
Ohio resumes executions, could regain status as 

one of country’s busiest death penalty states 

By Associated Press, Updated: Thursday, April 19, 3:17 AM  

LUCASVILLE, Ohio — Ohio could regain its status as one of the country’s busiest death penalty 

states, with 11 executions scheduled over the next 20 months, following the resumption of lethal 

injection in the case of a man who fatally stabbed the 15-year-old son of his former employers. 

Wrangling over the state’s execution procedures has delayed the imposition of capital punishment 

since July, but a federal judge has initially cleared the state to proceed. 

On Wednesday, Mark Wiles died by lethal injection at 10:42 a.m., with the inmate using his final 

words to express hope his death would bring closure to his victim’s family, but also protesting the 

death penalty. 

“Finally, the state of Ohio should not be in the business of killing its citizens,” Wiles concluded, 

reading a statement that the warden held over his head. “May God bless us all that fall short.” 

It was the 47th execution since Ohio resumed putting inmates to death in 1999, and the state has 11 

more executions scheduled, including June, July, September and November. 

The next scheduled execution is June 6, when condemned killer Abdul Awkal, 52, is set to die for 

killing his estranged wife and brother-in-law in 1992, in a room in Cuyahoga County Domestic 

Relations Court. 

Wiles, looking haggard with a sparse, cropped gray beard and shaven head, stared at witnesses for a 

few moments when he entered the death chamber. A few minutes later, strapped to the gurney and 

IV lines inserted into his arms, he raised his head and looked at witnesses again. 

“Since this needs to be happening, truly I pray that my dying brings some solace and closure to the 

Klima family and their loved ones,” he said. 

The 49-year-old Wiles also thanked his family for their love and support. 

As the lethal sedative began flowing, Wiles nodded, appeared to be speaking, swallowed, spoke 

again, then gasped a few moments later. Wiles’ stomach rose and fell several times and his head 

moved slightly, then his mouth fell open and he lay still for several minutes before he was 

pronounced dead. 

John Craig, a cousin of Wiles’ victim Mark Klima and a witness of the execution, appeared briefly 

before reporters to respond to Wiles’ last words. 



“It’s my opinion that Mark Wiles gave up his citizenship to Ohio when he murdered my cousin and 

became an inmate, more or less a condemned man,” Craig said. 

Wiles, who dropped his final appeal last week, told the Ohio Parole Board that he wasn’t sure he 

deserved mercy but he was requesting clemency because he had to. Both the parole board and Gov. 

John Kasich denied Wiles’ request. 

Wiles’ defense team had argued he should be spared because he confessed to the crime, showed 

remorse and had a good prison record. 

Wiles was not “the worst of the worst,” and the parole board showed inconsistency in allowing his 

execution, his public defenders said in a statement. 

Records show that Wiles surprised 15-year-old Mark Klima during a burglary at his family’s 

farmhouse and stabbed him repeatedly with a kitchen knife until he stopped moving. 

Wiles paced back and forth and was emotional and anxious in his last minutes in his cell a few steps 

from the death chamber, prisons spokeswoman JoEllen Smith said. The inmate spent the night on the 

phone, listening to the radio and writing letters, Smith said. He and two sisters and a brother-in-law 

cried during emotional visits Wednesday morning, and he also said the rosary with his spiritual 

adviser, a Roman Catholic priest who works at Ohio’s death row in Chillicothe. 

Wiles did not sleep since arriving at the death house Tuesday morning about 9:45 a.m., Smith said. 

Ohio’s most recent execution delays stem from inmates’ lawsuits over how well executioners 

perform their duties. 

The state has a review process in place that allows prisons director Gary Mohr to oversee the details 

and procedures of the execution policy. 

Before the execution, Mohr said he was “absolutely confident” in the state’s ability to carry out the 

procedure properly. 

“We have more documentation on this than anything in my 38 years that I’ve been in this business,” 

Mohr said. “It’s the most documented execution in the United States of America.” 

