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Pursuant to RAP 1 0.‘8, The State respectfully cites the
following as additional authority:

1. State v. Johnston, 84 Wn.2d 572, 576-77, 527 P.2d 1310
(1974) (Court held that the trial judge did not abuse discretion
in not conducting a formal evidentiary hearing to determine
defendant's competency to go to trial; trial court had sufficient
information to determine competency without an evidentiary
hearing).

2. Englev. Isaac, 456 U.S, 107, 121 n.21, 102 S. Ct. 1558, 71
L.Ed.2d 783 (1982) (The violation of a statutory mandate does
not constitute a denial of due process).

3. United States v. Bruck, 152 F.3d 40, 46 (1% Cir. 1998) (If a
qualified mental health professional has determined that a
defendant is competent, due process does not require a further
evidentiary hearing, absent exceptional circumstances).
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