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BOWER, J.

Rickie Slinger appeals the district court's denial of his application for
postconviction relief (PCR) claiming newly discovered evidence entitles him to a
new trial. In 2006, Slinger was charged with one count of sexual abuse in the
second degree and two counts of sexual abuse in the third degree; a jury found
him guilty on all counts. He appealed the conviction, and our supreme court
found the appeal frivolous and dismissed it. Slinger filed an application for PCR
claiming his trial counsel was ineffective. The district court denied the
application, and Slinger appealed. We affirmed the district court’s denial.> In
June 2012, Slinger filed a second application for PCR and (after withdrawing two
of his claims) claimed he was entitled to a new trial due to newly discovered
evidence relating to a witness for the State. The district court dismissed Slinger’s
application. Slinger now appeals.

Slinger claims “newly discovered information” concerning a trial witness
entitles him to a new trial. The trial witness in question, a social worker, met with
Slinger on two occasions. She gave testimony at trial regarding statements
made by Slinger during those meetings. Subsequently, the lowa Board of Social
Work Examiners charged the social worker with practicing social work at a level
requiring a master's degree and her license was placed on probation. She
entered an Alford plea to one count of second-degree fraudulent practices and

was granted a deferred judgment.

! Slinger v. State, No. 10-1338, 2011 WL 6058447 at *1 (lowa Ct. App. Dec. 7, 2011).



The district court dismissed Slinger's application for PCR for three
reasons: the “newly discovered evidence” related to matters that occurred after
his trial, even if the evidence existed at the time of trial it would only be relevant
to impeach the witness’s testimony, and Slinger cannot establish the probability
of a different result if a new trial was granted. Pursuant to lowa Court Rule
21.26(1)(d), we approve the district court ruling and affirm.

AFFIRMED.



