene of the abduction and constituted an extremely important
link in the circumstantial evidence against him.

3.  Thehandwritten accusation by Police General L apatik of 21 November 2000
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27.  The Chief of the Criminal Police of Belarus, General Lapatik, addressed a handwritten
note dated 21 November 2000 to the Minister of the Interior, Naumov. In this note, he
accused V. Sheyman (at the time Secretary of the Belarusian Security Council, currently
Prosecutor General) of having ordered the former Minister of the Interior, Y. Zakharenko, to
be physically annihilated. This order was alegedly carried out by SOBR commander
Pavlichenko with the assistance of the then Minister of the Interior, Sivakov, who had
provided Pavlichenko with the PB-9 pistol temporarily removed from SIZO-1 prison. The
same weapon, General Lapatik concluded, was used on 16 September 1999, when Gonchar
and Krasovski went missing.

28.  After this handwritten note (complete with a handwritten visa/instruction by I nterior
Minister Naumov asking General Lapatik to “implement”) was leaked, it was denounced as a
fake by the authoritiest. Only after | had pointed out the possibility of performing a
graphological examination, even on the basis of the photocopy that we had in our possession,
the genuineness of the leaked note was admitted: during my visit in Minsk, both Interior
Minister Naumov, the addressee of Lapatik’s note, and Prosecutor General Sheyman
confirmed, quite to my surprise, that the handwritten note in question was indeed written by
General Lapatik and visa' ed by Minister Naumov. Mr Naumov and Mr Sheyman now say that
Mr Lapatik’s findings were simply erroneous, and that there were other “versions’ of this note
which were more serious. Those who had leaked this document, and a number of others, from
the official case file, had made a biased selection to support one “version” that would
discredit the President, as part of the opposition’s electoral campaign. Please note that
although | said that | had seen no other “version” of Mr Lapatik’s note than the one that had
been made public, no other versions have been presented to me to date.

29. | asked both Mr Naumov and Mr Sheyman what they had done to follow up on the
allegations made by Police General Lapatik.

30. Mr Naumov said that he had passed the note on to the investigators of the prosecutor’s
office, for further investigation. It wasthus Mr Sheyman who wasin charge of
investigating accusations made by the chief of police that he himself had ordered several
political murderswhilst in hisprevious function.

31 Mr Sheyman stated that the information presented in the note had been “subjected to
scrutinising investigation”, but, despite my questions, did not give any detail asto any
particular investigative measurestaken.

32. | regard the unsubstantiated allegation that a thorough investigation had been
carried out as completely untenablein view of the fact that even the comparison of the
red paint found on the scene of the crime with that of thered car driven by the suspect
named in General Lapatik’s note was not done.

33.  Giventhat both the Minister of the Interior and the General Prosecutor had come to
the conclusion that General Lapatik’s accusations were unfounded, | asked what legal or
disciplinary action had been taken against General Lapatik

34. | wastold — in similar terms by Mr Naumov and Mr Sheyman — that no harsh

measures were taken against General Lapatik for essentially humanitarian reasons, as he had
fallen seriously ill in early 2001 and was forced to retire four months before his normal term.

10
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35. Frankly, | do not believe that “humanitarian reasons’ would stop the authorities of any
country that | can think of from imposing disciplinary sanctions on, or prosecuting for
defamation, a high state official who accuses senior representatives of the state of having
ordered the murder by special forces of three important opposition figures, and who does not
go back on his allegations even after they are made public, all the while refusing to disclose
his sources, even to his Minister, and refusing to testify, even under subpoena. The authorities
clearly preferred to avoid a public trial where evidence would have to be taken and witnesses
would have to be heard.

36. | therefore consider the very existence of General Lapatik’s™ report, its content,
and especially the way it hasbeen " investigated”, as powerful support for my above
Conclusions. In view of the prevailing presidential system and theway the country is
generally run, | also find it hard to believe that the above could have taken place without
the knowledge of the President. | feel comforted in my view by the President’ s statements
cited in Mrs Gonchar’s and Mrs Krasovski’ s appeal to Mr Latypov, Head of the Presidential
Administration, Mr Nevyglas, Secretary of the Security Council, and Mr Erin, Chair of the
Committee for State Security. Please note that these statements, as reprinted below, were not
denied by the Belarusian authorities, who had received the preliminary report for comments.2

4. Thearrest and rapid liberation of Colonel Pavlichenko in November 2000

37. Mr Pavlichenko was arrested on 22 November 2000, i.e. one day after General
Lapatik’s accusations were brought to the attention of Interior Minister Naumov. The arrest
warrant signed by the then Chief of the Belarusian KGB, Matskevich and sanctioned by the
then Prosecutor General, Bozhelko™, reads as follows:

38.  “Thematerials of the operational investigation contain trustworthy data confirming
that Dmitry Vasiliyevich Pavlichenko isthe organiser and head of a criminal body engaged
in abduction and physical elimination of people. In particular, the criminal group headed by
D.V. Pavlichenko was involved in assassinating G. V. Samoylov, the leader of the RNE,
Belarusian unregistered regional organisation, aswell asin murdering other individuals.
Taking into consideration the fact that D.V. Pavlichenko and his criminal group may commit
further crimes of particular violence, [ ...], decided [to apply a preventive detention for 30
days].” 398

39. Despite the period of detention indicated in the warrant, Mr Pavlichenko was freed in
the following days™. In aletter of November 20022 to Mr V.D. Frolov, member of the House
of Representatives of Belarus, who had asked for information on the disappearances,
Prosecutor General Sheyman specified that Mr Pavlichenko had been arrested on suspicion of
having committed acts of violence against A.V. Grachevt’ in a criminal case before the
Republican Prosecutor’s Office. On the next day, Pavlichenko had been released “on the
instruction of senior KGB officers on the ground that the detention was unlawful”, as | was
told by Mr Sheyman and as stated in the above-mentioned letter by the Prosecutor General to
Mr V.D. Frolov to which | will again refer below. Mr Sheyman thus gave false information to
Mr Frolov, because Mr Pavlichenko, according to the wording of the arrest warrant, was not
arrested on the ground indicated by him, but for the alleged murder of Mr Samoylov, and
other murders. The additional comments received in January from the Zakaharenko family’s
lawyer, Mr Volchek, which were confirmed by Mr Petrushkevich, the former investigator
now living in the United States, indicate that a crime against Mr Grachev may after all be one
of the reasons behind Mr Pavlichenko’s arrest. The new information received about the
Grachev case strongly confirmsthe link between Mr Pavlichenko and the “Ignatovich gang”,

11
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convicted for the abduction of the missing cameraman, Mr Zavadski. Mr Petrushkevich
confirmed that Mr Grachev had recognised Mr Pavlichenko, but also Mr Ignatovich and Mr
Malik in apolice line-up as being one of the men who had abducted him, taken him to the
northern cemetary, put a pistol to his head and threatened to kill him if he did not stop “going
after” acircus director he was investigating as a Ministry of Culture auditor. Mr
Petrushkevich confirmed that this case, which was practically proven, was dropped as soon as
Mr Sheyman became Prosecutor General. The method used by Pavlichenko, Ignatovich, and
Malik in executing the crime against Mr Grachev was, according to the findings of the
prosecutors working on the case before it was dropped, extremely similar to that used in the
abduction of Gonchar and Krasovsky, as described in Prosecutor Chumachenko’s official
account of the witnesses' statements concerning this case.

40.  Thefamilies of the disappeared and their lawyers, aswell as Mr Alkayev, claim that
KGB Chief Matskevich had ordered the arrest in the framework of the investigation into the
four “disappearances’, the arrest warrant being based on other accusations in order to
facilitate the arrest.

41.  Theformer Minister of Agriculture, Leonov, whom | met in Minsk, said that
President Lukashenko himself had violently criticised the KGB for arresting Pavlichenko.
This allegation seems to be credible in view of the fact that Pavlichenko was released from
custody shortly after hisarrest, despitethe fact that he had been arrested on the basis of
awarrant signed by the head of the KGB and sanctioned by the Prosecutor General.
Who, | wonder, had the power to release him from arrest for a series of murders?

Mr Leonov also confirmed to me that then Prosecutor General Bozhelko had told him
personally that he also shared Lapatik’s and Matskevich’s point of view. The families of the
disappeared allege that during his detention, Pavlichenko confessed to the murders of the
“disappeared” and their background and that his confession was computer-taped by the KGB.
| have asked the authorities for transcripts of Pavlichenko’s interrogation during his custody.

42.  Whilethereis still some uncertainty on thisissue, aslong as| have not seen the
transcript of Mr Pavlichenko’s interrogation™, and Mr Bozhelko and Mr Matskevich remain
silent, | must admit that | am taken aback by the undisputed fact that the trusted,
promising career officer described to mein the warmest terms by the former Minister of
the Interior, Sivakov, had been arrested on the order of the Chief of the KGB and of the
Prosecutor General as suspected “ organiser and head of a criminal body engaged in
abduction and physical elimination of people”.

43.  Thefact that the Prosecutor General wroteto a Parliamentarian giving false or
incomplete information isanother clear indication of a cover-up. In addition, given that
the arrest warrant, signed by the Chief of the KGB (and sanctioned by the then Prosecutor
General) was issued for one month, how could mere “senior KGB officials’, as Sheyman
wroteto Frolov, release him after 24 hours?2 What could have possibly been the investigative
measures, carried out in these 24 hours, that proved Pavlichenko’ s innocence? According to
Mr Volchek, President Lukashenko, in acknowledging that he personally ordered

Pavlichenko’ s release, had openly admitted to violating the applicable Belarusian legislation.

5.  Thealleged letter from former Prosecutor General O. Bozhelko to hisRussian
counterpart asking for specialised equipment

44, | wastold by lawyers of the disappeared, and by Mr Leonov that former Prosecutor
General Bozhelko had come to similar conclusions to those of Police General Lapatik. On 21
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November 2000, he had allegedly written to his Russian counterpart, Prosecutor General

V. Ustinov, to request the use of special equipment and experienced staff to locate buried
bodies. This request was — again, allegedly — cancelled by another letter dated

27 November 2000, the day of the dismissal of O. Bozhelko and of V. Matskevich, the chief
of the Belarusian KGB.

45.  Prosecutor General Sheyman, Mr Bozhelko’ s successor, in reply to my question flatly
denied that such letters existed. The Deputy General Prosecutor specified that there was no
official record of such a letter in the case file. But he could not exclude that “privately”, such
a letter may have been sent by Bozhelko’s office.

46. It would clearly be interesting to know if such a letter was indeed sent?, asit would
make sense only if the approximate location of the buried body or bodies was already known
to investigators.

47. In aletter that Mrs Krasovksi and Mrs Zavadski sent me on 4 January, Mrs Zavadski
declares that she and her lawyer, Mr Tsurko, saw themselves, in May 2001, when they were
given the opportunity to view the case file, the letter signed by Prosecutor General Bozhelko
addressed to the Russian Prosecutor General, Mr Ustinov.%

6.  Other details of former Prosecutor General Bozhelko's story astold by
Mr Leonov

48. Mr Leonov further told me in Minsk that Mr Bozhelko, who ill lived in Minsk but
did not answer any telephone calls, had informed him personally, in front of other witnesses,
including the well-known Russian journalist Pavel Sheremet,? that the disappearances in
guestion had been orchestrated by Mr Sheyman and carried out by a special unit set up by
former Interior Minister Sivakov and led by Colonel Pavlichenko. Bozhelko had also made a
reference to the existence of a videotape of Pavlichenko’s confession. Mr Leonov told me that
during the last election campaign, he had been offered videotapes of Pavlichenko’s confession
and of the executions, but that he had refused to accept them, thinking that it was a
provocation by the special services.

49.  During our conversation in Minsk, Mr Leonov also directly accused President
Lukashenka of having given the order to Sheyman. He told me that Bozhelko had informed
him of a meeting with the President, during which Bozhelko, who was then still Prosecutor
General, had heard Police Chief Lapatik ask the President who had given him the right to kill
the general (meaning General Zakharenko, the first of the “disappeared”), following which
the President reportedly had not denied the fact but accused those present of undermining his
authority and of forcing him to take medicines by persistently upsetting him.

50.  According to the families' lawyers, Matskevich and Bozhelko were never even
guestioned by investigators dealing with the disappearance cases. In my view, this is another
very grave omission. Mr Leonov is an interesting “indirect witness’, but if these two key
persons were to speak out themselves, this would of course be most helpful.

7. Personnel changes at the highest level of the power organsin November 2000
51. Wewereinformed by the families' lawyers and by Mr Leonov that on 27 November

2000, Prosecutor General Bozhelko was fired and replaced by Mr Sheyman, former head of
the national security council. According to the families’ lawyers, Mr Sheyman did not hold a
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law degree when he was appointed, although the law requires that the Prosecutor General be a
lawyer. The President himself, who had been criticised for this appointment, had publicly
taken responsibility for it.

52.  Onthe same day, the President of the KGB, General Matskevich was fired. According
to Mr Leonov, he had been scolded on Television by President Lukashenka for having
arrested Colonel Pavlichenko. Shortly afterwards, the Chief of the Police, General Lapatik,
fell serioudly ill and ended up taking early retirement on health grounds.

53.  Thefamilies of the disappeared presume that Bozhelko, Matskevitch and Lapatik were
either fired or retired because they had come too close to the truth in the “disappearances’
cases. By contrast, a presidential spokesman explained on 27 November that the personnel
reshuffle was partially a result of the President’s “ dissatisfaction that many important
[investigation] cases have dragged on for too long without justification”2,

54. In my view, while the President’ s dissatisfaction is quite understandable, the timing
of the personnel changes, coinciding very closely with important eventsrelated to the
disappearance cases (General Lapatik’s handwritten accusations, Pavlichenko’s arrest
ordered by M atskevich and Bozhelko, Alkayev’ s depositions) givesriseto grave
suspicions.

55.  Theaccount given by Mr Petrushkevich of the climate of fear prevailing in the
prosecution team dealing with these cases after the personnel changes at the top, including the
highly suspicious and uninvestigated deaths of a key witness and two law enforcement
officers working on these cases confirms these suspicions.

8. Thesecret trial of the “Ignatovich gang”

56. Beginning on 24 October 2001, four men (V. Ignatovich, M. Malik, A. Guz and
S.Savushkin®), were tried in camera® for the abduction of Mr Zavadski. Mr Axsonchik, the
lawyer representing Zavadsky’ s mother, petitioned the court to allow the proceedings to be
held in open session, which was refused. A number of requests calling for evidence filed by
the Zavadski family’ s lawyers were refused by the court. On 14 March 2002, the four persons
were convicted and sentenced to long prison terms for the abduction of Zavadski (but not for
murder, asthe body had not been found), on the basis, inter alia, of a spade with Zavadski’s
blood found in Ignatovich's car’. The convicted reportedly continue to claim their innocence,
calling the trial a farce. Former Prosecutor General Bozhelko, so | was told by one of the
family’ s lawyers, attended the trial as a witness, but he largely refused to testify, on the basis
of the provision in the criminal procedure code allowing investigatorsto protect their sources.

57.  Thisconviction was presented to me in some detail by the Minister of Foreign Affairs,
the Minister of the Interior and the Prosecutor General as the partial resolution of the
Zavadski case.

58.  According to the prosecution, the motive for which Ignatovich and his gang had
committed the crime against Zavadski was revenge, because Zavadski had publicly accused
Ignatovich of having fought in Chechnya on the side of the rebels.

59. Most of my interlocutors on the families’ side maintain that Zavadski’ s disappearance

belongs to the same line of disappearances as those of Zakharenko, Gonchar and Krasovski,
i.e. it had asimilar political motive: retribution for “treason” against the President, for whom
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Mr Zavadski had once worked as a personal cameraman, before he began working against the
President as ajournalist for “hostile” media.

60. In my view, given that the execution pistol had not been signed out around the time of
Mr Zavadski’ s disappearance, it may well be that there is no direct organisational link
between this case and the other three?®, although as aresult of the investigation into the
Grachev case, as reported by former investigator Petrushkevich, the link between Pavlichenko
and the “Ignatovich gang” seems to be established. But it could also be that the “Ignatovich
gang” killed Zavadski to settle Mr Ignatovich’s personal account with this journalist, whilst
its members, or some of them, may coincidentally have been involved in the alleged secret
execution sguad in other cases, including those of the three other missing persons. In any
event, the allegation made to support the need for holding the trial in camera — that witnesses
would have otherwise been afraid to give evidence — does in my view not hold water: if the
witnesses were afraid of the gang, the fact that the trial was held in camera made no
difference whatsoever, as the gang members in question were in any case present during the
trial.

D.  Consequences

In view of the seriousness of the facts established so far and the grave suspicions arising from
these facts against senior government officials, and even President Lukashenko himself, |
consider it necessary to send a strong signal to the Belarusian regime. Beyond the message
that the Council of Europe can send, it is my sincere hope that the international community at
large, beyond the borders of our organisation, will join in the pressure that will need to be
exercised in order for justice to be done.

In the draft resolution and recommendation, | have somewhat elaborated on the possibilities
that | presented in the form of a*“brainstorming” in the explanatory memorandum and on
which we have had afirst discussion during our Committee meeting in December,

APPENDI X

DETAILED PRESENTATION OF THE BASISOF MY CONCLUSIONS

1.  Theinformation on which | have based my conclusions relates to the following eight
intertwined issues:

(1) theofficial execution pistol, which was signed out of SIZO-1 prison on two occasions,
coinciding with the disappearances of Zakharenko, Gonchar and Krasovski;

(2)  witness statements and material evidence regarding the scene of the abduction of
Gonchar and Krasovski

(3  the handwritten accusation by Police General Lapatik dated November 2000
(49)  thearrest and rapid liberation of Colonel Pavlichenko in November 2000
(5 thealleged letter from former Prosecutor General O. Bozhelko to his Russian

counterpart asking for specialised equipment
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(6)  other details of former Prosecutor General Bozhelko's story as told by Mr Leonov
(7)  personnel changes at the highest level of the power organs in November 2000
(8)  thesecret trial of the “Ignatovich gang”.

2. Before presenting my findings on these issues in any detail, | should like to point out
that my official interlocutorsin Minsk — besides the Ministers of Foreign Affairs, Mr
Martinov, who received me more for protocole purposes - the Minister of the Interior, Mr
Naumov, his predecessor, Mr Sivakov, and the Prosecutor General, Mr Sheyman, had
obviously agreed on a common position beforehand. All three pointed out that the Belarusian
special services had enough weapons at their disposal enabling them to carry out any
operations without borrowing the official execution gun from Mr Alkayev’ prison. All three
(and Mr Martinov, too) also stressed that a high number of persons (several hundreds)
disappeared each year in Belarus, some of whom turned up again sooner or later. Reference
was made inter aliato

Mrs Vinnikova, the former head of the Central Bank, for whose *disappearance” political
reasons had been alleged by the opposition until she re-surfaced in London. Finally, Mr
Sheyman even referred expressly to my earlier conversation with Mr Naumov, when he said
that the handwritten accusations by Police General Lapatik were just one of several
“versions’.

1. Information surrounding the official execution pistol
a. Deposition of Mr Alkayev

3. Mr Alkayev, in 1999/2000 head of SIZO-1 prison in Minsk, in charge of the unit
executing the death penalty in Belarus, informed members of the ad hoc Sub-Committee at a
meeting on 30 January 2003 in Strasbourg as follows: the PB-9 pistol no. PO57C that he was
responsible for, and which was habitually used to execute the death penalty, was signed out
twice by order of the then Minister of the Interior, Mr Sivakov, on dates coinciding with the
disappearances of Mr Zakharenko on 7 May 1999 and Mr Gonchar and Mr Krasovski on

16 September 1999.2

4.  Mr Alkayev went on to testify that a SOBR-soldier named Pavlichenko, who he knew
drove ared BMW car, had behaved suspiciously when he observed one of the executions
carried out by Mr Alkayev’s group. When he read in the newspaper about the disappearances
of Zakharenko, Gonchar and Krasovski, which coincided with the two times that the
execution pistol had been borrowed by the Minister of the Interior, and furthermore read
about traces of ared foreign-made car found at one of the disappearance sites, he feared that
he might be “framed” for the murders. In April 2000, he told General Udovikov (temporarily
acting as Minister of the Interior) about his suspicions, who said he knew everything about the
case and instructed him to destroy the pistol and the logbook. Officially, he had the logbook
destroyed, but in reality, he kept it at home as proof of his innocence. He also shot some of
the bullets of the execution pistol into atree, to retrieve the casings as evidence. When
Alkayev’s friend Naumov became Minister of the Interior in September 2000, he promised
Alkayev to look into the matter. In mid-November, Colonel Pavlichenko was arrested, and Mr
Alkayev was asked by the then Prosecutor General (Mr Bozhelko) to put his suspicionsin
writing. He did so, and was also interrogated. The pistol and logbook were seized by the
Prosecutor’ s office. But on 27 November 2000, according to Mr Alkayev, Colonel
Pavlichenko was freed from pre-trial detention on the President’ s orders. On the same day, the
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Prosecutor General (Bozhelko) and the Head of the KGB (Mr Matskevich) were replaced. A
head of division in the Prosecutor’s office, Mr Branchel, returned the pistol and the logbook
to Mr Alkayev, saying that they had never spoken, he had not been interrogated etc. The
person Mr Alkayev suspects “orchestrated” the disappearances — Mr Sheyman, former
Presidential Chief of Staff> - was appointed Prosecutor General. When Mr Alkayev’s report
was “leaked” by an investigator who had fled abroad, Mr Alkayev in turn fled the country, via
Moscow. When asked why he thought this particularly well-documented gun would have
been used for any illegal assassinations by special forces, which were obviously in possession
of numerous other guns, including ones confiscated from ordinary criminals, he advanced two
“theories’: either the soldiers did not know that the pistol underwent alegal expertise each
time it had been fired, or the pistol was used as a psychological prop, making it easier for the
soldiers to execute a “secret death sentence”.

5. In a handwritten deposition dated 23 November 2000, addressed to the Minister of the
Interior, Mr Naumov, Mr Alkayev reported the two “borrowings’ of the pistol, after giving
some more detail on Mr Pavlichenko’s “strange behaviour”. Mr Alkayev wrote that Mr
Pavlichenko, upon the oral request by the then Minister of the Interior, Sivakov, observed on
22 October 19992 the execution of five persons condemned to death. Colonel Pavlichenko
asked the executioner why he aimed at the head and not the heart, the latter being more
humane as it caused less bloodshed. He said that the executioner had been impressed by this
statement as coming from someone who must have had practical experience of the
conseguences of wounds inflicted in different parts of the body. Alkayev also wrote that
“already in December” Mr Pavlichenko had inquired with him about the dates of the next
executions, and that he (A.) had explained to him (P.) that he was not empowered to decide on
P.’s presence during such procedures.

6. In an interview with Irina Halip (Novaya Gazeta), Mr Alkayev gave further details of
his contacts with former Minister of the Interior Sivakov, who had come to SIZO-1 prison on
24 May 1999 to ask why the official execution group did not use crematoria to dispose of the
bodies of the executed convicts. Alkayev further stated that Colonel Pavlichenko had asked
him where the execution squad buried these bodies. When he deposited his report, after the
arrest of Colonel Pavlichenko, he thought that the case was “legally set on” and was ready to
be awitness. He had also been asked by an investigator - Mr Kazakov — about the burial sites
for executed convicts and whether he would be able to identify his“own” and “alien” burial
sites.

b. Explanations given to me by Mr Sivakov, former Minister of the Interior

7. Ontheoccasion of my visit to Minsk, Mr Sivakov gave me the following explanations
regarding the background of the two gun withdrawals:

8. Hedated that asa“professional”, he felt “insulted” by Mr Alkayev’s theory that the
execution gun was used as a psychological prop, to allow himto “enact” an official execution.
The fact that the gun had been signed out at the same time as two of the events linked to the
“disappearances’ was a pure coincidence. The special forces of the Ministry of the Interior
were not short of weapons, and if it had been decided to commit unlawful killings, they would
not have made use of this particularly well-documented weapon.

9.  Astothefirst withdrawal of the PB-9 pistol in question, Mr Sivakov stated that, as a

death penalty sceptic, he had decided early on after becoming Minister that the penitentiary
system, which was an important part of his ministerial field of responsibility, needed a
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thorough study enabling him to fully understand its workings. When he took office, the
execution of capital punishment was regulated by a classified Order, which, in his view, was
out of date and did not meet the humanitarian requirements of the international community.
Then as now, capital punishment was an acute issue, and he had received much negative
information on the persons who executed capital punishment and the way they proceeded. As
he needed to have reliable information, he set objectives to his collaboratorsto conduct a
proper study, which included comparisons with the practice of the execution of capital
punishment in other European countries. He entrusted this task to a promising, highly skilled
officer in the special forces of the Ministry of the Interior (anti-terror rapid reaction

force/* SOBR”), who had attracted his attention due to his excellent combat records and who
was beloved by his soldiers - Mr Pavlichenko. Mr Pavlichenko was presently Mr Sivakov’s
deputy as president of a social association of serving and retired special forces soldiers and
their families.

10. In reply to my question, Mr Sivakov stated that the study on the workings of the
penitentiary system had been presented only oraly, in view of the sensitive nature of the
matters involved (including the question whether or not the persons executing capital
punishment by shooting were drunk on the job). Mr Sivakov confirmed that the study in
guestion involved signed the pistol out of the SIZO-1 prison, as the above-mentioned study
included the question whether a new gun should be purchased.

11. In reply to my further question why the pistol had been signed out a second time, four
months later, he stated that he did not even remember giving ordersto this effect®. As
Minister, he was permanently carrying a heavy workload, under emotional strain, which
meant that he could not remember every detail. | reminded Mr Sivakov of the passage in
Prosecutor Chumachenko’ s report that Deputy Minister Chvankin had indicated to the
Prosecutor that the pistol was used for carrying out “special measures but not for shooting
training”, whilst refusing to provide more specific information on the use of the pistol, and |
asked Mr Sivakov if he could be more specific. Mr Sivakov maintained that the second
signing-out must have also had operational, technical reasons. His deputy minister, Chvankin,
and Colonel Dik, who were involved in signing out the pistol, were in charge of logistical
tasks, not operative ones, and in his Ministry, the distribution of competences between
different services had been well-respected. In reply to my question whether there was any
written record on the studies carried out on the pistol, Mr Sivakov said that the Investigators
may have such materials in their files. There had to be records somewhere, as this study had
been carried out in the framework of a professional plan. With a proper search, some records
might be found. Currently, there were plansto build a new prison, with a facility for
executions, 40 km outside of Minsk. The current practice of shooting convicts in a prison
situated right in the centre of Minsk had become unacceptable. Mr Sivakov stressed that all
his decisions had been related to the question of the introduction of a death penalty
moratorium, as recently demanded by the Belarusian parliament.

12. In reply to my question, he confirmed that the pistol in question was filed away as
evidence.

c.  Conclusionsof Senior Investigator Chumachenko®
13.  After stating that “claims made in the media that the commander of operations
brigade no. 3214, Pavlichenko, was involved in the disappearance of V.I. Gonchar and A.S.

Krasovski have been checked out”, Chumachenko’ s report confirms that the PB-9 pistol was
twice signed out, on the dates indicated by Mr Alkayev and documented in the official
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registry. Asto the first time, he refers to the testimony of Mr A.A. Chvankin retracing the
signing-out of the pistol as follows: instruction from Minister Sivakov to Vice-Minister
Chvankin, who gave ordersto deputy head of the equipment department Dik for the issue of
two Nagan revolvers and the PB-9 pistol. In Dik’ s report it was stated that the weapon in
question was to be used for shooting practice® by staff of the central administration of the
Ministry of the Interior. After receiving authorisation, Dik received the pistol complete with
silencer at the SIZO-1 prison, and handed it over to Chvankin. Chumachenko concludes the
report on Mr Chvankin’s testimony as follows: “Thereafter the pistol with silencer was used
for carrying out special measures but not for shooting training.” The report further states that
Mr Chvankin refused to provide information on the subsequent use of the weapon, exactly
which measures had been carried out and who had used the gun. Following Chvankin's
refusal to provide information on the use of the pistol, Prosecutor Chumachenko asked the
Ministry of the Interior whether operational measures of any kind had been carried out with
that weapon, and contented himself with areply from which he could only conclude that “it is
impossible to arrive at a definite conclusion as to whether the weapon issued to V.N. Dik and
V.P.Kolesnik was used in operational and search measures carried out by employees of the
Ministry of Internal Affairs’.

14.  Withregard to the second signing-out, Chumachenko’ s report relates that

Mr Sivakov's former adjutant, Mr Kolesnik®, stated in the course of the investigation that

Mr Sivakov had instructed him to go to the confinement centre, collect the pistol and take it to
Deputy Minister Chvankin, which he did. The report goes on to sate that Mr Kolesnik later
changed his submission, saying that after he had been issued with the weapon at the
confinement centre, it was kept in his safe. Thereafter, on the instruction of Mr Sivakov, he
returned the weapon to the confinement centre. My conclusion isthat

Mr Kolesnik changed hissubmission in a clear effort to distort thetruefacts. It is
impossible to accept that the execution pistol was removed from prison in order to be
kept in the safe of Mr K olesnik.

d. Theregistry book and the pistol itself

15.  Thelogbook, the original of which is in safe custody outside Belarus (copies of the
relevant pages are in my file), establishes that the gun was indeed signed out and back in on
the dates indicated by Mr Alkayev.

1. Mr Sivakov confirmed to me that the pistol is (still) part of the case file®,

e. My own conclusonson thisissue

16. It is certain that the gun was signed out, and in again, on the dates indicated by
Mr Alkayev, which coincide with the dates of two “disappearances’ (involving three persons:
Zakharenko, Gonchar and Krasovski).

17.  The*“version” advocated by the victims' families and their lawyers is that the official
execution pistol was signed out following legal procedures as part of an enactment of the
“official” execution of a secret death penalty against the three persons seen as “traitors’¥’, asa
psychological prop for the soldiers employed to commit the acts. This version appears far-
fetched, at least at first glance. The Ministry of Interior is hardly short of weapons, including
less well-documented ones. Also, the fourth disappearance at issue — that of Mr Zavadski —
did not coincide with any documented withdrawal of the official “death gun”.
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18.  But the“version” presented by the former Minister of the Interior, Mr. Sivakov, has
some remarkable weaknesses, too. Mr Sivakov explained in some detail that the pistol was
signed out in the framework of a wide-ranging study on the Belarusian penitentiary system in
general and the method of the execution of the death penalty in particular. | leave it to you to
appreciate the credibility of the explanation involving inter alia a comparison with the
methods used for the execution of capital punishment in other European countries (sic®), and
the assertion that such a wide-ranging study was only conducted orally, as Mr Sivakov
confirmed in reply to my explicit question, and was entrusted to a special forces soldier —

Mr Pavlichenko - with no relevant qualifications other than an outstanding combat record.
Mr Sivakov did in the end not exclude that written records may be found, if looked for, on the
examination of the pistol. But until today, despite my repeated requeststo Mr Konoplev and
other officials to present me with awritten record, non was submitted, which in my view
indicates that none exists. Even in a Western country, if such a sensitive item were removed
for study purposes, there would be written records of that sudy. Even more so, in a
centralised system such as that of Belarus, every move should have been recorded in writing.

Whatever credit may be given to Mr Sivakov’s explanation, it must be stressed that it
coversin any event only oneinstance of signing out the pistol. Mr. Sivakov did not offer
any explanation for the second signing-out, except to say that it must have also had
“technical” and not “operative’ reasons, asthe Vice-Minister involved, Mr Chvankin, had
been in charge of logistics only. Most interestingly, the rather general information given by
Mr Chvankin to Investigator Chumachenko, and the unclear reply to the prosecutor’s further
inquiry to the Ministry of the Interior, concern the first signing-out (viaMr Dik and

Mr. Chvankin). The explanation Mr Sivakov offered to me in Minsk that the pistol had been
signed out in the framework of the above-mentioned study (which according to Mr Sivakov
also included the assessment of the need to purchase a new weapon for the execution of
capital punishment) had not been given to Investigator Chumachenko when he first inquired
about the reasons for signing out the gun. In Chumachenko’ s report on Mr. Sivakov’s
guestioning during the criminal proceedings, the need for reliable information on the
organisation and implementation of the death penalty procedure was only mentioned to
explain why Mr. Sivakov had asked Mr Pavlichenko to attend an official execution procedure
(asreported by Alkayev). Asto the signing-out of the pistol, Mr Sivakov had stated during his
guestioning that he did not recall giving any such instructions. Later in his memorandum,
Prosecutor Chumachenko reportsthat Vice-Minister Chvankin had confirmed that it was
indeed on Minister Sivakov’s instructions that he had the pistol issued. During my
conversation with Mr Sivakov, he used the “ study” to explain the first signing-out of the
pistol, whilst his memory failed him as to whether and why he gave the instruction to have the
pistol signed out for the second time, three months later. On this point, according to
Investigator Chumachenko’s report, Mr Sivakov’ s then adjutant, V.P. Kolesnik, had first
admitted to the investigators that he had handed the gun over to Sivakov, on his instructions,
although he later he changed his statement 2,

19.  Thefact that the explanation of needing the pistol for the “study” was not given when
Investigator Chumachenko first requested an explanation for the use of the pistol does not add
credibility to this “version”.

20.  Thefact that the Prosecutor’s Office did not insist on clarifying the incomprehensible,
and apparently suspicious answer received from Mr Chvankin and the Ministry of the Interior
in reply to their requests for information on the precise use made of the gun also shows that
the investigation was not conducted with the required vigour, on this crucial point.
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21.  Asalink between the well-documented gun and the disappearances could easily be
established if the bodies (with bullets in them) were found, | am also surprised how little
effort was made to find these bodies. Mr Alkayev’ s report of Minister Sivakov’s and Colonel
Pavlichenko’ s questions regarding the places of burial of the bodies of capital punishment
victims and the arrest and trial of the “Ignatovich gang” for the abduction of Zavadski could
have given rise to searches in the area of the burial places of official death penalty victims, or
to a“deal” offered to members of the Ignatovich gang in return for information on where
Zavadski was buried.*

2. Witness statements and material evidence (paint traces, car fragments) relating to
the scene of the abduction of Gonchar and Krasovski

a.  Senior investigator Chumachenko’sreport

22.  The Report gives a detailed account of statements of witnesses who saw ared BMW
car parked near the saunain front of which Gonchar and Krasovski were abducted, with at
least three young people sitting in it, for virtually the entire second half of the day of the
abduction (16 September 1999). Chumachenko’ s report also gives details of other witness
statements relating suspicious appearances of young men who, in a coordinated way, stopped
them from approaching the scene of the abduction, and of “strangers wearing some kind of
uniform” barging into neighbouring buildings asking residents whether they had seen or heard
something suspicious. One witness had gone outside and saw two cars of foreign make
outside the sauna. One was across the roadway, with its front end in the bushes, and the other,
a jeep, behind it, with its front windows smashed.

23.

Chumachenko also indicates that during the examination of the scene of events,
fragments of white and yellow glass, a scattering of transparent glass and brownish stains
resembling blood were found on the tarmac road leading away from the sauna. A vehicle’
skidmarks were also found, as well as signs of it having collided with atree, from which
samples of red paint were taken for analysis. Forensic tests on two splinters of wood
submitted for analysis “concluded that they contained “ ground-in micro-particles of scarlet-
coloured acrylic/melamine paint. The paint may be* used for a comparative analysis to
establish its common type through sample matching. The traces on the wood are the result of
a strong impact at speed”. On the basis of forensic tests of glass fragments and blood stains
found on the site of the abduction, it had been established that different glass fragments
corresponded to different parts of a 1990 Jeep Cherokee of the type driven that night by Mr
Krasovski, and that the blood discovered at the scene of the event is almost certainly that of
Mr Gonchar. By contrast, the lamp bulb and bulb-holder taken from the scene of the events by
relatives of the victims did in all probability not belong to a 1990 Cherokee Jeep.

b.  Explanationsgiven by Interior Minister Naumov and Prosecutor General
Sheyman

24, | asked Interior Minister Naumov whether an analysis comparing the traces of red
paint found on the site of Gonchar’ s and Krasovski’s abduction with that of Mr Pavlichenko’s
red BMW had actually been conducted. Such a car had been seen by witnesses on the site of
the crime, and Prosecutor Chumachenko had said that such an analysis was feasible.

Mr Naumov answered that this would have been up to the investigators in the Prosecutor’s
office. As Belarusian officials habitually used service cars for their missions, it never occurred
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to him to connect the paint traces found and the private car belonging to an officer of the
special forces®,

25.  When| put the same question to Prosecutor General Sheyman at my meeting with him
later in the day, the Minsk Chief Prosecutor answered that the Prosecution had seen no reason
to take paint from Pavlichenko’s car for a comparative study, as witnesses interrogated in the
course of the investigation mentioned no such car, but only Russian-made cars such as
Schigulis, Moskviches and so on. In addition, the paint traces found were not red, but cherry-
coloured, as the Jeep belonging to Krasovski®,

26.  When | confronted him with the written account by senior investigator Chumachenko,
Mr. Sheyman offered to provide awritten clarification by Chumachenko. | recalled that | had
asked to meet Chumachenko in person.

c. My own conclusonson thisissue

27. Investigator Chumachenko was quite specific about the witness who had seen a
suspicious red BMW parked with a group of young men inside it near the site of the
abduction, other witnesses who saw two cars (probably Audis or BMW’s) drive away from
the sauna; and yet another witness who saw a “foreign-made” car across the roadway with its
front end in the bushes and another, ajeep, behind it, with its front windows smashed™. The
investigator’ s report was also quite specific as regards the colour of the paint found (red
paint/scarlet-coloured acrylic-melamine paint). Given that Colonel Pavlichenko had been
named as a suspect not only by the victims' families, but also by the Chief of the Criminal
Police in charge of the investigation, General Lapatik, | consider the omission of a
comparative test a serious flaw in the investigation. The failure to match the paint amountsin
fact to aclear effort of collusion: this simple investigative act might have placed

Mr Pavlichenko’s car at the scene of the abduction and constituted an extremely important
link in the circumstantial evidence against him.

28. In addition, Chumachenko’s report mentions that relatives of the victims had handed
in additional fragments that they had taken from the scene of the events. This makes me
wonder about the degree of seriousness with which the official investigators had searched the
scene of the crime to secure evidence. As with some other glass fragments found on the scene,
these fragments had been examined in order to determine whether they belonged to a Jeep
(which, according to Chumachenko, was the case with the other glass fragments, but not with
the lamp bulb and bulb holder found by the relatives). But they were not checked in order to
see whether they belonged to aBMW of the type driven by Colonel Pavlichenko.

