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DENISE COTE, District Judge:

ITnis action was dismissed on August 8, 2008. Motions to
reopen were denied in 2010 and on May 12, 2016. On May 25,

plaintiff Luisa Esposito moved for reconsideration of the

Court’'s May 12 Orxder. |
The standard for granting a motion for reconsideration is |
E.
“"strict, and reconsideration will generally be denied unless the f
moving party can point to controlling decisions or data that the
J |
court overlooked.” Analytical Surveys, Inc. v. Tonga Partners, |
L..P., 684 F.3d 36, 52 (2d Cir. 2012) (citation Ol
)
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(discussing a motion unaer Rule 59(e), Fed. R. Civ: = A
motion for reconsideration should be granted only when the \
defendant identifies an intervening change of controlling law, |
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+he availability of new evidence, or the need to correct a l
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