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SUMMARY:

Where the court cannot tell from a comparison of the statutes whether a move-in sexual offender’s Kentucky offense is substantially equivalent to an Ohio offense, the court may go beyond the statutes and rely on a limited portion of the record to determine whether the Kentucky factfinder was required to find all the elements necessary for a conviction under the Ohio statute.

The trial court did not err in determining that the Kentucky offense of sodomy in the second degree under KRS 510.080 is substantially similar to the Ohio offense of gross sexual imposition under R.C. 2907.05(A)(4) where the Kentucky court was required to find all the elements essential to a conviction under the Ohio statute.
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
OPINION by BERGERON, P.J.; CROUSE and BOCK, JJ., CONCUR.
