


hearing on the Motion for Injunctive Relief is unnecessary. For the reasons below, the Court
DENIES Cirba’s Motion for Injunctive Relief.?
L. LEGAL STANDARD
a. Motion for Reconsideration

Motions for reconsideration are governed by . :laware Local ..ale 7.1 _. See, e.g., Helios
Software, LLC v. Awareness Techs., Inc., C.A. Nos. 11-1259 & 12-081, 2014 WL 906346, at *1
- Del. Mar. 5, 2014). The purpose of a motion for reconsideration is “to correct manifest errors
of law or fact or to present newly discovered evidence.” Max’s Seafooa _..fé ex rel. Lou-Ann, Inc.
2 I’ 7T
tl n to _ nt a motion for reconsideration is within the discretion of t]  district court, see
Dentsply Int’l, Inc. v. Kerr Mfg. Co., 42 F. Supp. 2d 385, 419 (D. Del. 1999); Brambles US4, Inc.
v. Blocker, 735 . . Supp. 1239, 1241 (D. Del. 1990), such motions are “sparingly granted.” D. Del.
L.R. 7.1.5; see also TQ Delta LLC v. Time Warner Cable Inc., C.A. No. 15-615, D.1. 540 (D. Del.
Nov. 22, 2022). “These types of motions are granted only if the Court has patently misunderstood
a party, made a decision outside the adversarial issues presented by the parties, or made an error
not of reasoning but of apprehension.” AgroFresh Inc. v. Essentiv LLC, C.A. No. 16-662, 2019
WL 2745723, at *1 (D. Del. July 1, 2019) (citations omitted). “A motion for reconsideration is
not properly grounded on a request that a court rethink a decision already made.” Smith v. Meyers,
~A. No. 9-814, 2009 WL 5195928, at * 1 (D. Del. Dec. 30, 2009). “A party may seek
reconsideration only if it can show at least one of the following: (i) there has been an intervening

change in controlling law; (ii) the availability of new evidence not available when the court made

2 The Court writes for the benefit of the parties and assumes their familiarity with this action.
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