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PER CURIAM: 

 Sundari K. Prasad appeals the district court’s order denying her Fed. R. Civ. P. 

59(e) motion to alter or amend the court’s prior order dismissing as frivolous Prasad’s 

civil rights action.*  We have reviewed the record in conjunction with Prasad’s informal 

brief and find no reversible error. 

 The district court did not abuse its discretion in denying Prasad’s request for relief 

under Rule 59(e).  See Mayfield v. Nat’l Ass’n for Stock Car Auto Racing, Inc., 674 F.3d 

369, 378 (4th Cir. 2012) (stating standard of review).  Specifically, Prasad did not 

advance an intervening change in controlling law or new evidence that was unavailable 

prior to the entry of the court’s initial dismissal order.  See id. (setting forth grounds for 

granting a Rule 59(e) motion).  Nor did Prasad establish a clear legal error in the court’s 

earlier ruling or a manifest injustice warranting the grant of Rule 59(e) relief.  Robinson 

v. Wix Filtration Corp. LLC, 599 F.3d 403, 407-09 (4th Cir. 2010).  Accordingly, we 

affirm the district court’s order.  See Prasad v. Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc., 

No. 3:16-cv-00897-MHL-RCY (E.D. Va. Mar. 30, 2018).  We dispense with oral 

argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the 

materials before this court and argument would not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 

 

                                              
* We previously affirmed the dismissal order.  See Prasad v. Delta Sigma Theta 

Sorority, Inc., 712 F. App’x 336 (4th Cir. 2018) (No. 17-7376). 


