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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | SHANNON O. MURPHY, SR., No. 2:20-cv-00754-KIM-AC
12 Plaintiff, ORDER
13 V.
14 LMC CONSTRUCTION,
15 Defendant.
16
17
18 The court is in receipt of plaintiBhannon Moon’s Motion for Reconsideration.
19 | ECF No. 11. The court constrithe motion as a request folieeunder Federal Rule of Civil
20 | Procedure 60(b). Under that Rule, the court mhgue a party or its ledaepresentative from a
21 | final judgment, order or proceeding for the following reasons:
22 (1) mistake, inadvertence, suse, or excusable neglect;
23 (2) newly discovered evidence thaith reasonable diligence, could

not have been discovered in timeniove for a new trial under Rule
24 59(b);
25 (3) fraud (whether previously called intrinsic or extrinsic),
26 misrepresentation, or miseduct by an opposing party;
7 (4) the judgment is void,;
28
1
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(5) the judgment has been satisfiedleased, or discharged; it is
based on an earlier judgment tihais been reversed or vacated; or
applying it prospectively iao longer equitable; or
(6) any other reason that justifies relief.
Fed. R. Civ. P. 60(b). The motion for reconsideratioas not satisfy this stedard. It is therefors
denied. Any motions for reconsiderationrelief on similar groundwill be disregarded.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED: October 13, 2020. m nﬂ Aﬂ g /

CHIEF JEQ/"ED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

117




