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Petition for Rehearing Buestion Presented

. Does the Younger V. Harris (1371} doctrine violate the 1.8 Constitution of the First Amendment (petition clause) and
Fourteenth Amendment (privilege ar immunities clause) by not allowing citizens ta seek refief during state pretrial
proceedings whem petitioning the government for relief under Habeas Carpus 724{? Because it's a constitutional
right, it's a federal question that gives the federal courts jurisdiction aver the subject matter. Should the younger
doctrine be averruled by the First and Fourteenth Amendments pursuant ta the Supremacy Clause, which refers
foundational principle that, in general, federal law takes precedence aver any conflicting state law?

2. The second question presented is whether a Judge can keep a case closed even after the plaintiff avercame the
younger dactrine by being acquitted after a state trial on 8/1/20124, and now that the state proceedings are over
and have ended? Although Federal Rule BO(b) states a judgment can be discharged, voided, released. or no langer
equitable. or any ather reason that justifies relief. Will being acquitted at a jury trial meet the relief for one of those

optians under federal rule G0(h)?
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No. 24-B721

Writ of Mandamus
IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

IN RE [Eddie Scott -Petitioner]

REHEARING ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS
1.S. COURT OF APPEALS ELEVENTH CIRCUIT
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
OCALA DIVISION

FETITION FOR A WRIT OF MANDAMUS

PETITION GROUNDS FOR REHEARING

Under United States Supreme Court rule 44.2, this petition for rehearing is on the denial for petition for mandamus are
limited ta intervening circumstances af a substantial or controlling effect or ta other substantial grounds not previously
presented such as the First Amendment(petition clause) Fourteenth Amendment(privilege and immunity clause), Fifth
Amendment, the privilege of habeas Carpus, the Supremacy Clause, Separation of powers and ILS. precedents Slaughter
House Cases 83. U.S(16 walt) 36 (1873). Dred Scott V. Sandford(1857). 4. City of Canton, Ohio V. Harris (1989), petitioner has
new grounds asking the Honorable court to seek review for the matter judge Corrigan has semi retired and may not under
constitutional authority have jurisdiction aver the matter. Petitioner requests the court to review this matter pursuant to IN
RE United States, ET AL (petitioners) 2017 for an alternative writ. The new grounds presented in the rehearing are warranted

for-the-petition to be granted.
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ORDER BELOW

Judge Timathy Corrigan still says that | satisfied nane of the grounds for relief under Rule G0(b) an 8/30/24. although the
state proceedings are aver, and the state case ended in my favor. Timothy Jd Corrigan is now a semi-retired senior judge.
The Writ of Mandamus was sent to the itth Circuit U.S Court of Appeals. but has been delayed and ignored accarding to Rule
§) mandate, which gives the court 30 days tw answer;, which they have not. I'nt not asking for an extension, and justice delayed
is justice denied. Notice to appeal to the U.S Supreme Court issued ta the {ith Circuit Court of Appeals 12/10/2024. This
Honorable Court denied my petition on 3/5/75. The Plaintiff has U.S. Precedent and federal statute that would entitle him to
relief. Petitioner would accept if the court uses discretion to grant the petition for Mandamus, pursuant ta IN RE United States,
ET AL (2017).
JURISDICTION
28 1.5 Code 1651 Writs the Supreme Court and all courts established by the Act of Congress may issue all writs necessary

or appropriate in aid of their respective jurisdictions and agreeable to the usages and principles of law.

STATE OF THE CASE

| filed a complaint 42. U.S.C. 1383 with the federal court in Ocala. Horida, against the City of Ocala and Detective Crystal
Blanton of the (cala Police Department an March 19. 2024 seeking relief from a state case. | clearly showed the honorable
court that my constitutional rights were willfully being violated. | also showed the federal court in Ocala that | was in custady
unlawfully by shawing the court substantial evidence an record with presenting federal law 3 US 7062(E). Judge Magistrate
Phillip Lammens took the complaint under review and told me to amend it, stating that | failed ta state a claim because of the
Younger V. Harris case law. | amended the complaint and filed a habeas corpus 2241 Understanding the Younger Doctrine
prohibits the federal court from interfering with state proceedings. | filed a habeas corpus, but afterward, the magistrate
judge recommended that my case be dismissed. Judge Timathy J Carrigan overruled my amended complaint over Younger
V. Harris and failed to state a claim. On August 1, 20024, | was taken ta trial by the State of Florida, in which | represented

myself as pro se without counsel or a public defender. | successfully represented myself at trial and was acquitted of all
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charges against me, and the case was closed. Because the state proceedings were aver and the case ended in my favor, |
motianed to have the case reopened sa | could file my claim for the damage | had received by my constitutional rights being
violated. After | shawed the federal court in lcala, Flarida, evidence that proved the state proceedings were over and that
the case ended in my favor; Judge Corrigan said that | still failed to get relief under Younger V. Harris because of federal

rule 60(b) even when | shawed him that the case was aver. and | was acquitted:

