
 

TO:  Interested Media 

FROM: Michael F. Williams, Kirkland & Ellis LLP 

  Elizabeth Peiffer, Virginia Capital Representation Resource Center 

DATE:  February 24, 2017 

RE: Execution date set for Ivan Teleguz: April 25, 2017 

 

On February 24, 2017, the Rockingham County Circuit Court set April 25, 2017, as the date Ivan Teleguz will 

be executed. Teleguz was sentenced to death in 2006 for hiring men to kill Stephanie Sipe, Teleguz’s former 

girlfriend and the mother of his child. 

 

Before the execution date, Teleguz will submit a petition to Governor McAuliffe requesting clemency. The 

petition will ask the Governor to intervene to stop this execution because significant evidence developed since 

Teleguz’s trial shows his conviction and death sentence are based on lies. The petition will describe that two of 

the three witnesses who provided the only evidence against Teleguz at his trial have recanted in sworn 

statements, admitting they lied at trial. The third witness is Stephanie Sipe’s confessed killer, Michael Hetrick, 

who would be on death row himself if not for a deal he made with the Commonwealth requiring him to testify 

against Teleguz. More than 100,000 people who have considered the facts of Teleguz’s case have signed a 

Change.org petition asking the Governor to prevent Teleguz’s execution in light of the critical, conflicting, and 

unresolved evidence and many unanswered questions that remain in this case. 

 

At Teleguz’s trial, the Commonwealth relied on the testimony of three witnesses: Edwin Gilkes; Michael 

Hetrick; and Aleksey Safanov. No physical or DNA evidence linked Teleguz to the crime. In exchange for their 

testimony, the Commonwealth promised that Hetrick would avoid a death sentence himself, Gilkes could be 

released from prison in 2018, and Safanov would be the beneficiary of an unusual request to federal authorities 

that he receive a generous reduction in the sentence he faced for unrelated federal gun crimes.  

 

After Teleguz’s trial, Gilkes and Safanov admitted in sworn statements that they had lied at the trial and had no 

evidence that Teleguz was involved in Sipe’s murder. Gilkes further admitted that his trial testimony that 

Teleguz was involved in a different murder in Ephrata, Pennsylvania, also was a lie. Jurors relied on accusations 

about the Ephrata murder when sentencing Teleguz to death. Post-trial investigation, however, has proven that 

there was no murder in Ephrata. 

 

With new evidence calling into question both Teleguz’s conviction and sentence, the United States Court of 

Appeals for the Fourth Circuit sent the case back to the district court to determine whether a hearing was 

necessary to judge the evidence in the case. In 2013, the district court ruled that a hearing was needed. By that 

time, Safanov had been deported to Kyrgyzstan, and could not be brought to court. Shortly before the hearing, 

Gilkes and Hetrick were both informed that if they testified differently from their trial testimony, they would 

violate their plea agreements and face re-prosecution. This meant that Hetrick would face the death penalty and 

Gilkes would lose his 2018 release date. As a result, Gilkes refused to testify and Hetrick stuck to the story he 

told at trial. Without two of the three critical witnesses testifying, the court found that “an ideal credibility 

determination is not possible [] in the absence of in court, cross-examined testimony.” Unable to conduct the 

hearing he had previously found necessary, the district court judge found that Teleguz had not met the high 

burden of proving his innocence notwithstanding the sworn written statements from Gilkes and Safanov 

admitting they had lied at trial. 

 

Because the district court was unable to conduct the hearing it found was necessary to answer questions raised 

by conflicting evidence, Teleguz will ask Governor McAuliffe to exercise his broad powers of executive 

clemency and examine whether Teleguz should be executed in light of significant evidence that raises doubt 

whether he is guilty of a crime that permits a death sentence.  

 


