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URGENT ACTION 

DROHENDE WIEDERAUFNAHME VON 
HINRICHTUNGEN IN OHIO 
USA (OHIO) 
UA-Nr: UA-175/2017   AI-Index: AMR 51/6759/2017   Datum: 19. Juli 2017 – mr 

RONALD PHILLIPS, 43 Jahre 

Ronald Phillips soll am 26. Juli im US-Bundesstaat Ohio hingerichtet werden. Er wurde 1993 wegen eines in 

demselben Jahr begangenen Mordes zum Tode verurteilt. Zum Tatzeitpunkt war er 19 Jahre alt. Die Hinrichtung des 

heute 43-Jährigen wäre die erste Hinrichtung in Ohio nach dreieinhalb Jahren.  

Weiter auf Englisch: In August 1993, a jury convicted Ronald Phillips of the January 1993 rape and murder of the 
three-year-old daughter of his girlfriend. At sentencing, the defence presented several of Ronald Phillips’ relatives as 
character witnesses to bolster the argument that his life should be spared because he was a “good kid” with no 
previous criminal record whose crime was an anomaly. A psychologist testified that he was a “rather simple, 
emotionally immature, psychologically inadequate person” who functioned at a low intellectual level. The jury voted 
for death. 

In 2010, the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals upheld the death sentence, two votes to one. The dissenting judge argued 
that the trial lawyers clearly failed to provide the jury with compelling mitigating details of their client’s violent and 
abusive childhood. The jury heard that “Phillips was a normal, all-American boy who liked to play with model 
airplanes,” Judge Guy Cole wrote, but did not hear that “he was surrounded by violence, without interruption, from the 
time of his birth to the age of nineteen.” His “culpability undoubtedly would have been reduced in the jury’s eyes if 
they had known that his only male role model had taught him by life-long example that it was appropriate to physically 
and sexually abuse the children in one’s care”, Judge Cole continued, arguing that there was a reasonable probability 
that at least one juror hearing such evidence would have voted for a life sentence. In 2016, the Ohio parole board 
voted 10-2 against clemency. The governor can reject this vote.  

The governor also has the power to issue reprieves to allow courts more time to consider an ongoing challenge to the 
lethal injection process. Ohio has not conducted an execution since January 2014, when the prisoner was witnessed 
“coughing, gasping, choking” during the lethal injection, one of a number of “botched” executions in the USA 
involving the use of midazolam as part of the execution protocol. On 28 June 2017, the full Court of Appeals for the 
Sixth Circuit lifted a lower court’s injunction preventing Ohio from resuming executions with midazolam. Six of the 14 
judges dissented. If just one had voted the other way, to leave a 7-7 tie, the injunction would have held. The death 
row prisoners have asked the US Supreme Court to stay their executions and review the decision. 

The frequency of errors in capital cases in the USA, as well as evidence that the death penalty is not in practice 
limited to offenders whose “extreme culpability makes them the most deserving of execution,” as is supposedly the 
case under US constitutional law, were among the factors cited in June 2015 by two US Supreme Court Justices as 
evidence that the death penalty may be unconstitutional. At least nine people have been sentenced to death in Ohio 
since 1975 for crimes they did not commit. A third of these nine cases were discovered as recently as 2014, when 
three more individuals were exonerated and cleared of wrongful convictions in Ohio capital cases.  

HINTERGRUNDINFORMATIONEN 
Today, 141 countries are abolitionist in law or practice. Abolition of the death penalty is a goal under international law 
and the UN General Assembly has passed repeated resolutions calling for a moratorium on executions pending 
abolition. Ohio is set to resume executions at a time when the USA itself is showing signs of moving against the death 
penalty, a situation requiring principled human rights leadership to sustain the momentum. The annual numbers of 
executions and death sentences are at historic lows, and a number of states have abolished the death penalty or 
imposed moratoriums on executions in recent years.  



 

 

Amnesty International opposes the death penalty unconditionally, regardless of aggravation, mitigation, or the 

execution method chosen by the state. The death penalty is inherently cruel, inhuman and degrading and 

incompatible with human dignity. To end it is to abandon a destructive and divisive public policy, which not only runs 

the risk of irrevocable error, but is also costly, to the public purse as well as in social and psychological terms. The 

death penalty has not been proved to have a special deterrent effect. It tends to be applied in a discriminatory way in 

the USA, on grounds of race and class. It rejects the possibility of rehabilitation, tends to prolong the suffering of the 

victim’s family, and extends the suffering to friends and relatives of the condemned. It diverts resources that could be 

better used to work against violent crime and assist those affected by it. 