THE RELIEF SOUBHT

| will ask the Honorable LS. Supreme Court to vacate and remand the order of the District Court of the Ocala Division and
send it back for further proceedings granting the petition by writ of Mandamus if the court uses its discretion, as this

honorable court has in case IN RE United States, £, AL(Z017)

ARGLIMENT
A. The petitioner is likely ta win on LS Supreme Court Precedent
Atter | was acquitted, | went back ta have my case reopened 5:24:CV:00138 in pursuant ta 42, US.C. 1383, but District Judge

Timothy Corrigan said that even after being acquitted at trial | still did not meet any of the relief under federal rule 60 (b)
and stated in am arder of judgment that the case would remain closed. | was treated as if f wasn't a citizen Dred Scott V.
Sanford (1857), which states” We think they [people of African ancestry] are . . . not included, and were not intended to be
included, under the ward ‘citizens’ in the Constitution, and can therefore claim none of the rights and privileges which that
instrument provides for and secures ta citizens of the United States.” By Chief Justice Roger Taney. Barring me from court
violates my First Amendment right ta petition the government for redress and to have access to the courts. My liberty and
property were takem away without due process of law, privileges, and rights that are protected under the Fourteenth
Amendment. The Slaughterhouse cases, 83 U.S(16 Wall.),36 (1873). Justice Miller, who wrote the caurt's opinion; painted out
that the Privilege and Immunity Clause was for farmer slaves; it deals with the Dred Scott decision and the original
interpretation. Justice Miller wrote that the privilege of habeas corpus, the right to have free access to federal courts, the
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right to peaceably assemble and petition for redress of grievances, and many others. This interpretation is very critical when
the court looks at (stare decisis) and the first interpretation on the privileges and immunity clause, issues that | faced, which
barred me from exercising my rights given by the United States. The US Supreme Court ruled in a B-3 ruling in Thempson V.
Clark (2022) that a plaintiff suing for unconstitutional imprisonment under the favorable termination rule was not required
to provide an affirmative indication of innocence. Instead, the plaintiff only needed to show that the prosecution ended without
a conviction. The plaintiff of false charges needs only to show that his prosecution ended without a conviction” in order to
sue. The UIS Supreme Court Bell ATL Crop V. Twombly (2007) ruled that there must be sufficient facts in a complaint to state
a claim to relief that is plausible on its face to avoid dismissal for failing to state a claim. | have shown both the judge, Timothy
J Corrigan, and the Honorable Appeals Court of the i1 Circuit plausible evidence on its face by submitting the jury trial
paperwork that shows | was acquitted 8/1/24, and the court case docket that shows the case is now closed with ending and
my favor. The Younger Doctrine. under Younger, holds that federal courts should abstain from pending cases in state
proceedings. Younger V. Harris, 401 .S 37(1871). In an 8-1 decision, the Court held that federal courts may not hear the case
until the person is convicted or found not guilty of the crime. | was found not quilty of the crimes by a jury on 8..24 and

should, by law, have my case heard and rights protected.

B. The petitioner is likely ta win on the Federal Rules and Civil Procedure
Federal Rule GO(b) states that a judgment can be (4) voided, (5) released, or discharged, or applying it prospectively. is no
|anger equitable. (B) any other reasan that justifies relief. | believe that after being acquitted by a jury and a judge, { would

fall into one of those choices.

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

C. The Judge ar Justice has an obligation by federal statute to fulfill their duties

28 S Code 453 oaths of justices and judges states that a judge solemnly swear (or affirm) that | will administer justice

without respect to persons and do equal right to the poor and to the rich, and that | will faithfully and impartially discharge
8
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and perform all the duties incumbent upon me as under the Constitution and laws of the United States. So, help me, Bod. With
my constitutional rights being violated, and with the case remaining closed after acquittal, it would violate a Judge or Justice's

path to administer justice.

0. The petitioner has a constitutional right to due process, fundamentally fair, orderly, and just judicial proceedings
The Fifth Amendment under the due process clause guarantees that a party will receive a fundamentally fair, orderly, and
just judicial proceeding. The Fifth Amendment due process clause also covers procedural law, which establishes the rules of
the court, and the methods used to ensure the rights of individuals in the court system. In particular, laws that provide how
the business of the court is to be conducted. As of right naw. my due process of the Fifth Amendment has been willfully
deprived by not allowing me to have just judicial proceedings. U.S. Supreme Court City of Canton, Dhie V. Harris (1989) states
that we determine if @ municipality under 42 U.S.C. 1983 for constitutional violations resulting from its failure to train
municipal employees. We hold that, under certain circumstances, such liability is permitted by statute. | have suffered from
my constitutional rights being vialated by the City of Ocala and Detective Crystal Blanton, and by law should be allowed ta

exercise my right to seek damages.
E. Why the Younger Doctrine must be overruled is that it is unworkable and inconsistent.

