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Twenty Ohio inmates have been removed from 
death row since 2003 because of newfound 
evidence in their cases, which proved their 
innocence.  
 
Many of those innocent lives that were 
fortunately saved could have been wrongly 
taken because of careless mistakes made by a 
judge and jury. The death penalty system in 
Ohio is not only flawed but can be seen as 
unlawful in many circumstances.  
 
With so many factors that go into high profile 
court cases, it is difficult to determine what is the 
truth in a complicated situation. This comes into 
play especially when highly respected 
prosecutors make extremely strong cases 
against the defendant. 
 
Even if a convicted criminal is truly guilty of the 
heinous crime he is accused of that still does not 
make it right to end a human’s life. By killing an 
inmate, we are essentially no better than they 
are. The death penalty is the definition of a 
double standard because murder is the crime 
that landed inmates on death row in the first 
place. 
 
Instead, a criminal should have to suffer in 
prison and pay the consequences of his unlawful 
actions. By serving life in prison without the 
possibility of parole, a prisoner has to suffer and 
spend the rest of his life thinking about his 
wrongdoings. By taking life, the state is giving 
the easy way out of their punishment. Although 
no one wants to die prematurely, prison can be 
a hell on earth that no one wants to be in. 
 
Although the death penalty directly has an effect 
on the prisoner who committed the crime, it also 
has a large effect on the prison officials who 
have to carry out the executions.  
 
Being the one responsible for the prisoner’s 
death can take an enormous emotional toll on 
the prison officials. The awful and horrific 
memories of watching the light of life in the eyes 
of another human being fade away, will stay with 
the officials forever, knowing that they are the 
reason another person is dead. Resting that 
heavy burden upon the shoulder of someone is 
unfair and cruel. 
 

The U.S. Constitution’s Eighth Amendment 
prohibits the federal government from imposing 
excessive bail, excessive fines, and all cruel and 
unusual punishments. In all other cases and 
circumstances, euthanasia is frowned upon and 
seen as cruel and unusual which should make 
the death penalty no exception. 
 
The death penalty is not only cruel to inmates, 
but it is cruel to their families and friends who 
must deal with the emotional rollercoaster of 
waiting for their son or daughter be killed. It also 
drags on the process for the victim’s families as 
they wait for justice to be served. 
 
No matter the view or angle one takes while 
looking at the death penalty, one aspect always 
remains the same. A human beings life is lost, 
no matter if they are guilty or innocent. If 
abolishing the death penalty is too extreme, then 
the reforms need to be passed in order to make 
the law as fair as it can be. 
  



Lawsuits change Ohio with cruel and 
unusual punishment 

By: Emily Schmidt 

 
The Ohio death penalty laws have been viewed 
as unfair, but most importantly they have been 
viewed as unlawful. Recent execution cases 
have caused uproar in the state and posed the 
question if the death penalty violates the Eight 
Amendment’s prohibition on cruel and unusual 
punishment. 
 
Dennis McGuire was executed in January of 
2014 for the heinous murder he committed in 
1989 of pregnant 22-year-old, Joy Stewart. He 
was killed by injection with an untested 
combination of drugs. McGuire’s family watched 
as he gasped for air, choked, and suffered in his 
last moments of life for 25 minutes.  
 
After the execution, the McGuire family filed a 
federal lawsuit alleging that his death was an 
infringement of the U.S. Constitution. The family 
dropped the lawsuit in February of 2015, less 
than a month after Ohio announced it would stop 
using the combination of drugs that killed their 
father. 
 
In response, Ohio Assistant Attorney General 
Thomas Madden told the New York Times that 
the state did not break any laws. “You’re not 
entitled to a pain-free execution,” said Madden.  
 
Family members of Joy Stewart also do not 
agree with the lawsuit. They feel that although 
McGuire suffered, he was treated more 
humanely than their daughter who suffered while 
being murdered by him.  
 

Less than 30 years ago, lethal injection was 
seen as the most humane way to execute an 
inmate on Death Row and was created to 
replace electrocution or gas chambers. Ohio has 
recently run out of the drug it had previously 
used to complete the executions and has 
resorted to making their own combination of 
dangerous drugs.  
 
They combined the anti-anxiety drug midazolam 
and the powerful narcotic hydromorphone. This 
combination leads to trouble breathing and can 
cause pain and panic. Before McGuire’s 
execution, this combination of drugs was never 
used before on any other Death Row inmate.  
 
Questions are also being raised if the death 
penalty is humane to use on someone who is 
mentally ill. A man from Akron was spared from 
Death Row because he was diagnosed with a 
mental illness.  
 
Even the government seems to see the 
problems within the state’s death penalty laws 
and how many problems are arising from them. 
The online website thinkprogress.org wrote an 
article in 2013 quoting Ohio Supreme Court 
justice, Judge William O’Neill saying, “capital 
punishment is inherently cruel and unusual.” 
 
Ohio’s death penalty does not seem to be going 
anywhere in the near future, but revisions are 
being made to the law in order to prevent 
lawsuits from occurring in the future and making 
the death penalty more humane.

 