___ 

Andrew Welsh-Huggins can be reached at http://twitter.com/awhcolumbus. 
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Current Research Not Sufficient to Assess Deterrent Effect of the Death Penalty 
  
WASHINGTON — Research to date on the effect of capital punishment on homicide rates is not useful in 
determining whether the death penalty increases, decreases, or has no effect on these rates, says a new 
report from the National Research Council.  The committee that wrote the report evaluated studies conducted 
since a four-year moratorium on the death penalty was lifted in 1976, and it found that the studies do not 
provide evidence for or against the proposition that the death penalty affects homicide rates.  These studies 
should not be used to inform judgments about the effect of the death penalty on homicide, and should not 
serve as a basis for policy decisions about capital punishment, the committee said. 
 

 
The lack of evidence about the deterrent effect of capital punishment -- whether it is positive, negative, or zero 
-- should not be construed as favoring one argument over another, the report stresses.  "Fundamental flaws 
in the research we reviewed make it of no use in answering the question of whether the death penalty affects 
homicide rates," said Daniel S. Nagin, Teresa and H. John Heinz III University Professor of Public Policy and 
Statistics at Carnegie Mellon University Pittsburgh, and chair of the committee that wrote the report. "We 
recognize that this conclusion may be controversial to some, but no one is well-served by unsupportable 
claims about the effect of the death penalty, regardless of whether the claim is that the death penalty deters 
homicides, has no effect on homicide rates or actually increases homicides." 
 

 
The key question, the report says, is whether capital punishment is less or more effective as a deterrent than 
alternative punishments, such as a life sentence without the possibility of parole.  Yet none of the research 
that has been done accounted for the possible effect of noncapital punishments on homicide rates. 
  
The committee also found that studies made implausible or unsupported assumptions about potential 
murderers' perceptions of and response to capital punishment.  Many studies did not address how 
perceptions are formed and simply inferred that potential murderers respond to the objective risk of execution. 
This inference ignores the fact that determining the objective risk poses great complexities even for a well-
informed researcher, let alone a potential murderer.  For instance, only 15 percent of people who have been 
sentenced to death since 1976 have actually been executed, and a large fraction of death sentences are 
reversed.  Furthermore, estimates of the deterrent effect of the death penalty were based on unfounded 
assumptions, for example, that the effect of capital punishment is the same across all the states and over 
time.  There is no evidence to support such suppositions.   
  
These intrinsic shortcomings severely limit what can be learned from the existing research, the report says.  
The committee recommended next steps for research that include collecting data that consider both capital 
and noncapital punishments for murder, conducting studies on how potential murderers perceive a range of 
punishments in homicide cases, and using statistical methods based on more credible assumptions about the 
effect of capital punishment on homicide rates.   
  
The ultimate success of the research may depend on the specific questions being addressed, the report 
adds.  Questions of interest include if and how the legal status or intensity of use of the death penalty affects 
homicide rates or whether executions affect these rates in the short term.  The report acknowledged that new 



data and knowledge may not come quickly or easily, but such research may help to provide insight into the 
crime prevention effects of noncapital punishment that could be useful for future policy decisions. 
  
The committee was not asked and did not investigate the moral arguments for or against capital punishment, 
the empirical evidence on whether capital punishment is administered in a nondiscriminatory and consistent 
fashion, or the cost of its administration.   
  
The study was sponsored by Tides Foundation, the Proteus Action League, and the National Institute of 
Justice.  The National Academy of Sciences, National Academy of Engineering, Institute of Medicine, and 
National Research Council make up the National Academies.  They are private, nonprofit institutions that 
provide science, technology, and health policy advice under a congressional charter.  The Research Council 
is the principal operating agency of the National Academy of Sciences and the National Academy of 
Engineering.  For more information, visit http://national-academies.org.  A committee roster follows.  

 


