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ORDER DENYING COMPLAINANT’S
SECOND MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

PER CURIAM. This case arises under the Food Safety Modernization Act
(FSMA).1 On July 19, 2021, the Administrative Review Board (ARB or Board)
dismissed this case on the grounds that Mary Ann Ellis (Complainant) failed to
provide any grounds to upset the ALJ’s Amended Order Granting Respondent’s
Motion for Summary Decision.

1 21 U.S.C. § 399d (2016), as implemented by federal regulations at 29 C.F.R. § 1987
(2021).



On July 27, 2021, Complainant requested the Board to reconsider our
decision. On September 9, 2021, the Board denied Complainant’s Motion for
Reconsideration because none of Complainant’s arguments for reconsideration fell
within the limited circumstances for reconsideration.2

On October 12, 2021, Complaint filed a Second Motion for Reconsideration,
which raises similar arguments to Complainant’s First Motion for Reconsideration.
However, the Board has already considered these arguments and they still do not
meet the standard for reconsideration cited in the Board’s Order dated September 9,
2021.3 Thus, Complainant’s Second Motion for Reconsideration fails to demonstrate
a ground upon which the Board will grant reconsideration.

Accordingly, we DENY Complainant’s Second Motion for Reconsideration.
The Board will not consider any additional motions for reconsideration.4

SO ORDERED.
2 Ellis v. Goodheart Specialty Meats, ARB No. 2021-0005, ALJ No. 2019-FDA-00006,
slip op. at 2-3 (ARB Sep. 9, 2021) (per curiam) (Order Denying Motion for Reconsideration).
3 Gupta v. Headstrong, Inc., ARB Nos. 2015-0032, -0033, ALJ No. 2014-LCA-00008,

slip op. at 2 (ARB Feb. 14, 2017) (Order Denying Motion for Reconsideration) (citation
omitted).

4 Complainant may petition for review of the Board’s Decision: “Within 60 days after
the issuance of a final order ... for which judicial review is available, any person adversely
affected or aggrieved by the order may file a petition for review of the order in the United
States Court of Appeals for the circuit in which the violation allegedly occurred or the
circuit in which the complainant resided on the date of the violation.” 29 C.F.R. § 1987.112.


https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/index.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=87d9662f553fe4080f053ea1387d867d&term_occur=999&term_src=Title:29:Subtitle:B:Chapter:XVII:Part:1987:Subpart:C:1987.112
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/index.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=cff1a33b72aa11937d467c240adcd726&term_occur=999&term_src=Title:29:Subtitle:B:Chapter:XVII:Part:1987:Subpart:C:1987.112
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/index.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=87d9662f553fe4080f053ea1387d867d&term_occur=999&term_src=Title:29:Subtitle:B:Chapter:XVII:Part:1987:Subpart:C:1987.112
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/index.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=d9900637fe3507cadbb846fdaff860a5&term_occur=999&term_src=Title:29:Subtitle:B:Chapter:XVII:Part:1987:Subpart:C:1987.112



