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Counts District Court’s Ruling Appeal
Count | Summary Judgment for Plaintiffs Ves
Ex post facto challenge to | Permanent injunction barring retroactive
SORA 2021. application of SORA to pre-2011 regis- Defendants
trants. Sixth Circuit stayed relief.
Count 11 Summary Judgment for Plaintiffs Ves
Ex post facto and due on Ex Post Flapto Ground_sc;l q
process challenge to Due Process Claim Not Decide Defendants
retroactive extension of Permanent injunction barring retroactive
registration terms from 25 | application of SORA to pre-2011 regis-
years to life. trants. Sixth Circuit stayed relief.
Because the court granted relief on ex post
facto grounds, it did not decide the due
process claim (which Plaintiffs preserve).
Count Il Summary Judgment for Defendants Ves
Equal protection and due
process challenge to auto- Plaintiffs
matic lengthy and lifetime
registration without indi-
vidual review or an oppor-
tunity for removal.
Count IV Summary Judgment for Defendants Ves
Equal protection challenge
to denial of opportunity to Plaintiffs

petition for removal from
registry for people simi-

larly situated to petition-
eligible registrants.
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CountV Summary Judgment for Defendants No
First Amendment claim
that mandatory reporting
under SORA is compelled
speech.
Count VI Not Decided No
Due process challenge to The court found the issue moot because
extension of registration Count Il (retroactive extension) grants full
terms as violation of plea | relief. (Plaintiffs preserve this claim.)
agreements.

Count VII Summary Judgment for Plaintiffs on
Due process and equal Due ProcessIG_rounds; qua&Protectlon No
protection challenge to Claim Not Decide
registration of people with | Permanent injunction removing such
convictions that lack a people from the registry and barring their
sexual element absent a registration absent a judicial finding that
judicial finding that the the offense was sexual in nature.
offense was sexual in
nature.

Count VIlI Adoption of Certain Clarifying Ves (for 3
Vagueness claim challeng- Construc_:tlons Agreed to by the Parties; orovisions)
ing parts of SORA 2021 Partl_al _Summary Judgment for

Plaintiffs and for Defendants .
Plaintiffs

The parties agreed as to some challenged
terms and the district court ruled on the
rest. Both sides won and lost some of the
vagueness challenges.
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Count IX Summary Judgment for Plaintiffs
First Amendment challenge | Permanent injunction barring Defendants No
to compelled admission of | from requiring registrants to attest that they
“understanding” the “understand” their registration duties.
registration duties imposed
by SORA.

Count X Summary Judgment for Plaintiffs No
First Amendment challenge | Permanent injunction barring the reporting
to duty to report email and database storage of such information.
addresses and internet
identifiers.

Count XI Summary Judgment for Plaintiffs on

Due Process and Equal Protection

Due process, equal protec- . . Yes
tion, and privileges and Clalrgsz NIO De(iéf'lon on C_h_allcénlge Under
immunities claim for rivileges & Immunities Clause Defendants

people with non-Michigan
convictions challenging
how their registration and
tier levels are assigned, and
challenging the imposition
of harsher and longer
registration requirements
than for people with
Michigan convictions.

Permanent injunction barring registration
of the non-Michigan subclass absent a
judicial determination that their conviction
Is “substantially similar” to a Michigan
conviction, and barring worse treatment
based on non-Michigan convictions. Sixth
Circuit stayed relief.

Because the district court granted relief on
other grounds, it did not decide the
privileges and immunities claim (which
Plaintiffs preserve).




	Exh Cover Sheet.pdf
	Chart of Does III Claims  FINAL.pdf

