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SUMMARY:

Defendant bus driver’s conviction for false imprisonment was not against the sufficiency or weight of the evidence where defendant got on top of his 17-year-old victim and refused to let her up, even when she told him to get off of her, and then refused to open the bus door so that the victim could leave the bus.
Defendant bus driver’s conviction for sexual imposition was not against the sufficiency or weight of the evidence:  the evidence supported the inference that the purpose of his actions was sexual gratification or arousal where defendant looked at this 17-year-old victim in the rear-view mirror in a way that made her uncomfortable, touched the victim on her chest and inner thigh while “tickling” her, slapped her on the buttocks, got on top of the victim and refused to get off of her until she called him “the man,” and refused to let her leave the bus until she had given him her “name and number.”
R.C. Chapter 2950’s Tier I sex-offender-registration statutes, which require defendant to register for 15 years and to annually verify his address, are not unconstitutional as applied, because they do not constitute cruel and unusual punishment under the Eighth Amendment to the United States Constitution or Article I, Section 9, of the Ohio Constitution as they are not so extreme as to be grossly disproportionate to his sexual-imposition crime or shocking to a reasonable person or to the community’s sense of justice:  defendant was more culpable and deserving of punishment based on the circumstances of his offense; his 15-year registration period is not so severe as to reach the level of unconstitutionality; and the imposition of a registration period satisfies the penological aim of reducing recidivism among sex offenders.
Where the trial court failed to notify defendant of his Tier I sex-offender registration and verification duties, the cause must be remanded for the trial court to properly notify defendant of his registration and verification duties pursuant to R.C. 2950.03.
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by ZAYAS, J.; MOCK, P.J., and MYERS, J., CONCUR.