Mr Poganyailo’s legal challenge against Mr Chumachenko’ s decision to suspend the
investigation, of which | received a copy only after my “official” meetings, was very specific
asto the investigative measures that should have been taken in light of these witness
statements: to question the members of the SOBR unit 3214%, to carry out an inspection of
the vehicles assigned to this unit,

examining them for signs of damage and identifying them on the basis of skidmarks,

fragments etc. found on the scene, and to examine the log of outgoing vehicles for 16 and 17
September 1999.

22



82

29. | consider these omissions, despite the requests made by the relatives lawyers, the
flawed search of the site of the crime, and the contradiction between the version presented in
Chumachenko’ s written report and that presented to me orally by his superiors® so obvious
that they even make me wonder whether they were not mere mistakes, but part of a purposeful
cover-up.

3.  Thehandwritten accusation by Police General Lapatik of 21 November 2000

30.  The Chief of the Criminal Police of Belarus, General Lapatik, addressed a handwritten
note dated 21 November 2000 to the Minister of the Interior, Naumov. In this note, he
accused V. Sheyman (at the time Secretary of the Belarusian Security Council, now
Prosecutor General) of having ordered the former Minister of the Interior, Y. Zakharenko, to
be physically annihilated. This order was allegedly carried out by Colonel Pavlichenko with
the assistance of the then Minister of the Interior, Sivakov, who provided Pavlichenko with
the PB-9 pistol temporarily removed from SIZO-1 prison. The same weapon, General Lapatik
concluded, was used on 16 September 1999, when Gonchar and Krasovski went missing.

a.  (Recent) recognition of the note as genuine

31 This handwritten note, with a handwritten visa/instruction by Interior Minister
Naumov asking General Lapatik to “implement”, had been leaked and published by Mr
Goncharik, a presidential candidate, before the last presidential elections®.. On 18 July 2001,
Mr Taranov, press officer at the public prosecutor’s office, issued a statement that this
document was “a pre-election provocation aimed at discrediting the President”.

32. Mr Sivakov, in an interview in Belorusskaya Delovaya Gazeta on 24 July 2001%, had
stated that the document was fabricated: “From the point of view of its contents — | know
Lapatik too well. A professional would never write such a report — there are no arguments or
factsthere ... A teacher would not give a positive mark for such a document even to a second-
year student at the police or investigation department.”

33.  Asoneof the questions that he had addressed to the Belarusian authoritiesin
September 2003 on behalf of the Ad hoc Sub-Committee on the disappearances, Mr Kovalev
had asked whether a graphological examination had been performed to ascertain the author of
the handwritten note. | had also indicated, in a conversation in Strasbourg with Belarusian
officials, that an expert examination could also be done on the basis of the photocopy of
General Lapatik’s note that wasin our possession.

34.  During my visit to Minsk, both Interior Minister Naumov, the addressee of Lapatik’s
note, and Prosecutor General Sheyman admitted, to my surprise, that General Lapatik’s note
was indeed genuine, i.e. written by General Lapatik and given the visa of Minister Naumov.
Mr Sheyman, however, insisted that General Lapatik’s findings set out in this note, which was
part of the official case file, were simply erroneous. Please note that nothing until today was
produced demonstrating that the findings of General Lapatik were erroneous.

35. | asked Mr Sheyman whether the above-mentioned statement by his press secretary
Taranov had been made under his instruction or to his knowledge. In reply, Mr Sheyman
informed me in general terms that Taranov is the press secretary of the public prosecutor’s
office, covering the office’s current activities. Should any issue concern the Prosecutor
General, relevant statements to the press must be agreed and visa ed by the Prosecutor
General in writing.

23



83

b.  Follow-up given to General Lapatik’s note and other “versions’

36. | asked both Mr Naumov and Mr Sheyman what they had done to follow up on the
allegations made by Police General Lapatik.

37. Mr Naumov said that he had passed the note on to the investigators of the prosecutor’s
office, for further investigation. It was not the task of the Ministry of the Interior to
investigate, although his Ministry often provided operational support for investigators, on
their request. The operative information collected by the police did not have the quality of
proof unless it was validated by investigators of the prosecutor’s office. In reply to my
question, as to precisely which investigative measures had been taken, he invited me to ask
General Prosecutor Sheyman.

38. Mr Naumov repeatedly stated that Lapatik’ s note, as leaked to the press, was only one
of many “versions’ that he had seen, and visa’ ed, including three to four more reports
presented by General Lapatik later considered as “versions’. Those who had leaked this
document, and a number of others, from the official case file, had made a biased selection to
support one “version” that would discredit the Presdent, as part of the opposition’s electoral
campaign. When | reiterated that | only knew of the “version” of Lapatik’s report that had
been leaked to the press, he repeated that there were other, more serious reports, but they
needed to be kept confidential. The authorities were fully responsible for the safety of their
SOurces.

39. Mr Sheyman confirmed that the information presented in the note had been “ subjected
to scrutinising investigation”, but, despite my questions, did not give any detail asto the
particular measures taken. Referring to my earlier conversation with Minister Naumov (sic),
he reiterated that this note was but one of many “versions’, and that all “versions’ had been
thoroughly investigated. | could not obtain any more detail as to the investigative measures
taken. | regard the allegation of a thorough investigation as completely untenable in view of
the fact that even the matching of the red paint was not done.

40. Mr Naumov gave me some relatively unspeficic “background” to explain the leaked
“version” of Mr Lapatik’s conclusions, alleging “complicated” personal relations between
General Lapatik and Mr Sivakov, who were both “big plusses pushing each other”. Lapatik
had claimed one day that he did not get his due reward for uncovering a serious case, one of
the “versions’ having been presented by him. Mr Naumov further hinted that General Lapatik
might have come up with his “version” because of another criminal investigation dating back
to 1997 headed by Lapatik, concerning a serious terrorist act.

C. (Absence of) legal measurestaken against General Lapatik

41.  Given that both the Minister of the Interior and the General Prosecutor had come to
the conclusion that General Lapatik’ s accusations were unfounded, | asked what legal or
disciplinary action had been taken against General Lapatik —who had also refused to disclose
his sources, even vis-&vis his Minister.

42. | said that in my country, a senior government official raising such serious allegations
against his superiors and refusing to disclose his sources would immediately be fired and
prosecuted for libel and perversion of justice.

43.
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| wastold — in similar terms by Mr Naumov and Mr Sheyman — that Mr Lapatik had fallen ill
in early 2001 and was forced to retire four months before his normal term, after being given a
job as a professor at the police academy for nine months. He had had to undergo heart surgery
twice in six months and now lived as in invalid in the countryside, 70 km from Minsk. For
essentially humanitarian reasons, and to avoid criticism from the opposition and the
international community, who would have alleged “revenge” motives, no harsh measures had
been taken against him.

44.  The Chief Prosecutor of the City of Minsk specified that Mr Lapatik did not deny the
allegations made in the report, but refused to testify, relying on Article 60 of the Criminal
Procedure Code and Article 6 of the Law on Research Activities™. In reply to my question, he
confirmed that Mr Lapatik had been subpoenaed several timesto testify. In reply to my
further question whether someone under subpoena can refuse to testify, he referred to Mr
Lapatik’ s serious condition, which had inspired the prosecution’ s symphathy=>.

d.  Absence of legal action against journalists who published Lapatik’sreport

45.  Journalists | met in Minsk who had published articles based on Lapatik’s note
confirmed that none of them had been prosecuted for defamation. This lenience isin stark
contrast with the well-documented harshness of the Belarusian authorities vis-a-vis
independent press organs, which are regularly sanctioned for lesser “inaccuracies’. The
journalists in question presume that the authorities preferred avoiding a (generally public) trial
during which witnesses would have been called to prove the veracity of these allegations.

e. My own conclusonson thisissue

46. | consider the very existence of General Lapatik’s report, and especially the way it has
been handled, as another element to support the conclusion that a proper investigation has not
been carried out, and that high-ranking representatives of the state are covering up and were
possibly involved in these disappearances. In view of the prevailing presidential system and
the way the country is generally run, | find it hard to believe that the above could have taken
place without the knowledge of the President. After all, it was the President’s duty to make
sure that a proper investigation is carried in such serious cases. | feel comforted in my view
by the President’s statements cited in Mrs Gonchar’s and Mrs Kraskovski’ s appeal to Mr
Latypov, Head of the Presidential Administration, Mr Nevyglas, Secretary of the Security
Council, and Mr Erin, Chair of the Committee for State Security.>* Please note that the
accuracy of these quotes, tell-tale as they are, have not been denied by the Belarusian
authorities.

47.  Genera Lapatik was also not alone with his accusations—as | will show later, there
are strong indications that then Prosecutor General Bozhelko, and KGB Chief Matskevitch
had come to the same conclusion.

48.  Lapatik’s handwritten accusations were first denounced as a fake, by Minister Sivakov
and Prosecutor General Sheyman’s press officer, and recognised as genuine only after Mr
Kovalev had asked the Belarusian authorities whether a graphological expertise had been
carried out and after | had indicated to them during a meeting in Strasbourg that we could
have an examination carried out by a graphologist on the basis of the photocopy already in
our possession. Thisis another clear sign of a cover-up.
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49. Neither Mr Lapatik, nor journalists publishing his allegations, were disciplined or
prosecuted for defamation. Frankly, | do not believe that “humanitarian reasons’ would stop
the authorities of any country that | can think of from imposing disciplinary sanctions or
prosecuting for defamation a high state official who accuses senior representatives of the state
of having ordered the murder by special forces of three important opposition figures, and who
does not go back on his allegations even after they are made public, all the while refusing to
disclose his sources, even to his Minister. | find the supposition of the journalists regarding
the motive for the authorities’ lenience more convincing: the authorities clearly preferred
avoiding a public trial where evidence would have to be taken and witnesses would have to be
heard.

50. Most importantly, neither Mr Naumov nor Mr Sheyman were willing or able to give
me any detail on the concrete investigative measures that were carried out in order to follow
up on the accusations made by Mr Lapatik, nor on the “other versions’ of Lapatik’s report
referred to repeatedly by both of them. Mr Naumov did, however, make it quite clear to me
that these investigations were the task of the Prosecution Service, whose chief, shortly after
Lapatik’ s allegations were brought to Mr Naumov’ s attention, became Mr Sheyman, the key
suspect, according to Mr Lapatik. It was thus Mr Sheyman who was in charge of investigating
accusations made by the chief of police that he himself had ordered several political murders
whilst in his previous function?.

51.  Mr Petrushkevich, aformer investigator now living in the United States who had
worked on the team dealing with the disappearances, has given an account of the climate of
fear prevailing among his colleagues, who had been well aware of “who was in power”. He
said that whilst there was a lot of “excitement” among his colleagues when Mr Pavlichenko
was arrested, the climate changed completely after Mr Sheyman was appointed to replace Mr
Bozhelko, and many leads were simply not followed without there even being the need for
express instructions in this sense.

| cannot but conclude, therefore, that

- no serious and independent investigation of Mr Lapatik’s accusations had been carried out
and that

- the “version” published in the media, and of which | have received a copy, is indeed the one
that reflects General Lapatik’s views.

4. Thearrest and rapid release of Colonel Pavlichenko in November 2000

52. Mr Pavlichenko was arrested on 22 November 2000, on the basis of an arrest warrant
signed by the then Chief of the Belarusian KGB, Matskevich and sanctioned by the then
Prosecutor General, Bozhelko®. He was freed on 23 November 2000, as | wastold by

Mr Sheyman. Mr Alkayev, however, said in Strasbourg that the release took place on

27 November. Releasing him on 27 November appears more probable, as on that date we had
the personnel changes as regards the Prosecutor General and the President of the KGB. The
new head of the KGB may well have ordered hisrelease. If he was really released on

23 November, clearly the order to release him must have come from the President of the
Republic personally.

a. The official version

26



86

53. Prosecutor General Sheyman, in his letter to Mr V.D. Frolov, member of the House of
Representatives of Belarus of November 2002>* specified that Mr Pavlichenko had been
arrested on the basis of Presidential Decree No. 21 of 21 October 1997 “on urgent measures to
combat terrorism and other particularly dangerous violent crimes’, on suspicion of having
committed acts of violence against A.V. Grachev> in a criminal case before the Republican
Prosecutor’ s Office. On the next day, Pavlichenko had been released “on the instruction of
senior KGB officers® on the ground that the detention was unlawful”. Mr Sheyman thus gave
false information to Mr Frolov, because Mr Pavlichenko was not arrested on the ground he
indicated to him, but for the alleged murder of Mr Samoilov, and other murders.

54.  During my meeting with him in Minsk, Mr Sheyman confirmed the version he had
given to Mr Frolov, adding that the arrest was also based on suspicion of a crime against

Mr Samoilov, the Leader of the Russian National Unity Party®”. He said that searches had
been performed at Pavlichenko’s workplace. As no evidence had been found, he was released
as there were no legitimate grounds to keep him in custody. He had been heard as awitnessin
the cases of the four “disappeared persons’ subsequently to his release from custody.

b.  Theversion of the families of the * disappeared”

55.  Thefamilies of the disappeared and their lawyers, as well as Mr Alkayev, advocate the
“version” that KGB Chief Matskevich®® had ordered the arrest in the context of the
investigation into the four “disappearances’, the arrest warrant being based on other
accusations in order to facilitate the arrest. Pavlichenko was arrested one day after General
Lapatik’s accusations, inter aliaagainst Pavlichenko, were brought to the attention of Interior
Minister Naumov. The next day, Mr Alkayev made his handwritten report, also incriminating
Pavlichenko, having spoken to Naumov and others beforehand. The former Minister of
Agriculture, Leonov®, whom | met in Minsk, said that President Lukashenko himself had
violently criticised the KGB for arresting Pavlichenko. This allegation seems to be credible in
view of the fact that Pavlichenko was released from custody after only 24 hours, despite the
fact that he had been arrested on the basis of awarrant signed by the head of the KGB and the
Prosecutor General. Who, | wonder, had the power to release him from arrest for a series of
murders? Mr Leonov also confirmed to me that then Prosecutor General Bozhelko had told
him that he also shared Lapatik’s and Matskevich's point of view. The families of the
disappeared allege that during his detention, Pavlichenko confessed to the murders of the
“disappeared” and provided information on their background and that his confession was
computer-taped by the KGB. Lawyer Pogonyailo even specified that the interviews with
Pavlichenko were videotaped in accordance with the procedure laid down in Articles 192, 193
and 219 of the Code of Criminal Procedure.?2 The families allege that Mr Matskevitch kept a
copy of thisrecording, and that at least one other recording exists. They also allege that
transcripts of the tapes could be obtained from the investigators who fled to the United States
(Petrushkevich and Sluchek). Meanwhile, it turned out that this is not the case®:. But Mr
Petrushkevich has provided interesting new information on the Grachev case. According to
him, Mr Grachev, whom he had questioned personnally, had testified that Mr Pavlichenko
(whom Mr Grachev had recognised in a police line-up, together with Mr Ignatovich and Mr
Malik) and his accomplices dressed in special forces uniforms had taken him to the Northern
cemetary, held a pistol to his head and threatened him if he did not “leave alone” a circus
director whom Mr Grachev was investigating in his function as a Ministry of Culture financial
auditor. According to Mr Petrushkevich, the method used by Mr Pavlichenko and his
accomplices was very similar to that established by many witnesses in the case of the
abduction of Gonchar and Krasovski. But the case, which according to Mr Petrushkevich, had
been fully established, was quietly dropped after Mr Sheyman’s appointment as Prosecutor
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General. Asto the liberation of Mr Pavlichenko, Mr Petrushkevich stated that the order,
which could only have come from the President, was transmitted by an official of the Security
Council, as could be confirmed by the former Deputy Head of the KGB prison in question,
Fedor Y umanov.

c. My own conclusonson thisissue

56. My conclusion is still “preliminary” on this issue, because some crucial information is
still outstanding (tapes? transcripts? records of Pavlichenko’s interrogation during his
custody). As Mr Pavlichenko had undisputedly been held in the KGB prison, there must be
some record of hisinterrogation in the case file.

57. | must nevertheless admit that | am taken aback by the undisputed fact that the trusted,
promising career officer described to me by the former Minister of the Interior, Sivakov, had
been arrested on the order of the Chief of the KGB and of the Prosecutor General on the basis
of a Presidential Decree to fight terrorism and violent crime, which reads as follows:

“The material s of the operational investigation contain trustworthy data confirming
that Dmitry Vasiliyevich Pavlichenko is the organiser and head of a criminal body
engaged in abduction and physical elimination of people. In particular, the criminal
group headed by D.V. Pavlichenko was involved in assassinating G. V. Samoylov, the
leader of the RNE, Belarusian unregistered regional organisation, aswell asin
murdering other individuals.

Taking into consideration the fact that D.V. Pavlichenko and his criminal group may commit
further crimes of particular violence, [ ...], decided [to apply a preventive detention for 30
days].”

58.  Whilst the wording of the arrest warrant confirms that the arrest was based, as

Mr Sheyman said, on suspected crimes against Mr Samoilov, no crime against Mr Grachev is
mentioned, although Mr Petrushkevich'’s statements show that Mr Pavlichenko was also
suspected of the abduction of Grachev. The findings in this case, as reported by Mr
Petrushkevich, also establish a clear link between Mr Pavlichenko the “Ignatovich gang”, as
Mr Grachev identified Pavlichenko, and at least two members of this gang in the police line-
up as joint perpetrators of his abduction. In any event, the arrest warrant makes it very clear
that the murder of Mr Samoilov is only an example. The fact that the arrest warrant also
mentions “other murders’ isto me a possible reference to the murders of the missing persons.

59.  Thefact that the Prosecutor General wrote to a Parliamentarian giving false and
incomplete information is another clear indication of a cover-up. In addition, given that the
arrest warrant, signed by the Chief of the KGB (and the then Prosecutor General) was issued
for one month, how could mere “senior KGB officials’, as Sheyman wrote to Frolov, release
him after only

24 hours? What could have possibly been the investigative measures, carried out in these 24
hours, that proved Pavlichenko’s innocence?

5.  Thealleged letter from former Prosecutor General O. Bozhelko to his Russian
counterpart asking for specialised equipment

60. | wastold by lawyers of the disappeared, and by Mr Leonov® that former Prosecutor
General Bozhelko had come to similar conclusions to those of Police General Lapatik. On
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21 November 2000 he had allegedly written to his Russian counterpart, Prosecutor General V.
Ustinov, to request the use of special equipment and experienced staff to locate buried bodies.
This request was — again, allegedly — cancelled by another letter dated

27 November 2000, the day of the dismissal of O. Bozhelko and of V. Matskevich, the chief
of the Belarusian KGB.

61.  Prosecutor General Sheyman, Mr Bozhelko’s successor, in reply to my question, flatly
denied that such letters existed. Neither Mr Bozhelko nor any other representative of the
Prosecutor General had ever sent such a letter to the Russian Prosecutor General.
Investigators intended to ask their Russian counterparts for technical assistance in case they
established the probable location of the bodies, but they had never approached their leaders
with such a proposal.

62.  The Deputy General Prosecutor repeated that there was no official record of such a
letter in the case file. But he could not exclude that “privately”, such a letter may have been
sent. Hinting that some “politics’ had already been involved at that time, he could not exclude
that an “unofficial letter” may have been sent by Bozhelko's office. Finally, he confirmed that
oral discussions in relation to Zavadski’ s case had taken place in the Prosecutor’ s office
suggesting that the approximate location of the body might become known.

63. In my view, it would be interesting to know if such a letter was indeed sent®, asit
would make sense only if the approximate location of the buried body or bodies was already
known to investigators. Although Mr Pavlichenko's arrest and alleged confession took place
only two days after the letter requesting technical assistance from Moscow was allegedly
written, the investigators may have been in possession of General Lapatik’s note, which is
also dated 21 November, and of other information on which Lapatik may have based his
conclusions and on the basis of which Mr Pavlichenko would have been arrested on 22
November.

6.  Other details of former Prosecutor General Bozhelko's story astold by
Mr Leonov

64. Mr Leonov further told me in Minsk that Mr Bozhelko, who ill lived in Minsk but
did not answer any telephone calls, had informed him personally, in front of other witnesses,
including the well-known Russian journalist Pavel Sheremet,® that the disappearances in
guestion had been orchestrated by Mr Sheyman and carried out by a special unit led by
Colonel Pavlichenko set up by former Interior Minister Sivakov. Mr Bozhelko had arranged
with Mr Sheremet for an appearance on Russian TV, to disclose the truth on the
disappeareances. At the last moment, he refused to appear on television, but spoke to

Mr Sheremet, in his (Leonov’s) presence, confirming the above-mentioned “version”.
Bozhelko had also made a reference to the existence of a videotape of Pavlichenko’s
confession. Mr Leonov told me that during the last election campaign, he had been offered
videotapes of the confession and of the executions, but that he had refused to accept them,
thinking that it was a provocation by the special services.

65.  During our conversation in Minsk, Mr Leonov also directly accused President
Lukashenka of having given the order to Sheyman. He told me that Bozhelko had informed
him of a meeting with the President, during which Bozhelko, who was then still Prosecutor
General, had heard Police Chief Lapatik ask the President who had given him the right to kill
the general (meaning General Zakharenko, the first of the “disappeared”), following which
the President reportedly had not denied the fact but accused those present of undermining his
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authority, forcing him to take medicines by persistently upsetting him. Mr Bozhelko had also
told him that after the President announced his and KGB Chief Matskevich’'s dismissal,
Matskevich had wanted to go to his office, but was denied access. Leonov had tried in 2001 to
appeal to Matskevich, through the press, to speak out and say the truth, but he had preferred
keeping silent. In reply to my question whether Mr Bozhelko may be prepared to speak with
me, he refused to answer, saying that our meeting room was certain to be “bugged”. | later
came to the realisation that he was quite probably right.

66.  According to lawyer Pogonyailo®, Matskevich and Bozhelko were never even
questioned by investigators dealing with the disappearance cases. In my view, this is another
very grave omission. Mr Leonov is an interesting “indirect witness’ who appeared to have
little fear for his own safety, given that he spoke to me in what he considered as “ unsafe
conditions’ that made him refuse to say whether Mr Bozhelko may be willing to speak to me.

7. Personnel changes at the highest level of the power organsin November 2000

67. Wewereinformed by the families’ lawyers and Mr Leonov that on 27 November
2000, Prosecutor General Bozhelko was fired and replaced by Mr Sheyman, former head of
the national security council. According to the families’ lawyers, Mr Sheyman did not hold a
law degree when he was appointed, although the law foresees that the Prosecutor General
must be a lawyer. The President himself, who had been criticised for this appointment, had
publicly taken responsibility for it. The lawyers pointed out another unusual festure of Mr
Sheyman’s appointment: he had first been fired from his previous post, following a meeting
with the President in the presence of Bozhelko, Lapatik and Matskevich (possibly the one
reported by Leonov), and was appointed Prosecutor General only after at least another day.
According to the families’ lawyers, Sheyman’'s dismissal from his military post would not
have been necessary before his new appointment, as there was a precedent for the
appointment of a military man (a military prosecutor general) as— civilian - Prosecutor
General without him being first dismissed from the military. The interpretation these lawyers
giveto this featureisthat President Lukashenka, when he was first confronted with the
evidence, had hesitated for a considerable period of time before siding with Mr Sheyman and
ordering a cover-up. This may on the one hand speak against Mr Leonov’s thesis that the
President had himself ordered the “disappearances’, as he would in this case perhaps not have
shown such “hesitation”. On the other hand, the President may also just have hesitated over
whether or not it was necessary to sacrifice Mr Sheyman.

68.  Onthe same day, the President of the KGB, General Matskevich was fired. According
to Mr Leonov, he had been scolded on television by President Lukashenka for having arrested
Colonel Pavlichenko. Shortly afterwards, the Chief of the Police, General Lapatik, fell
seriously ill and ended up taking early retirement on health grounds.

69.  Thefamilies of the disappeared, aswell as Mr Alkayev and Mr Leonov presume that
Bozhelko, Matskevitch and Lapatik were fired (or retired) because they had come too close to
the truth in the “disappearances’ cases. By contrast, a presidential spokesman explained on 27
November that the personnel reshuffle was partially aresult of the President’s “ dissatisfaction
that many imé)ortant [investigation] cases have dragged on for too long without
justification”<’.

70. In my view, while the President’ s dissatisfaction is quite understandable, the timing of
the personnel changes, coinciding very closely with important events related to the
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disappearance cases (General Lapatik’s handwritten accusations, Pavlichenko’s arrest ordered
by Matskevich and Bozhelko, Alkayev’s depositions) givesrise to grave suspicions.

| see my view confirmed by the description that former investigator Petrushkevich gave of the
way these staff changes at the top were interpreted by him and his colleagues. The climate of
fear, compounded by the unexplained and as yet uninvestigated deaths of a key witness (Mr
Kobzar, aformer OMON soldier) and two operations officers, and the threatening
investigation into the “leaks’ of documents that had occurred finally prompted him to flee
abroad.

8. Thesecret trial of the “Ignatovich gang”

71. Beginning on 24 October 2001, four men (V. Ignatovich, M. Malik, A. Guz and
S.Savushkin®), were tried in camera® for the abduction of Mr Zavadski. Mr Axsonchik, the
lawyer representing Zavadsky’ s mother, petitioned the court to allow the proceedings to be
held in open session, which was refused. Access was granted to Mr Zavadski’ s wife and his
mother and their lawyers on condition that they must not disclose information on the
proceedings. Lawyer Igor Axsonchik was prosecuted for defamation, and lost his licence to
practice law, after he publicly named state officials allegedly involved in Zavadski’'s
disappearance. A number of requests calling for evidence filed by the Zavadski family
lawyers were refused by the court. On 14 March 2002, the four persons were convicted and
sentenced to long prison terms for the abduction of Zavadski (but not for murder, as the body
had not been found), on the basis, inter alia, of a spade with Zavadski’ s blood found in
Ignatovich’s car”. The convicted reportedly continue to claim their innocence, calling the
trial afarce. Former Prosecutor General Bozhelko, so | wastold by one of the family’s
lawyers, attended the trial as awitness, but he largely refused to testify, on the basis of the
provision in the criminal procedure code allowing investigators to protect their sources.

72.  Thisconviction was presented to me in some detail by the Minister of Foreign Affairs,
the Minister of the Interior and the Prosecutor General as the partial resolution of the
Zavadski case. Whilst the Minister of Foreign Affairs said that a“deal” (reduction of the
penalty for disclosing the burial site of Zavadski’s body) could not be offered to Ignatovich
and his accomplices for legal reasons, the Prosecutor General stated that after such an offer
had been made, one of the convicted, Mr Malik, may be ready to cooperate and point out the
burial site.

73.  According to the prosecution, the motive for which Ignatovich and his gang had
committed the crime against Zavadski was revenge, because Zavadski had publicly accused
Ignatovich of having fought in Chechnya on the side of the rebels.

74. Most of my interlocutors on the families’ side maintain that Zavadski’ s disappearance
belongs in the same line of disappearances as those of Zakharenko, Gonchar and Krasovski,
i.e. that it had a similar political motive: retribution for “treason” against the President, for
whom Mr Zavadski had once worked as a personal cameraman, before he began working
against the President as a journalist for “hostile” media.

75. Lawyer Axsonchik hinted to usthat the Zavadski case, which had been joined together
with the other three high-profile disappearances for purposes of the investigation by the
prosecution itself, may well be subject to the same politically-motivated cover-up effort asthe
other three. But he does not exclude that the killing itself was motivated, as aleged by the
authorities, by personal revenge. He said that Ignatovich had indeed lost his function and the
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attached social status as leader of the Minsk chapter of a Russian ultra-nationalist group
following the allegation made against him by Zavadski, possibly erroneously, that he had
fought against the Russian forces on the Chechen side. Whilst Mr Axsonchik maintains that
his requests for further evidence aimed at establishing links between Ignatovich and higher
authorities had been rejected, he also said that during his own prosecution for defamation he —
the only one among all the lawyers and journalists who had gone public with similar
accusations — had been treated very mildly, both by the prosecution and by the court, and he
was given only a suspended sentence.

76.  Mr Axsonchik warned us against disinformation spread by the authorities, including
an anonymous letter allegedly written by KGB officials accusing Mr Sheyman and linking
Zavadski’ s case with the other three disappearances. Mr Axsonchik (and Mr Leonov) also
said that the investigator who had allegedly escaped to Norway™ may be a “special operation”
aimed at disinformation’.

77. In my view, given that the execution pistol had not been signed out around the time of
Mr Zavadski’ s disappearance, it may well be that there is no direct link between this case and
the other three. It could also be that the “Ignatovich gang” acted against Zavadski to settle

Mr Ignatovich’s personal account with this journalist, whilst it may have acted as (part of) the
alleged secret execution squad in other cases. In any event, the allegation made to support the
need for holding the trial in camera — that witnesses would have otherwise been afraid to give
evidence — doesin my view not hold water: if the witnesses were afraid of the gang, the fact
that the trial was held in camera made no difference whatsoever, as the gang membersin
question were in any case present during the trial. Finally, the new information provided by
Mr Petrushkevich concerning the crime against Mr Grachev establishes a clear link between
Mr Pavlichenko and (other) members of the “Ignatovich gang”, as Mr Grachev identified
them in a police line-up as joint perpetrators of the abduction he was a victim of.

Reporting committee: Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights
Reference to committee: Doc 9783, Reference No 2831 of 27 May 2003

Draft resolution and draft recommendation unanimously adopted by the Committee on 27
January 2004

Members of the Committee: Mr Lintner (Chairperson), Mr Marty, Mr Jaskiernia, Mr Jurgens
(Vice-Chairpersons), Mrs Ahlgvist, Mr Akgam, Mr Alibeyli, Mr Arabadjiev, Mrs Arifi, Mrs
Azevedo, Mr Barquero Vazquez, Mr Bartumeu Cassany, Mrs Bemelmans-Videc, Mr Berisha,
Mr Bindig, Mr Bruce, Mrs Christmas-Mgller, Mr Cilevics, Mr Coifan (alternate: Mr
Chiliman), Mr Contestabile, Mr Daly, Mr Davis, Mr Dimas, Mr Engeset, Mrs Err, Mr
Fedorov, Mr Fico, Mr Frunda, Mr Galchenko, Mr Gedei, Mr Goris, Mr Guardans, Mr
Gunduiz, Mrs Hajiyeva, Mrs Hakl (alternate: Mrs Soisits), Mr Holovaty (alternate: Mr
Shybko), Mr lonnadis, Mr Ivanov, Mr Kalezi¢, Mr Kaufmann (alternate: Mr Maissen), Mr
Kelber (alternate: Mr Hoffmann), Mr Kelemen (alternate: Mr Németh), Mr Kroll, Mr Kroupa,
Mr Kucheida, Mrs Leutheusser-Schnarrenberger, Mr Livaneli, Mr Manzella, Mr Martins, Mr
Masi, Mr Masson, Mr McNamara, Mr Monfils, Mr Nachbar, Mr Olteanu, Mrs Pasternak, Mr
Pehrson, Mr Pellicini (alternate: Mr Naro), Mr Pentchev (alternate: Mr Toshev), Mrs
Pétursdottir, Mr Piscitello (alternate: Mr Budin), Mr Poroshenko, Mrs Postoica, Mr
Pourgourides, Mr Prica, Mr Pullicino Orlando, Mr Raguz, Mr Ransdorf (alternate: Mr
Mezihorak), Mr Rochebloine, Mr Rustamyan, Mr Skrabalo, Mr Solé Tura, Mr Spindelegger,
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Mr Sankevic, Mr Symonenko, Mr Takkula, Mrs Tevdoradze, Mr Wilkinson, Mrs Wohlwend,
Mr Zavgayev

N.B. The names of those members who were present at the meeting are printed initalics.

Secretaries to the Committee: Ms Coin, Mr Schirmer, Mr Cupina, Mr Milner

1 Also named Uzh-15/1Z-1 (Minsk) prison.

2My letter of 25 June 2003 having remained without reply, the Secretary General of the
Assembly, Bruno Haller, by aletter dated 22 July, proposed a specific date for my visit as
Rapporteur (early September). | received an invitation at the end of September, following
which Mr Kovalev and | proposed to visit Minsk jointly, as the Belarusian authorities till
refused a meeting in Minsk of the whole ad hoc sub-committee. In their reply, the Belarusian
authorities insisted that | should visit Minsk without Mr Kovalev. In order to alow avisit to
take place at all, | was authorised by the Ad hoc Sub-Committee, with the support of Mr
Kovalev, to carry out the visit on my own, accompanied only by the Secretary of the
Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights and an interpreter from the Council of
Europe.

3| asked to meet the following persons (underlined arethose | actually met) : Victor
Sheyman, Prosecutor General and Oleg Bozhelko, his predecessor; Vladimir Chumachenko,
Senior Investigator in the Public Prosecutor’s Office; Major-General Lapatik, head of the
Chief Directorate of the Criminal Police, Vladimir Naumov, Minister of the Interior and Y.L.
Sivakov, his predecessor; A.A. Chvankin, former Deputy Minister of the Interior, Colonel
Pavlichenko, and Mr V.A. Ignatovich, Mr. M.M. Malik, Mr. A.V.Guz and Mr S.N. Sanshkin.
In addition to these, Mr Konoplev also arranged a courtesy visit with the Minister of Foreign
Affairs, Mr Martinov, and a meeting with several of his colleagues of the Belarusian
Parliament (Mr Vaganov, Mrs Abramova, Mr Novosad and Mrs Y urkevich).

4 The Secretary assured me that he had not made available outside his own hierarchy any copy
of the draft that he had started to prepare following my instructions. The Belarusian side
could only have obtained a copy either by intercepting an email between Strasbourg and
Cyprus, or by secretly photocopying a printout, either from the Secretary’s desk or from my
briefcase at the hotel in Minsk during the weekend. | would also not exclude that the
Belarusian side did not actually obtain a copy of the draft report, but found out about its likely
content by way of eavesdropping on certain conversations in Minsk during my first visit, for
example the meeting with Ambassadors at the Hotel “Minsk” on 6 November.

2 Another example is the fact that elements of my dinner conversation with two Belarusian
friends that | invited to arestaurant in Minsk on Saturday evening were referred to by Mr
Konoplev two days later.

8 This additional information was corroborated by the statements of Mr Petrushkevich and Mr
Sluchek, two former Belarusian investigators currently residing in the United States, whom
the Secretary of our Committee has interviewed extensively by telephone, at my request. |
should like to use this opportunity to thank the American Consul General, Christopher Davis,
for his help in contacting the two gentlemen.
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L A more detailed presentation of these elements is appended hereto.

8 No European country was executing in 1999 any death penalties by any means.
9 See gppendix, para. 14

P Highlighting added

H cf. pressrelease by the prosecutor’ s office, and interview by Mr Sivakov (cited in the
Appendix, para. 31 and 32)

2 General Lapatik was also not alone with his accusations — as | will show later, there are
strong elements allowing to conclude that then Prosecutor General Bozhelko, and then KGB
Chief Matskevich had come to the same conclusion, at about the same time — after which they
were removed from their posts.

1 The following statements are cited by the two wives:

(a) In a speech before the “standing conference of leading employees in republican and local
authority bodies for improving ideological work” (Minsk, 27 March 2003), Mr Lukashenka is
alleged to have uttered the following sentence with regard to Mr Kravchenko, former
ambassador of Belarus to Japan: “1 have already instructed the special services, excuse my
frankness, to abduct him and to return to the country”.

(b) In speech televised in “Panorama’, Belarusian TV, on 29.10.2001: “Y es indeed, in Minsk,
and to alesser extent in Gomel, | made it clear five years ago, through thugs — God forbid, if
you create a criminal environment somewhere, 1’1l cut al your heads off. The thing is, we
know how many of these “thieves-in-law” there are, and who they are ... Yes, lads, Batka
[nickname for Lukashenka] said kill them. There were incidents when they behaved wrongly.
Do you remember Schavlik and others? Where are they now?

(c) From a speech on 28.11.2000 to the KGB |eadership, when appointing Mr Erin as
successor of Matskevich: “So, in order not to torment journalists any longer about all these
sensational cases and crimes [the reference is to the missing persons in Belarug], | should like
to say the following ... | emphasise once again: do not try to find the perpetrators. | alone am
responsible.”

¥ The warrant was in fact signed on the Prosecutor General’ s behalf by his deputy, Mr Snegir

£ See appendix, para. 52 and 53 for detail — it is not clear when exactly, and on whose order,
Mr Pavlichenko was released

1 AS/Jur/AHBelarus (2003) 04

£ An employee of the Ministry of Culture (afinancial auditor) who had been abducted and
beaten by unknown attackers wearing special forces uniforms

18 A former colleague and friend of Mr Zakharenko, one of the « disappeared », and a friend
and former superior of ex-Prosecutor General Bozhelko.
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B Thisrecord is one of the documents that should normally be in the case file that former
investigator Petrushkevich could not find when he looked for it after the case file came back
from the office of the Security Council, to which it had been taken for two months. But Mr
Petrushkevich had also not seen it himself before the file (consisting of 35 volumes, stored in
his office) was temporarily removed from the prosecutor’ s office.

DMr Volchek and Mr Petrushkevich insist that the order to release Pavlichenko came from
the Security Council. This could be confirmed by the former deputy head of the KGB prison
in which Pavlichenko was detained, Mr Fedor Y umanov. Mr Y umanov reportedly “got into
trouble” and lost his job subsequently to this episode.

2| such a letter (and its cancellation) were indeed sent, Russian Prosecutor General Ustinov
may have kept a copy. | am trying through different channels to sound the Russian Prosecutor
General whether he would be prepared to cooperate with me on this issue. | have good
reasons to believe that these letters do indeed exist.

£ «| Svetlana Zavadskaya, and my lawyer Sergei Tsurko have seen by ourselves the
official letter written and signed by Prosecutor General O.Bozelko to Russian Prosecutor
General V. Ustinov with arequest to use a special equipment and experienced staff to locate
buried bodies dated by the 21st of November, 2000 (case Ne 414100, vol.21, page 269). We
also saw the official letter signed by M. Snegir, Deputy General Prosecutor dated by the 27th
of November of 2000 with the request to cancel the above-mentioned letter(case Ne 414100,
vol.21, page 270). We had the opportunity to see those lettersin May of 2001 when we read
the materials on incrimination Ignatovich's group case.”

