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SUMMARY

The Delaware Supreme Court affirmed Juan Lamberty’s conviction for failure to properly report as a
registered sex offender. The Court held that Delaware’s more frequent registration requirement for
homeless Tier II sex offenders was rationally related to legitimate governmental interests and that the

statutory delegation to the Delaware State Police Superintendent was lawful.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Lamberty appealed from the Superior Court's denial of his motion to

dismiss and from his subsequent conviction and sentence for Failure to
Properly Report as a Registered Sex Offender.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Constitutional claims are reviewed plenary or de novo for legal error.
Legislative enactments receive a strong presumption of
constitutionality, and doubts are resolved in favor of the challenged
enactment. Because the challenged classification involved neither a

fundamental right nor a suspect class, rational-basis review applied.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Sex Offender Registration Statute, particularly 11 Del. C. § 4121(k), violated the Equal
Protection Clause by requiring homeless sex offenders to register more frequently than sex offenders

with permanent residences.

2. Whether the Sex Offender Registration Statute unlawfully delegated legislative power to the
Superintendent of the Delaware State Police by authorizing the Superintendent to designate reporting

locations.

HOLDINGS

1. 11 Del. C. § 4121(k) does not violate the Equal Protection Clause because the distinction between
homeless sex offenders and sex offenders with permanent residences is rationally related to the

legitimate governmental interest in monitoring sex offenders and protecting the public.

2. The Sex Offender Registration Statute lawfully delegates administrative authority to the Superintendent
of the Delaware State Police because it provides an objectively reasonable standard for designating
reporting locations and limits the Superintendent's discretion to implementing the legislative policy.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Therefore, we conclude that 11 Del. C. § 4121(k) is rationally related to a legitimate government interest,

and does not violate the Equal Protection Clause.” (6)

“Accordingly, we hold that the SORS registration procedures are reasonable, and the product of a lawful

delegation of legislative power.” (8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Lamberty pleaded guilty to fourth-degree rape in March 2004 and was designated a Tier II sex offender. After
registering as homeless in Wilmington in November 2012, he was required to register every thirty days but failed
to do so in December 2012. He stated that he lacked money to travel to the designated reporting location, but his

counsel conceded that he had not requested a waiver of any registration fee based on indigency.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Lamberty was charged under Delaware's Sex Offender Registration Statute after failing to register as required.
The Superior Court denied his motion to dismiss, rejected his equal-protection and unlawful-delegation

challenges, and Lamberty was thereafter convicted. The Delaware Supreme Court affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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