There have been 14 executions in the USA this year, bringing the total nationwide to 1,456 since 1976, when the US 

Supreme Court approved new capital statutes. 82 per cent of these executions have occurred in the Southern region of 

the country. Ohio, a Midwestern state, has carried out 53 executions since resuming judicial killing in 1999, and is 

now ranked eighth (after Texas, Virginia, Oklahoma, Florida, Missouri, Georgia and Alabama). Ronald Phillips is the 

first of 34 prisoners currently scheduled for execution in Ohio in the next four years. Ohio lies seventh in terms of 

death row populations (after California, Florida, Texas, Alabama, Pennsylvania and North Carolina), and eighth in the 

number of wrongful convictions discovered in capital cases since 1973 (after Florida, Illinois (now abolitionist), Texas, 

Louisiana, Oklahoma, Arizona and North Carolina). 

SCHREIBEN SIE BITTE 

FAXE, E-MAILS ODER LUFTPOSTBRIEFE MIT FOLGENDEN FORDERUNGEN  

 Ich möchte weder den Mord entschuldigen, für den Ronald Phillips verurteilt wurde, noch das dadurch verursachte 

Leid verharmlosen. 

 Dennoch möchte ich darauf hinweisen, dass der US-Bundesstaat Ohio mit der Hinrichtung von Ronald Phillips, der 

zur Tatzeit erst 19 Jahre alt war, nach dreieinhalb Jahren ohne Hinrichtungen zum ersten Mal wieder ein 

Todesurteil vollstrecken würde. Mit diesem Schritt würde sich der Bundesstaat Ohio von der weltweiten Entwicklung 

hin zur Abschaffung der Todesstrafe isolieren, obwohl nichts darauf hindeutet, dass die Todesstrafe eine 

abschreckende Wirkung hat. Zudem würde Ohio bei der Hinrichtung mit Midazolam eine Substanz in der Giftspritze 

verwenden, die sehr umstritten ist. Im Januar 2014 hatte der Todeskandidat während der Verabreichung der 

Giftspritze „gehustet, nach Luft geschnappt und sich verschluckt“. 

 Ich bitte Sie daher nachdrücklich, die Wiederaufnahme von Hinrichtungen zu überdenken und das Todesurteil 

umzuwandeln. 

 

APPELLE AN 

GOUVERNEUR DES BUNDESSTAATES OHIO 

John Kasich 

Riffe Center, 30th Floor 

77 South High Street 

Columbus, OH 43215-6117 

USA 

(Anrede: Dear Governor / Sehr geehrter Herr 

Gouverneur) 

Fax: (00 1) 614 466 9354 

Kontaktformular: 

http://www.governor.ohio.gov/Contact/ContacttheGove

rnor.aspx (Wählen Sie "others" unter "select state", 

wenn Sie sich nicht in den USA befinden.)

KOPIEN AN 

BOTSCHAFT DER VEREINIGTEN STAATEN VON AMERIKA 

Herrn Kent Doyle Logsdon, Geschäftsträger a.i., 

Gesandter-Botschaftsrat 

Clayallee 170 

14191 Berlin 

Fax: 030-83 05 10 50 

E-Mail: über 

http://germany.usembassy.de/email/feedback.htm

 
Bitte schreiben Sie Ihre Appelle möglichst sofort, so dass sie noch vor dem 26. Juli 2017 eintreffen. Schreiben Sie 
in gutem Englisch oder auf Deutsch. 

PLEASE WRITE IMMEDIATELY  

 Calling on the governor to stop the execution of Ronald Phillips and to commute his death sentence. 

 In your own words, urging the governor not to allow executions to resume in Ohio. 

 Explaining that you are not seeking to downplay the seriousness of violent crime or its consequences. 

 



 

ENGLISCHE HINTERGRUNDINFORMATIONEN - FORTSETZUNG 

The death penalty in the USA is supposedly “limited to those offenders who commit a narrow category of the most 

serious crimes and whose extreme culpability makes them the most deserving of execution”. While the crime of 

which Ronald Phillips was convicted was undoubtedly serious, there is also a serious question as to whether the 

second prong of this constitutional framework was met: “Reading the facts of this case, as so vividly described in 

the majority's opinion, one cannot but feel a deep sense of moral revulsion and horror that one human being could 

inflict such acts on another,” Judge Cole wrote in his 2010 dissent. “It is for precisely this reason, however, that 

knowledge of Phillips's appalling childhood environment - the environment in which he spent his entire life prior to 

his crime, a world in which violence, criminal activity, and physical and sexual abuse of children were the status 

quo - is critical in assessing his culpability and determining the punishment he deserves. The jury that 

recommended Phillips be sentenced to death, however, heard little evidence about his childhood because his 

counsel failed to investigate the red flags leading to a large body of mitigating evidence that would have 

considerably altered the picture of his culpability.” Judge Cole criticized his two colleagues for turning “a blind eye 

to the abhorrent conditions that Phillips endured and their effect on his moral and emotional development”, and 

for “dismissing the violence that he and his siblings suffered… as merely ‘unpleasant.’” Judge Cole emphasised 

that “this case is well within the range of this court’s precedent finding prejudice resulting from ineffective 

assistance of counsel,” even under the deferential standard imposed on federal courts for their review of state court 

decisions. 