£ Pavel Sheremet was the former superior of the disappeared cameraman Zavadski and had
conducted an investigation of his own, coming to a conclusion similar to the families
«version ». Mr Sheremet produced a documentary broadcast by Russian Public Television
(“The Wild Hunt”) which cast considerable doubt on the Belarusian authorities’ investigation
into the disappearances of Zavadski and the other missing persons. In 2003, he also published
a book about the workings of Lukashenka' s regime, including details of the “disappearances’
case.

2 Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty Newsline 4/228, 27 November 2000, as quoted from the
Amnesty International Paper cited before (p. 8).

| mentioned above that Mr Naumov and Mr Sheyman told me that Mr Lapatik had developed
a serious heart condition requiring two operations and leading to his early retirement, this
being the reason why no legal measures were taken against him following his allegations.

& gnatovich and Malik were former members of the Almaz special police unit, Guz a former
student of the police academy, and Savushkin a previously convicted criminal.

% According to Amnesty I nternational, secret trials, which contravene international standards,
arerarein Belarus.

2! The background of the trial is reported in some detail in the Amnesty International
document (pp. 11-14).

& cf. Appendix, para. 75
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B For the first time, on 30 April 1999, Mr Alkayev had received a phone call from the then
Minister of the Interior, who asked to borrow the execution pistol, and sent a Colonel Dik to
fetch it. The pistol was returned by the same Colonel on 14 May 1999. The Minister of the
Interior asked once more for the pistol on 16 September 1999.This time, his personal
assistant, Mr Kolesnikov, fetched it and returned it two days later (all signatures recorded in
the logbook kept by Mr Alkayev, the original of which he handed to Mr Kovalev for
safekeeping; copies of the relevant pages are in my file).

0 Asto Mr Sheyman’sformer function: Alkayev also said, in the Halip interview, that he
was “ State Secretary of the Security Council”, the families' lawyer Pogonyailo, in his
challenge of Chumachenko’sreport, said that he was“ secretary of the Security
Council”.

8 According to Chumachenko’ s report, Pavlichenko said this was in November 1999
32 But see below para. 13 and 14 (prosecutor Chumachenko’ s findings)

3 Decision to discontinue the preliminary investigation dated 20 January 2003, transmitted to
Mrs Krasovskaya by letter of 20 January 2003 (AS/Jur/AHBelarus (2003) 05)

3 Alkayev stated that this pistol could not be used for shooting training as it was designed
technically to shoot only at point-blank range.

% The name that Mr Alkayev gives in his hand-written deposition for Mr Sivakov’s adjutant is
Vladimir Pavlovich (which could correspond to the initials of Mr Kolesnik as given by
Chumachenko)

% See above the summary of Alkayev's statement in Strasbourg: he was asked to destroy the
gun, refused to do so, and that the gun was seized by the Prosecution, and later returned to
him by an investigator, and that he shot some bullets into the tree to retrieve the casings as
evidence.

3! Family members and lawyers of the victims have told me that President Lukashenka had
behaved in a threatening way towards their husbands, who were former political allies
(General Zakharenko had been Minister of the Interior under President Lukashenka) turned
opponents. Mrs Zakaharenko said at the hearing in Strasbourg that President L ukashenka had
stated on television, two days before her husband’ s disappearance, that her husband was a
criminal at large, but that this could not continue. It is also alleged that the “execution of the
traitors’ was video-taped. But | have not been able to obtain a copy of such atape, or reliable
information on the circumstances of its production, or current whereabouts.

38 No European country was executing in 1999 any death penalties by any means.
3 See above, para. 14

D\ith regard to such a « deal », the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Mr Martinov, said to me that
such “deals” were legally impossible under Belarusian law, as were measures of “physical
persuasion” that the Council of Europe would certainly not condone either. Interestingly,
General Prosecutor Sheyman said to me that Mr. Malik, one of the “Ignatovich four”
convicted for the abduction of Zavadski, had shown signs of being prepared to cooperate in
return for areduction of his prison term that the President could indeed decide to grant.
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Zavadski’ s disappearance did not coincide with an instance of signing-out the execution
pistol, so that finding his body alone would not be likely to provide the link with that pistol.
But the case is joined together with the other three for purposes of the investigation by the
Prosecutor’ s office, and alink is also drawn by Zavadski’ s wife and mother, who postulate a
political background and a link to the “death squad” allegations made with regard to the other
three missing men. If this postulate is correct, which | do not see as established from the
information at my disposal to date, the bodies of the other victims may well be buried near
that of Zavadski.

4 Highlighting added

42 According to the complaint introduced by Mr Pogonyailo on behalf of the families against
Prosecutor Chumachenko’ s decision to suspend the investigation (p.10), the BMW (and an
Audi, which had also been seen on the site by witnesses) belongs to the SOBR unit lead by
Mr Pavlichenko.

%31 aletter of 4 January 2004, Mrs Gonchar commented this as follows:

“Prosecutor General Sheiman provided a fabricated information saying that “the paint traces
found were not red but cherry-coloured as was the Jeep belonging to Krasovsky”. 1, Irina
Krasovskaya ,was on the scene of eventsthat day on the 17th of September 1999 and there
was not adark cherry-coloured trace from my husband's car. And alot of witnesses and | have
seen bright red colour trace on the tree and near it. Pictures and film about the above-
mentioned facts were made by Oleg Volchek, lawyer. He keeps the pictures and film yet.”

*4 Though this had been denied by other workers of the firm when questioned later.

4 One of whom allegedly made a statement reproduced in an article by Mrs Koktysh in
Narodnaya Volya of 22 August 2001 that when they shot those people, they did so “in the
name of the President”. In this article, an anonymous informer named a number of SOBR
servicemen: Koklin, Balynin, Murashko, Budko, Novatorskiy, Mekiyanets.

“01f the paint traces had come from Krasovski’ s Jeep, this could have been established in the
same way as the fact that the different types of glass fragments found on the site belonged to a
Jeep of the model driven by Krasovski.

47 This was confirmed to me by Mr Goncharik, whom | met briefly in Minsk.

48 Reported by the BBC on 31 July 2001, as cited from the Amnesty International
documentation « Without trace » (Al Index EUR 49/13/2002).

49 At my request, alawyer at a Western embassy in Minsk looked into these provisions,
coming to the conclusion that it is true that investigators, under Article 60, cannot be obliged
to be a witness concerning facts they came across in their official function; but in view of the
procedural powers of the prosecution laid down in other provisions of the criminal procedure
code, he considers the assertion as untenable that the allegations made by the police chief
could not be further verified and the General Prosecutor was unable to take the necessary
measures in this respect. Article 6 of the Law on Investigative Measures, according to this
lawyer, does also not contain any language that would preclude investigations into Lapatik’s
allegations, including by hearing him as a witness.
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Mr Pogonyailo, in his legal challenge of Chumachenko’s decision (p.8) noted that “Lapatik’s
report is not a criminal procedure document, but rather an official document, filed on behalf
of the Minister of Internal Affairs. Lapatik was not a member of the investigation team
looking into case no. 41400 and cannot therefore be considered a participant in the criminal
proceedings in this particular case.”

| was handed by the families’ lawyers copy of a letter from General Lapatik addressed to
Mrs Gonchar dated 6 December 2000, i.e. 2 weeks after his handwritten accusations, and one
week after Pavlinchenko’s liberation and Sheyman’s new appointment. In this letter, Mr
Lapatik said: “At one point, we had confidential information in our possession which we
believed would lead to a positive outcome, as announced, moreover, by the first deputy
minister of internal affairs, M.D. Udovikov, at the press conference on 12 October 1999. To
our great regret, however, on closer examination, the reports proved unsubstantiated and
today, the law enforcement agencies have no concrete information as to the fate of your
missing husband.”

According to this letter, it took Mr Lapatik more than a year (from 12 October 1999 to 21
November 2000) to arrive at the conclusions he addressed to his Minister, and only two weeks
(“on closer examination™), to conclude vis-a-vis Mrs Gonchar that the reports “proved
unsubstantiated” .

=L The following statements are cited by the two wives:

(a) In a speech before the “standing conference of leading employees in republican and local
authority bodies for improving ideological work” (Minsk, 27 March 2003), Mr Lukashenka is
alleged to have uttered the following sentence with regard to Mr Kravchenko, former
ambassador of Belarusto Japan: “I have already instructed the special services, excuse my
frankness, to abduct him and to return to the country”.

(b) In speech televised in “Panorama’, Belarusian TV, on 29.10.2001: “Y es indeed, in Minsk,
and to alesser extent in Gomel, | made it clear five years ago, through thugs — God forbid, if
you create a criminal environment somewhere, I'll cut al your heads off. The thing is, we
know how many of these “thieves-in-law” there are, and who they are ... Yes, lads, Batka
[nickname for Lukashenka] said kill them. There were incidents when they behaved wrongly.
Do you remember Schavlik and others? Where are they now?

(c) From a speech on 28.11.2000 to the KGB leadership, when appointing Mr Erin as
successor of Matskevich: “So, in order not to torment journalists any longer about all these
sensational cases and crimes [the reference is to the missing persons in Belarug], | should like
to say the following ... | emphasise once again: do not try to find the perpetrators. | alone am
responsible.”

2 For Mr Pogonyailo and the victims' families, “following the appointment of Mr Sheyman,
whom we suspect of being involved in the disappearances, to the post of Prosecutor General,
the investigation was effectively suspended, and numerous items of evidence were removed

from the case-file and destroyed.” (legal challenge against Chumachenko’s report, p. 9)

3 A copy of the arrest warrant isin my file; the warrant was in fact signed on the Prosecutor
General’ s behalf by his deputy, Mr Snegir.

> AS/Jur/AHBelarus (2003) 04
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2 An employee of the Ministry of Culture who had been abducted and beaten by unknown
attackers wearing special forces uniforms.

| awyer Pogonyailo (Legal challenge, p. 6) asked to establish by reference to the case file by
whom exactly the order to release Pavlichenko had been given.

I An extreme nationalist group based in Russia, whose Minsk chapter had been headed by Mr
Samailov.

3 Mr Alkayev, in his deposition in Strasbourg, gave another date (27 November instead of 23
November) for Pavlichenko’ s release, and said the release was ordered by “presidential
decree’.

9 A former colleague and friend of Mr Zakharenko, one of the « disappeared », and a friend
and former superior of ex-Prosecutor General Bozhelko.

89| egal challenge against Chumachenko’s report, p. 6

81| asked the lawyer concerned for copies of these transcripts, and wroteto Mr Matskevich, in
Belgrade, to ask for his cooperation. Meanwhile, Mr Matskevich replied that he was not in
possession of atape or transcript, and that he was currently not in position to help. | also
contacted Mr Petrushkevich and Mr Sluchek and was told that they did not have copies of
these transcripts either. Mr Petrushkevich said that the files, which had been stored in his
office, had been taken to the Security Council for two months. He had looked for these
transcripts after the files were brought back, but could not find them. Asto videotapes, he
confirmed having seen six or seven videotapes that had been confiscated at Mr Pavlichenko’s
office and flat, but they showed only footage of military exercises carried out by Mr
Pavlichenko’s unit. Mr Petrushkevich did not exclude that other cassettes had been
confiscated which had not been shown to the members of his group.

52 Mr Petrushkevich said that Mr Y umanov had “gotten into trouble” after this incident and
lost his job. | have not been able to contact him in the meantime.

53 Former Minister of Agriculture of Belarus, and personal friend of one of the “disappeared”,
Mr Zakharenko and of the former Prosecutor General, Bozhelko; has published a book on this
affair in 2003

8 )f such a letter (and its cancellation) were indeed sent, Russian Prosecutor General Ustinov

may have kept a copy. | am trying through different channels to sound the Russian Prosecutor
General whether he would be prepared to cooperate with me on this issue. Meanwhile, | have
good reasons to believe that these letters do exist.

| aso received a letter on 4 January 2004 from two of the wives, with the following
declaration: “ I, Svetlana Zavadskaya , and my lawyer Sergel Tsurko have seen by ourselves
the official letter written and signed by Prosecutor General O.Bozelko to Russian
Prosecutor General V. Ustinov with a request to use a special equipment and experienced
staff to locate buried bodies dated by the 21st of November, 2000 (case Ne 414100, vol.21,
page 269). We also saw the official letter signed by M. Shegir, Deputy General

Prosecutor dated by the 27th of November of 2000 with the request to cancel the above-
mentioned letter (case Ne 414100, vol.21, page 270). We had the opportunity to see those
lettersin May of 2001 when we read the materials on incrimination Ignatovich's group case.”
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% Pavel Sheremet was the former superior of the disappeared cameraman Zavadski and had
conducted an investigation of his own, coming to a conclusion similar to the families
«version ». Mr Sheremet produced a documentary broadcast by Russian Public Television
(“The Wild Hunt™) which cast considerable doubt on the Belarusian authorities’ investigation
into the disappearances of Zavadski and the other missing persons. In 2003, he also published
a book about the workings of Lukashenka' s regime, including details of the “disappearances’
case.

% |egal challenge, p. 9

57 Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty Newsline 4/228, 27 November 2000, as quoted from the
Amnesty International Paper cited before (p. 8).

| mentioned above that Mr Naumov and Mr Sheyman told me that Mr Lapatik had developed
a serious heart condition requiring to operations and leading to his early retirement, asa
reason why no legal measures were taken against him following his allegations.

88 | gnatovich and Malik were former members of the Almaz special police unit, Guz a former
student of the police academy, and Savushkin a previously convicted criminal. According to
Interior Minister Naumov, Malik served for 18 months in a special forces unit under the
command of Pavlichenko, after which Pavlichenko had been promoted to a higher post in the
special forces. According to Prosecutor General Sheyman, Ignatovich had previously served
in Almaz, but was decommissioned for health reasons after suffering serious back injury;
Malik still served as Almaz soldier when he was arrested. Guz and Savushkin had had nothing
to do with Almaz. Almaz had also never been under Pavlichenko’s command, as it belonged
to a different entity within the Ministry of the Interior. In reply to my question whether any of
the Ignatovich four had ever been under Pavlichenko’s command, the Deputy Prosecutor
General stated that that Malik had served a two-year army service term, but had been
decommissioned from the unit where Pavlichenko had formerly served. Prosecutor General
Sheyman reiterated that at the time when the crimes were committed, neither had been in any
way related to a unit commanded by Pavlichenko.

8 According to Amnesty I nternational, secret trials, which contravene international standards,
arerarein Belarus.

O The background of the trial is reported in some detail in the Amnesty International
document (pp. 11-14).

2 Mr Uglyanitsa.

2 Please note that | have never received copy of any such letter, and do not in any way base
myself on a person now living in Norway.
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Schriftstick #3.1

Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten

der Republik Belarus der Republik Belarus

220615, Minsk 220615, Minsk

Garadski Val, 2 Gorodskoj Val, 2

[weil3russische Bezeichnung der [russische Bezeichnung der Staatsanwaltschaft]
Staatsanwaltschaft]

23.09.1999, Nel1/317/1221

Dem Vorsitzenden

des staatlichen Protokolldienstes

des AuRenministeriums der Republik Belarus
Lazerko V.M.

Uber den Verlauf und die Ergebnisse der Suche
des Verschwundenen Zaharenko Ju.N.

Vom Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten wird seit dem 8. Mai 1999 gesucht der
frihere Minister der inneren Angelegenheiten der Republik Belarus, Zaharenko Jurij Nikolaevic,
geboren 1952, wohnhaft in der Stadt Minsk in der StralRe Zukovskogo 9-1-81, der am 7. Mai um
21.44 Uhr das Territorium des SVPC-5" in der Mogiljovskaja Stral3e der Stadt Minsk verlassen
hat, wo er sein Auto geparkt hat und nach Hause nicht zurtickgekehrt ist.

Es wurde festgestellt, dass am Tag des Verschwindens Zaharenko Ju.N. in der ersten
Halfte des Tages zusammen mit seiner Frau den Komarovskij Markt besucht hat und gegen 13
Uhr nach Hause zurtlickgekehrt ist.

- Ungefahr nach einer Stunde hat Zaharenko Ju.N. mit dem Auto das Haus verlassen,
ohne seiner Frau den Zweck seiner Abwesenheit zu erkléren.

- Er hat sich um 18.30 in der Cornaga Straf3e neben dem Haus 13a mit der Biirgerin
MojsenjaL.l. getroffen und ist mit ihr zusammen zum Birger Kormilkin zur Stral3e Horuzej 17-
17 gefahren, wo sie sich von 19.30 bis 21.30 Uhr den Film tber Karpenko G.D. angesehen
haben, der vom Besitzer der Wohnung gedreht wurde.

' Anm. des Ubersetzers: Die SVPC-5 ist eine selbstandige militarisierte Feuerwehr.
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- Nach der Filmvorfuhrung hat Zaharenko Ju.N. MojsenjaL.l. bis zu ihrem Wohnsitz
gebracht und ist zur Mogiljovskaja Stral3e gefahren, wo er sein Auto auf dem Territorium des
SVPC-5 geparkt hat. Es wurden Zeugen festgestellt und befragt, die die Tatsache des Parkens
bestétigen und dass er das Territorium der Feuerwehr verlassen hat und in die Richtung der
Kaufhalle "Magilévskij" gegangen ist.

- Um 21.44 Uhr hat Zaharenko Ju.N per Handy mit seiner Frau telefoniert, und sie, nach
ihren Worten vorhabend nach Hause zu gehen, gebeten, Abendbrot zu machen.

Seit dieser Zeit gibt es keine Angaben des Aufenthaltsortes der gesuchten Person.

Am 9. Mai 1999 wurde vom UUR GUVD des Mingorispolkom das Suchsachverfahren
Ne 103/99 eingeleitet, eine Einsatzsuchgruppe geschaffen, ein Komplex von Suchmal3namen laut
der aufgestellten Versionen durchgefihrt.

- eswurden die Wohnung von Zaharenko Ju.N., sein Auto und dessen Parkplatz
untersucht;

- eswurden mit Anwendung von Diensthunden vermutliche Bewegungswege von
Zaharenko Ju.N. vom Parkplatz bis zum Wohnort untersucht;

- eswurden Aufkl&rungsbefragungen der Bewohner der nahe liegenden Hauser, der
Institutionen und Geschéaftsorganisationen® durchgefihrt;

- eswurden Personen festgestellt und befragt, mit welchen die gesuchte Person am 7. Mai
1999 Umgang hatte;

- in ale territorialen Organe der Republik wurden gezielte Suchinformationen mit der
Aufstellung konkreter Aufgaben geschickt;

- eswurden informiert: das Komitee der Grenztruppen, Zollkomitee, KGB der Republik
Belarus;

- eswurden medizinische I nstitutionen, Stadt- und Gebietsleichenschauhéuser gepriift;

- eswurden automatisierte Datenbanken des Verkaufs der Fahrkarten fir Eisenbahn- und
Lufttransport gepruft;

- eswurden verwandtschaftliche und festgestellte freundschaftliche Beziehungen des
Gesuchten befragt;

- eswurdeim MGTS ein Auszug sowohl der stattgefundenen Ferngespréche vom
Festnetz als auch vom Handy Zaharenkos Ju.N. gemacht. Es findet ihre Nachprifung statt;

- eswurde die Zugehdrigkeit des Autos ZIL-131 KUNG festgestellt, das mehrfach im
Prozess erwdhnt wurde. Sein Besitzer wurde befragt;

2 Anm. d. U.: Im Sinne von Einzelhandelsgeschéaften.
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- eswurden Fahndungsaufgaben fur die Nachprifung der festgestellten Adressaten in
anderen Stadten der Republik gesendet;
- eswurde eine internationale Suche von Zaharenko Ju.N. erklart;
- eswerden alle aufmerksamkeitswirdigen Informationen geprift, die in der Presse
veroffentlicht werden, in Briefen von Birgern und Mitteilungen von Organisationen eingehen;
- eswird ein Komplex der Mal3namen des operativen Charakters durchgefiihrt;

In der Angelegenheit des Verschwindens von Zaharenko Ju.N. wurde von der
Staatsanwaltschaft der Republik Belarus ein Strafverfahren nach Merkmalen des Artikels 101
des Strafgesetzbuches der Republik Belarus angestrengt und wird eine Untersuchung
durchgefihrt.

Dieswird zur Information mitgeteilt.

Erster selvertretender Minister
Generalmajor der Miliz

M.D. Udovikov
[Unterschrift]

Bekscha 229 75 92
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MIHICTOPCTBA . 'D MUHUCTEPCTBO
YHYTPAHBIX CIIPAY BHYTPEHHUX JEJ
Pacny6aiki Beaapycs : Pecny6auku Benapycs

1220615, r. MiHcK, [apaacki Ban, 2 220615, r. Munck, Topoackoit sar, 2
Ha Ne OT ' 199 . ['ocyapcTBEHHOrO IPOTOKONA

MununcTepcTBa HHOCTPaHHBIX
nen Pecrry®nuxu Benapycs

Jlazepko B.M.

XOJie ¥ pe3ylbTaTax po3bicka 6e3
cTH nponasiuero 3axapenko FO.H.

MunucTepcTBOM BHYTPEHHMX fen ¢ 8 Mas 1999 ropma pasbickuBaeTcs GbIB-
# MHHHCTD BHYTpEHHHMX Jie pecry6nuku 3axaperko HOpuit Hukonaesuy, 1952
E;a pOXXACHU, MPOXXKUBaBIIKK B I. Muncke no ynune XXykosckoro, 9-1-81, koTo-
PHH 7 mas B 21 gac 44 munyTSHI BhIlen ¢ Tepputoprn CBITY-5 no ynune Morunes-
Ekoit B r. MuHCKe, T/le OCTaBHIl Ha TApKOBKY aBTOMAIIMHY, i JOMOH HE BO3BPATHIICS.
YcTaHoBII€HO, YTO B IeHb Hcue3HOBeHH 3axapeHnko HO.H. BMecTe ¢ xeHol, B
PBO#i IIOJIOBHHE JIHA, NoceTHNIH KoMapoBCKHi PBIHOK K 0KOJIO 13 yacoB Bo3BparH-
iCb JIOMOH.
- IlpumepHo yepes yac 3axapenko FO.H. yexan ra aBToMaumne u3s goma, He
pébﬂcmm >KEHE LIeJIb OTIYYKH. °
- B 18 vacos 30 munyT Ha ymune K. Yoprara y A. 13a oH BCTpeTHics ¢ rp-
# Movicens JLU. u BmMecTe ¢ Heit moexanu B rp-Hy Kopmunkuny na yi. B. Xopy-
eit, 17-17, rme ¢ 19.30 no 21.30 npocMaTpHBagK OTCHATHIH XO3SHHOM KBAPTHPHI
wieM o Kapnenko I'.[1. -
- [locne npocmotpa ¢unsma 3axapenko FO.H. orBe3s Moticens JLU. k mecrty
KHTENBCTBA U yexan Ha yi1. Morunescky:o, riie 3arapKkoBajl aBTOMAlIMHY Ha Tep-
opuu CBITY-5. YcTaHOBNEHE! H ONPOIUEHBI CBHAETENH, MOATBEPXAAIOLINE (haKT
PKOBKM aBTOMAIIIUHEI H €r0 YXOJ C TEPPUTOPHHU YACTH B HAINIPAaBICHHH YHHUBEpCa-
«MoruJieBCKum».
- B 21 yac 44 munyTel 3axapenko FO.H. 6ecenosan no cotoBomy Tenedony
B JKEHOM, C ee CJIOB, MOTNPOCHI IPUTOTOBHUTH Y>KHH, HaMepeBayIcs HATH JOMOM.
C 3TOro BpeMeHH CBEAEHHH O MECTOHAX0XAEHHUH Pa3bICKHBAEMOTO HET.
9 mas 1999 r. YYP I'VBJI MuHropucrnonkoma 3aBefeH0 po3bICKHOE fe1o No
J03/99, co3nana onepaTHBHO-PO3bICKHAS Tpynna, MPOBOAHTCS KOMIIEKC MOMCKOBBIX
WepOrpUATHIt MO BBLIBHHYTHIM BEPCHAM: -
- 0oCMOTpeHbl kBapTupa 3axapenko 10.H., aBTomMauinHa 1 MecTo ee CTOAHKY;
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- 00CIIeIOBaHE! C NMpHMeHeHHeM CITy)eOHO-PO3BICKHEIX cobak BEPOATHBIE
MapIIpyTbl ABWKeHHA 3axapenko FO.H. ot crosuku 10 Mecta IIPOXXHMBaHMS;
- TIPOBECHBI pa3sBEONPOCH! XUIBLOB GIH3ME)AIIK AOMOB, PabOTHHKOB

% 15058
SXICHUH U TOPrOBBIX OpraHU3aIlHiA; ]
- - YCT@HOBJIEHBI H OIIPOIUEHEI JILIA, C KOTOPBIMH Pa3bICKUBAEMEILL obmancyg 7

Mas 1999 rona; ;

- BO BCE TeppPHTOPHANBHBIE OpraHsl peciry6iuky HallpaBlieHa LeNeBas po3kl-
CKHas1 HHOPMAIHs ¢ TOCTAHOBKOI KOHKDETHBIX 32/(ay;

- HHpopMupoBans Komurer TIOTPaHUYHEIX BOMCK, TamokeHHb]] KOMHTeET,
KT'B Pecnry6nuxu Benapyce;

- 1POBEPCHBI MENYYpeIeH S, TOPONCKOif 1 obnacTHoit Mopru:

- TIpOM3Be/IeHa IIpOBepKa 1o dBTOMAaTH3HPOBAaHHBIM Ga3ay AAHHBIX Npogay
buneros Ha PKCIIESHOZOPOXHOM H BO3ZYIIHOM TpaHcopre;

- OTPalllMBANHCE POACTBEHHBIE K YCTaHOBIIeHHEBIE APYXKECTBEHHEIE CRg3y
Pa3BICKHBaeMOro;

- 00BgBIeH MEXTrocynapcreeHyEri PO3EICK Ha 3axapenkq FO.H.;

IepBslit 3amecTurey MHHHCTpa
FeHepan-maiop Munupy %OL\7 M.Z1.Y nosukop

Beka 229 75 92
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Schriftstick #3.2

Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten

der Republik Belarus der Republik Belarus

220615, Minsk 220615, Minsk

Garadski Val, 2 Gorodskoj Val, 2

[weil3russische Bezeichnung der [russische Bezeichnung der Staatsanwaltschaft]
Staatsanwaltschaft]

[nicht lesbar] 09.1999, Ne1/307/1186

Dem General staatsanwalt
der Republik Belarus
Justizstaatsrat der 3. Klasse
Bozelko A.O.

Uber die Einleitung des Strafverfahrens in der Angelegenheit
des Verschwindens von Zaharenko Ju.N.

Vom Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten wird seit dem 8. Mai 1999 der fruhere Minister
der inneren Angelegenheiten der Republik Belarus, Zaharenko Jurij Nikolaevi¢, gesucht,
geboren 1952, wohnhaft in der Stadt Minsk in der StralRe Zukovskogo 9-1-81, der am 7. Mai um
21.44 Uhr das Territorium des SVPC-5 in der Mogiljovskaja Strale der Stadt Minsk verlassen
hat, wo er sein Auto geparkt hat und nach Hause nicht zurtickgekehrt ist.

In zahireichen Publikationen in den Massenmedien, in Mitteilungen an das MVD* von
verschiedenen gesellschaftlichen Einrichtungen wird [unlesbar, vermutlich ,,sich®] in Bezug auf
sein Verschwinden gedul3ert, werden [unlesbares Adjektiv] Gerlichte und Vermutungen erzeugt.
Man beobachtet die Entwicklung der Situation sowohl im Land als auch aul3erhalb seiner

Grenzen.

I m Rahmen des Suchsachverfahrens werden alle notwendigen schellen Mal3nahmen laut

der aufgestellten Fassungen durchgeftihrt. Gleichzeitig kann man die Version, dass Zaharenko

' Anm. d. U.: MVD ist das Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten
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Ju.N. zum Opfer des Verbrechens fallen konnte, nur bei der Durchfiihrung der
Untersuchungsmal3nahmen in vollem Umfang durcharbeiten.

In diesem Zusammenhang, in dem ich mich nach Paragraph 4 der aktuellen Anweisung der
Staatsanwaltschaft und des Ministeriums der inneren Angelegenheiten vom 21. Juli 1998 Ne
48/20/85 richte, bitteich Sie in dieser Angelegenheit um die Anstrengung eines Strafverfahrens
in der Angelegenheit des Verschwindens Zaharenko Ju.N. laut [unlesbar] Artikel 101 des
Strafgesetzbuches der Republik Belarus.

Die Notwendigkeit der Treffung so einer Entscheidung wurde auch auf der operativen
Versammlung bei dem Ministerium der Inneren Angelegenheiten der Republik Belarus am 8.

September durch dienstliches gegenseitiges V erstandnis anerkannt.

[unlesbar] [Unterschrift] Ju.L. Sivakov
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MHUHHCTEPCTBO Zb(
BHYTPEHHHUHX IOEJ
Pecny6nuku Benapycs

LCTSPETRA
PAHBIX CNIPAY
)airi beasnapycsn

MiHck, ["apaacki Ban, 2 220615, r. Musck, 'opoackoit Ba, 2

B . . 199 M6 740#7/ 7" Tenepannnomy mpokypopy
or 1999 r. Pecny6auku Benapycs
y rocyJapcTBEHHOMY
COBETHHKY

OCTHUHH 3 KJjacca
boxenko O.A.
KAEHHH YrOJIOBHOIO JeJia
ry 0€3BECTHOr0 HCYE3HOBEHHS
iko: .H.

YBaxaemsiii Oner Anexcanaposuy!

fHHCTCPCTBOM BHYTPEHHUX fen ¢ 8 Mas 1999 roga pasvickuBaeTcs OBIBILHA
- P BHYTPCHHMX Aesl pecnybnuku 3axapenko FOpui Hukonaesuu, 1952 ropa
Hsi, NPOXKHBABLIMK B I'. MuHcke no ynuue XKykosckoro, 9-1-81, xotopslit 7
| yac 44 MuHyTbI BbiIEs ¢ TeppuTopur CBITY-5 no ynuue MOruIeBckoi B r.
', [/iC OCTaBHMJI Ha MAPKOBKY aBTOMALIMHY, X JOMOH HE BO3BPATHJICA.
MHOTOYHCIICHHBIX MyOAMKAUMAX B CPEACTBAX MAacCoBOH HMHG(OPMALHH,
Huax B MBJI pasianuHeIX OOLIECTBEHHBIX OpraHM3alMii BbIpaXkaeTcs
'HHOCTB B CBA3M C €ro OE3BECTHBIM HCUE3HOBEHHEM, MOPOKAAIOTCS
{bIC CJIyXH W JOMBIC/IbI. 33 Pa3BUTHEM CHTyalHH HabIIONAIOT, KaK BHYTPH
, TaK 1 33 ee NpeaenamH.
payM X DO3BICKHOrO Jesa MPOBOAATCA BCE HEOOXOAUMbIE OMEPATHBHBIE
MSTHS 110 BBILIBMHYTBIM BepcHsM. Bwmecre ¢ TeM, OTpaboTaTh B IIOJIHOM
BCpCHIO O TOM, 4TO 3axapeHko FO.H. Mor crarh xepTBOM mpecTyruieHus
TOJIBKO MPH NPOBEACHHH CIIEACTBEHHBIX MEPOIPHATHIA.
CBA3H C 5TUM, DYKOBOACTBYACH I1. 4 COBMECTHOTO ykasaHHs [IpokypaTypsl u
repcTBa BHYTPEHHMX Jell Pecnybnuku Benapycs ot 21 mrons 1998 roma Ne
> ybemurensHo npoury - Bac paccmorpers Bompoc 0 BO30YXKIEHUH
10ro zena no ¢akry ©Oe3BecTHOro HcyesHoBeHMs  3axapenko IO.H. mo
kam cratbd 101 YK PB.
'00XO/MMOCTb IIPHHATAA TAKOTO PEUICHMS NPU3HAHA M HA ONEPATMBHOM
HiW Lipw MuHKCTpe BHyTpenHux jen Pecny6nuxu Benapbe 8 ceHTabps
) (KOs MPOTOKONA MPHUIIAraeTes).
KeOHbIM B3aUMONIOHHMAHHEM

W / /

10.JI. CuBakos

e
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Schriftstick #3.3

Nationalversammlung der Republik Belarus ~ Nationalversammlung der Republik Belarus

Abgeordneter der Représentativkammer Abgeordneter der Représentativkammer
[weil3russische Bezeichnung] [russische Bezeichnung]
Anden
Présidenten der Republik Belarus
A.G. Lukasenko

Verehrter Aleksandr Grigor’evic!

Am 16. September 1999 sind in Minsk, das unter anderem dank der Bemihungen der
Verwaltung fur Inneres der Minsker Stadtverwaltung den Ruf einer gastfreundlichen und
ruhigen Stadt geniefdt, zwei Menschen verschwunden: Viktor Goncar, der ehemalige
Vizevorsitzende des Obersten Sowijets der 13. Wahlperiode der Republik Belarus, und sein
Freund, der Unternehmer Anatolij Krasovskij*.

Am 20. Januar 2003 hat der Oberste Untersuchungsfuhrer bei Angelegenheiten von
besonderer Wichtigkeit der Staatsanwaltschaft Minsk, Justizrat V.M. Cumagenko, den
Beschluss gefasst, die Voruntersuchung im Strafverfahren, das wegen des V erschwindens von
V.l. Gon¢ar und A.S. Krasovskij eingeleitet worden war, auszusetzen.

Der Inhalt dieses Beschlusses offenbart eine tberraschende Gleichgultigkeit, oberflachliche
und, man kdnnte auch sagen, nicht in jeder Hinsicht professionelle Herangehensweise an die
Untersuchung dieses aufsehenerregenden Vorfalls, der breite Resonanz in der weil3russischen
wie auch internationalen Offentlichkeit hervorgerufen hat.

Beim Lesen dieses Beschlusses beginnt man unwillkirlich dartiber nachzudenken, wie es um
den Schutz der Rechtsordnung im Land bestellt ist. Obwohl Sie es waren, Herr Président, der
sich die Losung einer der wichtigsten Aufgaben zum Ziel gesetzt hat: den kompromisslosen
Kampf gegen die Kriminalitdt. Und diese Proklamationen waren, wie mir scheint, keine

hohlen Worte. Die vielen Félle vorlaufiger Festnahme und Inhaftierungen, unter anderem

L Anm. d. Red.: Dieser Satz ist auch wie folgt lesbar: ,, Am 16. September 1999 sind in Minsk, das unter anderem
den Ruf einer gastfreundlichen und ruhigen Stadt genief¥, dank der Bemihungen der Verwaltung fir Inneres der
Minsker Stadtverwaltung zwei Menschen verschwunden: Viktor Goncar, der ehemalige Vizevorsitzende des
Obersten Sowjets der 13. Wahlperiode der Republik Belarus, und sein Freund, der Unternenmer Anatolij
Krasovskij." Es kann nicht eindeutig bestimmt werden, welche Intention dieser Satz aufweist.
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auch hoher Beamter, die grof3e Zahl der unter Arrest stehenden Personen lassen das Bestreben
erkennen, dieses Ziel zu erreichen.

Die Untersuchungen der Félle des Verschwindens von Personen jedoch lieferten keine
Antwort auf die wichtigste Frage: Wo befinden sich die Entfihrten und was ist ihnen
widerfahren?

Im Laufe der Ermittlungen wurden Augenzeugen der Vorfélle festgestellt. Die Zeugen hatten
nicht nur Stimmen gehort, sondern auch Personen gesehen, die sie beschreiben konnten. Diese
Angaben sollten fur die Ermittlung in erster Linie von Interesse sein.

Nicht ohne Grund wurde in den Massenmedien tber den Verdacht berichtet, dass an diesem
Verbrechen Truppenmitglieder der Einheit 3214 beteiligt waren, deren Kommandeur
Oberstleutnant D.V. Pavli¢enko ist. Bekanntermal3en nahmen Organe des KGB der Republik
Belarus ihn vorlaufig fest.

Trotz der schwerwiegenden Zeugenaussagen wurden die fraglichen Truppenmitglieder der
Einheit 3214 nicht identifiziert. Bis heute ist nicht geklart, mit welchen Fahrzeugen die
Unterabteilungen der Einheit 3214 ausgestattet sind (Typ, Hersteller, Wagennummern, Farbe
usw.), es hat keine Identifizierung anhand des Autos, das von den Zeugen beschrieben wurde,
stattgefunden.

Einer gesonderten Untersuchung bedarf die Frage der Verwahrung, Ausgabe und Nutzung der
erwdhnten , Schusswaffe des Typs I15-9% die in dem bekannten Bericht von O.L. Alkaev,
dem Leiter der Anstalt V)K15/13-1° erwahnt wird.

Der frihere Innenminister JL. Sivakov ,erinnert sich nicht*, ob er eine Anweisung zur
Ausgabe einer Waffe an aulenstehende, nicht mit der Vollstreckung von Todesurteilen
befasste Personen erteilt hat.

Wenig transparent wirkt das Verhalten des friheren Assistenten des Innenministers V.P.
Kolesnik und des stellvertretenden Ministers A.A. Cvankin. Ersterer nahm die Pistole
entgegen, der andere bestimmte ihre weitere Verwendung. Ersterer énderte seine Aussage
mehrmals, der zweite verweigerte tberhaupt jede Aussage. Dabei handelt es sich um Vertreter
der Fuhrungsspitze des Innenministeriums, fur die der Begriff der Gesetzlichkeit an erster
Stelle stehen misste.

Beachtung verdient ein Zitat aus dem Beschluss des Untersuchungsfiihrers V.M. Cumacenko,
das die in den Organen des Innenministeriums waltende Disziplin und Gesetzlichkeit
illustriert: , Aufgrund der Weigerung A.A. Cvarkins, iiber die Verwendung der Pistole I15-9

2 Anm. d. Red.; PB9, eine Pistole des Kalibers 9mm.
3 Anm. d. Red.: Die Sonderanstalt zur VVollstreckung der Todesstrafe.
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auszusagen, wurde das Ministerium fur Inneres der Republik Belarus gebeten mitzuteilen, ob
diese Waffe bel irgendwelchen operativen Mal3nahmen eingesetzt wurde. Die Erwiderung auf
diese Frage lasst keine bestimmte Schlussfolgerung dariiber zu, ob die von V.N. Dik (dem
friheren stellvertretenden Leiter der Abteilung Technik und RUstung der Etappe beim
Ministerium fur Inneres) entgegen genommene Waffe von Mitarbeitern des
Innenministeriums der Republik Belarus fur bestimmte operative Fahndungsmal3nahmen

verwendet wurde.” Bedarf es hier noch irgendwelcher Kommentare?

