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PER CURIAM: In this direct appeal, Appellant argues the mandatory registration
requirement of the South Carolina Sex Offender Registry Act (Act)," as applied to
juveniles adjudicated delinquent, constitutes cruel and unusual punishment in
violation of the United States Constitution. We disagree and affirm pursuant to

1'S.C. Code Ann. §§ 23-3-400 to -555 (2007 & Supp. 2013).



Rule 220(b)(1), SCACR, and the following authorities: In re Ronnie A., 355 S.C.
407, 409, 585 S.E.2d 311, 312 (2003) (finding that sex offender registration for
juveniles is non-punitive (citation omitted)); State v. Walls, 348 S.C. 26, 31, 558
S.E.2d 524, 526 (2002) (finding the Act is not penal but is civil in nature, as it is
intended to protect the public from sex offenders who may reoffend and to aid law
enforcement in solving sex crimes, and determining that sex offender registration
does not constitute a criminal penalty); see in re Justin B., 405 S.C. 391, 395, 747
S.E.2d 774, 776 (2013) (holding that the Act's electronic monitoring requirement
for juvenile sex offenders is not penal in nature and not violative of the Eighth
Amendment).

AFFIRMED.

TOAL, C.J., PLEICONES, BEATTY, KITTREDGE and HEARN, JJ.,
concur.



