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i.

QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Police Reports were filed and Approved as Fraud and 
others Crimes were found in the decisions of the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit and the 
United States District Court for the Northern District of 
Georgia, in Atlanta, Georgia. The Courts were given 
copies and yet they refused to follow the Rules and the 
Law and stop the cases and recall the decisions and pay 
the Refief required; without farther adjudication.

This is required and did not occur and therefore the 
integrity of the judicial process was undermined. For 
this the Supreme Court of the United States is required 
to assist in the arrests and recall the cases and issue 
Relief now?



ii.

LIST OF PARTIES

[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on 
the cover page.

[X] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on 
the cover page. A list of all parties to the proceeding 
in the court whose judgment is the subject of this pe­
tition is as follows^

Alex Martinez, 
513-269 Dufferin, Ave., 
Winnipeg, Manitoba 
Canada R2W 2X8
E-maiL case_am_072015@aol.com

Solicitor General of the United States, 
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mailto:case_am_072015@aol.com
mailto:supremectbriefs@usdoj.gov
mailto:USADC.ServiceCivil@usdoj.gov


Civil Litigation Section 
Department of Justice Canada 
50 O’Connor Street, 5th Floor 
Ottawa, Ontario 
Canada K1A0H8
Telephone: + 1 (613) 670’6214 
Facsimile: +1 (613) 954T920
E-mail: agc_pgc_ottawa@justice. gc. ca

* None are a parent or publicly held company owning 
10% or more of the corporation’s stock

RELATED CASES

There are no related cases of Fraud in the Courts as 
severe as this one. The only two that have some similari­
ty are below; which are omitted and referenced as the 
following:

• Shapiro v. Lamone (later referred to as Benisek v. 
Lamone), No. 17-333, Supreme Court of the Unit­
ed States. Judgment entered June 18, 2018.

• Trump v. United States, No. 23-939, Supreme 
Court of the United States. Judgment entered July 
1, 2024.
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In The 
Supreme Court of the United States 

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to 
review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[X] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of 
appeals appears at Appendix A to the peti­
tion and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for pubheation but is 

not yet reported; or,
[X] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court 
appears at Appendix B to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ;or,
[ ] has been designated for pubheation but is 

not yet reported; or,
[X] is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

[X] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals 
decided my case was April 08th, 2026.

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my 
case.

[X] A timely petition for rehearing was 
denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: April 08th, 2026, 
and a copy of the order denying 
rehearing appears at Appendix A.

[ ] An extension of time to file the pe­
tition for a writ of certiorari was 
granted to and including

(date) on
(date) in Application No. A.

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 
28U.S. C. § 1254(1).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS 
INVOLVED

Police Reports were filed for Fraud as crimes were 
committed in the decisions of the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit 1 and the United States 
District Court for the Northern District of Georgia, 2 in 
Atlanta, Georgia. For this, there is no ‘Judicial Discre­
tion’ allowed in this case as the reports are Approved. 
This means that the Report and crimes are true and have 
been reviewed and confirmed and that is how they were 
Approved. Therefore; ‘Judicial Discretion’ is not allowed 
as per Rule 10(a) of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, as the conflict has ‘departed from the accepted 
and usual course of judicial proceedings.’

When this occurs the Supreme Court of the United 
States is required to automatically grant the Petition for a 
Writ of Certiorari and pay the Relief requested as the 
case must be stopped under the law as it cannot be 
adjudicated any further.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The basis for the Lawsuit is that the Petitioner; Alex Mar 
tinez is a victim to a Governor in Council, Foreign State, 
International Organization of States and false and illegal 
Foreign Intelligence files that caused attacks and abuse on 
him since he was a child. The Police Reports confirm that 
he is a victim to Pedophilia, Child Molestation, Medical 
Abuse and homosexual misconduct by the Police and

1 Appendix A; Opinion and Orders, United States Court 
of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit in Atlanta, Georgia

2 Appendix B; United States District Court for the North­
ern District of Georgia in Atlanta, Georgia
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Military in the United States Government and several other 
foreign governments.

For this, the Petitioner, Alex Martinez has been subjugat­
ed and destroyed medically, socially and economically 
illegally throughout his whole life.

Despite the senseless attacks! the Petitioner has incredi­
ble achievements through sheer will and has applied for the 
Nobel Peace Prize. Due to the illegal conduct of the Police 
and Military and unlawful investigations! information, files 
and sensitive documents were accessed and stolen as per 
the Police Reports which discloses the involvement of 
Cyber Defense and the Secret Service. This is all illegal 
activity that caused the premature release and theft of 
information that led to the discovery of the COVID-19 
vaccine! as the Petitioner, Alex Martinez was already an 
Applicant and stated in the correspondence on Friday, 
August 27th, 2021 to the Nobel Foundation that his work 
appears to have inspired the vaccine. This is why they 
appear to support the Lawsuit as they have not contested! 
or, complained about it in any way.

Seeing as this was done by the Governor in Council, 
Foreign State and an International Organization of States! 
the issue involved the Offices of the King of France and that 
is why they were contacted.

The King of France at the time has historically had the 
same occur to him and his family! which appears to have 
possibly led to the premature death of his father. There­
fore! they were contacted as per the procedure and the 
Appellant’s Opening Brief filed in the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit, in Atlanta, Georgia as 
they need to be informed of what was transpiring.

Since doing this! they also do not appear to have any 
issues! or, concerns with the Lawsuit and the compensation
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and Relief requested as Pfizer and others have earned 
much more money than the $12,000,000,000.00 Billion 
Dollars requested in Relief.