Von nicht geringerer Bedeutung ist eine weitere Tatsache. Im Beschluss tiber die Aussetzung
der Voruntersuchung wird erwdhnt, dass ,ein Zeuge befragt wurde, der am Tag des
Verschwindens von V. Gon¢ar und A. Krasovskij neben der Sauna ein rotes Auto der Marke
BMW gesehen hat, in dem mindestens drei junge Manner sal3en.”

In der Schilderung von O. Alkaev (in BDG. Dlja duzebnovo pol’ zovanija vom 04.02.2003)
heil3t es: ,Deshalb dachte ich sofort an Pavlicenko, as ich erkannte, dass Zacharenko mit
einem roten BMW verfolgt wurde.”

Weiter ist bekannt, dass am Ort der Entfuhrung von V. Gonéar und A. Krasovskij in der
Fabri¢najastralie 20A an einem Baum Spuren roten Lackes gefunden wurden, die auf einen
Autoaufprall schlieflen lassen. Handelt es sich hier nicht um eine interessante
Ubereinstimmung?

Auch die Frage der Beteiligung von Angehdrigen des Bataillons 3214 wurde von den
Ermittlungsbehtrden nicht geklart. Entsprechende Hinweise sind in den Unterlagen des
Strafverfahrens Nr. 414100 zu finden, das gegen die Ignatovi¢gruppe eingeleitet wurde.
Auffallig ist die Tatsache, dass die mindliche Verhandlung wegen des Verschwindens des
Journalisten Dmitrij Zacharenko als nicht 6ffentliche Sitzung abgehalten wurde. Eine Vielzahl
an Antrdgen von Geschadigten, die der Wahrheitsfindung dienen sollten, wurde unbegrindet
angelehnt:

1. Nicht vernommen wurden der friihere Sekretér des Sicherheitsrates V. Sejman, der
Leiter der Kriminalmiliz N. Lopatik, der ehemalige Innenminister J. Sivakov und der
gegenwartige Innenminister V. Naumov.

2. Nicht tberpruft wurde die Begriindung der vorlaufigen Festnahme und anschlief3enden
Entlassung D. Pavlicenkos aus der Untersuchungshaftanstalt des KGB.
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3. Nicht befragt wurden der frihere Generalstastsanwalt O. Bozelko und der KGB-
Vorsitzende von Belarus V. Mackevi¢, die Uber die Grinde der Festnahme und

Vernehmung des Verdachtigen Pavlicenko aussagen konnen.

Die Aussetzung der Ermittlungen im gerichtlichen Verfahren wegen des Verschwindens
von V. Goncar und A. Krasovskij bedeutet, dass die Arbeit an der Identifizierung der

Téter eingestellt wurde. Diese konnten nun erneut Straftaten begehen.

Ich werde als Abgeordneter die notwendigen Mal3nahmen zur Feststellung der wahren
Umstande der Vorfélle einleiten. Ich hoffe, dass ich im Verfahren Gber die sogenannten

»Aufsehen erregenden” Sachen in Ihnen einen Bundnispartner finde.

Ich wende mich daher an Sie, Herr Prasident, als Hiter der Verfassung, mit der Bitte,
Klarheit Uber folgende Fragen zu schaffen:

- welche Mal3nahmen haben Sie ergriffen, als der ehemalige Kulturminister Sosnovskij
sich wegen der Entfuhrung des stellvertretenden Kulturministers Cvetkov, des
Revisors in der Kontroll- und Revisionsstelle des von Gracev geleiteten Ministeriums,
schriftlich an Sie wandte? Wem wurde die Uberprifung der Sachlage libertragen,
wurden die Téter identifiziert?

- warum haben Sie angeordnet, die wegen der EntfUhrungen bekannter Personen
eingeleiteten Strafverfahren ausgerechnet in dem Moment der Zusténdigkeit von
Innenminister Naumov zu unterstellen, als die Organe der Staatsanwaltschaft sich
einer Feststellung der Téter in den Strukturen der Unterabteilungen des
Innenministeriums annaherten?

- es kursiert die Behauptung, dass Sie es waren, der den Mitarbeitern des
Sicherheitsdienstes des Prasidenten die Anweisung erteilt hat, D. Pavlicenko aus der
Untersuchungshaftanstalt des KGB zu entlassen. Das wiirde eine grobe Verletzung der
StPO der Republik Belarus darstellen. Oder vollzogen sich diese Vorgange ohne Ihr
Wissen?

- aus welchen Griunden wurden Generalstaatsanwalt O. Bozelko und der KGB-
Vorsitzende V. Mackevi¢ ihrer Amter enthoben? Warum versiegelten Mitarbeiter des
Sicherheitsdienstes des Présidenten ihre Dienstzimmer? Auf welcher gesetzlichen
Grundlage?
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- in einer Ansprache am 28. November beim KGB der Republik Belarus erkléarten Sie
anlasslich der Vorstellung des neuen KGB-Vorsitzenden L.T. Erin, dass das Land von
einem Putsch bedroht gewesen sei, Sie ihn aber verhindert hétten. Wer hatte den
verfassungsfeindlichen Akt vorbereitet und worin &uf3erten sich die Handlungen der
Putschisten? Wer von ihnen wurde bestraft und wie?

Aufgrund der dargestellten Sachlage entsteht die Frage: Warum beweisen Sie, wo zu Ihren
erstrangigen Aufgaben der Kampf gegen die organisierte Kriminalitét und die Korruption
zahlt, wo Sie dabei Ausdauer und Zielstrebigkeit an den Tag legen, diese Qualitdten nicht in
Bezug auf die Ermittlungen in den Strafverfahren wegen der Entfiihrungen von Zacharenko,
Goncar, Krasovskij und Zavadskij?

Ich schlief3e nicht aus, dass eine Person aus Ihrer nachsten Umgebung entweder die an Sie

geleiteten Informationen vorsétzlich verzerrt oder Sie Ihnen génzlich vorenthalt.

Die Folge von dem allen ist, dass sich in der Gesellschaft Gerlichte ausbreiten,
Regierungsbeamte der hochsten Machtebene seien an den Verbrechen beteiligt gewesen.
Dartber hinaus wirkt sich das Ausbleiben von Ermittlungsergebnissen in den oben erwahnten
Strafsachen negativ auf das politische | mage Weil3russlands gegentiber dem Ausland aus.
Hochachtungsvoll

V.D. Frolov

Abgeordneter der Représentantenkammer
der Nationalversammlung der Republik Belarus
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HAIDBAHAJBHE CXOMUB HAIIMOHAJLHOE COBPAHUE
PB3CIIVBJIKI BEJAPYCH PECIIYBJMEN BEJAPYCH
ONIAIMYTAT OEIIYTAT
ITAJIATEI HPA,IICTA?HIRO? ITAJTATEI HPE,I[CTABMTEJIEﬁ
Ne
Ha Ne

IIpesugenty Pecny6maxu Benapyces
Jyxkamenxo A. T'.

YBaxaemsiii Anexcanap I'paropsesny!

16 cenrabps 1999 roma B ropone MuHCKE, KOTOPBIA CIABHUTCS CBOMM
TOCTCIIPHMMCTBOM ¥ CIIOKOMiCTBHEM, Osjarogaps, B TOM 4YHCIe, YCHIUAM YBI
MuHropucnonkoma, ucuesny fBa yenoBeka: GEIBIIHiL Bure-ciimkep Bepxosuoro Cosera 13-
ro coseBa Pecrybmuku Benapycs Buxrop T'oruap m ero Apyr — Ou3HecMeH AHaTomwmit
Kpacoscxkuii.

20 smBaps 2003 roma crapmmit ceOBaTeNs M0 BAXKHEHIIAM Ke/iaMm NPOKYpPaTypHI T.
MuHcka, coBeTHHK FocTuiuu Yymadenko B. M. BEIHEC TTOCTAHOBJIEHHE O [IPUOCTAaHOBJICHUH
HNPE/BAPUTEIEHOTO  PACCIIENOBAHMA 10 YTOJIOBHOMY [ely, BO3GYXIEHHOMY IO (axTy
ucyesHoBenus ['onyapa B. U. u Kpacosckoro A. C.

ComepxxaHue IIOCTaHOBIEHMS YIUBIAET CBOYM PaBHOIYIIHMEM, [TOBEPXHOCTHEIM H,
MOJKHO CKa3aTh, HE COBCEM IIPO(QECCHOHANBHBEIM [OAXOIOM K paccieIOBaHUI0 3TOr0
TPOMKOT0, UMEIOIIEro IUPOKUH OOIECTBEHHEIN 1 MEXAYHapOIHEIN pe30HAHC, Jela.

UuTast MOCTaHOBJIEHNME, HEBOIBHO 3a[yMBIBACLIBCS HAN COCTOSHHMEM zen B chepe
OXpaHbI MIPABOTIOPsAKA B CTpaHe. XotA Bsl, rocrionus IIpesHuenT, mpoBO3IIaCHIE OHY U3
BAXXKHEHIIX 33/1a4 — GECKOMNPOMUCCHYIO GOpPBOY C MPEecTYMHOCTHI0. Y 3T0, KaK MHE
KKETCA, HE IMyCTOH 3BYK. CyZs 10 MHOIOYMCIEHHEIM HaKTaM MpeBEeHTHBHEIX 3a[IepIKaHui
¥ apecToB, B TOM 9YHCIIE BBICIIMX MODKHOCTHBIX JIMI, IO YHCIY COAEPIKAIUXCS TOL
CTPaXEH, IPOCMATPUBAETCSA CTPEMIICHHIE PEATU30BATH ITY LIEIb.

Onmako paccrmenoBanme 10 (akTaM WCYe3HOBEHHS IOMeH He A0 OTBETa Ha
TIIaBHBIM BOTIPOC: IZIe TIOXUINEHHEBIE ¥ YTO C HUMH ?

B xone crencTBus ycTaHOBICHE OYEBHIIIEL npousoiueamnero. CBUAETENN HE TOIBKO
CIIBIIIAH, HO ¥ BHJEIH JIUL, KOTOPBIX OHM MOIVIM ONKCATh. DTH JAHHEIE JOMKHBI OBUTH B
IEPBYIO OYEPEh 3aHHTEPECOBATH CIEICTBUE.

3ax 513,
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B cpencrBax maccoBoil MHpopMmanuy He 63 OCHOBaHUS BBEIABHTAlaCh BEPCHST O
NPUYacTHOCTH K JaHHOMY IIPECTYIUIEHMIO BOCHHOCTy)KamuxX B/4 3214, KoMaHIUpOM
KOTOpoi sBmsercs noanonkoBHWK I[laBmmuenko JI. B. Kak wu3BecTHO, HMEHHO OH
[IOJBEprajics NPEeBEHTUBHOMY 3azepxanuto opradamu KI'b Pecy6muku Benapycs.

HecMoTps Ha cepbe3HOCTH MTOKa3aHUN CBUIETE/EH, ONO3HAHNE BOSHHOCTYXKAIIUX B/4Y
3214 ne npoBogwiaock. JIo CHX MOp HE BBIACHEHO, KaKue aBTOMOOWIH WMMEIOTCS B
noapasaeneHuax B/a 3214 (Tum, mapka, 60pTOBEIE HOMEpa, IBET U T.J.), HE IPOBEIEHA UX
UAeHTUGUKALMA ¢ MAIIUMHOHN, Ha KOTOPYIO YKa3bIBAJIH CBUIECTEIIH.

OtnensHOro pazbuparenscTBa 3acHy’)KUBaeT BOIPOC XpaHEHMs, BBIAAYM U
HCIIOIb30BaHUA T.H. «PacCcTpeNbHOro» mmcronera Mapku «I15-9», o koTopoMm HAET peds B
U3BECTHOM panopte HagaupHuKa Y)K15/M3-1 Anxaesa O.JL.

beiBmmii MuHuCTp BHyTpeHHHX nAen CusakoB 1O. JI. «He HOMHHUT» HaBal M OH
yKa3aHus O BhIJlau€ JaHHOTO OpYXWsA IOCTOPOHHUM JIMI[aM, HE MMEIOIIUM OTHOINEHHS K
PUBEJEHHUIO B UCIIOJHEHNUE CMEPTHBIX IIPUTOBOPOB.

Becema HeyGenuTeNbHO BBIIVIAOUT IOBEAEHHE OBIBINMX OMOIIHMKA MUHHCTpa
BHyTpeHHuX Jen Komecunuka B. I1. u 3amecturens munuctpa UsankuHa A. A., oJuMH U3
KOTOPBIX IOIMYYHII 9TOT IUCTOJET, a APYro# OIpeessl ero AajapHeiInee UCIONb30BaHME.
[TepBEIit HECKOMBKO pa3 U3MEHsII CBOU ITOKA3aHMs, a BTOPO MPOCTO OTKA3aJICs MX JaBarh, 1
3TO JIOAW W3 BRICIIEro cocraBa MBJI, mis KOTOPHIX MOHATHE 3aKOHHOCTH JTOMKHO OBITH
[IPEBBIIIE BCETO.

3aciyKuBaeT BHUMaHMUS LIMTaTa U3 IIOCTaHOBIEHMA cienoBarens Yymauenko B. M.,
CBUJIETENBCTBYIOIAS O COCTOSHUYU AUCHUILTHHEI U 3aKOHHOCTH B OpraHaX BHYTPEHHUX I
«B cBa3u ¢ oTkaszom UpaHkuHA A. A. cooOIUTE 0 MpuMeHeHuH mmuctonera «I16-9», B agpec
MB/I Pecrry6muxu Benapycek ObUT HampapiieH 3ampoc ¢ Mpock00il YBEIOMUTH, IPOBOIUIIUCE
JM Kakue-1u00 OIepaTHBHEIE MEPOIPHATHS C IIPUMEHEHHUEM 3TOT0 Opykus. M3 orBera Ha
JaHHBIA BOIIPOC HEBO3MOYKHO CIENaTh OIPEAENEHHBIA BBIBOA O TOM, IPUMEHSIOCH JIK
opyxue, noaydennoe Juxom B. H. (OpiBmmii 3aM. HavaabHUKA IO TEXHUKE W BOOPYKEHHUIO
Teiia MBJI PB) mpu mnpoBemeHWM KakuX-THOO OIEPATHBHO-PO3BICKHEIX MEPOTIPHSTHMA
paboraukamu MBI Pecrry6muku Benapycs». Kakue emte HyKHBI KOMMEHTapuu?

Eme ogun HeMmanoBaxHbIM ¢GakT. B mocTaHOBIEHMM O NPHUOCTAHOBJICHHH
[PEABAPUTENBHOIO CIIEACTBUS YIIOMUHAETCS, YTO «JOIPOIIEH CBUAETENb, KOTOPEINA B JIE€HB
ucuesHoBeHUs B. ['ongapa u A. KpacoBckoro Buzmen okono GaHM aBTOMAUIMHY KPacHOTO
1BeTa Mapku «bMBy, B KOTOpo#t HAXOAUIOCH HE MEHEE TPEX MOJIOIBIX JIFOIECHY.

B cBoem mononore O. AnkaeB (razera «BJII'. Jlns ciyxeOHOro MONBE30BaHUSA) OT
04.02. 2003 r.) roBoput: «IToaTomy s cpasy momyman o [laBaMdeHKo, KOorjga y3Hai, 4To 3a
3axapeHKo CIeIMIN Ha KpacHo# «BMB.
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Jlanee. VI3BeCTHO, YTO HA MECTE MOXMINCHU B. I'onuapa u A. KpacoBckoro mo yi.
®abprunast, 20 A Ha IepeBe B pe3yJIbTaTe CTOIKHOBEHI C aBTOMOOH/IEM OCTAJIMCH ClIE/BI
KpacHOro 1seTa. VIHTepecHoe COBIaeHUE, He IIpaB/a m?

Tak je CleICTBHE IOCKOHATBHO HE MPOBEPHIO HaKTHl IPHIACTHOCTH JO/DKHOCTHBIX
mun B/a 3214 K WCUE3HOBEHUSIM, KOTOpBIE COAEPXKATCs B MaTepHalax Acia N414100 mo
OGBUHEHHUIO IpyIIBl MIrHaToBHYA.

HacropakusaeT TOT (akT, 9To CyAe0HOe 3ace/[aHue 10 NCUESHOBEHUIO JKypHAJIUCTa
JlMuTpust  3aBafckoro ObUIO OOBABICHO 32KPHITBIM. MHOTOUNCIEHHBIE XOJaTaicTBa
MOTEpHEBLINX, HATIPAB/ICHHBIE HA yCTAHOBICHNE HCTHHEL, He0OOCHOBAHHO OTKJIOHCHBI:

1. He mompomensi GpiBmme cekperaph CoBeTa 6€30MacHOCTH B. Ileitman, HaYalbHUK
kpuMuHanbHOH Mummimu H. JlomaTuk, SKC-MUHHCTP BHYTPEHHHX ACI FO. CuBakoB
HBIHEITHIH MEHUCTD BHYTpeHHuX aen B. Haymos.

2. He nposepeHa 0OGOCHOBAHHOCTH 3alepXKaHus M IOCIEAYIOIICTO 0CBOOOXKICHMSI U3
cinencreennoro uzonsropa KI'b JI. ITaBnudaeHKo.

3, He pompolueHsl OBIBIIME I€HEPATBHEIM IPOKYPOP 0. boxenko u mpencenatens KI'b
Benapycu B. Mankesrd, pacroaraiolye CBEACHUAMY, HOCHYKHBIIMME OCHOBAHHEM K
3anepxkanmio 1 gomnpocy J. TaBnngeHKo B Ka4eCTBe IOA03pEBAEMOTO.

B cBSI3U ¢ IPUOCTAHOBIECHUEM CIIENCTBUA IO ACTY 00 mcuesnoseruu B. ['onuapa u

A. KpacoBCKOro mpekpaliena padora 1o BbIABJICHIIO BUHOBHBIX JIHIL, KOTOpbIE€ MOT'YT BHOBb
TIOMTH Ha MPECTYIUICHUE.

S, KaK HeIyTaT, HaMepeH NPHHEMATh HEOOXONMMBIE MEPBI O YCTAaHOBJICHUIO
VCTUHHBIX 0OCTOATENHCTB mpowsomenmero. Hazxerocs, 49TO B paszbupaTenscTBE MO T.H.
«TPOMKVIM [IeNaM 5 Haliny B Bac COIO3HUKA.

B cemu ¢ oTuM obpamaioch Kk Bam, rocmomuH IIpesuieHt, kak TapaHTy
KOHCTUTYIHH, ¢ MPOCE00 BHECTH ACHOCTS 110 CIEAYIOMIM BOIPOCAM:

— Kakwe Mepsl OBUIM NIpeINpHHATE Bamu B CBA3H C MHCHMEHHBIM obpamenueM Kk Bam
GHIBIIEr0 MUMHHCTpa KyasTypsl COCHOBCKOTO IO TIOBOAY MOXWIICHMA 3aM. MHUHACTIpA
KyneTypsl LlperkoBa, pepusopa KPY aTOro e MHHHCTEPCTBA I'pauesa? Komy Osuta
MopydeHa [pOBepKa YKa3aHHBIX (aKTOB, yCTAHOBJICHEI I BUHOBHBIE?

— moyeMy BBl oTmany pacmopsKeHHE O Mepeiade YroloBHBIX IS, BO30YXIEHHBIX IIO
(bakTaM TMOXWMINEHNs M3BECTHBIX B CTPaHE nrofieit, MUHMCTpPY BHyTpeHHuX nen B.HaymoBy
MMEHHO B TOT MOMEHT, KOIZla OpTaHsl MPOKYpaTyphl MpUONMMINCH K YCTaHOBIJICHHIO
BMHOBHEIX B CTPYKTypax u crenmoapasaencrusax MBJI?

— HEeKOTOpHE JIOAM TOBOPAT, 4YTo 3T0 BB Nany ykasaHWe COTPYIHHKAM Ciyx651
GesonacHocTy [IpesumenTa 0cBOOOAUTE U3 CIAEACTBECHHOIO U30/IATOPa KI'b JI. [TaBIH9CHKO.

99
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N Ho B Taxom cllydae, 3TO ABJseTCs IpyOeiimiM HapymenueM tpebopanuit YIIK PB . Unu
3TH JeicTBHS npoBoauauck 6e3 Bamrero semoma?

— Kakue OCHOBaHMS MOCIYXHIM i OCBOOOXKICHHWS OT 3aHUMAaeMBIX IOJDKHOCTEMH
resepanbHoro mpokypopa O. Boxenko u npencemarens KB B. Mamkepuda? [Touemy
corpynuuku Cysx0p1 6esonacuoctu [Ipesunenta oneyatany ux kabuners? Ha ocHOBaHMH
KaKoro 3aK0Ha 3T0 OBLIO caenaHo?

— BrIcTynas 28 Hoa0psa 2000 roga B KI'B Pecmy6iuku Benmapycsr mpum mpenctaBieHun
HoBoro mpexcenarens KI'B Epuma JI.T., Bsl 3asBiid, 49T0 B CTpaHe MOT [IPOU30UTH
rOCyapCTBEHHBIM II€PEBOPOT, HO Bil ero mpegorBpatuad. KTO TOTOBHI OTOT
AHTHKOHCTUTYLIMOHHBIM aKT ¥ B YEM BEIP@XAIHUCh AEHCTBUS 3aroBopiukos? KTo u3 HUX u
KaKoe HaKasaHue rmoHec?

Vcxoms W3 BBINEM3IOKEHHOTO, BO3HHKAET BOIPOC: HMOueMy BBI, cTaBd ONHOH u3
CBOVIX [I€PBOOYEPEHEIX 3a/iad 60pE0Y ¢ OPITIPECTYITHOCTHIO U KOPPYILHEH, 1eMOHCTPHUPYSI
IpX 3TOM HACTOWYMBOCTH M IIENEyCTPEMIECHHOCTh, HE MPOSBISETEe OSTUX KAuecTB B
OTHOLICHWM PpACCHENOBAHMA YTONOBHBIX Jeil II0 MOXWINEHHMSIM 3axapeHKo, [oHuapa,
Kpacorckoro u 3aBanckoro?

/A He NCKIIOYal0, 9YTO KTO-TO M3 Bamrero Gimkaifiero OkpyxeHHs Ju60
NPeIHAMEPEHHO HCKaXaeT mpefocTasiseMyro Bam nrbopMarro, mu6o ee mpocto ot Bac
YTauBaloT.

OTO NPHBOAWT K TOMY, 4TO B OOIIECTBE BCE OOMBIIE MYCCHUPYIOTCS CIyXH O
[PUYACTHOCTH K ITUM IPECTYINIEHUIM YMHOBHUKOB M3 BBHICIIMX SINEJIOHOB BIAaCTH. BMmecTe
C TEM, OTCYTCTBHE pPE3yNbTaTOB BCECTOPOHHETO pACCIENOBAHMA I10 BHIIIEHA3BAHHBIM
YTOJIOBHBIM JIelaM OTPHUIIATENBHO CKa3bIBAETCS HA BHENIHEIOIMTHYECKOM MMUIKE
benapycu.

C yBaxkeHunem,
aenyTar [lanaTte! npeacraBureei
HanuonanasHoro co6panus

Pecnyoanku Benapyce ®poaos B. 1.

00



Staatsanwaltschaft
der Republik Belarus

Staatsanwaltschaft
der Stadt Minsk

220053, Minsk
Sadryna, 1
tel. 223-53-81 fax. 228-66-71

[weil3russische Bezeichnung der
Staatsanwaltschaft]

25.10.2004 Ne 110352
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Staatsanwaltschaft
der Republik Belarus

Staatsanwaltschaft
der Stadt Minsk

220053, Minsk
Sedrina, 1
tel. 223-53-81 fax. 228-66-71

[russische Bezeichnung der Staatsanwaltschaft]

Herrn Volcek, O.K.

Stra3e L. Ukrainki, 12-1-551

Minsk

(Zur Benachrichtigung von Zaharenko, O.B.)

Ich teile mit, dass die Dauer der Voruntersuchung des Strafverfahrens Ne 110352 in der
Angelegenheit des Verschwindens von Zaharenko Ju.N. vom Stellvertreter der
Generalstaatsanwalt der Republik Belarus am 22.10.2004 bis zum 24.10.2005 verlangert wurde.
Uber die Ergebnisse der Untersuchung wird Ihnen gesondert mitgeteilt.

Untersuchungsfuihrer fir wichtigste Angelegenheiten

der Staatsanwaltschaft der Stadt Minsk
Jurist 1. Klasse
tel. 228-65-36

[Unterschrift]

S.G. Kuharenok
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220053, r. Mitick, By, [lqanpsiia, |
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IIpokyparypa
Pecmy6muxu Benapych

Ipoxyparypa
ropoaa Musncka

220053, r. Munck, yin. Llenpuna, 1

Tel. 223-53-81 daxc. 288-66-71

Ha oT

Bomexy O.K.
-ya.-JL. Ykpaunku, 12-1-551
r. Munck
- (s yBemomnenns 3axapenko O.5.)

Coobmato, uro cpex TIpENIBAPUTCIILHOTO PACcCeNOBans HO YTOHOBHOMY
aeny Ne 110352 mo $axry mcuesHoBeHIUS 3axapenko - I0.H. 3aMecrurenem
l“euepanb_uoro npokypopa PecnyGnuku Benapycs 22.10.2004 POAJICH 10
24.01.2005. ' O pesynbrarax -paccnenopauus Bam - Gyner - coobuieHa

AOHMOJIHHUTCIIEHO.

Cneposarens no saxueiinum geaam
NpoKypartyps! ropoaa Muucka

ropucrt 1 knacca
T. 288-65-36

- C.I'-Kyxapenox
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Fir dienstliche Nutzung

Protokoll der operativen Besprechung bei dem Minister der inneren Angelegenheiten
der Republik Belarus

Stadt Minsk

8. September 1999

Nr.

Den Vorgtz fuhrte: Der Minister der Inneren Angelegenheiten der Republik Belarus

Generalleutnant Sivakov Ju.L.

Anwesend waren:

Der erste Stellvertreter des Ministers
Chef der Miliz -

Der Stellvertreter des Ministers
Chef der Personaloberleitung -

Der Stellvertreter des Ministers
Chef der Untersuchungskomitee -

Der Chef der Oberleitung der Kriminalmiliz -

Der Stellvertreter des Chefs der Leitung
des Kriminalsuchdienstes -

Der Chef der Abteilung der Sucharbeiten
der Leitung des Kriminalsuchdienstes -

Der Oberreferent des Ministers -

Generalmajor der Miliz Udovikov M.D.

Generalmajor der Miliz Radjukevi¢ Ju.D.

Oberst der Miliz Gluhovskij L.V.

Generalmajor der Miliz Lapatik N.I.

Oberst der Miliz Ganéuk G.M.

Oberstleutnant der Miliz VekSa S.Z.

Leutnant der Miliz Klemen't'evaV.V.
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Uber Umstande des V erschwindens von Zaharenko Ju.N. und treffende M alRnahmen fiir seine
Suche.

(S.Z. Vekda, N.I. Lapaik, L.V. Gluhovskij, M.D. Udovikov)

S.Z. Vek3ahat die Teilnehmer der Besprechung ausfuhrlich mit den Umsténden des
Verschwindens von Zaharenko Ju.N. und den getroffenen Mal3nahmen fur die Feststellung
seines Aufenthaltsorts bekannt gemacht. Er merkte an, dass gegenwaértig die aktive Arbeit fur die
Nachprifung der aufgestellten Versionen fortgesetzt wird.

N.l. Lapatik hat darauf hingewiesen, dass alle Angaben, die in den Massenmedien
veroffentlicht wurden und einen Zusammenhang mit dem Verschwinden von Zaharenko Ju.N.
haben, genau gepruft werden. Zusammen mit [nicht lesbar] der Staatsanwaltschaft ist bis zur
Gegenwart keine Entscheidung getroffen worden Uber Mal3nahmen dieser Aspekte des
Strafverfahrens, was die Nachprifung der aufgestellten Fassungen bedeutend erschwert.

L.V. Gluhovskij merkte an, dass man die Abarbeitung der Fassung des Verschwindens
von Zaharenko Ju.N. fortsetzen soll, darunter auch ihre Inszenierung mit dem Ziel der Erhéhung
der politischen Popularitdtsquote. [nicht lesbar] die Beziehungen des Gesuchten studieren
(Boroda, Cigir’, Kravéenko und ...).

M.D. Udovikov, ausgehend aus der Analyse der operativen Informationen, hat eine
Schlussfolgerung dartiber gemacht, dassim Moment des Verschwindens von Zaharenko Ju.N.
keine Besorgnisse aus seiner nachsten Umgebung erkannt wurden, was davon zeugen kann, dass
Zaharenko lebt und "das Verschwinden" als politisches Spiel benutzt oder aus anderen Griinden.

Er hat auch bemerkt, dass mit der Berticksichtigung des ganzen Komplexes der
durchgefuihrten Mal3nahmen, es notwendig sei, zu initiieren [nicht lesbar] Staatsanwaltschaft
Untersuchung der Frage tber die Anstrengung des Strafverfahrens im Rahmen des

Suchverfahrens hért nicht auf und in dieser Zeit im vollen Umfang’.

' Anm. d. U.: Wiedergegeben werden hier diejenigen Wérter, die iibersetzbar sind. Aus den vorhandenen
Wortern kann kein Sinnzusammenhang nachvollzogen werden.

2
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Im Laufe der Anhorung der Stellungnahmen und der Besprechung der operativen

I nformationen wurde

BESCHL OSSEN:

Die Mal3nahmen fiir die Suche von Zaharenko Ju.N., die vom Block der Kriminalmiliz
(von M.D. Udovikov, N.I. Lapatik) und unmittelbar der Abteilung der Suchgruppe UUR MBD
der Republik Belarus (S.Z. Veksa) durchgefuihrt werden, fir professionell richtig und rechtzeitig

ZU erachten.

Eine Informationsbescheinigung "Uber den Verlauf und Ergebnisse der Suche des
Verschwundenen Ju.N. Zaharenko" vorzubereiten und sie dem Ministerium der inneren

Angelegenheiten zu schicken (S.Z. Veksa).

Im Namen des Generalstaatsanwalts ein Gesuch tiber Anstrengung des Strafverfahrens in
der Angelegenheit des Verschwindens des Birgers Zaharenkos Ju.N. vorzubereiten. (M.D.
Udovikov, L.V. Gluhovskij)

[Unterschrift] Ju.L. Sivakov
[Unterschrift] V.V. Klemen't'eva
Der Vorsitzende
Der Hauptreferent des Ministers —
Sekretar der operativen Besprechung
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Schriftstick #4.3

Protokoll einer Zeugenvernehmung

24.November 2000 Minsk
Beginn der Vernehmung: 10.05 Uhr Ende: 12.35 Uhr
Mit einer Pause

Untersuchungsfuihrer: Stellvertretender Abteilungsleiter der Staatsanwaltschaft der Republik
Weildrussland Justizrat E.G. Kazakov

Weitere Anwesende:

Ort: Ministerium fir Innere Angelegenheiten der Republik Weildrussiand

Nach 88 157, 158, 160 StPO der Republik Weil3russland wurden als Zeugen vernommen:

Familienname, Vatername, Name: Alkaev Oleg Leonovié

Geboren (Tag, Monat, Jahr): 11.12.1952

Staatsangehdrigkeit: Staatsbiirger der Republik Weilrussland

Gewtinschte Sprache der Zeugenvernehmung: Russisch

Geburtsort: Leninsk-Kuzneck, Gebiet Kemerovo

Berufsausbildung: Fachschulabschluss, Hochschulabschluss

Familienstand: verheiratet

Arbeitgeber, Amt oder Art der Beschéftigung: Leiter der Untersuchungshaftanstalt Ne 1,
Komitee fir Strafvollzug (KMH) beim Ministerium fir Innere Angelegenheiten. Rang: Oberst
im inneren Dienst

Diensttelefon: 220-65-28
Wohnort (standiger oder zeitweiliger): Minsk, RogacevskijstralRe 3 (?), Wohnung 84" (?)
Telefon privat: 269-23-46

Vorgrafe: nicht vorbestraft

" A.d.U.: Die Ziffern sind auf der Kopie nicht deutlich zu erkennen.
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Personalausweis: No MH 08019, Hauptverwaltung | nneres, Stadtverwaltung Minsk

Beziehung zum Beschuldigten: keine

Zum Opfer:

Ich bestétige die Richtigkeit der Gber mich mitgeteilten Angaben: [Unterschrift]

Der Zeuge ist iiber seine Rechte und Pflichten nach den §§ 12, 67, 68, 138, 160 =~ StPO der
Republik Weildrussland belehrt worden.

als Zeuge kann jede Person geladen werden, die zur Aufklérung der zu ermittelnden
Strafsache beitragen kdnnte;

der Zeuge ist verpflichtet, zur Vernehmung zur erscheinen, die der
Untersuchungsfuihrer, Staatsanwalt oder das Gericht anberaumt haben, die Wahrheit
zu sprechen, alle ihm bekannten Einzelheiten zur Sache mitzuteilen und auf alle
Fragen zu antworten;

der Zeuge kann zu beliebigen Umstanden der zu ermittelnden Strafsache vernommen
werden, u.a. auch zur Person des Angeklagten, des Geschéadigten und zu seiner
Beziehung zu ihnen;

nach Artikel 27 der Verfassung der Republik Weildrussland kann niemand zu
Aussagen und Erklérungen gezwungen werden, mit denen er sich selbst oder
Angehorige seiner Familie oder Verwandte belastet;

ist der vernommene Zeuge nicht der Sprache machtig, in der die mundliche
Verhandlung gefiihrt wird, so ist er berechtigt, die Aussagen in seiner Muttersprache
zu treffen und die Leistung eines Dolmetschers in Anspruch zu nehmen;

nach seiner Vernehmung muss dem Zeugen auf seine Bitte hin die Mdglichkeit
eingerdumt werden, seine Aussagen eigenhandig niederzuschreiben. Nach der
Vernehmung wird das Protokoll dem Zeugen zur Kenntnisnahme vorgelegt oder, falls
er es winscht, vom Untersuchungsfihrer verlesen. Der Zeuge hat das Recht,
Ergdnzungen und Korrekturen in das Protokoll aufnehmen zu lassen. Diese
Erganzungen und Korrekturen missen in das Protokoll aufgenommen werden;

" sehe oben * -
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- der Zeuge darf den Untersuchungsfuhrer um eine Tonbandaufzeichnung der
Vernehmung  bitten (die Entscheidung Uber die Anfertigung einer
Tonbandaufzeichnung trifft der Untersuchungsfuhrer). Vor Beginn einer Vernehmung
hat der Untersuchungsfuhrer den Zeugen tber die Anfertigung einer Tonaufzeichnung
in Kenntnis zu setzen. Nach der Vernehmung wird die Tonaufzeichnung dem Zeugen
vollstandig vorgespielt. Erganzungen zur Aufzeichnung, die der Vernommene fordert,
sind ebenfalls aufzunehmen. Der Zeuge ist verpflichtet, durch eine mindliche
Erkldrung und eine Unterzeichnung des Protokolls die Richtigkeit des Protokolls und
der Tonaufzeichnung zu bestétigen,;

- wenn der Zeuge eine Unterzeichnung des Vernehmungsprotokolls verweigert, so wird
ihm die Moglichkeit eingerdaumt, diese Weigerung zu begriinden. Die Begrindung
wird in das Protokoll aufgenommen;

- der Person, die als Zeuge zum Untersuchungsfuhrer, Staatsanwalt oder vor Gericht
geladen wurde, wird eine Aufwandsentschadigung in HoOhe des Arbeitslohnes
entsprechend der Zeit der Vernehmung und ihres Berufsstandes eingerédumt. Personen,
die nicht als Arbeiter oder Dienstleistende beschéftigt sind, wird eine Entschadigung
fur die aufgewendete Zeit geleistet, in der sie nicht ihren Ublichen Beschaftigungen
nachgehen konnten. Der Zeuge ist berechtigt, eine Erstattung angefallener Ausgaben
zu beantragen. Der Zeuge ist auch in Kenntnis gesetzt Uber die strafrechtliche
Verantwortung, zu der er im Falle einer Verweigerung oder Unvollstéandigkeit der
Aussage nach 8 178 StGB der Republik Weil3russand oder fir eine bewusste
Falschaussage nach § 177 StGB der Republik Weil3russland gezogen wird

Zeuge:

Vor Beginn der Vernehmung wurde der Zeuge nach 8§ 138 StPO der Republik Weil3russland
Uber die Anfertigung einer Ton(Video)aufzeichnung in  Kenntnis gesetzt.

Dolmetscher:

Wohnhaft in:

Uber die strafrechtliche Verantwortung nach § 177 StGB der Republik WeiRrussland in
Kenntnis gesetzt:

Der Zeuge hat angegeben:
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Nach 8§ 158, Teil 2 StPO der Republik Weilrussland erklére ich lhnen das Recht auf die
Verweigerung einer Aussage, die Sie, Angehorige Ihrer Familie, nahe Verwandte belasten
wirde.

Zeuge:

In der angegebenen Dienststelle arbeite ich seit 6.November 1996. Vor mir fuhrte sie der
Oberst im inneren Dienst G.P. Bakovec, der gegenwaértig Leiter der Besserungsarbeitskolonie
Ne 14 ist. In mene Zustdndigkeit fallt die Sicherstellung des operativen
Untersuchungsprozesses und des Gewahrsams der Inhaftierten entsprechend den
organisatorischen Erfordernissen. Gemald der Weisung des Ministeriums fir Innere
Angelegenheiten der Republik Weildrussland, die 1992 gebilligt wurde, bin ich Leiter der
Sondergruppe fur die Vollstreckung der Todesstrafe, zu deren Aufgabe die Vollstreckung der
Todesstrafe durch Erschief3en von Personen zéhlt, Uber die ein rechtskraftiges Urtell
gesprochen und deren Begnadigung durch einen Erlass des Présidenten abgelehnt wurde. Die
ErschieRung wird unter Ausschluss der Offentlichkeit in einem speziell dafiir ausgestatteten
Raum vorgenommen, dessen Ort nur den Mitgliedern der Sondergruppe bekannt ist: dem
Staatsanwalt, der die Gesetzmaligkeit der Strafvollstreckung Uberwacht, sowie auch den
hochsten Amtstragern des Ministeriums fir Innere Angelegenheiten. Dabei handelt es sich um
den Minister, den ersten Stellvertreter des Ministers und Leiter des Komitees fur Strafvollzug
(KIN) beim Ministerium fir Innere Angelegenheiten und den Leiter der Hauptverwaltung fir
Inneres der Stadtverwaltung Minsk. Nach Eingang eines Erlasses des Prasidenten der
Republik Weilrussland Uber die Ablehnung oder die Nichtanwendung einer Begnadigung
einer konkreten Person, den das Oberste Gericht der Republik Weildrussland und die
Hauptverwaltung fir Inneres der Stadtverwaltung Minsk wirksam werden lassen, bin ich
gemdl der erwahnten Weisung verpflichtet, die Todesstrafe innerhalb eines Monats zu
vollstrecken und das Gericht schriftlich Uber die Vollstreckung in Kenntnis zu setzen.
AulRerdem werden gemald der Weisung Kontroll- und Rechenschaftsdokumente erstellt, im
einzelnen ein Dokument der Feststellung der Identitdt des Verurteilten, ein Dokument Gber
die Vollstreckung der Strafe und ein Dokument Uber die Beerdigung der Leiche. Die
genannten Dokumente werden zusammen mit der Personalakte des Verurteilten dem
Informationszentrum (1Z) des Ministeriums fur Innere Angelegenheiten der Republik
Weilrussland zur Verwahrung tbergeben.

