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SUMMARY:

The common pleas court erred by overruling defendant’s motion to rebut the statutory presumption under R.C. 2903.42(A)(1) that he is required to enroll in Ohio’s violent-offender database (“the VOD”) without first holding a hearing. See State v. Klein, 2020-Ohio-6948, 165 N.E.3d 800 (1st Dist.), ¶ 20 (defendant is entitled to a hearing on his motion to rebut the VOD-enrollment presumption); but the court properly overruled defendant’s challenges to his factual guilt as well as his claim of actual innocence raised in the motion:  a hearing on a motion to rebut the VOD-enrollment presumption is limited in scope to determining only whether defendant was the principal offender of the charged offenses and, if not, whether defendant should still be required to enroll in the VOD.

The common pleas court properly overruled defendant’s motion for a new sentencing hearing and/or correction of his sentence under R.C. 2929.191 where postrelease control had been properly imposed: the sentencing court notified defendant in open court and by judgment entry of the longest postrelease-control period attached to his sentence and the consequences for violating postrelease control. 
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by ZAYAS, J.; BERGERON, J., CONCURS and MYERS, P.J., CONCURS IN JUDGMENT ONLY.
