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SUMMARY:

The trial court properly notified defendant that his five-year term of postrelease control was mandatory, where the court said to defendant at the sentencing hearing, “[A]fter you are released from the Department of Corrections * * * you’ll be on a period of supervision by them for a period of five years,” and the court stated in the sentencing entry, “As part of the sentence in this case, the defendant shall be supervised by the Adult Parole Authority after defendant leaves prison, which is referred to as post-release control, for five (5) years.”

Where defendant, after his conviction for unlawful sexual conduct with a minor, was improperly classified by the trial court as a Tier III sex offender, and the appellate court reversed the Tier III classification and remanded the cause for the trial court to correct the classification to Tier II, but the trial court did not carry out the remand order before defendant was released from his five-year prison sentence, and where, after his release from prison, defendant filed a motion for relief from the duty to register as a sex offender arguing that the trial court had no authority to carry out the remand order after defendant had been released from prison, the trial court’s judgment overruling defendant’s motion on the ground that it was bound by the appellate court’s order of remand must be reversed and the cause must be remanded for the trial court to consider whether it has authority to carry out the remand order to notify defendant of and impose upon him Tier II sex-offender registration requirements.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by CUNNINGHAM, J.; FISCHER, P.J., and STAUTBERG, J., CONCUR.

