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Pursuant to RAP 10.8, Respondent, Department of

Systems, submits the following as supplemental authorities:

\ Page reference in
Case

Topic ‘ Respondent’s brief
Emsley v. Army Defining “active 26-29
National Guard federal service”

106 Wn.2d 474
722 P.2d 1299 (1986)
Shurtliff v. Department ambiguity and 29-33
of Retirement Systems statutory construction
103 Wn.App: 815 -
15 P.3d 164 (2000)
Hansonv. City © construing pension 29-33
of Seattle statutes
80 Wn.2d 242
493 P.2d 775 (1972)
"
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10 USC 101(a)(4)  defining “armed forces” 35-39

'RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this |4 day of May, 2007.

ROBERT M. MCKENNA
Attorney General
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JO%Q\IA/ S. CRAIG, WSBA#35559

Assistant Attorney General