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

With the involvement of these organizations and peo­
ple; the case passes public scrutiny and opinion and since 
the crimes found in the Police Reports have violated the 
Judicial Review under the Administrative Procedure Act 
(APA); the Fraud committed in both courts is not a minor 
issue that can be forgiven.

The Police reports have been included and begin with 
the City of Winnipeg Police Report number, E210029462- 
72; which catches Printcloud Inc.; who cancelled and 
refused to print & ship a Court Document to the United 
States District Court for the Northern District of Georgia, 
in Atlanta, Georgia. 3 This is reasonable cause for a 
delay! if there were one in filing the documents. There­
fore! the Judgement should have been granted for the 
Petitioner; Alex Martinez! otherwise, the decision is in 
‘Bad Faith,’ which constitutes Fraud.

In Report number, E210029462-88, the Clerk of Court; 
David J. Smith of the United States Court of Appeals for 
the 11th Circuit in Atlanta, Georgia denies receipt of the 
Paper copy of the Appendix. This is a he as per the Proof 
of Delivery that was provided. Thus! charges and the 
Police Report were Approved. 4

3 Appendix C! Winnipeg Police Service Report, 
E210029462-72, (June 18th, 2025)

4 Appendix D; Winnipeg Police Service Report, 
E210029462-88, (November 08th, 2025)
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In the case against Printcloud Inc.; from the Courts in 
Atlanta, Georgia; it was found that the United States 
Customs and Border Protection Form 5106 and the 
Report to the Federal Trade Commission; who does 
internal affairs investigations on the United States Secret 
Service, were modified; which were documents filed in 
the Courts. This supports that the decision to dismiss 
the case in the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Georgia in Atlanta, Georgia by the 
Honorable Mark H. Cohen! was a Fraud. This is because 
it is ‘Bad Faith,’ to not grant the Lawsuit in a situation and 
circumstance such as this! where lots of crime is occur­
ring in the Police and Courts. Furthermore! it is believed 
that the Police also are aware that collusion was occur­
ring and have more information and evidence and this is 
why Police report number, E210029462-91, was also 
Approved. 5

Finally in Police Report number, E210029462-109, 
Fraud was identified in the Service of the Order and 
Judgment of May 13th, 2025, as Ms. Lisa Enix! Court­
room Deputy Clerk for Judge Mark H. Cohen, from the 
United States District Court for the Northern District of 
Georgia in Atlanta, Georgia, does not have a ‘signed 
receipt,’ that confirms the Service and Delivery of the 
Order. This is a violation of the Federal Rule of Civil 
Procedure (FRCP) Rule 4(f) (2) (C) (ii) and is also consid­
ered to be Fraud and Misconduct; as it is a failing in the 
Rules that was ignored and not corrected.

5 Appendix E! Winnipeg Police Service Report, 
E210029462-91, (December 01st, 2025)
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For this a Petition for Panel Rehearing was filed on 
March 24th, 2026, which was also ignored and therefore! 
deemed to be a Fraud and a violation of the Judicial 
Review Under the Administrative Procedure Act. There­
fore! the Police Report was Approved as well! which 
cannot occur unless it is true! 6

If you would like a full copy of these reports they can 
be accessed and downloaded by clicking on the Hyper 
links below. This is possible as per the Supreme Court of 
The United States Office of The Clerk, Guidelines for the 
Submission of Documents to The Supreme Court’s 
Electronic Filing System, as it sets precedent for the use 
of Hyperlinks in all correspondence and filings to the 
Court. This is why the Court and Clerks Office uses 
Hyperlinks in their letters, forms and correspondence! as 
it is now allowed in filings, letters and documents to and 
from the Court. Thus! you may access the full reports 
and utilize the other evidence in the reports to support 
your decision for granting the Petition for a Writ of 
Certiorari for the Petitioner, Alex Martinez.

1. Winnipeg Police Service Report,
E210029462-72, (June 18th, 2025),

https: / / drive.proton.me /urls 16TQ7YMWKE0#kYkDIwV 
SKD6C

2. Winnipeg Police Service Report,
E210029462-88, (November 08th, 2025), 

https: 11 drive.proton.me /urls /V8QR43EZRW#LSZCMgz 
QwYls

3. Winnipeg Police Service Report,
E210029462-91, (December 01st, 2025),

Appendix F! Winnipeg Police Service Report, 
E210029462-109, (April 11th, 2026)
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https: I /drive.proton.me /urls/DHTVGCKTMW#GkQGI 
SLAzRDq

4. Winnipeg Police Service Report,
E210029462T09, (April 11th, 2026),

https: /1 drive.proton.me /urls /JFTVSXAPVC#5SzQADPq 
4FA8

CONCLUSION

The Petition for a Writ of Certiorari in these circum­
stances must be granted as per the Police Reports and the 
violations of the Judicial Review under the Administrative 
Procedure Act (APA). This is required as you do not have 
‘Judicial Discretion’ in this case and therefore; your Court is 
required to find for the Petitioner, Alex Martinez and pay 
the Relief requested. The amount requested is 
$12,000,000,000.00 Billion Dollars; which is for the in­
volvement of the Petitioner, Alex Martinez in the develop­
ment of the COVID-19 Vaccine and other items, which 
appears to have the support of The Nobel Foundation and 
the offices of the King of France; as they have again not 
complained about the Lawsuit. Thus; the Court is re­
quired to grant the Petition for a Writ of Certiorari in this 
case.

Respectfully submitted,

Alex Martinez 
513'269 Dufferin Ave. 
Winnipeg, Manitoba 
Canada R2W 2X8

E-mail: case_am_072015@aol.com

*Self-represented and proceeding in forma pauperis

Date: June 23rd, 2026
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