Aufgrund der Spezifik der Tétigkeit der Sondergruppe wirde eine Identifizierbarkeit ihrer
Mitglieder durch Dritte erheblichen psychischen Stress und daher Widerstand auslésen, so
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dass in der Regel mit Ausnahme von hdchsten Amtstragern des Ministeriums fur Innere
Angelegenheiten, die gelegentlich der Vollstreckung der Todesstrafe beiwohnen, keine
AulZenstehenden bei der Vollstreckung anwesend sind. In meiner Amtszeit seit 1996 sind tber
130 Todesurteile vollstreckt worden. Von den hdchsten Amtstrégern waren anwesend: M.D.
Udovikov, erster dellvertretender Minister, - zweimal, S.AA. Kaduskin, der Leiter des
Komitees fur Strafvollzug (KIN), - zwei oder dreimal, genau erinnere ich mich nicht. Sie
waren nicht aus Neugier anwesend, sondern um die Arbeitsorganisation der Sondergruppe
und ihre materielle Ausristung zu optimieren. Auf3er den erwdhnten Personen war in meiner
Amtszeit neben den Mitgliedern der Sondergruppe selbst niemand anwesend, weder weitere
hochste Amtstréger, noch andere AulRenstehende.

Mitte Oktober 1999 machte mich S.A. Kaduskin in meinem Dienstzimmer mit dem
Kommandeur der Sondereinsatzgruppe SOBR Dmitrij Pavljucenko' bekannt und erklarte,
dass der Minister fur Innere Angelegenheiten JL. Sivakov dessen Teillnahme an bzw.
Anwesenheit bei der Vollstreckung von Todesstrafen fordere. Kaduskin sagte, dass trotz
seiner Bemuhungen, den Minister von dieser Anweisung abzubringen, dieser darauf beharrt
habe. Uber den 22.0Oktober 1999, an dem die Vollstreckung eines, genauer gesagt von fiinf
Todesurteilen anberaumt war, informierte ich D. Pavlju¢enko, so wie mich der Minister
vermittelt Gber Kaduskin angewiesen hatte. Er kam zur vereinbarten Zeit in mein
Dienstzimmer und war mit mir bel der Erschief3ung der finf Personen anwesend, und zwar
mit dem Vollstrecker direkt im Raum der Erschief3ung. Aus humanen Erwagungen und um
das Leiden der Verurtellten zu vermindern, wird die Erschief3ung durch einen Genickschuss
durchgefuhrt und eine Pistole mit Schalldampfer eingesetzt. Pavljucenko verfolgte die
Erschiefung und fragte den Vollstrecker, warum dieser nicht in das Herz schief3e. Seiner
Meinung nach ist das wesentlich effektiver und hinterlasst kaum Blutspuren. Nach den
Worten des Vollstreckers, eines erfahrenen Mannes, kann eine solche Empfehlung nur
abgeben, wer sie selbst bereits in der Praxis erprobt hat. Die Beerdigung der funf Leichen
sollten wir am darauf folgenden Tag vornehmen. Zur vereinbarten Zeit versammelten sich die
Mitglieder der Sondergruppe am vereinbarten Ort. Pavlju¢enko wusste davon, erschien aber
nicht. Ich unternahm nichts, ihn ausfindig zu machen und wartete auch nicht auf ihn. Er nahm
an der Beerdigung nicht teil, hatte sich aber im letzten Gesprach davor erkundigt, wo sie
stattfinden solle. Ich antwortete ihm, dass dies auf dem Friedhof geschehe, nannte ihm aber

den genauen Ort nicht. Vor Neujahr 2000 trat Pavljucenko, der zu diesem Zeitpunkt bereits

1 A.d.U.: Die Schreibweise des Namens weicht von der in den meisten anderen Dokumenten ab, wo Pavlicenko
zu finden ist.
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Brigadekommandeur? war, erneut auf mich zu und erkundigte sich nach dem néchsten
ErschieRungstermin. Er bat darum, wieder zu einer Teilnahme eingeladen zu werden. Ich
erklarte ihm, dass es nicht in meiner Zustandigkeit liege, die Frage seiner Anwesenheit zu
entscheiden, und lehnte seine Anfrage ab. Danach habe ich ihn nicht mehr getroffen. Die
Pistole zur Vollstreckung der Todesstrafen wird in einem Safe des Leiters der
Untersuchungshaftsanstalt Ne 1 verwahrt und am Tag der Erschiel3ung dem Vollstrecker
ausgehandigt. Zugriff auf diese Pistole haben ich und mein Stellvertreter N.M. Saevi¢ sowie
Stabsfeldwebel V.1. Sakal’. Andere Personen haben keinen Zugriff. Die Ausgabe einer Waffe
wird in einem Registrierungsbuch Uber Ausgabe und Empfang von Waffen in der
Untersuchungshaftanstalt Ne 1 vermerkt. In diesem Registrierungsbuch wird jegliche
Waffenausgabe in der Untersuchungshaftanstalt Ne 1 vermerkt. Die Pistole wurde auf
personliche Anweisung von Minister J. Sivakov in folgenden Situationen an Personen
ausgehandigt, die nicht der Sondergruppe angehtren: Das erste mal am 30.April 1999 an den
Oberst der Miliz V.N. Dik aufgrund einer schriftlichen Weisung des stellvertretenden
Ministers A.A. Cvankin, angeblich, um SchieRiibungen durchzufithren. Die schriftliche
Weisung zeigte mir Dik vor, er gab sie aber nicht ab. Die Pistole wurde am 14.Mai 1999
zuriickgegeben. Ein weiteres Ma nahm die Pistole der Adjutant des Ministers J.L. Sivakov
entgegen, das war am 16.September 1999. Kaduskin hatte mich angerufen und mich mtndlich
Uber die Weisung des Ministers in Kenntnis gesetzt, dass diese Waffe dem Adjutanten V.P.
Kolesnik auszuhéndigen sei. Die Pistole wurde am 18. September 1999 wieder abgegeben.
Entsprechende Vermerke tber die Waffenausgabe finden sich in dem Registrierungsbuch.
Nach Aussage des Waffenmeisters und Stabsfeldwebels Sakal’ wurde die Waffe das erste Mal
in einem nicht gesduberten und angerosteten Zustand abgegeben.

Das zweite Mal wurde die Pistole im ordnungsgemél3en Zustand abgegeben. Ob mit ihr
geschossen wurde oder nicht, kann ich nicht sagen. In den Ubrigen Féllen wurde die Pistole
nur bestimmungsgemél? verwendet. Sakal’ ist fur die Reinigung der Waffen zusténdig. Das
erste Mal hat Sakal’ die Pistole Dik im Geb&ude des Ministeriums fiir Innere Angelegenheiten
abgenommen, Dik ging davor zu Cvankin, um sie von ihm entgegenzunehmen. Das zweite
Mal hat der Adjutant des Ministers die Pistole von mir personlich in Empfang genommen und
mir wieder abgegeben. Mehr habe ich zu der Sache nicht zu sagen.

Frage: An welchem Ort und wo konkret wurden die Todesurteile vollstreckt?

2 A.d.U.: Welcher Art genau der Truppenteil (russ.: voennaja cast’/ Abk.: v/¢) ist, dem Pavlicenko vorsteht, ist
nicht belegt.
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Antwort: Ich kann ihnen gegenwaértig nichts dazu sagen, weil mir keine Befugnis dazu erteilt

wurde.

Frage: Nennen Sie bitte die Personen, die der Sondergruppe zur Vollstreckung der
Todesstrafe angehtren.

Antwort: Ich kann sie konkret nicht nennen, ich kann nur Amtstréager nennen. Es handelt sich
um einen Staatsanwalt, einen Arzt und zwolf Gruppenmitglieder. Ich kann ihnen keine
Angaben zum Personal machen, diese zwOlf Personen sind mir unterstellt, ihr Dienst
entspricht der Weisung des Prasidenten.

Frage: Wo wurden die Verurteilten nach der Vollstreckung Todesstrafe beerdigt?

Antwort: Die Beerdigungen werden auf Friedhtfen vorgenommen. Ich kann nicht sagen, auf
welchen genauv.

Frage: Wie oft wurden im Zeitraum 1999-2000 Beerdigungen vorgenommen und wie viele
Personen wurden beerdigt?

Antwort: Im Jahr 1999 wurden 45 Personen erschossen, im laufenden Jahr waren es tiber 10
Personen, also drel Gruppen von nicht weniger als 5 Personen.

Frage: Erhalten die Mitglieder der Sondergruppe zur Vollstreckung der Todesstrafe
irgendwelche Anordnungen?

Antwort: Es werden keine Anordnungen gegeben und es bestent dazu auch keine
Notwendigkeit, denn alles geschieht nach der Weisung des Prasidenten. Diese Weisung wurde
in einem einzigen Exemplar ausgegeben, sie ist vom Generalstaatsanwalt und vom Minister
fur Innere Angelegenheiten bestétigt worden und wird bei mir verwahrt. Die Weisung ist aus
dem Jahr 1992, ein genaueres Datum kann ich ihnen nicht nennen.

Fragee Welches Registrierungssystem besteht in der Untersuchungshaftanstalt Ne 1
hinsichtlich der Personen der erwahnten Kategorie?
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Uber diese Personen verbleibt in der Untersuchungshaftanstalt Ne 1 das Dokument vom
Obersten Gericht der Republik Weildrussland, in dem die Nummer des Erlasses des
Présidenten Uber die betreffende Person enthalten ist, sowie auch die Anweisung Uber die
Vollstreckung der Strafe. An das Informationszentrum (1Z) der Hauptverwaltung Inneres der
Stadtverwaltung Minsk werden folgende Dokumente geleitet: die Personalakte des
Hingerichteten, in der Anlage der Erlass des Prasidenten im Original sowie drei Dokumente:
Uber die Identitét des Verurteilten, Gber die Vollstreckung der Strafe und Uber die Beerdigung.
In meiner Verwahrung befindet sich ein Buch, in dem die Anweisungen des Obersten
Gerichtes der Republik Weilrussland Uber die Vollstreckung der Urteile erfasst sind, sowie
auch eine Ablage der Anweisungen selbst. Es handelt sich dabel um eine geheime
Verschlusssache. Ein weiteres Registrierungssystem gibt es nicht.

Frage: Werden die Orte der Beerdigungen und die Zahl der dort befindlichen Leichen erfasst?

Konnen Sie diese Orte benennen und dartber Auskunft geben, wer genau dort beerdigt

wurde?

[Ende des Quellendokuments — offenbar unvollsténdig]®

% Anm. d. Red.: Das Dokumentenfragment auf #4.3, Seite 2, ist nur teilweise erhalten und konnte nicht tibersetzt
werden. Eshandelt sich offenbar um eine handschriftliche Notiz von Lapatik ab VVeksha, die zwei Tage vor der
vernehmung Alkajews verfasst wurde.
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Schriftstick #4.4

Beschluss Uber die Erstellung eines kriminalistischen Gutachtens

27.November 2000 Stadt Minsk

I.I. Brancel’, Leiter der operativen Untersuchungsgruppe, stellvertretender Leiter der
Untersuchungsabteilung, Oberjustizrat, hat in Kenntnis der Materialien zur Strafsache Ne
414100

beschlossen:

In der vorliegenden Strafsache werden die Umstande der Ermordung der Familie Nasibov, der
Geschwister Agaev, des Vorsitzenden der nicht registrierten weil3russischen regionalen
Organisation , Russische Nationale Einheit* G.V. Samojlov, der Bewohner der Stéadte Borisov
und Mar'inaGorka im Minsker Gebiet L.I. Jasko und L.V. Sojko, des weiteren die
Umstande der Entfihrung von A.V. Gracev und P.N. Bykov, des Verschwindens des
Kameramanns aus dem weil3russischen Buro des russischen Fernsehkanals ,, Obs¢estvennoe
rossjskoe televidenie® (ORT) D.A. Zavadskij und des Direktors eines
Kraftfahrzeugunternehmens aus Mar’ ino-Gorka V.A. Kotov und anderer Straftaten ermittelt.
Im Verlauf der Ermittlungen wurde eine Pistole beschlagnahmt, deren Modell von den
Organen der Voruntersuchungen nicht eindeutig bestimmt werden konnte. Daher stellte sich
die Notwendigkeit, die Untersuchungen mithilfe spezieller ballistischer Identifizierungen
fortzusetzen.

Auf der Grundlage der dargelegten Umstande wurde nach 88 72, 183 und 186 der StPO der
Republik Weilrussland beschlossen:

In der Strafsache Ne 414100 ein kriminalistisches Gutachten erstellen zu lassen und damit das
80. Zentrale gerichtsmedizinische Labor des Ministeriums fur Verteidigung der Republik
Weilrussland zu beauftragen.

Den Experten sind folgende Fragen zur Begutachtung vorzulegen:

1. Welcher Art und welchem Typ (Model) ist die zu begutachtende Pistole zuzuordnen?
1
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2. Welches Kaliber hat diese Pistole?
3. Wurde diese Pistole technisch instand gesetzt und lasst sie sich zum Schief3en

verwenden?

Die Pistole, die bei den Ermittlungen in der Strafsache Ne 414100 beschlagnahmt wurde, ist
den Experten zur Verfigung zu stellen.

Leiter der Untersuchungsgruppe, Vertreter der Untersuchungsabteilung der Staatsanwaltschaft
der Republik Weildrussland, Oberjustizrat Brancel’.
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80. Zentrales gerichtsmedizinisches Militarlabor

Stadt Minsk, VarvaSeni-Stral3e 26, Tel. 2-394-721

Sachver standigenbericht
Kriminalistisches Gutachten
Ne | 84

Am 27.November 2000 von bis unter

Wetter und Lichtverhaltnissen, hat auf Grundlage des Beschlusses

des Leiters der operativen Untersuchungsgruppe, des stellvertretenden Leiters der
Untersuchungsabteilung, Oberjustizrats1.I. Brancel’
vom 27.November 2000 im Gebdude des 80. Zentralen gerichtsmedizinischen Militérlabors

(CVSML) der Major im medizinischen Dienst Ivan lvanovi¢ Go' |

Absolvent der medizinischen Hochschule und Fachausbildung fir kriminalistische

Untersuchungsmethoden
ein kriminalistisches Gutachten in der Strafsache Ne 414100 ergellt.

Familienname, Name, Vatersname, Geburtgahr

Die Rechte und Pflichten des Experten nach § 73 StPO der Republik Weilrussland wurden
erklart, Uber die Verantwortung im Falle einer Verweigerung der Erstellung eines Gutachtens
oder seiner Umgehung oder einer bewussten Falschaussage gemald 88 177-178 StGB der
Republik Weil3russland wurde informiert.

Experte(n)

Eingang des Beschlusses: 27.11.2000
Beginn der gutachterlichen Tétigkeit: 27.11.2000

" der Familiennameist nicht vollstéandig auf der Kopie, A.d.U.
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Abschluss des Gutachtens; 27.11.2000

Das Expertengutachten umfasst Seiten.
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Sachverhalt

Aus dem Beschluss geht hervor, dass in der vorliegenden Strafsache die Umstande der
Ermordung der Familie Nasibov, der Geschwister Agaev, des Vorsitzenden der nicht
registrierten weildrussischen regionalen Organisation ,Russische Nationale Einheit” G.V.
Samojlov, der Bewohner der Stadte Borisov und Mar’ina-Gorka im Minsker Gebiet L.I.
Jas’ko und L.V. Sojko, des weiteren die Umstande der Verschleppung von A.V. Gratev und
P.N. Bykov, des Verschwindens des Kameramanns im weil3russischen Blro des russischen
Fernsehkanals ,,Ob3Cestvennoe rossijskoe televidenie® (ORT) D.A. Zavadskij und des
Direktors eines Kraftfahrzeugunternehmens aus Mar’ino-Gorka V.A. Kotov sowie weiterer
Straftaten ermittelt werden.

Dem Experten wurden folgende Fragen zur Begutachtung gestellt:

1. Welcher Art und welchem Typ (Model) ist die zu begutachtende Pistole zuzuordnen?

2. Welches Kaliber hat diese Pistole?

3. Wurde diese Pistole technisch instand gesetzt und lasst sie sich zum Schief3en
verwenden?

Zur Begutachtung vorgelegt wurden:
- die Pistole ITb-9 Ne PO57C
- 10 Patronen (Kaliber 9mm)

Untersuchung

Untersucht wurde die 9mm — Pistole I1b-9, die zum festen Bestand der Streitkréfte z&hlt und
fur einzelne Unterabteilungen vorgesehen ist. An der linken Seitenoberfléche befindet sich die
Markierung: PO57C. Die Brunierung der Auflenteile ist in einem guten Zustand, ohne
Anzeichen von Rost, an manchen Stellen fehlt sie. An einigen Teilen der Pistole wurden
Olspuren gefunden. Der Verschluss befindet sich in vorderer Position, der Sicherungshebel in
oberer Position, der Hahn in vorderer/ =~ Position. Der Sicherungshebel l4sst sich in oberer
und unterer Position gut fixieren. In der Patronenkammer der Pistole ist keine Patrone. Die
Einpassung der Teile ist korrekt und ohne Spielraum. Die Oberfléache des Laufs weist keine
Roststellen oder Kerben auf, die Rander des Zuges sind glatt. Bei genauer Untersuchung des

* Anm. d. U.: nicht lesbar
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Pistolenrahmens mit Lauf und Abzug und des Verschlusses mit Schlagbolzen wurden keine
Verschlussverzogerung, kein Bruch im Magazin, keine Defekte der Federung, die das
Funktionieren der Pistole einschranken kdnnten, entdeckt. Die Gegenuiberstellung aller Teile
ist ordnungsgemal3, Schlagstellen oder Abschragungen an den Verbindungen der beweglichen

Teile sind nicht vorhanden. (...)

[Ende des Quellendokuments — offenbar unvollstandig]
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[TOCTAHOBJIEHHE
O Ha3HAYCHHH KPUMUHATACTHIECKOHA SKCTICPTH3BI

L " HoxGps 2000 . r. Muc

Pykosomutens ClIe[CTBEHHO-ONEPATHBHON TIPYIIIEl 3aMECTHTENb HAYalbHF
Ce[ICTBEHHOTO OTHeNa cTapimit coBeTHuK rocTviwy H.H. Bpamdens, paCC‘\rIO'I'pq,B y
Tepuansl yronosxoro nena Ne 414100, -

YCTAHOBHI:

[To HacToAmeMy YrOJOBHOMY HENy PacCIeayroTCiA obcTosTenscTBa yORHICT
cempu Hacufosbrx, 6paTa ¥ CecTpsl ATraeBhIX, JTHIEpa He3apeI‘HC'I‘pHpOBaI-H-IOH 'Ber
DYCCKOM PErHOHANBHOM OpraHmsaliy "PyccKoe HAlMOHATBHOS EIHHCTBO" Camomc
[ B., sxureneit r.r. bopucosa u Mapsura ['opka Mumsckoit o6nactu Scsko JLH. u ( o
J1.B., o moxwmmeruy rp-Ha ['patesa A.B. u berkosa [1.H., 06 ucuesHOBEHUH OHE:paTC
Benopyccxoro 6ropo PoccuitCKOR TeNeBH3HOHHON KOMITAHHH "O6mecTBeHHOE PYCCE
cxoe Tenesunerue” 3apamckoro JLA. ¥ IMPEKTOpa Mapbmoropcxoro ammpanenol
soro mpemmpustis Kotosa B.A. ¥ ApyTEX IPECTY IUTCHIAX. |

B mpomecce paccieOBAHMA [e1a H3BAT IMHCTONET, OIpENEIHTE MOJENE quro;
TO OpraHsl [PeABapHTEIbHOIO CICACTBHA 3aTpyOESIOTCA, B CBA3H C 94€M BO3HIKIIA ¥
06X0IHMOCTE B IIPOBEAEHIH HCCJICI{OB&HHH ¢ HCIIONB30BAHHEM ClIeITUaNbHBIX HOBH&H
B 061aCTH G AIHEACTHKHA.

Ha ocHOBaHIM H3JI0XKEHHOTIO, pyKOBO,[ICTByHGB CT. CT. 72 183 u 186 VHE& e
y6nvxu benapycs, - : =

IOCTAHOBHI:

HasaaguTs mo yrogosHoMy memy Ne 414100 KPUMHHATHCTHIECKYIO SKCIIEPTH
KOTOpYIO TIOpy4uTh 80-0# LleHTpaIBHOH cymebro-MemaumHCKOM nabopaTopun M
cTepcTsa 060poHs! Pecrry6muxu benapycs. ;

[TOCTABHTE Ha pa3pelIEHHe SKCIEPTOB CIISAYIOMIME BOTPOCET:

1. K xaxomy Bumy ¥ 06pasiry (MOAeNH) OTHOCHTCA MUCTONCT, NPEACTABICHH
Ha SKCIEPTH3Y?

2. KakoB kanuOp JaHHOro MUcToseTa?

3. MicripaBeH /ix JaHHbBIH MHCTOICT ¥ HPUTOACH JIX OH ML cTpenbOsl?

[TpencTaBuTh B PACTIOPAYKEHHE DKCMEPTOB MUCTOJIET, H3BATEIM B ITPOLIECCE P
cnenosanus yronosxoro mena Ne 414100. -

PyxosoauTens CleACTBEHHOH MPYTIIbI 3aMECTUTED
crnencTBeHHOro otaena [IpoxypaTypsl
PecnyGnuku Benapyce

CTAPUWHHA COBETHUK FOCTHLIHH H.U. bpanue
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i g T
OBCTOATEILCTBA JEIA

s mocTaHOBNEHHA M3BECTHO, UTO MO HACTORISMYy YT'ONOBHOMY
neny pacciegyinTcs o0CTOATENbCTBA y6ujicTBa CEMbH HACVBOBHX, 6paT:
u cectps AIAEBHX, mumepa He3aperncTpUpOBaHHOH Benopycckoit pérnt
aTbHOM opraHusanuy "Pycckoe HalUOHATBHOE enuucTs0" CAMOMIOBA T
muTenei r.r.Bopucosa 4 MaperHa Topxa Mumckoi obnacty FCBHO T.H.
y COMKO I.B. o moxumenud I'p-H2 [PAUEBA A.B. u BHKOBA [I.H., of
HOBeHuM omeparopa Desnopycckoro Bropo Poccuiickoi TeneBHBHOHHoﬁ
xomMTanuy "O6mecTBEHHOE POCCHACKOS renesunerue” SABAICHOI'O ﬂ.h.-
nyupexTopa MapbUHOOPCKOT'O 8BTOTPAHCHOPTHOrO NTPeIIpUATIA KOTOBA
A. ¥ IpyruX TPECTYILICHAAX. 2

Hy paspemenue SKCMOPTy MOCTaBISHH BOTIPOCH &

I.K xaxoMy BMEY ¥ 00pasiy (Momenm) OTHOCHTCH MUCTOJET,
npejcTaBleH ] Ha SKCIIEPTUIY? ; A

2.Kaxop xanulp HAHHOTO nucToneTa’?

3.UcnpaseH JIH HaHHH{ TMCTONET M HPUTOLSH I OH X CTDeX

Ha sxcmeprusy TpeICTaB e H
- mucroner [B=9 ¥ P0S7C
'~ 16 narpoHoB KauIMCpa o

"MCCIEJQOBAHUE

Hcenemopanun INORACHEHT 9yoq mucToner [[B=9, KOTOPHH ABIAGTC
mTaTHHM Opy® ¥eM, COCTOMM Ha goopyreruy BC 1 crier. TOmpsBAE
" Ha snesofi GOKOBOJ MOBEPXHOCTH DaMKM ¥MEeTCR MAPKHDOBKA: POS7¢C.
BopoHenue HapyAHHX yacTeii IHCTOLETA B XOpOmeM COCTOMEEK, §€3:
[IPA3BHAKOB PRABEHUS, MECTaMM oTCYTCTByeT. B mamaX yacTel nxcw?nu
cnemH CMa3K¥., 3ATBOP HaXOUMUTCA B nepenHeM KpajHeMm IOJOKeHUH,
(koK OPEROXPaHUTENA » BepXHeM MONOXEHWH, KypOX B BEDPXHOM /e
yeym/nonoxeHun. DnAKOK [Ipe fOoXpaHuT el xopomo (PHKRCUPyeTCE B Bebx
{ HuKHEM TONOXEHUAX. B NaTpOHHMKE THMCTONETa MAaTpOHa ner, BaaimM
PUroHKa uacTeil MUCTOJIETa npasAsbHax, 0e3 JHQTOB. [lopepxHOCTD
1a cTBojia MMcTONETa (€3 pERaBUMHH H paxoBiuH, I'paHy HapesoB YerxK
[lp¥ TIATENLHOM OCMOTDE DPaMKi nueTONeTa CO CTBOJIOM M CIyCKOBOH
cxo6oit, 3aTBOpa C YIAPHAKOM, 3aTBODHON 3a0ePKKK M Marasuxa—=
NONOMOK, HeHCTIpaBHOCTeH Ocalki NpymUsH MOIyIYX HapymHuTb padory
IMcTONeTa IpH cTpesible He oGHapyxeHo. ComocTaBIeHNe BCeX yacTe
NKCTONETA MPABHIbHOE, 3a60KUH, BHPaOOTOK J CKOCOB MOIBEKHEX H&C
B MecTaX B3AVMHOI'O CLEIUISHUA, HE o6HapyxeHo. llpr CrymenHOM H?I
4 OTBELEHHOM Hasaj JO OTKasa CIYCKOBOM Kpouxe, IOJIoBKa KyDX&
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80 LEEHTPAJIbHAS BOEHHAS
Gy JE BHO-ME ANLIMHCHAR NABOPATOPUA

r. Murck, va. BapsauresH, 26 Ten. 2-394-72]

3AK/IIOUEHUE 3KCIEPTA :
KPUMAH ATMCTAYRCEATL SHCIEPTU3A
N 1G4
B HOAGPA _‘gqgo L ce »a0€ »uacom upH e
norode H OCBelIeHHH, Ha ocaoz‘;ammnocTBHOBJ‘EGI—I%_F[_;

OATENS cae;cheﬁHo-onepaTuBHoﬁ POyTITE , 3aMECTUTENA HAUaJIbHUKE CJELC!

ro orzefna,CcTapuero coBeTHUKa HCTALMN Bpanueab 4.4,

~1 » HORG DA "[99310 r. B TIOMEULEeHHH 5{-) 1LIBCMIJL

oT «

cy1e6HO-MeIHUKHCKUT (&) IKCnEpT (s)32MeCTATELD nauanpauka [BCMI Ma#0oD m/c T'o
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Schriftstick #4.5
Protokoll der Entnahme

Stadt Minsk 24. November 2000

Untersuchungsfuhrer: stellvertretender Vorgesetzte der Abteilung der
Staatsanwaltschaft der Republik Belarus Justizrat Kazakov E.G.

Mit Teilnahme von:
1. Naumov G.V., wohnend Stadt Minsk, Gorodezkaja Stral3e 58-417
2. Schkled G.S., wohnend Stadt Minsk, P. Glebki StraRe, 114-70

Weitere Anwesende: Vorgesetzte von SIZO Nel Oberst des Inneren Dienstes Al’kaev O.L.

Entsprechend den 88168-170 StPO der Republik Weil3russland wurde eine Entnahme
durchgefihrt: der Pistole PB-9 mit Schallddmpfer NePO57C und des Buches Ne1538 der
Ausgabe und Einnahme der Waffe und Munition dem Personalbestand von SIZO Nel UBV des
Minsker Exekutivkomitees

Personen, die bel der Durchfihrung der Entnahme anwesend sind, sind Gber ihre Rechte und
Pflichten nach den 88 12, 67, 68, 138, 160 StPO der Republik Weil3russland belehrt worden.

VVom Untersuchungsfiihrer wurde vor dem Anfang der Entnahme dariiber eine Verordnung vom
24. November 2000 vorgezeigt, wonach dem Vorgesetzten von SIZO Nel dem Oberst Al’kaev
O.L. angewiesen wurde, die Pistole PB-9 mit Schalldédmpfer NePO57C und des Buches Ne1538
der Ausgabe und Einnahme der Waffe und Munition dem Personalbestand von SIZO Nel UVD
des Minsker Exekutivkomitees auszugeben.

Bei der Durchfiihrung der Entnahme wurden beschlagnahmt: Pistole PB-9 mit Schalldampfer

NePO57C in einem Halfter brauner Farbe mit einem Ersatzmagazin und einer Triebfeder, sowie
das Buch Ne1538 der Ausgabe und Abgabe der Waffe und Munition des Personalbestands von
SIZO Nel UVD des Minsker Exekutivkomitees (wurde begonnen am 02.05.1993, ist
durchschnirt und befestigt mit dem Stempel fir Pakete Nol SIZO Nel, im Buch gibt es 70

Seiten. Eintragungen enden auf der sechsten Seite.
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Schriftstick #4.6

Protokoll der Einsichtnahme
des Ortes der Geschehnisse®

Ort der Verfassung des Protokolls: Stadt Minsk 27. November 2000

Untersuehungstihrer: erster Assistent BV P Oberstleutnant der Justiz Skar’ jukin M.E.

In Anwesenheit: 1. JuSkevi¢ Nataja Borisovna, Stadt Minsk, Internazional’ naja Stral3e, 22

2. Pivovarcik Elena Viktorovna, Stadt Minsk, Internazional’ naja Stral3e, 22

Mit Teilnahme der Untersuchungszeugen: ------------------
In Zusammenhang: -------------

Richtend nach den 88 177, 178, 181 StPO der Republik Weil3russland wurde die Einsichtnahme
des-Ortes-der-Geschehnisse-durchgefiihrt: des Buches No1538 der Ausgabe und Abgabe der
Waffe und Munition dem Personalbestand von der SIZO Nel UVD des Minsker
Exekutivkomitees

woriber das vorliegende Protokoll verfasst wurde.

Den Obergenannten Personen wurde ihr Recht erklért, bei allen Aktionen, die im Prozess der
Besichtigung durchgefiihrt werden, teilzunehmen und Erklarungen abzugeben, die dem

Eintragen ins Protokoll unterliegen.

Den Untersuchungszeugen Juskevi¢ N.B. und Pivovarcik E.V. wurde au3erdem nach § 132
StGB der Republik Weildrussland ihre Pflicht mitgeteilt, Tatsache und Ergebnis der
Einsichtnahme des Ortes der Geschehnisse zu bestdtigen. [Unterschrift] [Unterschrift]

Die Einsichtnahme wurde durchgefuhrt: im Gebaude der Staastsanwaltschaft der Republik
Weildrussland unter kiinstlicher Beleuchtung von 12.40 bis 13.50

Durch Einsichtname wurde nachgewiesen: Das Buch in einem Zelofanumschlag in hellgriner
Farbe mit der Uberschrift , das Buch Ne1538 der Ausgabe und Abgabe der Waffe und Munition
des Personalbestand der SIZO Nel UVD des Minsker Exekutivkomitees®. Auf der Titelseite des
Buches gib es eine analoge Uberschrift sowie Uberschrift ,, Wurde angefangen am 2.05.1993".
Im Buch gibt es 70 nummerierte und durchndhte Seiten, die mit dem Stempel ,, fir Pakete” SIZO

' Anm. d. Red.: Streichungen im Vordruck des Protokollbogens sind hier (ibersetzt und durch
Streichungen markiert worden.
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Nel des Minsker Exekutivkomitees MV D der Republik Weil3russland versiegelt sind. Auf der 1.
bis zur 6. Seite des Buches gibt es Eintragungen tiber Ausgabe der Waffe und Munition, die mit
blauer und schwarzer Farbe gemacht worden sind. Die erste Eintragung ist datiert auf den
3.05.1993, die letzte auf den 4.02.2000.

Der Einsichtname unterlagen Eintragungen Gber Ausgabe der Pistole PB-9 mm NePOS5 [nicht
lesbare weitere Ziffern].

Es wurden keine Eintragungen gefunden, die konkret die [nicht lesbar] dieser Pistole angehen.

Bei der Einsichtname des Buches wurde festgestellt, dass am 30.04.1999 Dik V.N. die Pistole 6P
Kaliber 9 Ne PO57C bekommen hat. In der Spalte ,, zuriickgegeben® wurde kein Datum der
Rickgabe der Pistole angegeben (Seite Ne5 — Riickseite, 16. Zeile von oben). So wurde
festgestellt, dass am 16.09.1999 Kollenik genau diese Pistole bekommen und am 18.09.1999 sie
zurlickgegeben hat.

Es wurden keine weiteren Eintragungen tber Einnahme der Waffe von den genannten Personen

sowie von Pavli¢’enko gefunden.

Das Protokoll wurde vom Untersuchungsfiihrer vorgelesen. Es wurde richtig aufgeschrieben. Im

Laufe der Einsichtname sind keine Bemerkungen und Eingaben eingegangen.

Untersuchungszeugen: 1. [Unterschrift]
2. [Unterschrift]

Oberstleutnant der Justiz [Unterschrift] M. Skar’jukin

Anm. d. Red.: Esfolgen zwei Seiten Auszug aus dem Buch No. 1538. Die fiir das Verschwindenlassen rel evanten

Daten sind in der Liste durch eine Klammer vor der Spalte ganz links markiert.
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IIpeacenatens Komurera rocynapcTBeHHOH 6e3zonacuoctr Pecriydankn berapves

Hepan-neiiteHanT Maukesuy B.A., pacemorpes matepuansl I OP "Dxunan'. -
YCTAHOBHJI:

B marepuanax onepaTHBHOH pa3pabOoTKH MMEIOTCS AOCTOBEPHBIE TAHHLIC & TOM.
IMABJIMYEHKO [ImuTtpuii BasepbeBHY ABISETCS OPraHU3aTOPOM M PYKOBOINTCION 1)
CTYTHOM TpYIIIBI, 3aHUMaroLIeicst MOXUUIEHHAMU U DU3MUecKHM ycTpanenuey rpas tan, 13
ctHocTH, pykoBoaumas ITABTMYEHKO [A.B. npectynuas rpynna npuuacTtHa i VOHICTE
asrycra 2000 r. Camotinosa I'.B., nuaepa nesapeructprpoBanHoit Benopyveekoii pernonasiny
oprauunzauuy "PHE", a Taxxe x yOuiAcTBaM APYTHX JHIL

[Ipunumas Bo BHUMaHME. yTO HaxokaeHue [lapnnuenko JI.B. Ha crobomne vawer 10
BECTM B COBEPUIEHHIO MM H 4YleHaMH BO3MNABASEMON UM MPECTYMHOM FPYMIThl APy i 0o
OTMAaCHBIX HaCHJILCTBEHHBIX MPECTYIUIEHHH, pYKOBOACTBYSACH MyHKTOM 1.8 [lekpera [pesu ten:
Pecniy6nuxu benapyck ot 21 oktadpsa 1997 r. Nec 21 "O HEOTNOKHBEIX Mepax no Hopsie o
POPU3MOM ¥ 0COOO0 OMACHLIMH HACHIBLCTBEHHBIMHU TPECTYTIEHUIMH" . -

NOCTAHOBHII:

[Ipumenuts B otHowenun MABJMYEHKO Amutpus Bamsepbenuua, woni
BoMckoBOi yactu 3214 MBJI Pecny6nuku benapyce, npokuBaiowero s r. Muicke. ~ o
coMmonbeKas, X. 33, KB. 6, NpeBEHTHBHOE 3aep)kaHHe CpoKoM Ha 30 (Tpuatarhs) cyTo

Konuio HacTosero nocTaHOBAEHMS
HanpaBuTh 11g ucnonHenus HayanbHUKy CH30 KI'b Pecny6nukn Benapycs.

[Ipencenarens Komurera
reHepaji-jaelTeHaHT W B.A. Mauwkeniu

Hacrosuiee noctanoBnexue mue obbsaBnero " " vosbps 2000 r.

OZHOBpEMEHHO C 3THM MHE Pa3bsCHEHbI NPaBa 3aAePKAHHOTO: HMETh JALUITHIIKY & Vi
MEHTA 3a/]Ep)KaHus, JaBaTb OOBACHEHUA, 3a4BNIATh XOAATAHCTRA, NPEACTABAATE JOKA3ATE 1he T hl.
MMO/B30BATECS YCIYraMH NEPEBOAYHKA, MPUHOCHTD HKATOOb! HA AEHCTBUS B PellieHits Oprilin 107
HaHUS.
3aepKaHHbIH: ___(Marmienxo J11
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Préventive Festnahme von

Pavlicenko Dmitrij Valer’ evi¢

Stellvertretender Generalstaatsanwalt der Republik Belarus
Justizstaatsrat der 3. Klasse

Bozelko A.O.

22. November 2000 [Unterschrift]

[ Stempel nicht lesbar]

Beschluss
Uber Anwendung der praventive Festnahme

22. November 2000

Der Vorsitzende des Komitees der Staatssicherheit der Republik Belarus Generalleutnant
Mackevi¢ V.A. nach der Verhandlung der Unterlagen von DGOR , Ekipaz* —
hat festgestellt:

In den Unterlagen der operativen Ausarbeitung gibt es glaubwirdige Angaben darUber,
dass Pavli¢enko Dmitrij Valer’evi¢ Organisator und Leiter einer Verbrechergruppe ist, die sich
mit der Entfuhrung und physischer Abrechnung beschéftigt. Unter anderem ist die von
Pavli¢enko D.V. geleitete Verbrechergruppe an der Ermordung am [erste Zahl ist nicht lesbar]
August 2000 von Samojlov G.V., dem Fihrer der nicht registrierten Belarussischen Regionalen
Organisation ,RNE" beteiligt, sowie an der Ermordung anderer Personen.

