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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
OCALA DIVISION
CHRISTOPHER EDWARD HALLETT,
Plaintiff,
V. Case No: 5:16-cv-238-0Oc-32PRL
STATE OF OHIO, et al,

Defendants.

ORDER

Since filing this action less thahree months ago, Plaintiffas filed fourteen motions, all
of which remain pending. (Docs. 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 26, 28, 30, 33, 37, 39, 41, 42, 43). Inthese
motions, Plaintiff seeks a wide range of relietluding entry of defdt and early discovery.
Based on my recommendation that Plaintiff’'s Avded Complaint should be dismissed for lack
of subject matter jurisdiction (Doc. 43plaintiff's motions are due to HRENIED. See eg.,
Univ. of S. Alabama v. Am. Tobacco Co., 168 F.3d 405, 410 (11th Cir. 1999) (“[O]nce a federal
court determines that it is without subject matteisgliction, the court is powerless to continue.”).
Likewise, the motions for extension of time to respond to the Amended Complaint filed by
Defendants Elise Burkey, Esq. (Doc. 22) &aty Rich, Esqg. (Doc. 34) are due toleNIED.

DONE andORDERED in Ocala, Florida on June 9, 2016.
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PHILIP R. LAMMENS
United States Magistrate Judge
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