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SUMMARY

The Washington Supreme Court holds that RCW 9A.36.150(1)(b), which criminalizes interfering with
the reporting of domestic violence, defines a single crime rather than an alternative means crime. The
court affirms Division Three of the Court of Appeals and overturns Division One's contrary holding in
State v. Nonog.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Leif Buck sought review of Division Three of the Washington Court of
Appeals' decision affirming his conviction for interfering with the
reporting of domestic violence. The Washington Supreme Court
granted review to resolve a conflict between appellate divisions
concerning whether the offense is an alternative means crime.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Whether a statutory offense constitutes an alternative means crime is a
question of statutory interpretation reviewed de novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether RCW 9A.36.150(1)(b), which criminalizes preventing or attempting to prevent a victim or
witness from calling 911, obtaining medical assistance, or making a report to law enforcement, defines
one crime or three alternative means of committing the crime.

2. Whether Buck's conviction violated the Washington Constitution's right to a unanimous jury verdict.

HOLDINGS

1. RCW 9A.36.150(1)(b) defines a single crime of interfering with the reporting of domestic violence, not
three alternative means of committing three separate crimes.

2. Buck's conviction did not violate the Washington Constitution's jury-unanimity requirement because the
charged offense is a single-means crime.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We hold that RCW 9A.36.150(1)(b) defines a single crime of interfering with reporting domestic violence
and not three alternative means of committing three separate crimes.” (at 9)

“The only proscribed conduct in this case is interfering with reporting domestic violence.” (at 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Leif Buck and A.H., who shared two children, lived separately. During a discussion at Buck's residence, Buck
physically restrained and dragged A.H., took her cell phone when she said she would call the sheriff, and thereby
prevented her from immediately calling 911. A.H. later drove to the sheriff's office to report the incident and
sought emergency medical treatment for bruises and swelling.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Buck was convicted in the trial court of interfering with the reporting of domestic violence and failure to register
as a sex offender. On appeal, he argued that the interference conviction violated his right to a unanimous jury
verdict because the State had not presented evidence supporting every alleged alternative means. Division Three
held that the offense was not an alternative means crime and affirmed. The Washington Supreme Court granted
review and affirmed Division Three.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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