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Terry Steiner appeals from the district court’s order denying her second

post-judgment motion in her action alleging claims under the Fair Debt Collection

Practices Act and the Washington Consumer Protection Act. We have jurisdiction
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under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review for an abuse of discretion a denial of a motion
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure Rule 60(b). Sch. Dist. No. 1J, Multnomah
County, Or. v. ACandsS, Inc., 5 F.3d 1255, 1262 (9th Cir. 1993). We affirm.

The district court did not abuse its discretion by denying Steiner’s second
post-judgment motion for reconsideration and denying leave to amend because
Steiner failed to demonstrate any basis for such relief. See Sch. Dist. No. 1J, 5
F.3d at 1263 (setting forth grounds for relief under Rule 60(b)); see also Lindauer
v. Rogers, 91 F.3d 1355, 1357 (9th Cir. 1996) (“[O]nce judgment has been entered
in a case, a motion to amend the complaint can only be entertained if the judgment
is first reopened under a motion brought under Rule 59 or 60.”).

AFFIRMED.
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