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In the 

United States Court of Appeals 
For the Eleventh Circuit 

 
____________________ 

No. 24-13566 

Non-Argument Calendar 

____________________ 
 
ANGEL E. GASTON,  
a.k.a. Angel Gaston Elias Ortiz,  

 Plaintiff-Appellant, 

versus 

CITY OF LEESBURG, 
Government Agency, Official Capacity, 
JOSEPH IOZZI, 
ERIC W. LAMOREAUX, 
JOHN G. SOMMERSDORF, 
Police Officers, Official and Individual Capacities, et al., 
 

 Defendants, 
 

USCA11 Case: 24-13566     Document: 19-1     Date Filed: 03/05/2025     Page: 1 of 3 



2 Opinion of  the Court 24-13566 

LIFE STREAM BEHAVIORAL CENTER, INC.,  
 

 Defendant-Appellee. 
 

____________________ 

Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the Middle District of  Florida 

D.C. Docket No. 5:22-cv-00409-WFJ-PRL 
____________________ 

 
Before JORDAN, LUCK, and KIDD, Circuit Judges. 

PER CURIAM: 

This appeal is DISMISSED, sua sponte, for lack of jurisdic-
tion.  Angel Gaston appeals from (1) the district court’s September 
4, 2024, order granting LifeStream Behavioral Center, Inc.’s mo-
tion to dismiss and dismissing Gaston’s claims of medical malprac-
tice and false imprisonment for failure to state a claim; and (2) the 
October 15, 2024, order denying Gaston’s motion for reconsidera-
tion of the September 4 order.   

We lack jurisdiction over this appeal because neither order 
is final or otherwise appealable.  See 28 U.S.C. § 1291; CSX Transp., 
Inc. v. City of Garden City, 235 F.3d 1325, 1327 (11th Cir. 2000).  The 
orders are not final because they did not resolve all of Gaston’s 
claims against all defendants.  See Supreme Fuels Trading FZE v. 
Sargeant, 689 F.3d 1244, 1246 (11th Cir. 2012).  The orders are also 
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not immediately appealable under the collateral order doctrine be-
cause they are effectively reviewable on appeal from a final judg-
ment.  See Plaintiff A v. Schair, 744 F.3d 1247, 1252-53 (11th Cir. 
2014). 

All pending motions are DENIED as moot.  No petition for 
rehearing may be filed unless it complies with the timing and other 
requirements of 11th Cir. R. 40-3 and all other applicable rules.   
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