
In The

Third District Court of Appeal

SCOTT HUMINSKI, ) Number: 3d21-1920

APPELLANT , )

   V. )

STATE OF FLORIDA, ET AL, )

APPELLEES. )

Notice of filing

NOW COMES, Appellant  Scott  Huminski  (“Huminski”),  and notices  of filing of the

documents attached hereto in  Equality Florida, Et al.  v. Desantis, Et al.,  4:22-cv-00134-AW-

MJF, United States District Court (Northern District of Florida).

Dated at Miami, Florida this 19th day of April, 2022.

-/S/-  Scott Huminski 

__________________________________________________________

Scott Huminski, pro se
P.O. Box 353820
Palm Coast, FL  32135
(239) 300-6656
S_huminski@live.com

Certificate of Service

Copies  of  this  document  and any attachment(s)  was served upon the parties  via  the e-filing
system in this case.

Dated this 19th day of April, 2022.
-/s/- Scott Huminski
__________________________________________
Scott Huminski  

<attachments>
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In The

United States District Court
Northern District of Florida

EQUALITY FLORIDA, ET AL, ) Number: 4:22-cv-00134-AW-MJF

PLAINTIFFS, )

   V. )

RONALD DESANTIS, ET AL, )

DEFENDANTS. )

Affidavit Re: Florida’s disdain for the Supremacy Clause/federal law

NOW COMES, Scott Huminski (“Huminski”),   and, under oath,  swears,  deposes and

states as follows:

1. Huminski has been barred for life from communication with the State of Florida with

threats  of  imprisonment  requested  by  State  prosecutors  and  granted  by  State  courts

mandating Huminski not communicate with,  complain about, report  crime or criticize

directly  [to]  the  State  of  Florida  or  face  consequences  of  punishment  via

arrest/imprisonment and other penalties by the State of Florida as enunciated in State of

Florida v.  Scott  Huminski,  17-MM-815,  Lee County Court  in  a  final  judgment  court

order of 3/16/2018 stating,

“No communication with the parties in the civil or criminal case”,

2.     State v. Huminski   was a criminal prosecution for contempt that  allegedly occurred in

Huminski v. Town of Gilbert, et al., 17-CA-421, 20th Circuit Court.

3. On  6/26/2017  Huminski  v.  Town  of  Gilbert,  in  its  entirety  including  the  contempt

allegations, was removed to the United States District Court (Bankruptcy Unit) and the
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Notice  of  Removal was  filed  in  both  Federal  Court  and  the  Florida  20th Circuit  on

6/26/2017 pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 9027.

4. Once the State of Florida was confronted with the removal to federal court, it chose to

simply forge a Court  order  by taking an order issued in the 20th Circuit  on 6/5/2017,

modifying it and then filing it in the Lee County Court initiating State v. Huminski, on

6/30/2017 (4 days after removal) as a criminal statutory misdemeanor case despite the

lack of existence of a criminal statute allowing such a criminal prosecution and the loss

of any and all jurisdiction to the federal courts regarding contempt.  This manufactured

order contained a lifted judicial signature from a 6/5/2017 Circuit Court order without a

new judicial  signature and without a signature from any State prosecutorial  authority.

Upon  information  and  belief,  the  forged  court  order  was  manufactured  in  the  dark

recesses of the Lee County Court complex in Fort Myers, Florida to evade jurisdiction of

the federal courts and terrorizing Huminski was the only purpose of the State’s illegal

tactics involving forgery of a court order to initiate  State v. Huminski when the matter

was already pending in the federal courts.  Duplicitious litigation is vexatious, frivolous,

a  vast  abuse  of  the  power  of  criminal  prosecution,  conduct  prejudicial  to  the

administration of justice, abuses judicial economy and burdens the State criminal justice

system with matters being determined by the federal courts.

5. Huminski was placed on pre-trial criminal supervision by the County Court in  State v.

Huminski and his conditions of pre-trial release included no communication with local

law enforcement with regard to reporting crime or any other speech. 

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit “A” is a true and correct copy of the  Notice of Removal as

filed in both State and Federal Courts removing the 20th Circuit civil case and alleged

contempt therein to the United States District Court (Bankruptcy Unit) with the Circuit

Court filing stamp in the header and the filing stamp of the Bankruptcy Court thereon.
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7. Florida State Courts have routinely denied the fully disabled Huminski his requests for

ADA  accommodations  with  regard  to  State  v.  Huminski and  matters  collaterally

attacking  State v.  Huminski in the Florida 11th Judicial  Circuit  and  the Florida Third

District Court of Appeal.  The one word orders denying ADA accommodations in Florida

State courts, “DENIED”, are abundant.

8. Upon information and belief,  the State of  Florida operates  with a complete and utter

disobedience and disdain concerning federal laws with regard to the Bill of Rights and

the  Supremacy  Clause  as  pled  by  the  Plaintiffs  in  this  matter  including  the  herein

described  violations  of  Title  11 and  the  Americans  with Disabilities  Act.   Huminski

believes the State of Florida is morally bankrupt concerning its disdain for federal law

and the U.S. Constitution.

9. Concerning the hearing and trial of contempt in Florida which is private to the allegedly

offended Court, when it comes to silencing core protected political expression such as

Huminski’s, the State of Florida refuses to abide by the case law authority set forth by

Florida appellate  courts related to the proper venue to hear  contempt.  See generally,

South Dade Farms v  .     Peters  , 88 So. 2D 891 (Florida Supreme Court 1956) ( approvingly

citing  "There has been general recognition of the fact that the courts are clothed with

this power, and must be authorized to exercise it without referring the issues of fact or

law to another tribunal or to a jury in the same tribunal. …  Bessette v. W.B. Conkey

Co.,  194 U.S. 324 337, 24 S.Ct. 665, 48 L.Ed. [997] 1005.") and  Huminski v.  State,

2d19-1247 (Fl 2nd DCA, 2019)(adding emphasis to the statutory language “against it”

concerning F.S. § 38.22).  Trial of Circuit Court contempt in a County Court is prohibited

and absent jurisdiction and statutory authority.

10. Upon information and belief, the State of Florida’s contempt for the powers, authority

and jurisdiction of the federal courts is extreme and obvious because of their failure to
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acknowledge a removal of a State case to the federal courts as set forth herein evidenced

by the State’s willingness to engage in a criminal prosecution in the absence of any and

all jurisdiction – a fundamental Due Process violation.

11. Upon information and belief  The Supremacy Clause of the Constitution of the United

States establishes that the Constitution, federal laws, and treaties, constitute the "supreme

Law of the Land", apparently except in the State of Florida.

12. Below  is  a  true  and  correct  docket  excerpt  from  the  U.S.  Bankruptcy  Court

memorializing the removal of  Huminski v. Gilbert, 17-CA-421, 20th Circuit Court, and

the contempt allegations therein on 6/26/2017 to the federal courts prior to the existence

of State v. Huminski, Lee County Court,

Dated at Flagler Courty, Florida this 19th  day of April, 2022.
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Exhibit “A”
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