Wenn man in Betracht zieht, dass sich Pavlicenko D.V. in Freiheit befande, konnte dies
von ihm und Mitgliedern der von ihm geleiteten Verbrechergruppe zur Veribung anderer
besonders gefahrlicher Gewaltverbrechen fuhren. Indem ich mich an den Punkt 1.8 des Dekretes
des Prasidenten der Republik Belarus vom 21. Oktober 1997 Ne21 ,Uber unaufschiebbare
Mal3namen im Kampf gegen Terror und besonders gefahrlichen Gewaltverbrechern® richte —

verordneich:

In Bezug an Pavli¢enko Dmitrij Valer’evi¢, den Kommandeur des Truppenteiles 3214
MVD der Republik Belarus, der in der Stadt Minsk, Komsomol’ skaja Straf3e 33-6 wohnt, eine
praventive Festnahme mit der Frist von 30 (dreif3ig) Tagen anzuwenden.
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Die Kopie des vorliegenden Beschlusses ist fur die Erfillung dem Leiter des SIZO KGB
der Republik Belarus zu schicken.

Der Vorsitzende des Komitees Mackevi¢ V.A
Generalleutnant [Unterschrift]
Der vorliegende Beschluss wurde mir am,, “ November 2000 erkléart.

Gleichzeitig wurden mir auch die Rechte des Festgenommenen erklért: einen Verteidiger im
Moment der Festnahme zu haben, Erkldrungen abzugeben, Gesuche zu beantragen, Beweise
vorzulegen, Dienste eines Dolmetschers in Anspruch zu nehmen, Beschwerden fir Aktionen und
Beschlusse des [nicht lesbar] Organs auszusprechen.

Der Festgenommene Pavlicenko D.V.!

' Anm. d. Red.: Der Haftbefehl ist von Pavli¢enko nicht unterschrieben. Offen ist, ob sich Pavlienko
geweigert hat, seine Verhaftung zu unterzeichnen oder ob andere Griinde vorlagen, zum Beispiel ein
falsches (friheres) Dokument vorliegt oder die Verhaftung vielleicht auch gar nicht ausgefuhrt wurde.
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[IpeBenTuBHoe 3azepuxanie TTABUTHYEHL
Amutpus Bil,l],’ﬁtg_CBH‘Iﬂ
CaHK q/k’i{ p \m

e l—eHepa,l%HHﬁ;ﬂpOKYme\Pecn\O THKH beaaps
rocyIIa“chBE:HHHH cOBeTHH‘K FOCTHIL

& _ \ I).l_l\_
O.A. Boxenxo . - - & =
: ‘\"“"‘-. i :_____/.‘:.:.'I
NMOCTAHOB JEHWE
O MPHUMEHEHHWH MPEBEHTHBHOrO 3aJ€pPiKakr s
”22_" HOHﬁpﬂ 2000 B i \1.;_1'.: oy

IIpeacenatens Komurera rocynapcTBeHHOH 6e3zonacuoctr Pecriydankn berapves

Hepan-neiiteHanT Maukesuy B.A., pacemorpes matepuansl I OP "Dxunan'. -
YCTAHOBHJI:

B marepuanax onepaTHBHOH pa3pabOoTKH MMEIOTCS AOCTOBEPHBIE TAHHLIC & TOM.
IMABJIMYEHKO [ImuTtpuii BasepbeBHY ABISETCS OPraHU3aTOPOM M PYKOBOINTCION 1)
CTYTHOM TpYIIIBI, 3aHUMaroLIeicst MOXUUIEHHAMU U DU3MUecKHM ycTpanenuey rpas tan, 13
ctHocTH, pykoBoaumas ITABTMYEHKO [A.B. npectynuas rpynna npuuacTtHa i VOHICTE
asrycra 2000 r. Camotinosa I'.B., nuaepa nesapeructprpoBanHoit Benopyveekoii pernonasiny
oprauunzauuy "PHE", a Taxxe x yOuiAcTBaM APYTHX JHIL

[Ipunumas Bo BHUMaHME. yTO HaxokaeHue [lapnnuenko JI.B. Ha crobomne vawer 10
BECTM B COBEPUIEHHIO MM H 4YleHaMH BO3MNABASEMON UM MPECTYMHOM FPYMIThl APy i 0o
OTMAaCHBIX HaCHJILCTBEHHBIX MPECTYIUIEHHH, pYKOBOACTBYSACH MyHKTOM 1.8 [lekpera [pesu ten:
Pecniy6nuxu benapyck ot 21 oktadpsa 1997 r. Nec 21 "O HEOTNOKHBEIX Mepax no Hopsie o
POPU3MOM ¥ 0COOO0 OMACHLIMH HACHIBLCTBEHHBIMHU TPECTYTIEHUIMH" . -

NOCTAHOBHII:

[Ipumenuts B otHomweHny [MABJIMYEHKO Amutpust Banepberuua. =i
BoMckoBOi yactu 3214 MBJI Pecny6nuku benapyce, npokuBaiowero s r. Muicke. ~ o
coMmonbeKas, X. 33, KB. 6, NpeBEHTHBHOE 3aep)kaHHe CpoKoM Ha 30 (Tpuatarhs) cyTo

Konuio HacTosero nocTaHOBAEHMS
HanpaBuTh 11g ucnonHenus HayanbHUKy CH30 KI'b Pecny6nukn Benapycs.

[Ipencenarens Komurera
reHepa-jedTeHaHT i B.A. Maueni

Hacrosuiee noctanoBnexue mue obbsaBnero " " vosbps 2000 r.

OZHOBpEMEHHO C 3THM MHE Pa3bsCHEHbI NPaBa 3aAePKAHHOTO: HMETh JALUITHIIKY & Vi
MEHTA 3a/]Ep)KaHus, JaBaTb OOBACHEHUA, 3a4BNIATh XOAATAHCTRA, NPEACTABAATE JOKA3ATE 1he T hl.
MMO/B30BATECS YCIYraMH NEPEBOAYHKA, MPUHOCHTD HKATOOb! HA AEHCTBUS B PellieHits Oprilin 107
HaHUS.
3aepKaHHbIH: ___(Marmienxo J11



Natali
Text Box
 Schriftstück #4.6a


161

Schriftstuck #4.7
Staatsanwaltschaft der Republik Belarus

Beschluss
Uber die Anstrengung des Strafverfahrens

Stadt Minsk 17. September 19[unlesbar]

Der Abteilungsleiter in der Aufsicht Uber Ermittlung und ORD der Staatsanwaltschaft der
Republik Belarus, der Vorgesetzte Justizrat Osipov S.A., hat die Unterlagen der Uberpriifung des
Antrags von Artjomova E.Ju. erértert, aus welchen sich herausstellt, dass der Vater der
Antragstellerin, Zaharenko Ju.N. geboren 1952, wohnend in der Stadt Minsk, Zukovskogo
Stral3e 9-1-81, am 7. Mai 1999 um 21.40 Uhr sein Auto auf dem bewachten Parkplatz auf dem
Territorium des SVPC-5 in der Mogiljovskaja Stralze 12 geparkt hat und vorhatte, nach Hause
zu gehen, aber am Wohnort nicht erschienen ist.

Da, wie aufgeklért wurde, Zaharenko Ju.N. normale Beziehungen mit seiner Familie,
Verwandten, Nachbarn hatte, fehlen Angaben tber seinen Vorhaben, irgendwohin zu fahren oder
sein Haus fur eine langere Zeit zu verlassen. Dokumente, personliche Sachen befinden sich am
Wohnort.

Unter diesen Umstanden gibt es Griinde anzunehmen, dass Zaharenko Ju.N. zum Opfer
eines Verbrechens werden konnte.

Es gibt glaubwirdige Angaben, die an
Merkmale des Verbrechens deuten, welches von dem Artikel 101 StPO der Republik
Weil3russland

HAT VERORDNET:

1. An Unterlagen ein Strafverfahren an Merkmalen des V erbrechens anzustrengen, welches vom
Artikel 101 StPO der Republik Weil3russland vorgesehen ist und das den V erwandten von
Zaharenko Ju.N. mitzuteilen.

2. Den vorliegenden Fall fur Durchftihrung der Voruntersuchung in die Staatsanwaltschaft der
Stadt Minsk zu schicken.

Vorgesetzte der Abteilung in Aufsicht der Ermittlung und ORD
der oberste Justizrat [Unterschrift] Osipov S.[nicht lesbar]

Fir dienstliche Notizen
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[nicht lesbar]
Anlage Ne4 zur Verordnung
,BESTATIGE*
Vorgesetzte der Kriminalmiliz
GUVD des Minsker Stadtischen Exekutivkomitees
Oberst der Miliz Sihanov |.B.
9. Mai 1999 [Unterschrift]

BESCHLUSS
Uber Anstrengung des Suchverfahrens und Erklérung
der republikanischen Suche

Stellvertretender Vorsitzender UUR GUVD des Minsker Stadtischen Exekutivkomitees
Oberstleutnant der Miliz S.V. Saripo.
[nicht lesbar] der Suche beziglich Zaharenko Jurija Nikolaewica, 1952 Geburtsjahres, geboren
in der Siedlung Vasil’evi¢ci Gomel’sker Gebiet, wohnend unter der Adresse: Stadt Minsk,
Zukovskogo Straf3e 9-1-81.

HAT FESTGESTELLT:
Zaharenko Ju.N. hat im Zeitraum von 21 bis 22 Uhr das Territorium des Parkplatzes in der
Mogilévskaja Stral3e 12 verlassen, wo er sein Auto geparkt hat und ist bis heute nach Hause nicht
gekommen.

[nicht lesbar] hat BESCHL OSSEN:
Ein Suchverfahren anzustrengen und eine republikweite Suche beziglich Zaharenko Ju.N. zu
erklaren

Ein Exemplar des vorliegenden Beschlusses und entsprechende Registrierungsunterlagen in 11
UVD des Minsker Stadtischen Exekutivkomitees [nicht lesbar]
Ein Exemplar (beztglich des Verschwundenen) dem Staatsanwalt des Bezirkes

[nicht lesbar] Stellvertretender Vorsitzender UUR GUVD
des Minsker Stadtischen Exekutivkomitees
Oberstleutnant der Miliz

[Unterschrift] S.V. Saripo.

[ohne erkennbare Tagesangabe] Mai 1999
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[handschriftlich geschriebenes ist nicht lesbar]

Anlage Ne8 fur die Anweisung

Protokoll der Erklarung

Uber dem Verschwundenen

05.1999 Stadt Minsk
[nicht lesbar] Dienstinspektor RUVD des Oktoberbezirkes der Stadt Minsk k.m. der Miliz Slizuk
A.R.
Die Erklérung ist von Artémova Elena Jur’ evna
Geburtsort: Stadt Gomel
Wohnend: Stadt Minsk, Zukovskogo StralRe 8-1-104, Telefonnummer 242800
Name, Vorname, Vatersname des Verschwundenen: Zaharenko Jurij Nikolaewi¢
Geburtsdatum: 4. Januar 1952
[nicht lesbar]: Rentner
Nationalitét: Weilrusse
Ausbildung: Hochschulausbildung

[Stempel ist nicht lesbar]
[nicht lesbar], Ort und Umstdnde des Verschwindens: Am 7.05.99 hat gegen 21 Uhr das
Territorium des SVPC-5 in der Mogilévskaja StralRe verlassen und sein Aufenthaltsort ist bis
heute nicht bekannt.
Gingen dem Geschehen ein Streit in der Familie, mit Nachbarn, unbekannten Leuten,
Unannehmlichkeiten auf der Arbeit, am Ort der Untersuchungen usw. voraus. Nein
War die Person auch friher vom Zuhause verschwunden? Aus welchen Grinden? Nein
Es gibt Griinde um anzunehmen, dass der Verschwundene zum Opfer eines Verbrechens werden
oder in einem Unfall gestorben sein konnte.

Anm. d. Red: Das Dokument ist offenbar nicht vollstandig.
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VERORDNUNG
10. Mai 1999 Stadt Minsk
Uber Bildung einer operativ suchenden Gruppe
in der Suche des Verschwundenen
Zaharenko Ju.N. 1952 Geburtgahres.

Am 08.05.1999 hat sich Artemenko Elena Jur’evna, die Tochter des Verschwundenen, an die
RUVD des Oktoberbezirkes der Stadt Minsk mit der Erklérung Uber das Verschwinden seines
Vaters, Zaharenko Jurija Nikolaewica 1952 Geburtsjahres gewendet. Als Ergebnis der
Durchfiihrung der Anfangssuchmal3nahmen wurde festgestellt, dass es ungefahr gegen 22 Uhr
am 07.05.1999 einen Telefonanruf vom Vater gegeben hat, in dem er gesagt hat, dass er in 10-15
Minuten nach Hause kommt, jedoch wurde bis heute der Aufenthaltsort von Zaharenko Ju.N.
nicht festgestellt.

Fur die Organisierung und Durchftihrung der operativ suchenden Mal3nahmen in der Suche nach
dem Verschwundenen Zaharenko Ju.N., fir die Koordinierung der Arbeit der Dienste und
Unterabteilungen der GUVD bei der Durchfihrung der suchenden und anderen Arbeiten fur die
Feststellung des Aufenthaltsortes des Suchenden, ist eine operativ suchende Gruppe mit der
folgenden Zusammensetzung zu errichten:

Leiter der Gruppe: Stellvertretender Vorsitzender UUR GUVD des
Minsker Stadtischen Exekutivkomitees,
Oberstleutnant der Miliz S.V. Saripo.

Stellvertretender Leiter: Vorsitzender der Dienst UUR GUVD des Minsker
Stadtischen Exekutivkomitees, Major der Miliz
Fedorenko V.V.
Vorsitzender SKM RUVD der Oktoberbezirk der
Stadt Minsk, Major der Miliz Petlizkij V.L.

Gruppenmitglieder: Oberster Bevollméchtigte fur OVD UUR GUVD des
Minsker Stadtischen Exekutivkomitees, Kapitan der
Miliz Danovskij A.A.
Oberster Bevollméachtigte UUR GUVD des Minsker
Stadtischen Exekutivkomitees, Kapitéan der Miliz
Koval’ O.N.
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Stellvertretender Vorsitzender OUR RUVD der
Oktoberbezirk der Stadt Minsk, Major der Miliz
Demkin G.1.

Anm. d. Red: Das Dokument ist offenbar nicht vollstandig.
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An Generalstaatsanwalt
der Republik Belarus
Bozelko O.A.

Zaharenko Ol’ ga, wohnend in der Stadt Minsk
Zukovskogo Straf3e, 9-1-82
Festnetz 224-05-79

Antrag*

Ich bitte Sie, ein Strafverfahren nach Artikel 123 StPO der Republik Weil3russland in der
Angelegenheit des Verschwindens meines Mannes Zaharenko Jurija Nikolaevica, der am 7. Mal
1999 unter geheimnisvollen Umstanden verschwunden ist, anzustrengen. Es gibt alle Grinde um
die Anwesenheit eines politisches Motivs in dieser Angelegenheit zu behaupten. Esist nicht
ausgeschlossen, dass er von den Strukturen des Sicherheitsrates zur Neutralisierung der
Opposition entfiihrt wurde, da er in der letzten Zeit aktiv im Wahlkampf der
Prasidentschaftswahlen der Republik Belarus tellgenommen hat und Organisator der Griindung
der Offizierunion Weil3russlands wurde.

Zurzeit fuhren die Organe der Inneren Angelegenheiten die Suche meines Mannes nicht effektiv

durch, sie machen nur eine scheinbare Arbeit.

Von der koordinierenden Rada demokratischer Kréfte Weil3russlands wurde eine
gesellschaftliche Kommission zur Untersuchung des Verschwindens meines Mannes Zaharenko
Jurija Nikolaevic¢a gebildet. In der Zusammensetzung der Kommission sind: Volcek Ol’eg —
Vorsitzender der Rechtsverteidigenden Organisation ,,Rechtshilfe fir die Bevolkerung®, Boroda¢
Valerij — Mitglied des Organisationskomitees fur die Griindung der Offizierunion
Weil¥russlands, Kostko Valerij — Mitglied des weil3russischen Helsinki-Komitees und Babenin,
Ol'eg — Journalist, Mitglied der Charta 97. Diese Kommission kann meine Interessen in der

Internationalen Liga der Menschenrechte vertreten.

[nicht lesbar] Mai 1999 [Unterschrift] Zaharenko OI'ga
[handschriftlich geschriebener Text ist nicht lesbar]
15.05.99

T Anm. d. Red.: Text ist identisch mit Dokument #5.12.
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PAITTOPAXEHHE
« '_13_""» Mas 1999 rona . MMHCK
O CO3AUHIM  ONEPATHBHO-PO3LICKHOH
(pYllbl 110 PO3BICKY Iporasmiero 6es
pccTH 3axapenko [O.H,, 1952 1.p.
08.05.1999 roga B OxTsdpbekoe PYBJ, r. MHHCKa ¢ 325BICHHEM O Oe3-

BCCTHOM HCUESHOBEHIM OTLa, 3axapeHko Opus Hukonaesmua, 1952 r.p., 06-
PATIUIACH CI'O QOYb, APTECMEHKO linera 1OpbeBHa. B pe3ynbrare MpOBEACHHA

* pepBOHAMAIBHBIX TTOMCKOBBIX M@pO]IpH}HI{H OB1IIO YCTAHOBIICHO, YTO ITPHUMCED-

PR

w0 0K0J10 22.00 yacos 07.05.1999 roma Obui TeNePOHHBIA 3BOHOK OTI@, B KO-
fopoM OH ckasall, 4To yepes 10-15 Munyt Oyper AOMa, OFHAKO 10 HACTOSIIETO
PpcME MECTOHAXOXICHHE Baxapenko KO.H. He ycTaHOBNEHO.

T OPraHH3alMM M OCYIIECTBIICHMS OITEPATHBHO-PO3BICKHBIX MEpPO-
mpyiTTHH 1TO POSBICKY 0€3 BECTH MPOMABIICTO Baxaperko HO.H., koopauHargm
padoTLl CITYXKO 1 noppasaenerrtt [YBJL B 0CyIUECTBACHHIT ITOHCKOBOH H HHOH
pabOThI 110 YCTAHOBIEHHIO MECTOHAX0XKICHHA PA3hICKIBACMOr0 CO3AATH OMC-
P& HBHO-PO3BICKHYIO TPYTILY B COCTABT!

~PYKOBOAMTEIDb I'PYTMbL: BaMeCTHTENb HavalbHka Y YP I'VB/]

; MWHTOPHCTIOITKOMA
MOMMOIKOBHHK Mwpnpm Wlapmo C.B.
-3aMECTHTENN PYKOBOAMTES | HauamHuK ¢y %0b1 Y VP 'Y B]]
MHHTOpHCNIOIKOMA
Mattop mumapm Pepoperxo B.B.

HavanpHik CKM OkTAOPHCKOTro
PYB/ r. MuHcKa
maitop MK (erimmi B.J1

-YJierb! I'PVIIIbL CrapIuui OrepymontHOMOY CHHbINA
o OBl YVYP I'YB]]l MHHINOPHCITOTIKOM
KarmTan ML JaHoBCKHIT ALA.

Craptiii ONMepyTIONHOMOY CHHBIH
VVYP I'YBJl MHHTOPHCITONIKOMA
KalraH MAmHLmH Korans O H.

SaMecTHTeNb HayanbHuka QY P
Oxrsopuexoro PY B r. Muricka
Maitop Moty JJemxun [ .



172

CeHepaIhHOMY APORYPOPY
PecriyOnuki Beaapycn
Bowxenko O.A.

axapeHko Oabri, NPOKHBAIOUIEN B

ropoae MIHCK.

vi. Wykosekoro. 1.9, kopn. [, k8. 8L
APH-O5-F3

SasiBrICHME

[powy Bac BO3OYIWTh YrOMOBHOE 1€10 MO CT.123 YTOMOBHOIO
xea Pecny®inikit Berapych no (DakTY HCUEIHOBEHHA MOCTO MyKa
TCHRO FOpra Hukonaesiua, KOTOPbIH 7 wmas 1999 roaa npH
OUHBIX OOCTOATEIbCTBAN Mcue3. EcTb Bce OCHOBAaHHSA. UTOOLI
#J1aTh O MPHCYTCTBHUEH B ITOM Id€j¢ MOJHUTHUECKOro MOTHBA. He
WEHO. YTO €ro moxuTwan c¢TpykTyphl Coseta 6e30macHOCTH MO
ouH3ALMKA OMMOIMLIE, TAK KAK OH B MOCIACIHES BPEMA AKTHBHO
cgosa’l B MPEABLIOOPHOI  KOMOaHIL no Bbidopam [lpesuacHTa
LOaHKH Berapyes MoosBasscs  opraHusaTtopom  cosgadua  Corosa
;zpuB bemapycit,

8 nacrosawee speva [YBI MuHropienoakozMa nposoiaT NpoBepky
WoCMY  3AABAEHHIO 006 wMcueswoserinl  3axapenko HO.H. Oprass
Aot HIIN 8T MOHCK MOETO MVIKA BEIVT HSPPERTIHBHO. CO3IAI0T TOIALKO
MO Th PadOThI.

NOOPIHHALHOHHON Pagofl ZeMOKPATIHCCRIIN Cil | bexapycit Co3aan
Ao uSHHAA KOMMCCHS MO PACCASLOBAHINO HCUSIHOBEH A MOCTO NMVAK

wciivo FOpusa Hikomaesiaa. B coctas Koiccint sow : Boauek Ouer
gpuiceaaress MPABO3ALLNTHOH OPraHiaLii HDABOBEU{ MOMOLLb
oo, Bopomav Bamepuit — UJSH OPrROMHTETa M0 CO3IAHHIO

ya oduuepos bemapyven. Kocrko Bazepiii yaeH bemopyeckoro
sickoro Koanrrera vt BeGernn Oner — KypHaet. daen XapThi 97

el 19991 y

Lok _Saxaperko Obre

/e' ,é/zf’//«’ /5’7//4//// £ //715' CZ{/MM /J
4 ARy 4 g
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Schriftstick #4.8

Ministerium der Inneren Angelegenheiten Ministerium der Inneren Angelegenheiten

der Republik Belarus der Republik Belarus

2200615, Minsk 2200615, Minsk

Gorodskoj Val, 2 Gorodskoj Val, 2

[weil3russische Bezeichnung der [russische Bezeichnung der Staatsanwaltschaft]
Staatsanwaltschaft]

9. Mai 1999, Ne19/711

Dem Staatsanwalt der Stadt Minsk
Staatgustizsrat der 3. Klasse
Kuprjanovu N.M.

Sehr geehrter Nikolgj Mihgjlovig!

Die Akten des Ermittlungsverfahrens Ne103/99 vom 9. Mai 1999, in der Angelegenheit desam 7.
Mai des laufenden Jahres unbekannten V erschwindens des Birgers Zaharenko Jurija
Nikolaevi¢a, der 1952 geboren wurde und unter der Adresse Minsk, Zukovskogo 9-1-81
wohnhaft war, wurden vom Ministerium der Inneren Angelegenheiten der Republik Belarus
untersucht. Von den Tatzusammenhang und vorhandenen Akten ausgehend, wird festgestellt,
dass Zaharenko Ju. N. zum V erbrechensopfer werden konnte.

In diesem Zusammenhang, in dem ich mich nach Paragraph 4 der Anweisung der
Staatsanwaltschaft und des Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten vom 21. Juli 1998 Ne
48/20/85 richte, bitte ich Sie die Angelegenheit, der Anstrengung des Strafverfahrens in der
Angelegenheit des Strafverfahrens laut Artikel 101 des Strafgesetzbuches der Republik Belarus.

Hochachtungsvoll
Vorgesetzte der Kriminalmiliz
Generalmajor

N.I. Lapatik
[Unterschrift]

[Handschriftliche Notiz auf dem Dokument rechts unten nicht lesbar]
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mas 1999 TOA3, sapeieHH
pus HukonaeBH-

MunrCTEPCTBOM pHYTpEHHUX A
rp-Ha 3JaxapeHKo 1O

i poszcmtoro nena Ne 103/99 ot 9
pri0r0 pcue3HOBEeH!A 7 Mas TeKymero roza
E 1952 ropa pOKAEHHA, npox&maanmero g T. MHHCKE no yi. FKyKOoBCKOTO, n. 9,
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R eTC, 9T0 Saxapetio
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1 21 nxond 1998 ropa Ne 43/20/85
daxTty yronoBHOrO

PecrryOnuKY penapyck ©
Bo30yXACH
Gnuku benapych:

g pHYTPEHHHX nen
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Schriftstick #4.9

[Handschriftliche Notizen auf dem Dokument (vertikal):] An W.G. Kos gjanov: Organisieren Sie
die Erfallung. 21.05.99. [Unterschrift] [nicht lesbar]

[Zweites Fragment:] Schariko S.W. [Weiteres nicht lesbar].

Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten

der Republik Belarus der Republik Belarus

2200615, Minsk 2200615, Minsk

Gorodskoj Val, 2 Gorodskoj Val, 2

[weil3russische Bezeichnung der [russische Bezeichnung der Staatsanwaltschaft]
Staatsanwaltschaft]

1999, Ne15/6 99

Das Material in der Angelegenheit des Verschwindens von Zaharenko Ju.N. wird fir
Durchfuihrung zusétzlicher Untersuchung zuriickgegeben.

Am Material mussen folgende Mal3nahmen getroffen werden:

Den Burger Gomza, S.V. zu befragen, den Besitzers des Autos ZIL, dasin der N&he des
Hauses geparkt wurde, wo Zaharenko Ju.N. gewohnt hat, die Eltern und andere nahe Verwandte,
diein der Stadt Gomel (Gomelbezirk) wohnen.

Besitzer der Telefone festzustellen, mit welchen Zaharenko im Zeitraum vom 5. bis zum
7. Mai 1999 gesprochen hat, und sie zu befragen.

Mal3nahmen fir Untersuchung des Panzerschrankes von Zaharenko Ju.N. (mit Erlaubnis
der Verwandten), der sich in seiner Wohnung befindet, zu treffen, mit dem Ziel, die fir ihn
eingetragene Waffe zu finden und Informationen zu bekommen, die fir die Suche Bedeutung
hat.

Alle Mitarbeiter der Kaufhalle "Magilévskij", des Cafes"Cinija' mit welchen
Zaharenkos Ju.N. bekannt war und sie kontaktierte, zu befragen.

Durch den operativen - suchenden Weg feststellen, ob Zaharenko irgendwelche
Unternehmertétigkeit gefuhrt hat und mit Berticksichtigung der Information eine Bearbeitung
durchzufiihren (in SK MVD RB gibt es ein beendetes Strafverfahren in Bezug auf Kravéenko
(des Verwandten von Zaharenko), der ungefahr 1999 beziiglich des Artikels 213 UK RB
angestrengt wurde, das Strafverfahren zu studieren und eine Ansichtsbescheinigung
(Ubersichtsbescheinigung) zu erstellen. Aufmerksamkeitswiirdige Information — studieren.

Die Ehefrau von Zaharenko erneut befragen, bei ihr die Wohnorte von Verwandten,
Bekannten, wo sich Zaharenko befinden kann, kl&ren. Die erhaltenen Information prifen.
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In vollem Umfang feststellen, wie Zaharenko den Tag am 7.05.99 verbracht hat, mit wem
er sich getroffen hat. Alle Personen befragen.
Die Information Gber den Verlauf des Verfahrens, welches gegen Zaharenko in Gomel
angestrengt wurde, bekommen.
Die Bearbeitung des Hauses, wo Zaharenko wohnte, und nahe liegender Hauser und den
Bewegungsweg von Zaharenko vom Parkplatz nach Hause, zu beenden.

[Handschriftliche Eintragung: nicht lesbar]
[Stempel: nicht lesbar]

Das Vorhandensein der nicht identifizierten Leichen in drei Leichenschauhdusern der
Stadt, in Bezirken der Republik zu tGberprifen, ob sie mit den Merkmalen von Zaharenko dhnlich
sind. Die Materialien fur die Erarbeitung der Notizblicher von Zaharenko einbeziehen.
Aulerdem soll man andere nicht geplante Mal3nahmen planen und durchfthren.

Nach dem Durchfthren der geplanten Mal3nahmen das Material an die
Staatsanwaltschaft der Stadt zum Treffen einer Entscheidung schicken.

Staatsanwalt der Stadt Minsk
Der Staatsberater der Justiz der 3. Klasse
[Unterschrift] N.M. Kuprijanov
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3BpamaeTcA marepuas no ¢axTy ucueaHoBeHWA 3axapeHko 0.H. nna
eHyA NOTIOJHUTENHLHON MPOBEDKU.

0 MaTrepvayy cielyeT BHIOJHATH CHeNyolue MepornpUATHUA:

pocuts rp-Ha ['om3a C.B., xosauHa aBTomo6uma 3WJ, koropwit

cA B paitoHe goma, rue npoxuBan 3axapeHko 0.H., poaurenein

X GIM3KMX DPONCTBEHHUKOB, npoxuBabmux B r.lomese ([omesnbckoi
Vs

CTQHOBUTL BJalebleB TeJePoHOB, C KOTOPHMM pasroBapuBan 3a-

B nepuon ¢ 5 mo 7 masa 1999 roma ¥ ONMpoOCUTHL MX.

WHATL Meps K ocMoTpy ceiida 3axapenko 0.H. (c cormacus pon-
KOB), KOTOPH{ HaxXxOAMTCA B €ro KBapTupe, C LeJbl OOHADYXEeHUd,
32 HUM OPYXUA, 8 TaKxe MOJyueHUA uvHPopmMauuu, nmebuei

e IJIA pO3bICKA.

JPOCUTH BCEX paGOTHUKOB yHUBepcama ''MorusnesBsxui', xade ”UMQMH”, ;
puMy OBl 3HAKOM M KOHTaKTUpoBas 3axaperko 10.H. Eon i '
€PaTHBHO-DPOSLICKHHM [MyTEM YCTAHOBUTHL 38HUMAJICA JK BaxapéHKd'
AMPUHUMATEJLCKON NEATENBLHOCTBIO ¥ C YUETOM MOJNYyUEeHHOU WH-

¥ mponaBecTH oTpadoTky (B CK MBIl PB _umeercs npexpameHHoe

oe JeJo B OTHOWEHUN Hpaaueﬂxo (pomcTBEeHHUKA 3aXapPEHKO), KOTO-
6yxnanock mpumepHo B 1996 rogy mo cr.213 YK PB. Usyuurs neo :
MBUTH O030PHYD CIIPABKY. 3acaymuBapuylo BHUMaHUA uHOOpMaUUDL -

Th).

BTODHO OMPOCHTH XeHy B3aXapeHko, BHACHUTL y Hee MecTa MpOoX1-
PONCTBEHHUKOB, BHAKOMHX, I'lle MOXET HaXOIUTLCA 3axapeHko. [lo-
UHOOpPMALIMI0 TIPOBEPUTH.
2aHOBUTL B TMOJHOM oOBeMe, Kak npoBes neHb 7.05.99 r. 3axa-
¢ Kem BcTpeuascA. Bcex Jull ONMPOCHTH.
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Schriftstick #4.10

Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten

der Republik Belarus der Republik Belarus

2200615, Minsk 2200615, Minsk

Gorodskoj Val, 2 Gorodskoj Val, 2

[weil3russische Bezeichnung der [russische Bezeichnung der Staatsanwaltschaft]
Staatsanwaltschaft]

14. Mai 1999, Ne19/689

Dem Generalstaatsanwalt der Republik Belarus
Staatgustizrat der 3. Klasse
Bozelko O.A.

Sehr geehrter Oleg Aleksandrovic!

Die Akten des Ermittlungsverfahrens Ne103/99 vom 9. Mai 1999, das in der Angelegenheit des
unbekannten Verschwindens am 7. Mai des laufenden Jahres des Burgers Zaharenko Jurija
Nikolaevi¢a, der 1952 geboren wurde und unter der Adresse Minsk, Zukovskogo 9-1-81
wohnhaft war, wurden vom Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten der Republik Belarus
untersucht. Von den Tatzusammenhang und vorhandenen Akten ausgehen, wird festgestellt, dass
Zaharenko Ju. N. zum Verbrechensopfer werden konnte.

In diesem Zusammenhang, in dem ich mich nach Paragraph 4 der Anweisung der
Staatsanwaltschaft und des Ministerium der inneren Angelegenheiten vom 21. Juli 1998 Ne
48/20/85 richte, bitte ich Sie die Angelegenheit, der Anstrengung des Strafverfahrens in der
Angelegenheit des Strafverfahrens laut Artikel 101 des Strafgesetzbuches der Republik Belarus.

Erster sellvertretender Minister
Generalmajor der Miliz

M.D. Udovikov
[Unterschrift]
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YaaxaeMslit Oner-Adiexcanaposny! ]‘
T CT20M BHyTpeRnuX nen Pecry6nuxy Benapycs usydyeHsl Matepua- \

Aena Ne 103/99 ot 9 mas 1999 roaa, 3aBefleHHOro mo daxry Ges- [
poseHIt 7 Mas Tekyuiero roga rp-Ha 3axapenko KOpus Hukonaenu-
OAJICHHA, TPOXXHUBAaBLWIEro B I. Muncke mo yin. Xykosckoro, m. 9,
Hexons us ofcTosTenscTs Aena u uMeromxCs MaTepHaJOB yCMaT-
Baxaperio FO.H. Mor ctats xepTeoi IPECTYTUIEHHUS.
€ STHM, DYKOBOACTBYACK M. 4 Ykazanus [IpokypaTyps! u Mununcrep-
X Aen Pecrry6nuku Benapycs or 21 urons 1998 roma Ne 48/20/85

EMOTPETH BONPOC O BO3OYXKIECHUH 110 AaHHOMY (aKTy yroJIOBHOTO
@y CT. 101 YK Pecriy6uku Benapycs.
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Schriftstick #4.11

Staatsanwaltschaft Staatsanwaltschaft
der Republik Belarus der Republik Belarus
220050, Minsk 220050, Minsk
Internazyjanal’ ngja Stral3e, 22 Internazional’ naja Stral3e, 22
Tel. 226-43-57, 206-55-41 Tel. 226-43-57, 206-55-41
Fax: 226-42-52, 226-41-67 Fax: 226-42-52, 226-41-67
[weil3russische Bezeichnung der [russische Bezeichnung der Staatsanwaltschaft]
Staatsanwaltschaft]

18.11.2002, Ne15/01-593-99-1
Ne37-14/1262, 18.10.2002
Dem Vorsitzenden des Abgeordnetenhauses
der Nationalversammlung
der Republik Belarus

Popov, V.L.
Sehr geehrter Vadim Aleksandrovic!

Wir schicken Ihnen die Antwort auf die Mitteilung des Abgeordneten des
Abgeordnetenhauses der Nationalversammlung der Republik Belarus, Frolov Valerij Dmitrievic,
Uber den Verlauf der Strafverfahren, die in den Angelegenheiten des V erschwindens von Ju.
Zaharenko, D. Zavadskoj, V. Gon¢ar und A. Krasovskij angestrengt wurden.

Ich halte es fur moglich, Ihre Aufmerksamkeit darauf zu lenken, dass die genannte
Botschaft an unsere Adresse geméal3 dem Beschluss des Abgeordnetenhauses der Republik
Belarus vom 16.10.2002 Ne546-P2/U als Abgeordnetenanfrage gesendet wurde. Aber gemal}
dem zweiten Teil des Artikels 16 des Gesetzes der Republik Belarus "Uber den Status des
Abgeordneten des Abgeordnetenhauses, des Mitgliedes des Republikrates der
Nationalversammlung" ist eine Wendung mit einer Abgeordnetenfrage an den Premierminister,
Regierungsmitglieder, Fuhrer der Staatsorgane moglich, die vom Parlament gebildet oder
gewahlt werden.

Die Zweckbestimmung des Generalstaatsanwaltes der Republik Belarus gehort zur
ausschlief3dlichen Kompetenz des Staatsoberhauptes, in diesem Zusammenhang ist die Botschaft
des Abgeordneten Frolov V.D. keine Abgeordnetenfrage und wurde gemal3 des Artikels 18 des
genannten Gesetzes behandelt.

Beilage: Vier Seiten in einem Exemplar.

Achtungsvoll [Unterschrift]
V. Sgiman
der General staatsanwalt
der Republik Belarus

[Stepmel:] [nicht vollstandig lesbar]
Der Sekretér der des
Abgeordnetenhauses

der Republik Belarus

21.11.2002

Ne7519
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Staatsanwaltschaft Staatsanwaltschaft

der Republik Belarus der Republik Belarus
220050, Minsk 220050, Minsk
Internazyjanal’ ngja Stral3e, 22 Internazional’ naja Stral3e, 22
Tel. 226-43-57, 206-55-41 Tel. 226-43-57, 206-55-41
Fax: 226-42-52, 226-41-67 Fax: 226-42-52, 226-41-67
[weil3russische Bezeichnung der [russische Bezeichnung der Staatsanwaltschaft]
Staatsanwaltschaft]

18.11.2002, Ne15/01-593-99-2
Ne43/1, 14.10.2002
Die Nationalversammlung
der Republik Belarus

Dem Abgeordneten
des Abgeordnetenhauses

Dem Herrn
Frolov V.D.

Uber den Verlauf der Untersuchung der Strafverfahren, die den Angelegenheiten des
Verschwindens von Ju. Zaharenko, D. Zavadskij, V. Goncar und A. Krasovskij angestrengt
wurden.

Im Zusammenhang mit lhrer Mittellung Uber die Informationenvorbringung Uber den
Verlauf der Untersuchung einer Reihe von Strafverfahren, teile ich folgendes mit:

An den Oktjabrjskij RUVD der Minsker Gorispolkom hat sich am 08.05.1999 Artemova
E.Ju. mit einer Eingabe Uber das Verschwinden ihres Vaters Zaharenko Ju.N. am 7. Mai 1999
gewendet.

Von der GUVD der Minsker Gorispolkom wurde am 09.05.1999 ein Suchverfahren
angestrengt und ein Komplex der operativen Suchmal3nahmen durchgefuhrt, die auf die
Feststellung der Umstadnde des Verschwindens von Zaharenko und seines Aufenthaltsortes
gerichtet wurden.

Auf Grund der Analyse der Angaben, die bei der Durchfiihrung der operativen
Suchmal3nahmen eingegangen sind, wurde am 17.09.1999 von der Staatsanwaltschaft der
Republik Belarus ein Strafverfahren in der Angelegenheit des Verschwindens von Zaharenko mit
Merkmalen des Verbrechens, welches vom Artikel 101 UK der Republik Belarus (vorsétzliche
Totung) vorgesehen ist, angestrengt.

