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SUMMARY

The Montana Supreme Court affirmed Jason Christ’s conviction for intimidation under § 45-5-203(2),
MCA, based on threats to bomb a Verizon store. The court declined to review unpreserved facial-
overbreadth and jury-instruction claims under plain-error review and held that sufficient evidence
supported the conviction.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Christ's facial overbreadth challenge to § 45-5-203(2), MCA, and his challenge to the jury
instruction could be considered for the first time on appeal.

2. Whether the Supreme Court should exercise plain-error review over the unpreserved constitutional and
instructional claims.

3. Whether sufficient evidence supported Christ's conviction for knowingly communicating a threat of a
pending explosion endangering life or property.

HOLDINGS

1. The court would not consider the facial-overbreadth and jury-instruction claims because Christ did not
raise them in the District Court.

2. The court declined to exercise plain-error review because failure to review the alleged errors would not
result in a manifest miscarriage of justice, leave unsettled the fundamental fairness of the proceeding, or
compromise the integrity of the judicial process.

3. The evidence was sufficient to sustain Christ's conviction for knowingly communicating a threat to
bomb the Verizon store under § 45-5-203(2), MCA.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Any reasonable person would understand the explicit threat in Christ’s statement that unless he got someone
to talk to he could come down and bomb the Verizon store.” (¶ 8)

“The State has a fundamental interest in prohibiting terroristic threats, and there is no First Amendment right
to threaten to bomb someone.” (¶ 8)

“this case is decided by memorandum opinion and shall not be cited and does not serve as precedent.” (¶ 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Christ made repeated hostile telephone calls to Verizon employees after becoming dissatisfied with Verizon's
service. During one call, he threatened to come to the store and bomb it, although he later claimed he was not
serious. Verizon employees feared for their safety, contacted law enforcement, and the bomb squad searched the
store without finding a bomb. Evidence also showed that Christ later played a recording of the threat to his
employees and coached them regarding their testimony.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



A Missoula County jury convicted Jason Christ of intimidation based on a threat to bomb a Verizon store. Christ
appealed, arguing that the intimidation statute was facially overbroad, that the jury instruction was improper, and
that the evidence was insufficient. The Supreme Court declined to review the unpreserved constitutional and
instructional claims under plain-error review and affirmed the conviction.
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