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SUMMARY

The Washington Supreme Court held that a conviction for felony harassment based on a threat to kill
requires proof that the threatened person was placed in reasonable fear that the threat to kill would be
carried out. The court reversed C.G.'s conviction because the evidence showed fear of possible harm
but did not establish reasonable fear that C.G. would kill the victim.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether RCW 9A.46.020 requires the State to prove, for felony harassment based on a threat to kill, that
the person threatened was placed in reasonable fear that the threat to kill would be carried out.

2. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support C.G.'s felony-harassment conviction involving the threat
to kill Tim Haney.

HOLDINGS

1. Under the plain language of RCW 9A.46.020, the State must prove that the person threatened was
placed in reasonable fear that the threat made would be carried out. For a felony harassment charge
based on a threat to kill, this requires reasonable fear that the threat to kill would be carried out, not
merely fear of bodily injury.

2. The evidence was insufficient to support C.G.'s felony-harassment conviction based on the threat to kill
Mr. Haney because it did not show that Haney was placed in reasonable fear that C.G. would kill him.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We agree that a conviction of felony harassment based upon a threat to kill requires proof that the person
threatened was placed in reasonable fear that the threat to kill would be carried out.” (at 595)

“We thus conclude that under the plain language of RCW 9A.46.020, supported by the related statute, RCW
9A.46.010, the State must prove that the victim is placed in reasonable fear that the threat made is the one
that will be carried out.” (at 597)

“In order to convict an individual of felony harassment based upon a threat to kill, RCW 9A.46.020 requires
that the State prove that the person threatened was placed in reasonable fear that the threat to kill would be
carried out as an element of the offense.” (at 598)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

C.G., a student at Blaine High School, became disruptive after being questioned about a missing pencil and was
escorted from a classroom by vice-principal Tim Haney. During the incident, she repeatedly told Haney, "I'll kill
you Mr. Haney, I'll kill you." Haney testified that the threat caused him concern and that, based on his
knowledge of C.G., she might harm him or someone else in the future, but there was no evidence that he feared
C.G. would kill him.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The trial court found C.G. guilty of two counts of felony harassment, one based on a threat to kill a school vice-
principal and one based on a threat to kill a responding police officer. C.G. challenged only the conviction
involving the vice-principal, arguing that the State failed to prove the vice-principal reasonably feared that the
threat to kill would be carried out. The Court of Appeals affirmed in a per curiam opinion, the Washington
Supreme Court granted review, and the Supreme Court reversed the Court of Appeals and remanded.

DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Reverse the Court of Appeals, reverse C.G.'s felony-harassment conviction based on her threat to kill Mr. Haney,
and remand for further proceedings consistent with the decision.
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