
UNITEDȱSTATESȱDISTRICTȱCOURT
DISTRICTȱOFȱMINNESOTA

InezȱHunter,

Plaintiff,

v. ORDER

CivilȱNo.ȱ12Ȭ2008ȱ(MJD/AJB)

JaneȱAndersonȱetȱal.,

Defendants.

__________________________________________________________________

Plaintiffȱappearingȱproȱse.
__________________________________________________________________

ThisȱmatterȱisȱbeforeȱtheȱCourtȱonȱPlaintiff’sȱrequestȱtoȱfileȱaȱmotionȱfor

reconsiderationȱofȱthisȱCourt’sȱOrderȱdatedȱJulyȱ31,ȱ2013.

TheȱLocalȱRulesȱforȱtheȱDistrictȱofȱMinnesotaȱprovideȱthatȱaȱmotionȱto

reconsiderȱcanȱonlyȱbeȱfiledȱwithȱtheȱCourt’sȱexpressȱpermission,ȱandȱthen,ȱonly

“uponȱaȱshowingȱofȱcompellingȱcircumstances.”ȱȱL.R.ȱ7.1(j).ȱȱTheȱdistrictȱcourt’s

decisionȱonȱaȱmotionȱforȱreconsiderationȱrestsȱwithinȱitsȱdiscretion.ȱȱHagermanȱv.

YukonȱEnergyȱCorp.,ȱ839ȱF.2dȱ407,ȱ413ȱ(8thȱCir.ȱ1988).ȱȱȱȱ

Motionsȱforȱreconsiderationȱserveȱaȱlimitedȱfunction:ȱtoȱcorrect
manifestȱerrorsȱofȱlawȱorȱfactȱorȱtoȱpresentȱnewlyȱdiscovered
evidence.ȱȱSuchȱmotionsȱcannotȱinȱanyȱcaseȱbeȱemployedȱasȱaȱvehicle
toȱintroduceȱnewȱevidenceȱthatȱcouldȱhaveȱbeenȱadducedȱduring
pendencyȱofȱtheȱsummaryȱjudgmentȱmotion.ȱTheȱnonmovantȱhasȱan
affirmativeȱdutyȱtoȱcomeȱforwardȱtoȱmeetȱaȱproperlyȱsupported
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motionȱforȱsummaryȱjudgment.ȱ.ȱ.ȱ.ȱȱNorȱshouldȱaȱmotionȱfor
reconsiderationȱserveȱasȱtheȱoccasionȱtoȱtenderȱnewȱlegalȱtheoriesȱfor
theȱfirstȱtime.ȱ

Id.ȱatȱ414ȱ(citationȱomitted).ȱȱTheȱCourtȱhasȱreviewedȱitsȱJulyȱ31,ȱ2013ȱOrderȱand

theȱPlaintiff’sȱsubmissionsȱandȱconcludesȱthatȱitȱcontainsȱnoȱmanifestȱerrorsȱof

lawȱorȱfact.ȱȱInȱaddition,ȱtheȱcaseȱdocketȱclearlyȱdemonstratesȱthatȱPlaintiffȱdid

haveȱtheȱopportunityȱtoȱfileȱobjectionsȱtoȱtheȱReportȱandȱRecommendationȱdated

Juneȱ25,ȱ2013ȱatȱdocketȱnumberȱ233.ȱȱTheȱLocalȱRulesȱforȱtheȱDistrictȱofȱMinnesota

doȱprovideȱpartiesȱtheȱopportunityȱtoȱsubmitȱaȱreplyȱbrief.ȱ

Inȱaddition,ȱPlaintiffȱhasȱfiledȱaȱmotionȱtoȱvacateȱtheȱjudgmentȱthatȱwas

enteredȱonȱAugustȱ1,ȱ2013.ȱȱInȱtheȱmotionȱtoȱvacate,ȱPlaintiffȱhasȱnotȱprovided

anyȱlegalȱauthorityȱorȱevidentiaryȱbasisȱuponȱwhichȱthisȱCourtȱcouldȱgrantȱthe

requestedȱrelief.ȱȱTheȱmotionȱwillȱbeȱdenied.

ITȱISȱHEREBYȱORDEREDȱthatȱPlaintiff’sȱrequestȱtoȱfileȱaȱmotionȱfor

reconsiderationȱ[Doc.ȱNo.ȱ257]ȱisȱDENIED;ȱandȱPlaintiff’sȱMotionȱtoȱVacate

Judgmentȱ[Doc.ȱNo.ȱ262]ȱisȱDENIED.

Date:ȱȱȱAugustȱ26,ȱ2013
s/ȱMichaelȱJ.ȱDavisȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
MichaelȱJ.ȱDavis
ChiefȱJudge
UnitedȱStatesȱDistrictȱCourt
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