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SUMMARY:

Where the trial court found defendant not guilty of a violation of a traffic ordinance after a criminal trial, the court of appeals has discretionary authority under R.C. 2945.67(A) and App.R. 5(C) to review substantive legal rulings made in the criminal case, so long as the verdict itself is not appealed.

The trial court erred in determining that a municipal ordinance prohibiting toy vehicles in streets violated defendant’s constitutional right to travel: although a citizen has a fundamental right to intrastate travel, an ordinance which burdens a single mode of transportation, here toy vehicles, does not implicate the right to travel.

The trial court erred in determining that a municipal ordinance prohibiting toy vehicles in streets was void for vagueness as applied to defendant’s conduct in riding a motorized skateboard:  although the toy-vehicle ordinance does not specifically mention motorized skateboards among the prohibited modes of  transportation on streets, nothing in the ordinance suggests that the prohibition is limited to human-powered modes of transportation, and because the ordinance prohibits riding a “skateboard” in the street, a motorized skateboard could be considered a “skateboard” or a “similar device.” 
JUDGMENT:
STANDS
JUDGES:
OPINION by DETERS, J.; ZAYAS, P.J., and MILLER, J., CONCUR.