Durch die Voruntersuchung im Strafverfahren, welches von der Staatsanwaltschaft der
Stadt Minsk durchgefuihrt wurde, wurde festgestellt, dass Zaharenko am 7. Mai 1999 gegen
21.40 Uhr auf dem Weg vom Parkplatz, der in der Mogilévskaja Stral3e liegt, verschwunden ist.

Im Laufe der Ermittlung wurden verschiedene Fassungen Uber die moglichen Ursachen
und Umstande des Verschwindens von Zaharenko aufgestellt und geprift. Bis zur Gegenwart
erhaltene Angaben, darunter auch die Angaben der Augenzeugen, erlauben mit einem hohen
Wahrscheinlichkeitsgrad zu behaupten, dass Zaharenko in der angegebenen Zeit am 7. Mai 1999
auf dem FuRgéangerweg nicht weit vom Haus 8 in der Zukovskogo StraRe von nicht
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identifizierten Personen mit der Anwendung von Gewalt entfihrt und mit einem Auto in eine
unbekannte Richtung fortgebracht wurde.

Ungeachtet des grofRen Umfangs der in diesem Strafverfahren durchgefihrten
Ermittlungshandlung und operativen Ermittlungsmal3nahmen, ergab sich bis heute keine
Maoglichkeit, den Aufenthaltsort von Zaharenko und den Personen, die ihn entfiihrt haben,
festzustellen. Es wurde eine zwischenstaatliche und internationale Suche von Zaharenko erkléart.

Die Sachaufklérung wird fortgesetzt. Die Dauer der Voruntersuchung wurde
rechtsverbindlich bis zum 17.01.2003 verlangert.

Von der Staatsanwaltschaft der Stadt Minsk wurde am 20.09.1999, aufgrund der
Materialen in den Antrégen der Verwandten, in der Angelegenheit des Verschwindens der
Birger Goncar V.l. und Krasovskij A.S. unter ungeklarten Umstdnden am Abend des 16.
September 1999, ein Strafverfahren aufgrund der Merkmale eines Verbrechens angestrengt,
welches vom Artikel 101 UK der Republik Belarus vorgesehen ist.

Bei der Voruntersuchung wurde festgestellt, dass sich Goncar und sein enger Bekannter —
Direktor des OOO" "Krasiko" Krasovskij am Abend des 16.09.1999 in einer Badeanstalt
befanden, die in der Fabricnaja Stral3e 20 in der Stadt Minsk liegt. Gegen 22.35 Uhr haben sie
die Badeanstalt verlassen, sind in Krasovskijs Auto der Automarke "Jeep - Cherokee"
eingestiegen, worauf man sie nicht mehr gesehen hat.

Bei der Untersuchung des beiliegenden Territoriums wurden Scherben des
Lichtstreuungskorpers des Blinkers des Autos auslandischer Produktion, Autobremsspuren und
seines Stof3es gegen einen Baum und auch Blutspuren gefunden. Auf Objekte, die von der
Unfallstelle entnommen wurden, wurde eine Reihe von Expertisen durchgeftihrt.

Ergebnisse der genotypischen Expertise zeugen davon, dass die Abstammung der auf der
Unfallstelle gefundenen Blutspuren von Krasovskij ausgeschlossen ist, und der Richtigkeitsgrad
der Ergebnisse der Abstammung der Blutspuren von Goncar 99,96% ausmacht.

In der Gegenwart wird die Durchfihrung der sachverstandigen Untersuchungen von den
auf der Unfallstelle eingezogenen Objekten fortgesetzt.

Die Analyse der beztglich des Strafverfahrens gesammelten Beweise, darunter auch der
Angaben der Zeugen, gibt Grund zu vermuten, dass Goncar und Krasovskij gewaltsam von
unbekannten Personen entfuihrt wurden.

Hinsichtlich des Strafverfahrens wurde ein  bedeutender Umfang von
Ermittlungshandlungen und operativen Untersuchungsmal3nahmen durchgefihrt. Die Arbeit der
Verbrechensaufklarung wird fortgesetzt. Es wurde die Einleitung einer zwischenstaatlichen und
internationalen Suche der Entfuhrten erklart.

Die Dauer der Voruntersuchung des Strafverfahrens wurde bis zum 20.01.2003
verlangert

Bei der Untersuchung der oben erwéhnten Strafverfahren wurden verschiedene
Versionen Uber die Veriibung in Bezug auf Zaharenko, Goncar und Krasovskij aufgestellt und
durch einen Untersuchungsweg und operativen Weg geprift - rechtswidrige Handlungen,
darunter auch Habgier, infolge von personlichen feindlichen Beziehungen, ebenfalls in Bezug
auf ihre politische und Geschéaftstétigkeit u.a

Angaben, die einen Bezug mit der Feststellung der Wahrheit beziiglich der genannten
Strafverfahren haben und durch die Massenmedien verbreitet werden, werden in vollem Umfang
geprift. In Einzelpublikation angegebene Angaben Uber die mogliche Beteiligung von
Sonderdiensten des Staates am Verschwinden der genannten Personen haben keine Bestétigung
gefunden.

Im Laufe der Untersuchung der Staatsanwaltschaft der Republik im Strafverfahren in der
Angelegenheit der Anklage wegen der Veruibung einer Reihe schwerer und besonders schwerer
Verbrechen der Bande um Ignatovi¢ V.A., Malik M.M., Guz A.B. und Suskin S.N. wurde
bewiesen, dass der Kameramann des weildrussischen Blros der Fernsehgesellschaft der

" Anm. d. U.: 000 ist Abkurzung fur GmbH.



184

Russischen Foderation "ORT", Zavadskij D.A., von Ignatovi¢ und Malik entfihrt wurde, mit
dem Ziel der Rache fur die veroffentlichen Angaben Uber die Beteiligung von Ignatovi¢ an
Kampfhandlungen auf der Seite von tschetschenischen Kampfern in der Tschetschenischen
Republik. Es wurde festgestellt, dass im Laufe einiger Tage vor der Veribung der Entfiihrung
am 07.07.2002 Mitglieder der Bande sein Haus beobachteten.

Mit dem Urteil des Minsker Gebietsgerichtes vom 14. Mérz 2002 wurden Ignatovi¢ und
Malik in der Entfihrung von Zavadskij durch eine organisierte Gruppe fur schuldig erklart, der
Freiheitsberaubung und ebenfalls einer Reihe anderer schweren Verbrechen und wurden zu
lebenslanglicher Haft verurteilt.

Ungeachtet der Durchfuhrung aller mdglichen Mal3nahmen im Laufe der
Voruntersuchung hat sich keine Gelegenheit der Feststellung des Aufenthaltsortes von Zavadskij
und der Umstande des mit ihm nach der Entfihrung Geschehenen geboten. Im Zusammenhang
mit dem Nichtauffinden des Verschwundenen oder seiner Leiche wurde aus dem Strafverfahren
in der Angelegenheit der Anklage von Ignatovi¢, Malik und anderen ein Strafverfahren in der
Angelegenheit des Verschwindens vom Zavadskij ausgesondert, deren Voruntersuchung auf
Grund von p. 6. ¢. 1. &. 246 UPK der Republik Belarus ausgesetzt wurde.

Die operativen Ermittlungsmal3namen fur die Feststellung des Aufenthaltsortes von
Zavadskij werden fortgesetzt.

Die Untersuchung der Strafverfahren tiber das Verschwinden von Zaharenko, Zavadskij,
Goncar und Krasovskij, ebenfalls die Durchfihrung der diesbeziiglichen operativen
Ermittlungsmal3namen mit dem Ziel ihres Auffindens, befinden sich unter der besonderen
Kontrolle der Staastsanwaltschaft der Republik.

Ich teile gleichzeitig mit, dass der Kommandeur der Teilbrigade der operativen
Bestimmung v/¢? 3214, D.V. Pavlienko, nicht im Laufe der Untersuchung der Strafverfahren,
die im Zusammenhang mit dem Verschwinden der genannten Personen angestrengt wurden,
festgenommen wurde. Er wurde am 22.11.2000 préventiv auf Grund der Verordnung der
ehemaligen Vorsitzenden KGB der Republik Belarus, Mackevi¢ B.A., die mit der Bezugnahme
auf die Normen des Dekretes des Prasidenten der Republik Belarus vom 21. Oktober 1997 Ne21
"Uber dringende MaRnahmen im Kampf gegen den Terrorismus und anderer besonders
gefahrlicher Gewalttéater”, unter dem Verdacht der Veribung der gewaltsamen Tétigkeiten in
Bezug auf den Birger Gracev A.V. gefasst wurde, in Bezug auf das Strafverfahren
festgenommen, das sich in der Bearbeitung der Staatsanwaltschaft der Republik befand. Im
Zusammenhang mit der Rechtswidrigkeit der Festnahme, wurde Pavlicenko am 23.11.2000 nach
der Anweisung der KGB-Fuhrung freigelassen.

Mit Achtung 5
[Unterschrift] V. Sgiman

2 Anm. d. U.: v/& ist Abkurzung fur Truppenteil
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Jentyraty LlazaTe! npeacrasuicies

®ponosy B./1.

O xo/1e pacce0BaHHA YrOA0BHbLIX 1C/, BO30DYKIACHHbIX
no (akram ycuesnosennii [0.3axaperko, [, 3aBaackoro,
B.I'onuapa u A .Kpacosckoro

B ceasu ¢ Bawum oOpatieHneM O npeactaBneHud HHOopMmalHKH O XomIe
PAcC/IC0BAIIMA PAA YPONOBHBIX /1€l CO00LWAl0 caCaAyroLee.

B Okra6pscknit PYB/ r. Muncka 08.05.1999 obparunacs Apremoesa E.HO. ¢
3asBACHHCM 0 OC3BECTHOM HeuesHoBeHun 7 Mas 1999 1. ee otua 3axapenko FO.H.

T'YBII Munckoro ropucnoikoma 09.05.1999 Ob110 3aBeJeH0 PO3BICKHOE 1EMO
H POBCACH KOMIUICKS ONCPaTHBHO-PO3LICKHBIX MEPOTIPUATHHA, HANPAB/ICHHBIX Ha
YCTAHOBACHUC ODCTOATCILCTE HCHEIHOBEHHA 3aXapeliko U €ro MeCTOHaX0KACHHS.

Ha ocHOBaHM# aHATU3A CBEIEHNH, TOAYUEHHbIX IPH NPOBEIEHHH OIIE PATHBHO-
posbIcKHBIX Mcponpusitnil.  17.09.1999 no daxry ucHeiHoseHHA 3axapeHKO
peenyOankalckol npokypatypoi  BO30OYKAEHO YrooBHOE [0 MO MpU3HAKaM
npeeTyracHus, —npexyemorpedsoro  ¢r.101 YK PecpyGiauxku  benapycs
(ymbluienoc youicTso).

[TpcoBapuTe/ibubIM paccicI0BaHMEM [0 [eiy, NPOBOAMMEIM [IPOKYPaTypoH
ropoaa MHuHCKa, yCTaHOBICHO, 4T0 3axapeHKo ucues 7 mag 1999 r., oxono 21
qaca 40 MUHYT, 10 NYTH AOMOIT OT CTOSHKH aBTOMALLWILI, PACTIONOKECHHOHR Ha Y.
Morunesckon. :

B xoac cacactBHs ObUTM BBUIBMHYTBHI M NPOBEPEHBI paziidyHble BEPCHU O
BO3MOXHBIX — NPUYMHAX U ODCTOATENBCTBAX — MCYE3HOBEHWS  33aXApPEHKO.
[Mony4yeHHBIE K HACTOALLEMY BPCMCHH DRaHHBIE, B TOM 4YMCIE W TIOKa3aHMA
O4EeBHUILER, TO3BOJNAFOT ¢ COJiblUOH CTENEHBIO BEPOATHOCTH VTBEPXK/IaTh, YTO B
yKazaHHoe BpeMs 7 Mad 1999 r., Ha newIcXogHON AOPOKKE HEAANCKO OT JoMéa 8
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no yi. JKYKOBCKOTO, HEyCTAHOBACHHBIMU AMLAME C IIPHMCHEHHEM Hacwind
JaxapeHKO ObLT NOXMUIEH W yBe3CH 1A ABTOMALLMIIE B HEM3BECTIIOM HaMpapJCHuH.

HecmoTps Ha Gonblioi oObev NPOBSACIHBIX T10 A€y CACACTECHHDIX JCHCTBHH
W ONCPATHBHO-PO3BICKHBIX MEpONpUATHHA, A0 cux  TOp YCTAHOBHTH
MECTOHAXOACACHHS 3aXapeHko # AMll, MOXUTHBLIHX ero. He NpeacTaBWIOCH
Bo3MOKHBIM. OO0BABACH MCHKTOCY J(APCTBCHHBIA MEKIYHAPOAHbLE  PO3BICK
3axapeHKo,

PaccIeN0BAHME N0 ACITY NMPOTOIDKACTCA. Cpok TIpeABapUTETRHOTO CILEACTBHA B
YCTAHOBIEHHOM 3aKOHOM HOPALKE npouien go 17.01 2003.

[pokypaTypoi  ropois Muncka 20.09.1999 mo matepraiaM TPOBCPKH
sanBeHHI  POACTBEHHMKOB ~ BO3OYXKICHO TO MpU3HAKAM  MPecTYILICHUA,
[IPCAY CMOTPCHHOTO c1.101 VK Pecny6ankn Beaapycs, yroaoBHoe Ae10 ne QaxkTy
JCHCIHOBCHUA TIPH HEBBIACHEHHbIX 0OCTOATE/IBCIBAX scuepoM 16 centabps 1999
r. Domuapa B.H. n Kpacosckoro AC.

llpcasapuTeIbHBIM pacc¢ie10BaHneM yCTaHOBIICHO, 4yto [ OH4ap M €ro OaM3KHH
suakomslit - aupekrop 000 "Kpacwko" KpacoBckuit BEUCPOM 16.09.1999
HAXOANINCH B GaHe, PACNOA0KEHHOH NO YL, ®abpuunoit,20 B 1. Muncke, Oxkono
29 yacoB 35 MHHYT OHt BplLIM 13 BaHK, CEIU B MPUHAATIERAILY O KpacoBcKOMY
aproMalaniy mapku " LRI -Uepoku'", HOCIC HeTo UX fonblIc HE BHICIH.

[Tpu ocMOTRE NPUICTAIOWEH TEPPUTOPHH ‘Hbiin  00HAPYKEHBL OCKOJIKH
[L1aCTMACCOBBIX  PAcCeHBATE!CH CBCTOCHTHANBHALIA npuGopos  aBToMOOHIA
HMTIOPTHOTO TIPOU3BOACTSA, CIICIRE TOPMOXKEHUA ABTOMAIIHEDL M CC viapa o
Jepeso, a TAKKE CNCIbl KPOBH. Mo WIBATHIM € MECTa MPOUCLICCTBIA oOBeKTaM
NpoOBEICH PAl CyueOHbIX JKCHCPTHS,

Pe3yviibTaThl FEHOTMILOCKOIIMYECKON IRCTIEPTH3b CBUACTCIBCTRYIOT O 10M, 410
NPOUCXOIKACHHE OOHAP)KOHHbIX  HA MecTe TMPOMCLUECTBHA CNEA0B KpOBM OT
KpacopeKoro HCKoHaercs, a cTelleHl AOCTOBCPHOCTH BBIBOIOB NPOUCXOKIICHAA
asTeH Kpoby oT [onyaps COCTaBIAct 99,96%.

B uacToAllee BpeMA MPOBEACHHC ODKCMEPTHRIX peeneaoBaHnli  OOBEKTOB,
H3BATBIX ¢ MECTA TIPOUCIIECTBIUS, POAOIAAETCH.

AHaTH3 cOBpanHblX 00 ACAY AOKA3ATEIbCIB, B ToM uuMcie W [OKAasaHHH
cBHIeTe e, Jaer OCHOBaHWe Mnonarate, HTO Tonyap v KpacosckuH Oblin
HACHIRHO MOXUILEHD! He3GECTHLIMMA JHLAMHK.

Mo Jgeay TPOBEICH sHauuTeabALI  00BEM  CIACACTBEHILIX JcHCTBHRH H
OTIePATHBHO-PO3BICKHEIN meponpuaTuil. Pabora 1O pacKpbiTHIO 1PECTYTICHHA
npogoskaeTed. OO0pABICH MEKIOCYARPCTBCHHBIA U MEXAYHAPOAHBIH PO3bICK
MOXWUIEHHBIX.

CpoK peABAPUTCIIEHOTO CIEACTRAA no aeny npoaster ao 20.01 2003.
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|Ipi paccieI0BaRMK YLOMAHY T BbILIC yrOJOBHLIX aen Obliu BbLIBHHYTEE U
npoBepeHbl CIEACTBEHHBIM W ONCPATHBHLIM nyTeM paszinymbie BEPCHH O
COBEplIEHHH B OTHOUICHMA Jaxapenko, [oHuapa 4 Kpacosckoro
IPOTHBONPABHEIX nelicrRvid, B TOM UHMCHE M3 KOPBICTH, Ha NOYBC JIMHHBIX
HempPUA3HEHHBIX ~OIHOWEHuH, a Takke B CBA3H € uX  [OJHTHHECKOM,
KOMMEPYECKON ACATENBHOCTHIO HJIP.

B [IOiHOM OOBEME LPOBEPAKTCA HMEIOLME OTHOIUCHWE K YCTAHOBICHHIO
MOTHHBI 110 HA3BaHHbLIM J€laM  CBEIeHUs, PpacnpoCTPAHATMbIC CpeacreamMu
MaccoBoft HHpopMaluH. |IpHUBOLKMEIE B OTAC/IBHLIX nyGiauKalngx ¢BeieHHs O
BOIMOKHON TIPUHACTHOCTH K HCUC3HOBEHMAM yKa3aHHbIX KU crienenyxo
rocyJapeTea He Hallay CBOEro NOATBEPHKIACHHA.

B xoze paccie0BaHus pecry0anKaHCKOH NPOKYPATYPO# yICAOBHOTO Aela [0
OBBHHEHHIO B COBEpLUEHHMI pAla TAKKHX H 0Co60 THKKWX npeeTyILIeH i Ganinl B
cocTae MrHatosuua B.A., Manuka MM, I'ysa AB. u Cavuxkn#a C.H. Owu10
oKazaHo, 9YTO ofeparop beaopycckoro 610po PoccuiicKoil  TelleBU3HOHHOM
xommanyi "OPT" 3aBamcxuit LA, Obia noxuimed MraaroBUHcM W ManuxoM ¢
{eNbi0 MECTH 3a ofHapOI10BaKKe CBeJeHui 00 ydacTiu Urnarosnia B 60CBBIX
HeHCTBHAX HA CTOpOHEe GOCBUKOE B HeueHCKOMH PecnyOauke. Y CTaHOB/ICHO, H4TO B
TeyeHHe HECKOMBKUX JHEH 10 COBCPLICHWA 07.07.2000 rioxuiueHHs 38BAACKOrO
yicHbl DaHAbl CALINUAY 33 €70 1OMOM.

[TpurosopoM Munckoro 061acTHOrO Cyaa ot 14 mapra 2002 r. HruatoBud H
ManpKk nNpH3HAHbl BUHOBHBMM B TOXMIICHHH 3aBafcKoro OpraHH3oBaHHON
[PYINOH, HE3AKOHHOM [THLUIEHUH S0 cBOGOABL, @ TAKIKE COBEPLUICHHH psiaa APYTHX
TSUKKWX NPECTYTLICHMI H TPHIOBOPEHB! K [MOKU3HEHHOMY 3AKIHOUEHHIO,

HecmOTpS Ha UPHHATHE B XOAE [PEABAPWICALHOLC ClIgACTRHS  BCeX
BOIMOJKHBIX MEp, YCTAHOBHTE MECTOHAXOKACHHC 3apajackoro ¥ 00CToATeAbCTBA
MPOHCIIEAWETO € HUM 10CTe ROXMINCHNA HE peaCTaBUIOCH BOIMOXKHBIM, B
c8s3H ¢ HEOOHAPYKEHHENM WCHEe3HYBIICTO WK €ro Tpyna i3 VIOIOBHOTO A€NTA TIO
OGBHHEHHIO VIrHaToBH A, MaluKa i APYTHX BbUIGTCHO YTOAOBHOY AeC MO bakry
HCYSIHOBEHHA 3aBAJCKOTO, NPEUBEpPUTENIBHOE PACCICA0BAHIE [0 KOTOPOMY
MPHOCTAHOB/ICHO B COOTBETCTBHH C m.6 4.l ¢1.246 YIIK PecnyGnvku benapyce.

OnepaTHBHO-PO3BICKHEIE MEPOTIPHATHA [0 YCTAHOBACHHIO MECTOHAXO0KIEHNA
3aBaJCKOro MPOIOMIKAIOTCS.

Paccie10BaHIe YroJoBHBIX Ael 00 MCHE3HOBCHHAX JaxapsHKO, 3aBanCKOro.
Conyapa ¥ Kpacosckore, a TaKie NPOBEACHME N0 HIM ONEPATHBHO-PO3BICKHBIX
MEPOTIPHATHI ¢ UEABIC WX o0Hapy/KeHHs HaXOAATCA Ha ocobos KOHTpoae
pecnyOmIKaHCKO MPOKY PaTy pet.



&I

189

4

OuHOBpEMEHHO cO00LIAKY, 4TO KOMARIAP oTaeIbHOM OpHraibl onepaTHBHOIC
uasnavenua B/ 3214 LB, Ilapan4eHko B X04€ paccieAoRAHHS yroNOBHBIX AC),
BO20YKUEHHBIX B CBA3H C HCYCIHOBCHHEM YK@3aHHBIX JIULL, HE 3a0€PANBATIC. Ox
Grin 22.11.2000 npcsesTHBHO 3a4¢piad Ha OCHOBAHHM nocTaHORACHUA OBIBILETO
[peaccaarcns KI'b Pecriyomakyt benapyes Mauxesua B.A., BBIHECEHHOTO CO
conkoit na Hopmbl Hewpeta [TpesHacH1a PecriyGmuky berapycs oT 21 OKTA0pA
1997 1. Ne21 "O 1cotnoxHbix Mepax no 6opb0e ¢ TEPPOPUIMOM i MHBIMH 0C000
OMaCHBIMH HACHbCTBEHHBIM npecTyreHHaMu"”, No MOLO3PEHHID B coBepuleHHH
HACW/ILCTBEHHBIX ACHCTEUE B OTHOLUCHHH rp-na ['paveBa A.B. N0 yrOAOBHOMS
neay, HAXOAWBLIEMYCH B Ilpo11380,1[C£_B_&3}2§§E}i§mu(aﬂm<0ﬁ _gp_o;_:_y_yggpm,ﬁ CBSA3Y

EpEC———

¢ HE3AKOHHOCTBK) 3a/lepAarii 3311.2000 Masnudenxo Obl1 0cBOSOAKIEH IIC
YKa3aHRIO pyKOBOACTBA KT'b. i

C ysaxeHHeM
B.11le#imAaH.
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Schriftstick #4.12

Beschluss Uber die Aussetzung der Vorunter suchung

20.Januar 2002 Stadt Minsk

Der Oberste Untersuchungsfiulhrer der Staatsanwaltschaft der Stadt Minsk fir Sachen von
besonderer Wichtigkeit V.M. Cumatenko hat nach Uberpriifung der Unterlagen der
Strafsache Ne 110351

beschlossen:

Das vorliegende Strafverfahren wurde von der Staatsanwaltschaft der Stadt Minsk am 20.
September 1999 aufgrund des Tatverdachtes einer Straftat nach § 101 StGB der Republik
Weildrussland anhand von Materialien der Hauptverwaltung Inneres der Stadtverwaltung
Minsk wegen des Verschwindensvon V.I. Goncar und A.S. Krasovskij eingeleitet.

Die Strafsache wurde am 11. Dezember 2001 meiner Zustandigkeit unterstellt.

Die Ermittlungen in der vorliegenden Sache haben ergeben, dass V.I. Goncar mit seiner
Familie in Minsk in der KujbySev-Straf3e Nr.75, Wohnung Nr.189 wohnte. Am 16.September
1999 fuhr er gegen 19.30 Uhr mit seinem Bekannten E.V. Lycev in seinem Auto der Marke
BMW, amtliches Kennzeichen 08-88 PA, zu einer Sauna in der Fabri¢cnajastral3e 20, Minsk.
In dieser Sauna traf am 16. September 1999 gegen 20.00 Uhr mit seinem Privatfahrzeug,
einem Jeep-Cherokee, amtliches Kennzeichen 52-46 MH, A.S. Krasovskij ein, Direktor der
Krasko GmbH, ein Bekannter von V.I. Gon¢ar. In der Luxuskabine der erwdhnten Sauna
befanden sich nur V.I. Goncar, A.S. Krasovskij und E.V. Lycev. Letzterer verlie3 am
16.09.1999 gegen 22.10 Uhr die Sauna. Nach Absprache mit A.S. Krasovskij fuhr er in die
Stadt Bereza, Gebiet Brest. Es liegen zuverlassige Hinweise darauf vor, dass V.l. Gon¢ar und
A.S. Krasovskij am 16.September 1999 um 22.35 Uhr die Sauna verlief3en. Sie stiegen danach
in das Auto von A.S. Krasovskij, das gegeniber der Sauna geparkt war. Danach hat sie
niemand mehr gesehen. Verwandte von V.I. Goncar und A.S. Krasovskij gaben am 17.
September 1999 bei der Hauptverwaltung Inneres der Stadtverwaltung Minsk eine
Vermisstenanzeige auf.

Im Laufe der Ermittlung in der Strafsache wurden verschiedene Versionen des

Verschwindens von V.I. Gon¢ar und A.S. Krasovskij Uberprift: eine Version hangt mit der

1
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Betétigung von A.S. Krasovskij im Wirtschafts- und Finanzbereich zusammen; eine mit den
politischen und kommerziellen Aktivitdéten von V.. Goncar; eine beschreibt ihr
Verschwinden als Inszenierung; eine geht von einem Raubtiberfall aus, der durch das Ziel der
Aneignung des Prestigeautos Jeep-Cherokee motiviert war.

Praktisch alle Verwandten, Freunde, Arbeitskollegen und Bekannten von V.I. Gonéar und
A.S. Krasovskij, die Hinweise auf den Verbleib der Vermissten geben kdnnten, wurden
ausfindig gemacht und vernommen.

VVon den Fahndungen wurden alle Garagenstellplétze in Minsk erfasst. In die Fahndung nach
V.. Gon¢ar und A.S. Krasovskij, sowie nach dem Auto des letzteren, sind alle
Unterabteilungen des Innenministeriums der Republik Weil3russland, die Organe des Inneren
und der Justiz der Baltischen Staaten, der Ukraine und Russlands einbezogen. Auch Interpol
wurde die Fahndung gemeldet. Im Laufe der Untersuchungen wurden auch die
Wirtschaftstétigkeit der Krasiko GmbH Uberprift und ein Strafverfahren studiert, das gegen
A.S. Krasovskij wegen Nichtzahlung eines Valutakredits eingeleitet worden war.

Es wurden auch Versionen tberprift, die in den Massenmedien verbreitet wurden und denen
zufolge am Verschwinden von V.. Gon¢ar und A.S. Krasovskij der Kommandeur des
Truppenteils 3214 D.V. Pavli¢cenko ursdchlich beteiligt war.

Nachgegangen wurde auch der Frage, ob im Zeitraum des Verschwindens von V.I. Goncar
und A.S. Krasovskij die Untersuchungshaftanstalt VK-15/13-1 eine Schusswaffe mit
Schalldampfer erhalten hat.

J.L. Sivakov wurde zur Strafsache vernommen und sagte aus, dass er als Innenminister der
Republik  Weilrussland zwecks Redlisierung seiner Plane zur Optimierung des
Strafvollzugssystems, der Aufdeckung und Beseitigung von Schwachstellen bei der Ldsung
der kompliziertesten Probleme der Strafvollzugsordnung dringend auf zuverléassige
Informationen Uber die Organisierung und die Sicherstellung des Vollzugs der Hochststrafe
angewiesen sei. Um zuverlassige Informationen Uber die Verhéltnisse zu erlangen, wies er
den Kommandeur des Truppenteils 3214 D.V. Pavlicenko an, die Arbeitsstrukturen des
Komitees fur Strafvollzug der Republik Weil3russland zu untersuchen, unter anderem, wie die
Hochststrafe, die Erschief3ung, vollzogen wird. Was die Entgegennahme einer Waffe durch
die Untersuchungshaftanstalt YK-15/13-1 betrifft, so erklarte J.L. Sivakov, dass er sich nicht
erinnert, ob er eine solche Weisung erteilt habe.

Der Kommandeur des Truppenteils 3214 D.V. Pavlicenko sagte aus, dass er einmal, im
November 1999, auf Weisung des Innenministers der Republik Weildrussland J.L. Sivakov bel
einer Vollstreckung der Todesstrafe anwesend gewesen sei.
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Der Zeuge A.A. Cvankin sagte beziiglich der Aushdndigung der Pistole ,I15-9 in der
Untersuchungshaftanstalt (Y2K-15/13-1) aus, dassihm Ende April 1999 der Innenminister der
Republik Weildrussland J.L. Sivakov die Anweisung erteilt habe, von einer Unterabteilung des
Innenministeriums der Republik Weilrussland eine Pistole mit  Schalldampfer
entgegenzunehmen. Er habe die Anweisung von JL. Sivakov ausgefuhrt und als derzeit
stellvertretender Innenminister der Republik Well3russand den ehemaligen stellvertretenden
Leiter der Verwaltung fir Technik und Ristung der Etappe des Innenministeriums der
Republik Weilrussland V.N. Dik angewiesen, diese Waffe entgegenzunehmen. V.N. Dik
habe daraufhin an ihn eine Meldung verfasst, in der er um Erlaubnis fur die Benutzung von
zwei Revolvern der Marke ,Haran" und einer Pistole der Marke , I1b-9* ersuchte. In dieser
Meldung gab V.N. Dik an, dass die Waffen fur den Gebrauch durch Mitarbeiter des
Zentralapparats des Innenministeriums der Republik Weilrussland bestimmt seien. Nachdem
die Erlaubnis fur die Benutzung der Waffen erteilt worden war, wurde V.N. Dik in der
Untersuchungshaftanstalt V)K-15/13-1 eine Pistole mit Schalldampfer ausgehandigt, die er
ihm Gbergeben habe. Danach wurde diese Pistole fur spezielle Mal3nahmen verwendet, nicht
aber fur Schief3uibungen.

A.A. Cvankin jedoch verweigerte in der Vernehmung eine Aussage dariiber, welche
Maf3nahmen durchgefiihrt worden sind und wer diese Waffen benutzt hat. A.A. Cvankin wies
auch die Behauptung zuriick, die Waffen von V.P. Kolesnik erhalten zu haben.

Der zur Sache vernommene V.N. Dik bestétigte, mit Schallddmpfern ausgestattete Waffen
erhalten und an A.A. Cvankin ibergeben zu haben.

Im Laufe der Ermittlungen wurde auch V.P. Kolesnik, der ehemalige Adjutant von J.L.
Sivakov, vernommen, der am 16.September 1999 in der Untersuchungshaftanstalt VK-
15/13-1 die erwahnte Pistole mit Schalldampfer erhalten hatte. V.P. Kolesnik sagte aus, dass
ihn JL. Sivakov im September 1999 angewiesen habe, die Untersuchungshaftanstalt
aufzusuchen, dort eine Pistole mit Schalldampfer in Empfang zu nehmen und sie A.A.
Cvankin zu bringen, was er auch getan habe. Nachdem er in der Untersuchungshaftanstalt
VK-15/13-1 die Pistole mit Schalldampfer erhalten hatte, tberbrachte er sie A.A. Cvankin.
Im weiteren Verlauf @nderte V.P. Kolesnik seine Aussagen und prézisierte sie dahingehend,
dass er die Waffe, nachdem er sie erhalten hatte, in seinem Safe aufbewahrt habe. Danach
habe er sie auf Anweisung von J.L. Sivakov in der Minsker Untersuchungshaftsanstalt wieder
abgegeben.

Aufgrund der Weigerung A.A. Cvankins, eine Aussage (iber den Einsatz der Pistole ,IT5-9"
zu machen, wurde eine Anfrage an das Innenministerium der Republik Weil3russland
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gerichtet mit der Bitte zu kléren, ob operative Mal3nahmen mit dieser Waffe durchgefiihrt
worden seien.

Die Antwort auf diese Anfrage lasst keine bestimmten Aussagen zur Frage zu, ob die von
V.N. Dik und V.P. Kolesnikov in der Untersuchungshaftanstalt VY>K-15/13-1
entgegengenommene Waffe von Mitarbeitern des Innenministeriums der Republik
Weil¥russland bei etwaigen operativen Fahndungsmal3nahmen eingesetzt wurde.

Bei der Besichtigung des Tatortes, also des Gebietes, das an die Saunain der Fabri¢najastralie
20A angrenzt, wurden auf dem Asphalt des Weges, der von der Sauna zur Fabri¢ngjastralde
fuhrt, weil3e und gelbe Glasscherben entdeckt, durchsichtiger Glasschutt und braune Flecken,
die wie Blut aussahen. Es wurden auch Bremsspuren eines Autos entdeckt und Spuren eines
Autoaufpralls auf einen Baum. Es wurden Spuren roten Lackes sichergestellt.

Im Laufe der Ermittlungen wurden einige Gutachten erstellt. Das Material, das bei der
Besichtigung des Tatorts sichergestellt und von Verwandten der Opfer nach der Besichtigung
aufgesammelt wurde, ist Experten zur gutachterlichen Untersuchung tiberlassen worden.

Laut kriminalistischem Gutachten befinden sich auf den beiden untersuchten Holzstiicken
Mikroteilchen dunkelroten Acryllacks. Dieser Lack l&sst sich einer vergleichenden
Untersuchung unterziehen und bel Vorhandensein von Vergleichsmustern seiner Herkunft
nach identifizieren. Die Mikroablagerungen auf dem Holz sind infolge eines heftigen
Aufpralls entstanden.

Fur die Erstellung eines zweiten kriminalistischen Gutachtens Uber die Glassplitter wurden
dem Experten zur Vergleichsuntersuchung Scheinwerfer des Jeep-Cherokee mit dem
amtlichen Kennzeichen 92-88 KO, Baujahr 1990 (analog dem Fahrzeug von A.S. Krasovskij)
zur Verfugung gestellt.

Das Gutachten kommt zu folgenden Ergebnissen:

- en Stick der Seiten- und Frontaloberflache einer  orangefarbenen
Scheinwerferabdeckung, die bei der Besichtigung des Tatortes sichergestellt und aus
zwei Teilen zusammengesetzt wurde, entspricht hinsichtlich Material, Farbe, Stérke
der Seitenoberflachen, Riffelung, Schwarztonung, der Mal3e und Form der optischen
Elemente auf der Frontaloberflache den Teilen der Abdeckung eines Blinkers, der in
der rechten hinteren Scheinwerferanlage des Jeep-Cherokee mit dem amtlichen
Kennzeichen 92-88 KO, Baujahr 1990, integriert ist;

- ein Stuck der Seitenoberflache einer rotfarbenen Scheinwerferabdeckung, das am
Tatort sichergestellt wurde, entspricht hinsichtlich Material, Farbe, Stérke der
Seitenoberflachen, Riffelung und Schwarztonung der Seitenoberflache der
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Scheinwerferabdeckung des Bremslichtes, das in der rechten hinteren
Scheinwerferanlage des Jeep-Cherokee mit dem amtlichen Kennzeichen 92-88 KO,
Baujahr 1990, integriert ist;

- die Starke des Glases an den Tiren des Jeep-Cherokee mit dem amtlichen
Kennzeichen 92-88 KO, Baujahr 1990, entspricht der Starke des
Verbundsicherheitsglases, das vom Untersuchungsfuihrer und Verwandten der Opfer
am Tatort sichergestellt wurde

- die von Verwandten der Opfer am Tatort sichergestellte Gluhlampe sowie auch die
Fassung einer Gliihlampe sind aller Wahrscheinlichkeit nach nicht fir eine Installation
in einem Jeep-Cherokee, Baujahr 1990, vorgesehen.

Das erste bhiologische Gutachten zu den am Tatort vorgefundenen braunen Flecken hat
ergeben, dass es sich um menschliches Blut der Gruppe (0) | handelt; die vorfindbare
Menge ist nicht ausreichend fUr eine zytologische Geschlechtsidentifikation.

Aufgrund der nur schwer beschaffbaren V ergleichsmuster wurden anhand der Blutspuren,
die am Tatort vorgefunden worden sind, einige Genomanalysen angestellt.

Die Genomanalysen haben ergeben, dass das am Tatort festgestellte Blut von V.1. Goncar
stammt. Es ist ausgeschlossen, dass das Blut von A.S. Krasovskij stammt. Die
Zuverlassigkeit der Bestimmung der Blutflecke kann maximal 99,9998 % erreichen.

Im Rahmen der Ermittlungen wurde ein Zeuge ausfindig gemacht und vernommen, der
aussagte, dass er am Tag des Verschwindens von V.l. Gonéar und A.S. Krasovskij neben
der Sauna ein Auto der Marke BMW in roter Farbe gesehen habe, in dem mindestens drei
junge Manner sallen. IThm sei dieses Auto deshalb aufgefallen, weil es sich ohne
ersichtliche Griinde den gesamten Nachmittag tber in dem Stadtteil aufgehalten habe.
Vernommen wurde auch ein ehemaliger Mitarbeiter der Sauna in der Fabri¢ngjastralie
20A. Dieser Zeuge sagte aus, dass e im Jahr 2000 in der Sauna mit einer ihm
unbekannten Frau gesprochen habe, die erzéhlte, dass ihre Bekannte in der Nacht vom
16.09.1999 auf den 17.09.1999 im Gebaude neben der Sauna gearbeitet habe. Diese
Bekannte habe nachts vor der Sauna Larm und Get0se gehort, danach Schreie von
Mannern, darunter auch Hilfeschreie. Danach habe ein ihr unbekannter Mann in einer
Uniform den Arbeitsraum betreten. Der Unbekannte habe sich als Mitarbeiter der Miliz
vorgestellt und sie gefragt, ob sie auf der Stral3e irgendwelchen Larm gehort habe. Die
Frau erschreckte und sagte, dass sie nichts gehort habe.

