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SUMMARY

The Idaho Court of Appeals affirmed Cordelle Anthony Jameson Slinkard’s convictions for five counts
of unlawful possession of a firearm. The court held that a felony forgery conviction resulting in
supervised probation qualifies as a prior felony conviction under Idaho Code § 18-3316, even though
forgery is not among the specifically listed offenses in § 18-310(2). The court also affirmed the denial
of Slinkard’s Idaho Criminal Rule 29 motion for judgment of acquittal.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Slinkard appealed from a judgment of conviction for five counts of
unlawful possession of a firearm, challenging the denial of his Idaho
Criminal Rule 29 motion for judgment of acquittal.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The appellate court independently considers the evidence in the record
and determines whether a reasonable mind could conclude beyond a
reasonable doubt that the defendant's guilt as to the material elements
of the offense was proven. Statutory interpretation is reviewed de
novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a defendant on supervised probation following a withheld judgment for felony forgery is a
person previously convicted of a felony under Idaho Code section 18-3316.

2. Whether Idaho Code section 18-3316's reference to crimes enumerated in Idaho Code section 18-310 is
limited to the specifically listed offenses in section 18-310(2), or encompasses the general category of
felonies addressed in section 18-310(1).

3. Whether the district court properly denied Slinkard's Idaho Criminal Rule 29 motion for judgment of
acquittal.

HOLDINGS

1. A defendant who received a withheld judgment for felony forgery and was on supervised felony
probation is 'convicted of a felony' for purposes of Idaho Code section 18-3316, and is prohibited from
possessing firearms until final discharge and restoration of firearm rights.

2. The reference to crimes enumerated in Idaho Code section 18-310 encompasses the entire statute, not
merely the specifically listed offenses in section 18-310(2).

3. The district court properly denied Slinkard's motion for judgment of acquittal because the record
contained sufficient evidence from which a reasonable jury could find beyond a reasonable doubt that he
was a convicted felon unlawfully possessing firearms.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We hold that under the plain language of I.C. § 18-3316, Slinkard was “convicted of a felony” because at
the time of the offenses in this case, Slinkard was on supervised probation for forgery, a felony included in the
category of crimes encompassed within I.C. § 18-310, which prohibits the possession of firearms until final
discharge.” (at 7)

“Therefore, the comment to ICJI 1403 does not change the analysis or outcome in this case.” (at 8)

“We agree with the district court’s determination that there was sufficient information in the record to hold
that a reasonable jury could conclude Slinkard was guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of being a felon in
possession of a firearm on August 7, 2023.” (at 9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Slinkard pleaded guilty to felony forgery, received a withheld judgment, and was placed on supervised
probation. During a probation compliance check, officers searched a vehicle associated with Slinkard and found
five firearms, along with identifying documents and equipment linking the vehicle and firearms to him. His
felony probation had not ended and his firearm rights had not been restored when the firearms were discovered.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Slinkard pleaded guilty to felony forgery and received a withheld judgment followed by two years of supervised
probation. After firearms were found in a vehicle associated with him, he was charged with five counts of
unlawful possession of a firearm and proceeded to a jury trial. The district court denied his Rule 29 motion, the
jury found him guilty on all counts, and the Idaho Court of Appeals affirmed.
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