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SUMMARY:


The trial court did not err when it denied defendant’s motion to suppress evidence of defendant’s traffic stop because the police officer’s request to verify defendant’s address did not prolong the traffic stop in a meaningful way in violation of the Fourth Amendment. 
Defendant’s conviction for excessive window tint under R.C. 4513.241 was based on insufficient evidence where the State failed to prove that defendant’s windows were tinted in violation of the light-transmittance standards set forth in Adm.Code 4501-41-03. 

Defendant’s conviction for failing to comply under R.C. 2921.331(A) was supported by sufficient evidence where the police officer issued a lawful command to step out of the vehicle, and defendant refused to exit from her vehicle, during a lawful traffic stop. 
Defendant’s conviction for resisting arrest under R.C. 2921.33(A) was supported by sufficient evidence because defendant’s arrest was lawful based on defendant’s failure to comply with a lawful command to step out of defendant’s vehicle during a lawful traffic stop. 
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN C-250562 AND C-250563; REVERSED AND APPELLANT DISCHARGED IN C-250564.
JUDGES: 

OPINION by BOCK, J.; CROUSE, P.J., and NESTOR, J., CONCUR.