Diese Frau konnte nicht ausfindig gemacht werden.
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Ein friherer Mitarbeiter der Vilinson GmbH sagte aus, dass die Produktionshalle der
Firma sich in dem Gebaude neben der in der Fabricnajastral’e 20A gelegenen Sauna in
Minsk befindet. In der Nacht vom 16.09.1999 zum 17.09.1999 war er an seinem
Arbeitsplatz. Gegen 2.00 Uhr betrat ein Miliziondr die Halle und fragte, ob er
irgendwelchen L&arm gehdrt habe. Obwohl er nichts gehort hatte, verrieten ihm die Worte
des Milizionérs, dass vor der Firmenhalle etwas passiert sein musste. Gemeinsam mit
anderen ging er hinaus auf die Strafl3e und sah vor der Sauna zwel Autos auslandischer
Marken. Ein Fahrzeug stand quer auf dem Fahrdamm, sein vorderer Tell ragte in einen
Busch, das andere — ein Jeep — stand hinter ihm. Die Scheiben des vorderen Tells des
Jeeps waren zerschlagen.

Die im Laufe der Ermittlungen vernommenen anderen Mitarbeiter dieser Firma verneinten
diese Angabe.

Eine Zeugin, die in einem der neben der Sauna gelegenen Hauser wohnte, sagte aus, dass
sie in der Nacht vom 16.09.1999 zum 17.09.1999 gegen 23.00 Uhr mit ihrer Tochter nach
Hause gekommen sei. Auf dem Weg gingen sie an dem Werksgebaude des Fotolabors
Vilija vorbei, hinter dem sich die Sauna befindet. Plotzlich trat hinter der Ecke ein ihnen
unbekannter Mann hervor, der aus der Richtung der Sauna kam. Dieser Mann begann
nach dem Weg zur Metrogtation zu fragen; wie er zum Partizanskijprospekt gelange; ob es
nicht auch dort eine Metrogtation gebe und so weiter. Diese Fragen erschienen ihr
merkwurdig. Sie hatte den Eindruck, dass er sie mit ihrer Tochter durch seine sinnlosen
Fragen nur aufhalten wollte. Sie bemerkte, dass am Fahrdamm des Weges ein weiterer
junger Mann stand. Danach hielt dieser zweite junge Mann auf dhnliche Art ein junges
Maé&dchen an und begann mit ihr zu sprechen. Gleichzeitig horte sie, dass hinter der Ecke
des Gebaudes, in der Nahe der Sauna, versucht wurde, ein Auto anzulassen, das aber nicht
ansprang. Auf einmal trat ein dritter junger Mann hinter dem Fabrikgebaude hervor und
pfiff laut. Danach gingen alle drei schnell in verschiedene Richtungen weg. Sie ging mit
ihrer Tochter zu ihrem Haus. Vor der Sauna sah sie zwei Autos mit gedampften Motoren
und abgedunkelten Lichtern. Hinter diesen Autos waren die Umrisse eines dritten Autos
zu sehen. Als sie mit ihrer Tochter ihr Haus schon erreicht hatte, sah sie, dass zwei Autos,
wahrscheinlich der Marken Audi und BMW, in kurzem zeitlichen Abstand von der Sauna
wegfuhren. Beide Autos hielten an, bevor sie auf die Fabri¢ngjastralde fuhren, hupten und
fuhren dann weg. In diesem Moment horte sie den Anlasser eines Motors.

Eine Bewohnerin der Rabocijgasse, Haus Nr.4, in Minsk, in dessen Hof sich die Sauna
befindet, sagte aus, dass sie in der Nacht vom 16.09.1999 zum 17.09.1999 zwischen 22.00
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Uhr und 23.00 Uhr nach Hause gekommen sei. Als sie ihre Wohnung betreten habe, sei
sie sofort in die Kiche gegangen. Die Kiichenfenster gehen zur Sauna hinaus. Sie sah,
dass ein Auto von der Sauna in Richtung ihres Hauses fuhr. Sie erkannte dabei nur das
Scheinwerferlicht, denn es war bereits dunkel, war aber sicher, dass es sich um einen
Gelandewagen handelte, also ein Auto der Marke UAZ, Niva oder ein Jeep eines
auslandischen Herstellers. 1hren Eindruck begriindete sie damit, dass die Scheinwerfer des
Autos hoher waren, als bei einem gewohnlichen PKW der Fall. Ihr fiel dieses Auto
deshalb auf, weil es sehr schnell von der Sauna wegfuhr, obwohl auf dem Hof viele
Baume stehen und eine Menge Autos parken.

Weitere Zeugen der Umstande des Verschwindens von V.I. Gon¢ar und A.S. Krasovskij
konnten nicht ausfindig gemacht werden.

Eine Analyse der in dieser Sache gewonnenen Beweismittel (Umstande am Tatort,
Gutachten, Zeugenaussagen) ergibt, dass mit einer hohen Wahrscheinlichkeit das Auto
von A.S. Krasovskij angehalten wurde, als es vor der Sauna wegfuhr. Danach wurden
A.S. Krasovskij und V.I. Goncar von Unbekannten tberwaltigt und in nicht bekannte
Richtung weggefahren.

Die Ermittlungen liefern allerdings keine Hinweise auf das weitere Schicksal von V.I.
Goncar und A.S. Krasovskij sowie auf die Téter.

Auf Grundlage des geschilderten Sachverhalts und vor dem Hintergrund, dass alle
notwendigen Ermittlungsarbeiten in der Sache durchgefuhrt wurden, die Ermittlungsfrist
aber am 20. Januar 2003 ablauft, wurde nach § 246, 1. Teil, Absatz 1 SIGB der Republik

Weil3russland beschlossen:

Das Strafverfahren Ne 110351 wird ausgesetzt, denn es kdnnen/ kann keine Person/en
bestimmt werden, die zu strafrechtlicher Verantwortung zu ziehen wére.
Eine Kopie des vorliegenden Beschlusses ist an den aufsichtfihrenden Staatsanwalt zu

leiten.

Der Oberste Untersuchungsfuhrer der Staatsanwaltschaft Minsk fir Sachen von
besonderer Wichtigkeit

Justizrat V.M. Cumagenko
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IIOCTAHOBJIEHHUE

O TIIPHOCTAHOBJICHIHH IIPEABAPHTCIIbHOI'O CICACTBHSA
20 smmaps 2002 rozga rop. Muxex

Crapumii ciefoBarens 110 BaXKHEHIIMM AenaM IPOKypaTypsl TOpoja
Muncka Hymayenxko B.M., paccMOTpeB MarepHaIsl YTOJIOBHOrO pena No
110351 &=

YCTAHOBHII :

Hacrosiee yronoeHoe Ao BO3OYMKIEHO MPOKYpaTypoii I. Mimcka
20 cenrsa6ps 1999 r. no npu3HaKaM IPeCcTyIUICHHS, TPEeAYyCMOTPEHHOIO CT,
101 YK Pecry6mmu Bemapych, 1o MarepuaiaM IJIaBHOTO YIPaBIeHHS
BHYTPEHHIIX Jel MHHIOpHCITONKOMA IO (paKTy 6631380’1‘}{01"0 HCYE3HOBEHIIA
["'onuapa B.H. 1 Kpacosckoro A.C.

YromoBHoe aeno 11 mexabps 2001 T HpI{H}IIO MHOIO K CBOEMY
IIPOH3BOACTBY. L

[TpOBEACHHBIM TIO JAHHOMY JIEITY PacCIeIOBaHHEM yCTaHOBHCHO YT0
["'onyap B.H. ¢ cempéii npoxasan B r. MuHcke 1o yi. Kyitbrsrmesa, x. 75, k8.
189. Oxono 19 yacoB 30 muHyT, 16 cenHrsabps 1999 r., OH co CBOIM
sHaxoMeIM JIpruessiM E. B. Ha apromoOruie mocnegnero mapxu «BEMBy,
rocromMep 08-88 PA, noexan B 6aHI0, pacIioNoKEHHYIO 110 aapecy: I' MIHCK,
yi. Dabprynast, 20 A. B oty 6anzo oxono 20 yacos, 16 cenrsbpst 1999 r., Ha
JITYHOM  aBTOMOOWIE Mapkit  «J[win-Uepoxiy», TocHoMep 52-46 MH,
IpHexa 3HaKoMsli ['oryapa B.1. - arpexrop OO0 «Kpacrmo» Kpacopcxii
A.C. B HOMepe JIIOKC BHIIEYKa3aHHONH OaHH Haxo,uHJMCL TOJBKO I'oruap
B.U., Kpacosckwit A.C. 1 JIsrues E. B. » KOTODEIH OKOJIO 22 1130013 10 MHHYT *
16. 09 1999 yme€n us 6anm. Ilo YKa3aHHIO K.paCOBCKOI‘O A C OH yexan B T,
- Bepesy Bpecrorcoﬁ O6NACTIL I_[oc'rosepHo ycraHOBncHo ““':[TO ?Fom{ap B, H
“"Kpacoscratit A.C. BHIIDN! 113 Gart 16 CEHTAOPS 1999 T B 22 Haca 35 MITHYT
[locme yero cemu B aBTOMaIl[Iﬁry, nppma,zmemamy}o KpaCOBCKOMy ALCour s
KOTOpAS CTOSIIA HANIPOTHB BXO/a B Oamro. B ATbHEHIIEM KX BOIBIIE HHKTO - i
HE BHIEIL. PoICTBEHHIKH I'oryapa B.HU. u KpaCOBCKoro AL 17 CCHT?IGPFI_
1999 r. oﬁpamum% B TVB}I MHHropnonomcoma c BaﬂBJIGHHGM 06 S
HCYC3HOBEHHH, LG SR DBLE Sl e

B xopne paccne;[ona}m yronomoro ,u;ena npoaepmmcs pa,am«mmale'_i_
BEPCHH HCUC3HOBEHHS | I‘Oanpa BH. u. KpaCOBCKOI‘O A.C.i i BepCHs, e ¢
CBSI3aHHAL © (brmancom xoaﬂﬁcme}mon AESITEITBHOCTEIO KpaCOBCKoro - S
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¢ TIOMUTHYEGCKO H KOMMEpPUECKOH meswenmpHOCTRI0 ['onwapa B.H.; ¢
HHCLEHHPOBKOH MX HCYC3HOBCHILT, pas0OiHOro HalafeHHs ¢ LEbIo
‘3ABIA/{CHH TIPECTIDRHOM aBTOMAIIIHOM MapkH «[[xain-UepoKn. _
. 'VCTaHOBIEHH H JOMPOIIEHH PAKTHIECKH BCE POACTBEHHHKH, APY3bs,
xomwierH 1o pabore M sHakomsle I'omuapa B.H. 1 Kpacosckoro A.C,
KOTOpPBIE HE CMOIMH COOOLMTH O MECTC HAXOXICHHA Oe3BECTHO
HCUESHYBIIIX. : AR i
CJleICTBEHHO-ONEPaTHBHEIM ITyTeM MPOBEPEHbI FapajHbIe MACCHBEL B
r. Muncke. Ha possick Toruapa B.H. H Kpacosckoro A.C., a Takxe
ABTOMALIMHE! TIOCTEAHEr0 OPHEHTHPOBAHE Boe moApaspencHis MBI
Pecrybmiki Benapych, MpaBoOXPaHHTEILHEIC OpPraHbl CTPAH [TpubanTuky,
Vipaunsi, Poccrnt. Coobmiertss 0 pO3BICKES HAPABICHBL B Hnrepron. B
MPOLIECCe CIEACTBHS NPOBEPCHA (PHHAHCOBO - XO3AHCTBEHHAS HESTENBHOCTD .
000 «KpacHKo» U U3YYCHO YTOIOBHOE JCIO, BO3OYXIEHHOC B OTHOIUCHHH
Kpacosckora A.C., 32 HeBO3BDAT BAJOTHOTO KpemTa, v
[IpoBepeHsl  BEPCHH, BEIIBUHYTHIE ' B  CpPeACTBaX MacCCOBOIt
HH(pOpPMaLFH, © TNPIMYACTHOCTH K ucuesHoBeHmro I'omuapa BM. 1
Kpacopekoro A.C. komaHmpa B\ 3214 Iasmyerko J[.B.
HcciIeIoBaH BOTPOC O TIONMyYeH H B TIEPHOA, HCYe3HOBeHM ['oriapa -
B.J. # Kpacoscxoro A.C. opy»us Ayt 6ecIryMHOH CTPEIBOBI B YUDEKICHIH  *
Crusaxos 10.J1., TOTPOMIEHHBIH TIO YTONOBHOMY ACIY, TIOKa3al, Yyro 4
eMy, Kak MHHMCTPY BHYTPEHHHX €I Pecrybmixu  Benapych, B LEJLIX
pEATI3AIH CBOETO 3aMEICTA IO COBEPIICHCTBOBAHIIO MIEHHTEHI[HAPHOI
CHCTEMBbI, BBISIBJICHHS H yCTPAaHCHIA HMCIOIIHXCA HEIOCTATKOB B PCAH3ALIH
HAHGOTES CIIOAHBIX BOIPOCOB YTONOBHO — HOTIONHHTEBHOTO KOZeKca, Opula
HEOBXOMIMA LOCTOBEPHAS MH(OPMAIS TI0 OPraHM3AIMH M ofecrieycHHIC
TPOTIE/YPET  MCTIOMHEHMS  BEICIUCH ~ MepH HaKasanmsL, [P TIOMyUeHIS | A
JOCTOBEPHBIX ~ JAHHBIX O CocTOSHIIE | meN B o0t “obmacTH, * OH OTARI '
DACTIOpSTKEHIE KOMaHmupy B\ 3214 ‘[MaBideHKO JI.B. M3yHHTh CHOTEMY
‘paborsl KoMuTeTa HCTOMHEH S HaKa3aHH MBI/ Pecry6mixu Beonapycs, B -
TOM MHCIIE, KaK HCIOIHSICTCS JICKJTIOYHTEHAT MCPa HAKasaHIi — PacCTPEIL’

TS 00 s e a0 30 L i o o s g e A s A s e A N O e G
T10 TIOBOZY, JIONYHCHHS OPYXULB Vi HUH 3 {CupaKoB1O.JI:
Y Wﬁ%@&%f&mﬁ% ym:gw&zfs 3

e g’t_-:;;;m;@;&.-..‘_,
asBIUL, UTO OH HE JIOMHWT, OTaBall JIH

L |
" Komanmup B\ 3214 Tlapimw werko 71 B iokazan, yTO OfWMH Pa3, B
HOsI6pe 1999 T, T0 PaCTIOPSDKEHHIO MHFHCTDA BHYTPEHHIX nei Pecry6imma
Fenapycs Crpakosa 0.JI. oH TPHCYTeTEOBAN TIpH HCTIOMHEHHH CMEPTHOTO

CBméT'eJIb qBaHKPIH AA. HO(baK;l‘y Bbmalmm CHC,I{CTBG}H{OI‘O
uzomsropa ( yupexaenys YK-15\U3-1 ) THICTONETa MAapKH ((HB-S’?}E[SK?.?QQI‘J’

T g L

g

shiwteratty bl o

4o B KOHIE ampems 1999 'T. GHBHI -MHHHCTp . BHYTPEHHIX Fpen T

PecrryGmn Benapycs Crmaxos 10.J1. oraan emy PACTIOPSDKEHHE TIOTYHTH B
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KakoM-HO0 mogpasnenerrm MBJ] PecryGmixm Benapych ImcToneT s
OecrryMHOIt crperbOsl. Henomsas nopy4erie Cusakoa 10.J1., o, Gymyun
TO BPEMS 3aMECTHTENIEM MHHHCTPA BHYTPEHHIX A€l Pecny6m«um benapyce,
a1l Tmopy4eHHe OBIBIIEMYy 3aMECTHTEIIO HAYAIBHHKA YIIPABIEHHS 110
TEXHIKE I BOOPYXEHHIO THLIA MBJ[ Pecriybmixu Benapyes Jlnky B.H. o
noimyqeHini 310ro opyxud Torzma Jmx B.H. odrugiameHo obpariics c
paropToM Ha €r0 MMs O pa3pelieHHH HCITOIb30BaTh ' JIBA PEBOJbLBEPA
«Haran» g mucronmer Mapku «IIB-9». B pamopre [mx B.H. ykasam, uro
JaHHOe opyxmue Oyzner HCHOJIBSOB&TBCH JUISL TIDOBEACHHA CTPEML6 ¢
COTPYTHHKAMEL IIEHTPAIBHOTO armapara MBJI PeerryGmxcu Benapycs. TTocne

TOJTyYEHHs] Pa3peIleHHS Ha cho:mBOBa}me opyxms, Juk B.H. momyumn

ITHCTONET A BeciryMHO# crpem,ﬁbl B yupexaenx YK-15\M3-1, xoTopsrii
nepenan eMy. B RalbHEHIIEM 5TOT IHCTONET I OECHIyMHOM CTpeinOb!
MIPUMEHSTICS . IS nporscﬂe}ma CTICIHATTHHBIX Meponprmrm a He i
yueOHEIX CTPEILO. ; Il s S e

OpHako YpamxwiH A.A. oTKasaics COOG]IEHTL cne,u;cmmo, KaKHE
MMEHHO MEPOINPIATHA IPOBOAWINCH H KTO' HCIIOIB30BAL 3TO OPYXKHE.
UsanxkiH A.A. Tarxe OTpP{L[aJI (hakT | TIONMyYEHHS ' 3TOr0 0py;mm oT
- Konecrrika B.IL. - et HoMEIO Tos HRRRRSHOET o -

,T_[onpomemmm IO ,u;eJIy ,[[mc B.H. TIOATBEPAIL (palcr no:ryqemm u
nepe,aarm OPYKHA A1 6ecmyMHOH crpemﬁbx UBaHKHHY A.A.

B xoz¢ CeACTBHA NONPOIIeH X OBIBIIMH afBIOTaHT CPlfBaKOBa IO J. -

Komecrr B.I1., KoTOpsIi momyuan 16 cenrsopst 1999 r. B yupexuerim VK-
15\M3-1 tor xe mmcromer A Oecurymmol cTpenbOEL . Komechik B.IL
IIOKa3aL, 470 B ceHTsa0pe 1999 r. Cusaxos 10.JI. pacriopsuiics, 4Tobsl OH
CXOAWI B CIICACTBCHHBIH H3OILATOD, MOMYYHI M ITpPHHEC . UBaHKHHY A.A.
IHCTONET Ui GeCHIyMHOM  CTpembOBL,- YTO OH M CHAENAL. - lonmyyws B
- yupexaenun YOK-15\M3-1 TTHCTOTIET m6ecmymon crpeJIBGbI OH nepenan
. ero Usamamy A.A. | e Ay o T

i Bnocne,zchBPm Koncomnc B H mmemm cBOH TIOKA3AHHSA 1 y'roqmm R
- 4TO .JIOCKE ' IIOIyYCHHA *, OPYXKHA . B - yqpexc,z[e}[pm YOK-15\13-1, oHO -
--Hahommocr., B_€ro. cemi)e B nmnermmm, kno apacnopsmceﬂmo "CI{BEIKOBE. ¥

S

.__}'rmcrone'ra Mapm «TIB- -9%,"B - ‘ampec. ;_.-MBJ_I Pecrryﬁm»m»r Benapycb GEIT

OTEPATHBHEIEC MEPOIIPHATHSA ¢ MPHMEHEHHEM STOIO OPYXHL -

oL . W3 oTBeTa Ha HaHHBIH 3aNpO¢ HEBO3MOXHO CHENATh onpe,uencmm’ =
BH.BO}I 0 .TOM, TIPUMEHSTIOCH . JTH. OPYIXHE, nonyqem{oe JuxoM B.H. Hﬁ :
~ Konecrrxom B.IL B yupexperm YXX-15\H3-1, mpr npoBeneHuH KaKuX- E

. 760 ' OMEPATHBHO-POSBICKHBIX Meponpmxﬁi pa60mr«uca1~m CMBJ ik

Pecny6mum Benapycs.

85

HANPABIICH 3aPOC ¢ MPOCKGOH YBE/IOMHTD IIPOBOMIWIIHCE I xaxe-mbo L%
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[Ipr OCMOTPE MeCTa MPOUCIIECTBHS — TSPPHTOPHH, TIPIUIETAIOeH K
3faHME0 OarH 1o yin. @abprynoi, 20A, Ha acdalbTOBOM IOKPHITHH LOPOTH,
KOTOpast BeAET oT GaHu Ha YL DabpriHyI0, ObUIH 0OHAPYKEHBI OCKOJIKH
crexa 6enoro M JKENTOro. IBETa, OCHIIb IPO3PayHOro creia U Oyprie
ILTTHA, ITOXO0XIE€ Ha KpoBb. OOHApyXXEHBI TaKMXe CIENBl TOPMOXKCHILT
ABTOMAILIHBL H CIIe €¢ YAApa O IEPEBO, ¢ KOTOPOTO B3ATH 0OpasLpl KPackH

KpacHOro LIBETA. :

B xoze cmencrBHa mo gmemy 65111 NpoBefieH psf SKcneprH3. Ha
SKCIIEPTHOE  HCCICNOBAHHE TIPEACTABILUINCh MATEPHANbl, M3BATBIC TIPH
OCMOTPE MECTa ITPOHCINECTBHSI H coGpamrbxe po,uc*rncmmcaw{ Ha MECTe
IIPOHCIIICCTBHS ITOCIIE OCMOTPA. - | :

CornacHO  3aKITFOYEHIEO KPHMHHAHCTHYECKOi BKCIIEPTH3El  Ha
HpC,IICTaBJICI{!{BIX Ha HCCIENOBaHHE JBYX (DparMeHTax APEBECHHBI MMEIOTCS
NPUTEPHBIC MHKPOYACTHIE! - AKPIIIOBOMEIAMIHOBOH KPacKH alloro ILBeTa.
JlapHas Kpacka TIDHTOZHA /MU CPAaBHHTENLHOTO ~ HCCIENOBAHMS M
VCTaHOBJICHHS 0Ommelf pOZOBOH NMPHHAZIEKHOCTH TPH HaMuiH 06pasia
CpaBHCHHA MHKPOHACIOCHHS HA APCBECHHE 06pa3013a}m1 B pe3yJbTaTe
TIIOTHOT'O AHHAMHYECKOIO KOHTAKTa. -

IIps MPOBEACHHH MOBTOPHOH KPHMMHATHCTHYECKOH OSKCIIEPTH3EL ITO

' OCKOIIKAM CTEKJIa BKCIEPTY VIS CPaBHMTENHHOTO HCCIEHOBAHHSI OBUIH
IPEACTABICHEL OCBETHTE/IbHBIC IIPHOOPH! aHAIOTHYHOH aBTOMAIIMHEL MapKH .
«JIur-YepoKmy, ' TOCHOMep 92- 88 KO ‘1990 ‘roma BBIIycKa ( KaKk H
aproManmmHa Kpacosckoro A.C.). ' |

ITo pe3ynpTaTaM SKCIIEPTH3Bl YCTAHOBIICHO CIIEAYIOLIEE:

- (pparMeHT GOKOBOIT 1 paboucii TIOBEPXHOCTH PACCEHBATENS (POHAPS
OPAHKEBOTO  I[BETA, H3BATBIH IIPH OCMOTPE ' MECTa TPOHCINECTBHA - H
BOCCTAHOBIICHHBIH M3 2-X @pamemon i coana,nae'r e o,n;nomvzem-mmm_,

| YMACTKAMM ' PaCCEHBATEIS * YKa3aTels = TIOBOPOTa, sacpmccr»iposa:;moro ‘B
KOPITYCe 3aJHETO MPaBoro GI0K-(hOHaps, H3BATOTO ¢ aBTOMAIIHHEI «I{}mm =%
Yepoki», TocHOMep 92-88 KO, 1990 rofa BBIIycKa, TIO MATCPHATY, LBETY, .
IHpHHE GOKOBBIX NOBEPXHOCTEH H PasMEpy PHCOK, HAIHYHIO TOHHPOBAHHS ;7

e 4EPHOTO LBETA, : pasmepm H '(IJOPMG ommecm-= BIIEMEHTOB - Ipaﬁoqeu

.....

_ _ OOKOBOY *nonepxﬁocm_v gcf:%gegﬂ‘em (I)OHap}I‘ PACHOTO
L{BETa, HIBSITHIH an OCMOTpE MeCTa nponcmecmrm, COBITAZacT ¢ 60KOBOH
TIOBEPXHOCTHIO ‘PACCEHBATENS CHTHANA' TOPMOMKEHHS, 3ac13m<cnpo13am{oro 'B

KOPITYCE 3aIHETO MPaBOTo GIIOK-(OHAPS, HIBSATOTO ¢ amoma.mm «lecpm :

Yepoxin, rocHoMep 92-88 KO, 1990 roza Bbmyczca, TIO MaTepHaJIy, Berty,

IMPHHE 601{01351}( non.ep)mocren H pasmepy pIo'.COK, Haﬁm*meo Tomponam

t{ePHOI‘O ]’_{Be“[‘a ‘.- L SRR e it i i 5! _..e ,-\ T

- 'rom:mma CTeKJIa, yc'raHOBnc}moro Ha ,D;Bepﬂx amomamr DRI — 55 ____j;’-.;_

Yepoxmy rocHoMep 92-88 KO, 1990 roza BEITycKa, COOTBETCTBYET PONIIHEE ¢t
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CTAJIMHUTA, H3BATOTO T[pP[ OCMOTPC MbCTB Hl)OIICIIICbTBP[EI CJ'IGL{OB&TbHCM H

PO/ICTBEHHHKAMH MOTEPIIEBIIX,
; - JIAMIIA HAKAHBAHHA, @ . TAKXKe IATPOH TIAMITLI HAKAJIHBaHIS,
" ()parMeHTH  KOTOPHIX ' M3BATH . TIPH * ‘ocMoTpe  “MecTa ' TpOHCIIeCTR S
POACTBEHHIKAMH MOTEPIEBIIHX, BEPOATHEE BCETO, HE NPEIHASHAUCHBI IS
YCTAHOBKH Ha aBTOMAIIHHY MapKH «Jlxwt — Yepoxmy, 1990 roga pimycka.
Ilo 3awmOYeHWIO NePBHYHOH  GHOmorHyecKoit arccnepmam 'Byprie
IITHA, OOHADYXEHHEIE HAa MECTE , IPOMCINECTBUS, - SBITOTCS ~ KPOBBIO
yerosexa rpymsl 0 (1) B KOJIPFICCTBC HC,I[OCT&TO‘LHOM mm n,monomqecxoro
OIpEIETNEHHA ¢& TONOBOH np;ma,unenmocm SEBW LR :
. B ¢cBs3H ¢ 3aTpyAHCHHAMY B TIOMyYeHHH CpaBI—H{TGJILHBD( o6pa3uos 13(6)
AEIy TIDOBOJHWICS DS  TEHOMHBIX nccne;xozsa}m no cne;xaM KpPOBH,
0OHapyKEHHBIX IIPH OCMOTPE MECTa IPOHCIIECTBHA. © R j
e . IIpOBENEHHEIMH I¢HOMHBIMI SKCTICPTH3AMH YCTaHOBJICHO "UTO KPOBB, 1
o 06Hapy}i<emmﬁ Ha MECTE TPOHCIIECTBHS, SBIISETCS KPOBBIO I‘om{apa B o
[Tporcxoxaenue KkpoBu ot - KpacoBekoro « A.C. wcwmoyaercs.” Cremenp |
AOCTOBEPHOCTH BBIBOAA O NMPOMCXOMXKIEHHUH ILTCH KPOBH, OOHAPYKEHHBIX Ha
MECTe NPOHCINeCTBIA, oT 'oHyapa B.H. He Moxer npepbiats 99,9998 %. _
B Xome_ CIEACTBHA ;yCTAHOBIICH *H *LONPOLICH ' CBHAETENb, *KOTOPSIT
, nona:san, 4TO. B JACHb . Hcue3HOBeHNs ‘I'oHuapa ;B.1. u Kp'lcomxoro A C.
i - OKOIIO 6a.HH OH  BHJICT ia.e.‘rOMarmmy Mapm“‘«BMB» "KPacHOTo IBETa, B
~ CAJIOHE Ko'ropon Haxo;mﬂocb He MeHee TPEX 'Mono,z(brx TONEH. OH ob'pamn'
BHIMAHHE Ha DTy aBTOMAIIIHY TIOTOMY, '4TO “OHa €3 BHAMMEIX IIPHYMH
HAXOIMWIACh B 5TOM PaioHe IIPaKTHYCCKH BCEO BTOPYIO ITOJIOBHHY JIHSL.
,B;orrpomc:ﬁ OpmBunii paboTHHK 6ami no yiL. ®abprunoit, 20A. Oror
... CBHJICTENI ; ITOKasan,  uro ;B 2000 romy. ,10}{ /B OaHe paerBoprcx C i

I

o H'SPBBGCTHOH emy ?KCHIIEH.HOH KO'I‘OPEI.SI r:[J30(.‘&*‘\'2]..'3EIJ'IH.:," "’-ITO ..A_”e ‘SHEI.K_ M&‘/I

A=A FEEL GO b5

e

: “gnw Y. 6aHH, rpoxor a 3aTeM MY?I{CKH -KpHKH‘“B To:t»'?

Fae "i‘g"\

. TlotoM B, ToMemmeHte Tiexa - 3axo,z:1@fﬁ HGBHaKOMBM __ ?

SR e ey EE

:_..6bma;:*a:,-Tom¢opﬂefmw o 2

iy e s smenl b
«Ycranomiﬁ;lsry xcemmmy ﬁé”‘ﬁi%x‘m’iziﬁzo&fﬁosﬁb%@m
i - AAONpOMIICH GHIBIHIE PaBOTHIK 000 ((BE%COIE»%ZO&‘B%BH{ I}grgaéan' :
410 TIDON3BORCTBCHHEL IeX (DHPMBL paamcmac'rc;l B 3FAHHH, HAXOJISIIIEMCAL (g
. PAIOM € 6aHeH, PACTIONOKEHHOM. IT0 '}*qr.fma6pmon, 20A B rs’;MHfr’ch‘%%
. Houb ¢ 16 Ha 17 cemaﬁpx 1999 T.J0H 'H'a’.io:u'fmcﬂ Ha paGouem iaec'geﬁ{‘OKono e

1t farne '“‘N""‘ 55 }

2% I{ac:os& B nomcme}mc Tiexa 3amén paGOTmﬂg mmuum " cnpocpm, 3H6

Loemdn g

CHBIILAT JM OH KAKOro-THB0 nrymMa. XOTA OH HHYEro He CIBIIIAN, CO CIOB -
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e JOYEPBI0 yxe no,z:xomma K ZIOMy, TO YBHJIGNa,’ 470 o Garm ‘¢ He60Jn)111de

g =416 CCHTHﬁpH 1999 I 0Ha BcpHyJIaCL ,z[omoii ozcono 22-x 23—x qachB BOH,II}I % 3

e Ona "YBHAENA, fyro for ¢ 6arm ‘B C'ropOHy ‘eé “,uoma *"npoexana Karcaﬂ-'ro w
_amomamma HpH STOM Bmxena 'rosmzco CBBT tbap, '.raK KaK Ha ynm_(e "6BLIO g

= *":":-‘?'.-Telvﬂ{o o yBcpeHa qro aro 5BIJI BHC,I[OPOH{}M[{, T'e, “aBTomaumma 'MApKH Fig
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pabOoTHIKA MIUDMH TOHSI, ' YTO p}II[OM - nomememrem exa 4ro-to
NPOoH30LLI0. BMecTe ¢ ApyriMM OH BEIIIET Ha YIIIY W YBHACNI Y 3AaHis
Gary [Be aBTOMALDMEI HMIOPTHOTrO TpoH3BozcTBA. OfHA aBTOMaLHIa
" CTOSDIA TTONePEK MpoesiKei HaCTH, yTKHYBINCE NEepefHei YacThIO B KYCTEL, a
APYTas - aBTOMAINHA «J[XIIT) CTOSIA 3a Hen Y «,Hmma» OpUI PasGHTE
CTEKIIA B MEPEAHEH YacTy, | TSR
JlomnpolleHHbIe B Xo/e cne,IJ;CTBwI ,upyme paﬁormnm 510 cpr{pmx
OTPHLIATH. JAHHBLH QaKT., oe: v e B30, :
Caugeren, KOTOpas MpOoXHBaja B O,IIHOM M3 ,I[OMOB PACTIONOXEHHEIX
PSAOM ¢ GaHeH, rokasana, 4To 16 ceHTatps 1999 I, OKONIO 23 4acoB, OHa
BMECTE € JOYEPHIO IUIa oMo, ITo myTH cne;:ommv{ OHH TIPOXO/HITH MHMO
3panHs  pabpuick : doropabor - «Brmism, “'HETIOCPEACTBEHHO 32 ' KOTOpOif
HaxONHTCA OaHA BHe3anmHo H3-3a yriia, co CTOPOHBI GaHF, K HIM TTOLOIIEN
_ Hesﬁaxcommmruono,uon YEIOBEK. DTOT ‘MyXHYHHA HaYa)l 3271aBaTh BONPOC. . ..
. ‘KaK TIDOHTH X CTaHIMH METPONOJHTEHA, “KaK BEIHTH K TlaprisaHckomy
 TIPOCTICKTY; HET JIH TaM CTaHLMH METPOIIONHMTEHa H ApyTHe. DTH BOIIPOCET
NTOKA3ATHMCh ¢H CTPAHHBIMH. Y HEE CIIOMKITIOCH BITCYATIICHHE, UYTO OH CBOMMHU
OecoMbICTEHHBIMI pasToBopamMit TILITACTCS TIPOCTO 33IEPKATH €€ C JOUEPBIO 3
Ha 5T0M Mecre. OHa obpariia BHHMaHIE,' YTO Ha TPOE3XeH uacTH AOPOTH . 5
CTOHT el ONHH napeHs. [Tosxe sToT BTOpOH MOJIO,Z[OH YEIIOBEK npmuepno_‘f_‘-'- 2
TAOKE OCTAHOBMII KAKyIO-TO JEBYLIKY ¥ ‘pasroBapBal ¢ Heif. B 510 BpeMﬁ"“
OHA CIBINANA, MTO 33 YIIIOM 3JaHHS, ‘OMIDKE "K ‘GaHe, IBITAIOTCT 3aBECTH
ABTOMALHY, HO OHA He 3aBOAWIACE. BApyr ‘W3-3a yria snamms @aﬁprﬂm'
tioompaf)or BBIOEKAT TpeTHit MOTIOZO#H Y€TI0BEK M TPOMKO CBHCTHYIL. ITocie
3TOrO BCE TPOE GHICTPO PA3ONDIIICE " B pasHbIc c'ropox{bx Ona ¢ ,I[O‘{eprO
- TIoIIa K .CBOEMY JOMy..Y Gamm OHa “3aMeTHIA " JIBC aBTOMamejbI HC i

- & .

- OTHMH ‘MalIHHAMI 3aMETHIIA - cnny:aT TpeTheH asromanmrm "Korpa OH i

: TIPOMEXKYTKAMH Bpemerm OTBEXAIH IBE amomannmm npf*,qm mmi:nbm,
7. MapKH «AyZiy. WM «BMB» I{axqu;aﬂ H3 BTHX aaromaum nepe,n; TeM KHK
4 ZBI:IBXEITB Ha yJI Cbaﬁpwmyxo npnocraHaBmmanacr., "cm"Hamma a noro

mg_ﬁ’rl [

"'5‘&"53‘1”&’“\- .'.' ot Mj .;.,\ 3“';"" s

, O 2 ; e . 3 _I ﬁ;ﬁ, SR
-,T_[onp omemma om{a HB mrrenbmm ,uoma No 4qu Jepcymcy Paﬁoqew i 5
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' B KBapTHDY, cpasy nponma Ha KyXHIo. OKHa -1 Kmm BBIXOJAT Ha GaHIO
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¢ TEM, YTO (aphl aBTOMAIIHEL OLUTH PACTIONOMEHBL BEIIIE, YeM B OOBIYHLIX

JICTKOBBIX aBTOMOOHIIX. O6paTiuia BHIMAHIE Ha 5Ty aBTOMALIIHY IOTOMY,
UTO MallMHA exala OT GaHM O4YeHb OBICTPO, XOTS BECh ABOP: 3acaxeH
~ ZIepeBbSAMH H TaM CTOMT MHOIO aBTOMAIIIHH.

Jpyrix cBHAeTenelf, KOTOphe MO OB JaTh IOKa3aHHS of
obcrosTenbeTBaX HeuesHoBeHHs [omuapa B.M. m Kpacosckoro A.C,
YCTAHOBHTD HE NIPEACTABHIIOCH BO3MOXHBIM,

Hcxons u3 aHamisa JOOBITEIX IO ZENy AOKa3aTelhers ( 06CTaHOBKH
Ha MCCTC MPOHCINECTBH L, 3AKIFOYCHHI SKCIICPTH3, ITOKA3aHIi CBIIETeNeH ),
creftyeT ¢ GOMBIIOH CTENMEHBIO BEPOSTHOCTH CIETaTh BEIBOJ O TOM, 'it0
aproManmHa Kpacosckoro A.C. 6BIIa OCTaHOBIEHA IIPH BbIE3ZE OT OaiiH,
I[Tocne wero Kpacoscwwii A.C. u Toruap B.M. ¢ npmMeHeHneM Hacilxa
OBUIH ITOXMILEHBI HcyCTaHOBJIemmIm CICACTBHEM IHIEAMH H YBE3CHBl B

HCH3BECTHOM HAMNPABJICHHH. , : _ s
OpHaxko B . XOme CIEACTBUA He npencra:apmocr, BO3MO>KHEIM
YCTaHOBMTD KaK JanbHeHIIyro cyapdby I'omuapa B.U. u Kpacosckoro A.C

TaK M JIMLI, MOXHTHBIIHX HX. _ ‘

Ha OCHOBaHIIN H3TI0KEHHOTO, YUHTBIBAS, UTO IO AEITY BEUTOIHEHEI
BCE HCOOXOIHMEIE CIIEACTBEHHbIE AEHCTBIA, a CPOK CIIEACTBHS HeTexaeT 20
sHBaps 2003 roxa, pykoBOACTBYSICh I 1 4. 1 c1. 246 VIIK PE,-

ITOCTAHOBHII .

YronosHoe zeno Ne 110351 mpomsBoxeTBOM IIPHOCTAHOBHTh 33

HEYCTaHOBJICHHEM JHI[a ( JIHI[ ), noz[nex{amero rrpmsnetremuo K YTOJOBHOH
OTBeTCTBEHHOCTP[

Komﬁo' HaCTOHlU;CI‘O HOCTaHOBJIeHHﬂ__ Ha]'[paBHTB Ha,umpa}omemy o
MpoRypOpY. L '
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