
SUPREME COURT OF NORTH DAKOTA

State v. Krall
2026 ND 7 (N.D. 2026) · No. No. 20240233 · Decided January 15, 2026

SUMMARY

The North Dakota Supreme Court affirmed Shawnee Lynn Krall’s conviction for intentional or
knowing murder. The court held that the State presented sufficient circumstantial evidence for the jury
to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Krall caused Alice Queirolo’s death, despite the absence of a
recovered body and autopsy evidence. The court also concluded that the district court did not commit
reversible error by declining to give Krall’s requested circumstantial-evidence jury instruction.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Krall appealed an amended criminal judgment entered after a jury
convicted him of intentional or knowing murder and the district court
sentenced him to life imprisonment without the possibility of parole.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Sufficiency of the evidence is reviewed deferentially by viewing the
evidence and reasonable inferences in the light most favorable to the
verdict; the conviction is insufficient only if no rational fact finder
could find guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. Jury instructions are
reviewed as a whole to determine whether they correctly and
adequately inform the jury of the applicable law. An instructional error
warrants reversal only if the instructions as a whole are erroneous,
concern a central subject, and affect a substantial right.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence, viewed in the light most favorable to the verdict, was sufficient for a rational jury
to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Krall intentionally or knowingly caused Queirolo’s death.

2. Whether the district court committed reversible error by refusing Krall’s requested circumstantial-
evidence jury instructions requiring the evidence to exclude every reasonable hypothesis or theory of
innocence.

3. Whether the district court’s use of pattern jury instruction K-5.16, together with the reasonable-doubt
instruction, correctly stated the law on circumstantial evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. The State presented sufficient evidence for a rational jury to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Krall
intentionally or knowingly caused Queirolo’s death, even though the case relied substantially on
circumstantial evidence and no body or autopsy evidence was presented.

2. The district court did not commit reversible error by refusing Krall’s requested instructions that would
have required the jury to exclude every reasonable hypothesis or theory of innocence before convicting
on circumstantial evidence.

3. Pattern jury instruction K-5.16, when considered with the reasonable-doubt and elements instructions,
correctly stated the law and was not misleading or confusing.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A conviction rests upon insufficient evidence only when, after reviewing the evidence in the light most
favorable to the prosecution and giving the prosecution the benefit of all inferences reasonably to be drawn in
its favor, no rational fact finder could find the defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.” (¶ 7)

“We agree with the United States Supreme Court that “There is some support for this type of instruction . . .
but the better rule is that where the jury is properly instructed on the standards for reasonable doubt, such an
additional instruction on circumstantial evidence is confusing and incorrect.”” (¶ 43)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Alice Queirolo, who had significant medical vulnerabilities and maintained regular contact with family and
coworkers, disappeared from her Minot home in December 2020 and had no contact with family for nearly four
years. Evidence showed her final communications, her vehicle’s movements, Krall’s movements and use of a
Ford sedan around the time of the disappearance, and Krall’s uncooperative behavior during welfare checks and
the investigation. A jail inmate testified that Krall said he had raped a girl and killed her because she was going



to tell. The State presented no body or autopsy evidence because evidence from a warrantless vehicle search had
been suppressed.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Krall was charged with murder after the disappearance of Alice Queirolo. The district court previously
suppressed evidence from a warrantless search of Krall’s vehicle, and the North Dakota Supreme Court affirmed
that suppression order. After a five-day jury trial, the jury convicted Krall of intentional or knowing murder, the
district court denied his motion for judgment of acquittal, and the court sentenced him to life without parole.
Krall appealed, challenging the sufficiency of the evidence and the refusal to give his requested circumstantial-
evidence jury instructions.
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