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Per Curiam After a thorough review of the record

and of the parties’ subm ssions, we affirm essentially for
t he reasons set out by the magistrate judge in his report
and recomendati on, dated August 5, 1999. W add only that
even if judgnment had not been entered previously by the
state court, appellant received everything she was entitl ed
to receive under R I. Gen. Laws § 12-25-6(b) (1993); no
al l eged prom ses by state officials or others can change
that, and her mi sunderstanding of the terns of the
settl ement cannot alter our analysis. G ven this, any
all eged error by the district court in ordering certain
subpoenas quashed is harm ess at best. Despite appellant’s
reasonable criticism of the adequacy and speed of the
victim s conpensation systemin Rhode Island, this court is
obligated to affirm

Aifirmed. See 1%t Cir. Loc. R 27(c).