The Younger Doctrine must be overruled in the pursuant of the (Supreme Clause) which states: This Constitution and the laws
of the United States, which shall be made in pursuance thereaf, and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the
authority of the Uinited States. shall be the supreme law of the land; and judges in every state shall be bound thereby., anything
in the Constitution or laws of any state ta the contrary notwithstanding. The Younger Doctrine allows states to have authority
over the federal government; it allows states to violate the 1I.S Constitution and laws of the United States without regard.
The states must follow the U1.S. Constitution and federal law because it's the foundation of this country. State law must yield
to the supreme law of the land without question or rebellion; if not, the states will do what's right according to them in U.S

territaries, and without the federal government, there's no unity, only division.

9



1.8 Supreme Court of the United States of America

The (privilege of the writ of Habeas corpus) shall not be suspended. unless when in cases of rebellion er invasion the public
safety may require it. No bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be passed. The Habeas Corpus is key when it comes to
the importance of a person's liberty, This U.S precedent takes away the right to file a Habeas Corpus, a key privilege given in
the 11.S Constitution. Article |, section 3, the Younger Doctrine violates the (separation of powers) by taking the power that's

given to the 1L.S. Congress by not allowing citizens to petition the federal government by filing a habeas corpus.

Sprint Communications, Inc. v. Jacobs, 371 LS. 63 (2013). the U.S Supreme Court ruled Federal court abstention under the
Younger v. Harris doctrine is not in order simply because a pending state-court proceeding involves the same subject matter.
The subject matter was my Constitutional rights violations, with my custody being unlawfully held by the U.S Constitution and
Federal Laws by the United States. | filed a Habeas Corpus to petition my freedom for the reason that | was being held captive
by the state of Horida, because it was related to the charges against me by the state of Florida. the federal court dismissed
my complaint. Because the subject matter was the same, the Federal Court failed to follow .S Supreme Court precedent. it
failed to uphold the duty of the Federal Government, which is to protect the U.S. Constitution and the laws of the United States.
The court ruled Federal courts "are obliged to decide cases within the scope of federal jurisdiction” and "[a]bstention is not

in order simply because a pending state-court proceeding involves the same subject matter.”

PETITIONER HAS NO DTHER REMEDY
| have informed the US Court of Appeals of this issue, and they received my writ of mandamus in filed it on 3/9/24. According
to federal law 28 1IS 2266, the court of appeals must act on the petition for writ of mandamus no later than 30 days after
the filing of the petition, but the Honorable Court has not acted on the writ. Even after 30 days. | reached out to the Honorable
Court again, this time with a motion for resolution, which the court received on 10/28/24 well beyond the 30 days according
to 28 US 2766, but the court still has not acted on the writ or the motion, which they have bath filed. Due tn the respected
office of Judge Timathy J Corrigan. now senior judge, and the highly respected US Court of Appeals 1" Circuit, | have no other

remedy but to reach out to the Honorable US Supreme Court for justice. On 3/9/2024, | sent this petition to the # 1S,

10
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Circuit Court of Appeals, | sent an in Forma Pauperis showing my Chase bank account closed with a negative balance, with a
CIP form. | also sent in a motion for resolution with a CIP form received 10.28/2024 and a letter to the court received
1/21/2024 with another CIP form following Rule 76.1(a). | have exhausted all of my remedies and have no choice but to petition

the I.S. Supreme Court for justice, because | have a right to have equal protection under the law.

CONCLUSION
The petition for writ of mandamus or certiorari, if the court uses its discretion, should be granted. The faw must be balanced,
and the government must uphold the 11.S. Constitution and federal statutes at all times, not just when a crime is committed,
but alsn when a citizen is in redress due to their Constitutional rights being violated. Simply put, deserve equal justice under
the law. What happened to Dred Scott was horrible, and this Court must shaw grawth and fairness by not allowing history to

repeat itself.

The petition for mandamus should be granted.

| declare (or certify, verify, or state under penalty of perjury that the foregaing is true and correct. Executed on
8/ 30/2025. Signature_E Ypo 4 1t/ . 28 USE {745.

