COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT OF TEXAS
AT FORT WORTH

Nathaniel Turner v. the State of Texas

Nos. 02-25-00310-CR, 02-25-00311-CR, 02-25-00312-CR, and 02-25-00313-CR (Tex. App.—Fort Worth June
11, 2026) (mem. op.) - No. Nos. 02-25-00310-CR, 02-25-00311-CR, 02-25-00312-CR, and 02-25-00313-CR -
Decided June 11, 2026

SUMMARY

The Court of Appeals for the Second District of Texas affirmed Nathaniel Turner's four plea-bargained
convictions and concurrent five-year sentences. The court held that Turner forfeited his challenge to
the initial detention and that the warrantless vehicle search was valid under the automobile and search-

incident-to-arrest exceptions to the Fourth Amendment.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Turner appealed four plea-bargained convictions and concurrent five-

year sentences, challenging the denial of his motions to suppress

evidence obtained during a warrantless vehicle search.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court viewed the evidence in the light most favorable to the trial
court's ruling and applied a bifurcated standard: almost total deference
to express or implied historical-fact determinations and de novo
review of the application of search-and-seizure law to those facts.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Turner preserved or forfeited his appellate complaint that police lacked reasonable suspicion to
detain him.

2. Whether officers had probable cause to arrest Turner and search his readily mobile vehicle without a

warrant under the Fourth Amendment.

3. Whether the vehicle search was valid as a search incident to arrest when conducted immediately before

Turner's formal arrest.

HOLDINGS

1. Turner forfeited his complaint concerning the legality of the initial detention because he expressly
abandoned that suppression ground during the trial-court hearing and argued only that the vehicle search

lacked probable cause.

2. The warrantless search of Turner's vehicle was valid under the Fourth Amendment because officers had
probable cause to believe the vehicle contained contraband or evidence of the narcotics offenses for
which Turner was arrested.

3. A search incident to arrest may be valid when conducted immediately before formal arrest if officers had
probable cause to arrest and reason to believe the vehicle contained evidence of the offense of arrest.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“The automobile exception allows for the warrantless search of an automobile ‘if it is readily mobile and

there is probable cause to believe that it contains contraband.’” (at 5)
“Accordingly, the police’s search of Turner’s vehicle was valid under the Fourth Amendment.” (at 10)

“We therefore conclude that the trial court did not err by denying Turner’s four suppression motions.” (at 10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A Fort Worth narcotics officer monitoring a pole camera observed Turner purchase a prescription pill bottle
containing white pills and then conduct several hand-to-hand sales from his vehicle in a high-crime area known
for narcotics activity. The officer determined that probable cause existed to arrest Turner for delivery of a
controlled substance and alerted officers in the field. Officers arrested Turner, searched his truck without a
warrant, and found pill bottles, currency, and a revolver; testing confirmed that the pills included oxycodone,

amphetamines, and methadone.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Turner was charged with one count of being a felon in possession of a firearm and three controlled-substance
offenses. The trial court denied his suppression motions, after which Turner pleaded guilty under plea
agreements in all four cases. The trial court sentenced him to four concurrent five-year terms, and the court of

appeals affirmed.
DISPOSITION

affirmed
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