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g ankikoy, Inec. v.

A3

YL, Trrevocable Trust, 729 F.3d 99, 40§

Shees 2013) (citation omitted). It is “not a vehicle for

relitigating old issues, presenting the case under new theories,
Securing a rehearing on the merits, or otherwise taking a second

BasEel st the "appile . “ W Analat i cai surveys, 684 PFiSdualEms2

(Ciltation omitted). In her moving papers, Esposito largely
restates the same arguments raised in her 2016 Rule 60 (b)

motion, and has not shown grounds for reconsideration of her

mersen. @ Accordingly, it assheirebV
ORDERED that Esposito’s May 25 motion for reconsideration
1s denied.

Dated: New York, New York
v une 9, 2010
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