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PER CURI AM

Sheila Wir appeals the nmgistrate judge' s order
i mposi ng $500 sanctions, enjoining her from filing any future
lawsuits until the sanction is paid in full, and dism ssing her
civil action wth prejudice for failure to prosecute. We have
reviewed the record and find no reversible error.

To the extent that Wir appeals the district court’s
denial of her notion to withdraw her consent to have a magistrate
judge preside over her case pursuant to 28 U S . C 8 636(c)(1)
(2000), we find no error in the district court’s finding that Weir
failed to establish “extraordinary circunstances” sufficient to
wi thdraw the reference to the nmagistrate judge. See 28 U S. C

§ 636(c)(4) (2000): Dixon v. Yist, 990 F.2d 478, 480 (9th Gir.

1993); Fellman v. Fireman’s Fund Ins. Co., 735 F.2d 55, 58 (2d G r

1984) . W further find no nerit to Wir’'s claim that the
magi strate judge did not have authority to i npose sancti ons agai nst
her. See 28 U.S.C. § 636(e)(4) (2000).

Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated by the

magi strate judge. See Wir v. Curtis, No. CA-03-4 (E.D. va. Cct.

2, 2003). W grant Weir’s notion to anend her informal brief. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and
argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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