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SUMMARY

The Arkansas Supreme Court affirmed Israel Estrada Cannalte’s conviction for first-degree murder

and life sentence. The court held that substantial evidence supported the jury’s finding that Cannalte

purposely caused Maximo Hernandez’s death, relying on the nature of the wounds, cell-tower

evidence, DNA evidence, Cannalte’s injuries, and statements about his whereabouts.
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Cannalte appealed his conviction for first-degree murder and life
sentence, challenging the sufficiency of the evidence and the circuit

court's denial of his directed-verdict motion.

A directed-verdict motion is a challenge to the sufficiency of the
evidence. The Supreme Court reviews whether substantial evidence
supports the conviction, viewing the evidence in the light most
favorable to the State and leaving witness credibility and conflicting
proof to the jury. Circumstantial evidence must be consistent with the
defendant's guilt and inconsistent with every other reasonable

hypothesis.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether substantial evidence supported the jury's finding that Cannalte purposely caused Hernandez's
death.

2. Whether the circuit court erred by denying Cannalte's directed-verdict motion.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for the jury to find beyond speculation or conjecture that Cannalte

purposely caused Hernandez's death.

2. Circumstantial evidence need not eliminate every conceivable hypothesis consistent with innocence; it

need only exclude every other reasonable hypothesis, and whether it does so is for the jury.

3. The circuit court properly denied Cannalte's directed-verdict motion because substantial evidence
supported the conviction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Substantial evidence is that which is of sufficient force and character that it will, with reasonable certainty,

compel a conclusion one way or the other, without resorting to speculation or conjecture.” (at 3)

“Circumstantial evidence need not eliminate every conceivable hypothesis consistent with innocence; it need

only exclude every other reasonable hypothesis, and whether it does so is a question for the jury.” (at 6)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Maximo Hernandez was found stabbed to death in his home in Batesville after sustaining more than twenty-five
stab wounds from a knife and a Phillips-head screwdriver. Cellphone-tower data placed Cannalte at Hernandez's
residence during the relevant period, and Cannalte falsely told his child that he was no longer in Batesville.
Cannalte had cuts on his fingers and additional apparent injuries, while his blood was found on the murder

weapon, on exterior and interior doorknobs, throughout the residence, and inside his truck.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Cannalte was tried in the Independence County Circuit Court and convicted by a jury of first-degree murder,
receiving a sentence of life imprisonment. After the circuit court denied his directed-verdict motion, he appealed

to the Supreme Court of Arkansas, which affirmed.
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