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SUMMARY:

Where the only ground upon which defendant’s motion to suppress challenged the validity of his warrantless arrest was the lack of probable cause to arrest and defendant stipulated at the suppression hearing that lack of probable cause to arrest was the sole issue, the trial court erred by granting the motion to suppress on grounds that defendant raised for the first time in his posthearing closing argument because the state was not afforded an opportunity to present evidence on the grounds not raised by defendant in the motion to suppress.

The trial court erred by granting the motion to suppress based on the lack of probable cause to arrest defendant at a traffic stop in which defendant was a passenger of the stopped vehicle, where defendant’s conduct provided probable cause to arrest him for obstructing official business: defendant refused a police officer’s order to turn around and place his hands behind his back, re-entered a vehicle that that he had just vacated upon a police officer’s order, refused police officers’ repeated orders to exit the vehicle, and held on to the vehicle’s interior to prevent police officers from pulling him out of the vehicle, all of which impeded the officers’ investigation of the initial traffic stop.

JUDGMENTS:
REVERSED AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by MYERS, P.J.; WINKLER and HENDON, JJ., CONCUR.
