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Appellant Shon Turner (“Turner”) appeals from the judgment of the trial court entered 

following a jury verdict.  The jury found Turner guilty on two counts: unlawful possession of a 
firearm and possession of drug paraphernalia.  Before trial, Turner filed a motion to suppress all 
evidence obtained during the execution of a search warrant on his residence.  Turner argues that 
the trial court erred in denying his motion to suppress for two reasons.  First, Turner contends the 
trial court erred in denying his request for a Franks hearing because Turner made a substantial 
preliminary showing that police intended to make, or recklessly disregarded the possibility of 
making, material omissions in the affidavit supporting the search warrant application.  Second, 
even without a Franks hearing, Turner contends the trial court erred in denying his motion to 
suppress because the information contained within the affidavit does not support a finding of 
probable cause. 
 
AFFIRMED. 
 
DIVISION FOUR HOLDS:  First, the trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying a Franks 
hearing. Turner did not satisfy his burden of making a substantial preliminary showing indicating 
that the detective applying for the search warrant engaged in either intentional or reckless 
misconduct by omitting certain facts in the affidavit supporting the search warrant application.  
Second, the issuing judge did not clearly err by signing the search warrant of 2855 Utah because 
there was a substantial basis to find probable cause; thus, the trial court did not err in denying 
Turner’s motion to suppress. 
 
Opinion by:  Kurt S. Odenwald, Judge  Sherri B. Sullivan, P.J., and Patricia L. 
Cohen, J., concur. 
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