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1. ARGUMENT 

The August 15, 2013 opinion of the Court of Appeals provided a detailed 

summary and analysis of the extensive law that supports the Court's decision therein. 

Sentinel C3 Inc. v Hunt, 176 Wn. App. 152, 309 P.3d 582 (2013). 

The Washington Supreme Court can only reverse the decision of the Court of 

Appeals by overturning well established case law, statutes, and court rules regarding the 

summary judgment standard, dissenter's rights actions, valuation of shares, evidence and 

authentication, bad faith and the requirements for both awarding and entering a 

judgement on attorney's fees. ld;see also Brief of Appellant Hunt and Reply Brief of 

Appellant Hunt, previously filed with the Court of Appeals, Div. IIL and on record before 

this Court. RAP 13.7(a). 

Sentinel C3 was required by the statute to petition the court to provide a valuation 

of Sentinel share. RCW Chapter 23B.13. The intent ofthat statute appears to be to 

provide an avenue for minority shareholders with a fair valuation of their ownership stake 

in a Corporation, especially in a situation where a Corporation may not voluntarily agree 

to a fair value. Sentinel C3's attempts to diminish both our character and our share value 

through abusive tactics and legal maneuvering (including attempting summary judgement 

to trick the court into a one-sided "fair value" valuation) undermine the rights that the 

Washington Legislature carefully gave to shareholders in RCW Chapter 23B.13. 



II. CONCLUSION 

Accordingly, Respondents Michael and Janae Blood respectfully request that the 

Court uphold the extensive law that supports the decision of the Court of Appeals, and 

affirm that decision. 

In response to the arguments raised in Sentinels C3's Supplemental Brief, 

Respondents Blood would refer the Court to Respondens Hunt's prior briefing before the 

Court of Appeals, to which we have joined- which already addresses all relevant 

arguments 
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