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SUMMARY:

Where defendant was convicted of failing to register under R.C. 2950.04 based upon a juvenile adjudication for gross sexual imposition, the trial court did not err in overruling defendant’s motion to dismiss the indictment, because the juvenile court’s decision adjudicating defendant a Tier I juvenile-offender registrant was a valid judgment of the juvenile court where the juvenile court judge had signed the magistrate’s dated decision below a typed line stating, “The Magistrate’s Decision is hereby approved and entered as the judgment of the Court,” the decision was entered on the juvenile court’s journal, and the decision contained a clear pronouncement of the juvenile court’s judgment and expressed the parties’ rights and responsibilities.
The trial court did not err in convicting defendant of failing to register on his no-contest plea where the indictment alleged that defendant failed to register when he was required to register under R.C. 2950.04, and defendant admitted to the facts as alleged in the indictment.

State v. Hand, 149 Ohio St.3d 94, 2016-Ohio-5304, 73 N.E.3d 448, did not require reversal of defendant’s conviction for failing to register based upon his juvenile adjudication:  R.C. 2950.04 distinguishes between an adult offender convicted of a sexually-oriented offense and a juvenile adjudicated delinquent and classified for having committed a sexually-oriented offense; the statute does not treat a juvenile adjudication as an adult conviction; the juvenile is required to register based upon the juvenile adjudication and classification; the juvenile adjudication requires registration in its own right; and the juvenile adjudication is not a penalty-enhancing element, it is an element of the crime of failing to register.  
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
OPINION by DETERS, J.; MOCK, P.J., CONCURS and CUNNINGHAM, J., DISSENTS.