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL RULE 44
|, Eddie Scatt, certify that a copy in accordance with rule 4.2 that the grounds for this petition for rehearing of denial of writ
of mandamus are limited to intervening circumstances of a substantial or controlling effect or to other substantial grounds
not previously presented. Has been furnished to the .S Supreme Court of Clerk 1 First NE, Washington, DT and Salicitor
General of the Lnited States, Room BB, Department of Justice, 350 Pennsylvania Ave.. N. W, Washington, DG 20530-

OO0, by certified and priority mail 5/30/25 and in gond faith without delay petitioner has put forth honest effort to follow

and respect the Court rules (2.4, 20, 44, 44.2, 38, and 33. Petitioner's writ of Mandamus was denied, but is willing to be flexible
if this Honorable Court uses its discretion to grant the petition on Mandamus, like the case IN RE United States ET AL (2017).

Petitioner has LS. precedent and federal statute that would entitle him to relief.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
OCALA DIVISION
EDDIE SCOTT,
Plaintiff,
Case No. 5:24-cv-139-TJC-PRL

V.

CRYSTAL BLANTON, Detective,
and CITY OF OCALA, FLORIDA,

Defendants.

ORDER

The Court dismissed this case without prejudice for failure to state a
claim on which relief can be granted and under the Younger abstention
doctrine. Does. 10, 13, Plaintiff Eddie Scott now moves to reopen the case. Doc.

15; see also Doc. 16 (supplement). The Court construes the motion as one under

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60 for relief from an order. Because Scott
satisfies none of the grounds for relief under Rule 60(b), the Court denies the
meotion, Doc. 15. The case remains closed.

DONE AND ORDERED in Jacksonville, Florida, the 30th day of

August, 2024.

TIMOTIY J. CORRIGAN
United States District Judge
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LIS COURT DF APPEALS ELEVENTH CIRCUIT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Eddie Scott Lawer tribunal case No: 5:24-GV-00139

Plaintitf-Appellant. Case No: 24-12908
V.
Hunarable Timothy J Corrigan (Chief Judge)
Defendant-Appellee

Motion for Resolution

Eddie Scott comes Now as a Pro-Se representative in pursuant aof 28 US 1654 on regard of a writ of Mandamus that was
filed with this Honarable Court 3/9/24. 'm seeking a resolution for the petition, | have sent with the writ of Mandamus a
informa pauperis in pursuant to 28 US 1915 attached to it was my Chase bank account statement which is now closed with
an negative balance due to these false charges and a CIP form. I'm seeking the Honorable Court to grant the writ of
Mandamus so | can have my case reapened to petition the government for redress. The evidence that | sent in is factual
and plausible on its face because | was acquitted by a jury trial 8/1/24 proving that | have enough facts to state a claim to
relief. The state praceedings are done and the case has ended in my favor. According to federal law 28 US 2288 the court
of appeals must act on the petition of writ of Mandamus no later then 30 days after the filing of the petition and it's been
over 30 days. | pray that the Hanorable Court grants the informa Papuperis and writ of Mandamus sa | can exercise my
constitutional rights.

Respectfully Submitted
Eddie Scott

I declare (or certify, verify, or state under penalty of perjury that the foregaing is true and correct. Executed on 10/11/2024

Signature. € _0pC A /1 9B USE 1746.




US COURT OF APPEALS ELEVENTH CIRCUIT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Eddie Scott.

Plaintiff-Appellant Lower tribunal case No: 5:24-CV-00139
V. Case No: 24-12308
Honorable Timathy J Corrigan (Chief Judge)

Defendant-Appellee

Dear Honorable Court:
Letter to the Court

| have sent in a writ of mandamus in which this Honorable Court has flied on 9/9/2024. | also served the defendant which
was received and flied on 8/12/2024. | have sent alongside the writ of mandamus a CIP form and alsa  informa pauperis
which shows my Chase bank account closed with a negative balance due to these false charges. With the writ of mandamus
| have shown plausible and factual evidence that | was acquitted/not quilty at a jury trial 8/1/2024. Dn October 1, 2024 |
sent a motion for resolution with a CIP form to this honorable court and called to check was it received on Dctober 28,
2074 and it was. Alongside this letter | will send three mare copies of the writ of mandamus and three mare copies of the
mation far resolution, although | wasn't informed to | will da so in good faith according to rule 26.1(a).

| declare (or certify, verify, or state under penalty of perjury that the foreguing is true and correct. Executed on 11/192024
Signature (f@k? A .28 USC 1746.

Respectfully Submitted
Eddie Scott
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INTHE
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IN RE [Eddie Scatt -Petitioner]

REHEARING ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS
.. COURT DF APPEALS ELEVENTH CIRCUIT
INTHE DISTRICT COURT OF THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
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Certificate Of Compliance

As required by Supreme Court Rule 33.1(h). | certify that the accompanying Petition for Writ of Mandamus contains 3157

words, excluding the documents exempted by Supreme Court Rule 33.1(d).

| declare(or certify, verily. or state under penalty of perjury that the foreguing is true and correct. Executed on

5/30/2025. Signature.. €A L. 98 ISE 1746,

Respectfully Submitted: Eddie Scott



