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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

(j_) Pursuant to 28 USC 2244 & 2254? did the Petitioner file a timely 

(AEBPA) Writ of Habeas Corpus/Pe tit ion from the State Court to 

Federal Court after exhausting state remedies via (i.e. Appeals & Writs)?

(YES) i 11

(2) Per 28 ISC 2241-2248 (Non-ABBPA) and/or 28 USC 2254 (ABBPA) Habeas Corpus 

Writ retiew; is the Petitioner entitled to statutory and equitable toll­
ing due to Actual Xnnocenee/Miscarriage of Justice claims under the 

1-year timeline 28 USC 2244 to file habeas claims from the State Courts 

to Federal Courts?

(YES)!!!
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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ ] 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 
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Stockton* California
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

OPINIONS BELOW

xlki For cases from federal courts:

A/B_t0The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 

Jpijc is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 8 to 
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 

xx[x] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix_____ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

x[xj: For cases from federal courts:

The date On which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was 1 2/20/2019 & 2/4-2-/2020

X3hd No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: __ ?/1 ?/20?Q_______
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix A/B___

, and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date)(date) onto and including_______

in Application No. __ A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix_______

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
____________________ __, and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date)in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

U.S. Const Amendments 1 & J_4
(Access to Courts/Due Process/Equal Protection) 
(Be: Statute of firne Limitations)

• 9

28 u.S.e. 2241-2243
28 U.S.c« 2244
28 U.S.C, 2254
(Be: AEDPA/Non-AEDPA Time Limits/Access to Courts)

Pelker v. Turpin, 518 US 651, 659-663 , 66 5-666 (1996) 

Lindh v. Kurphy, 521 US 320, 326 C1997)

-3-



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

(I) TRIAL: (People v. Parineh, #SCo?4512A (San Mateo Co.SUp.Ct.2oiO)***
Petitioner was arrested for PC 187 (murder) of wife although claiming 

successive suicide attempts caused death in 2010; trial oceured in 2013; 
conviction/sentencing in 2014 to life w/out parole plus 25-years to life.

(II) APPEAL:
Parineh v. California» #16-5498 (2016)
Pi so: 1 0/11 /2oT6 (Appendix of Bxhibl ts/EX#A)

People v. Parineh, #S_230434 ( Cal, 2016)
Pisp: l/l?/2016 TAppendix of Exhibits/EX#B)

People v. Parineh, #A-1 39246 (Tst List,2015)
Si sp: 9/28/201 5 (Appendix of Bxhibi ts/BX#C)

(III) HABEAS CORPUS WRITS; (State Court)

In re Parineh, #S-242504 (Cal,201 7)
Pi so: 8/9/2017 (Appendix of Exhibi ts/|A#D)

People v. Parineh, #A-1 50701 (1 st Bist,201 7) 
in re Parineh, #A-150782 (1 st Pist,2017)
Pi so: 5/16/2017 (Appendix of Bxhiblts/EX#£ )

In re Parineh* #SC-074512A (San Mateo Co .Sup.Ct. ,2016) 
Disp: 11/1 5/2016 (Appendix of Bxhibjt;s/£X#F)

HOTS: Petitioner filed (WRIT) in August/2016 before the US Supreme Court 
finalized (APPEAL) per 28 USC 2244 in Qctober/2016. In other words, 
Petitioner statutory/equitable tolling (WRIT) began Before the 
(APPEAL) endfd. Sometimes a statutory ^anomaly11 will occur when 
Cou„nsel/or/Pris®ner-Peti tioners file simultanous (APPEAL & WRITS) 
creating different/separate (i.e. Statutory-Equitable lolling) 
statutory 11 lleoksj> for 28 USC 2244/2254 habeas corpus actions 
(*'/State. Court exhausted on 8/9/2017: 1-year (AEDPA) deadline is 

8/9/2018:~Federa.l Case filed on 2/1 2/2018 timely
(JLI) habeas CORPUS WRIT: (Federal Court)

Parineh v. Martel, #CV_18-1 002-WH0 (N.B^Cal,2018)
Filed : 2/l 2/2018
Disp: 2/14/2019

• • •

• • •

Parineh v. Martel, #19-15355 (9th Cir,2019)
Disp: 1 2/20/2019 (2-Judge/No 11-Pane 1) Denial-...
Li sp : 2/12/2020 (2-Judge /.Non-Panel) En Banc Request Denial...

-4-



: REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

U.) Petitioner is pro se without assistance of counsel to file pleadings 
and is being minimally assisted by Inmates to present claims to court.

(2) Petitioner is from Persia (Persian) with fluency in language- and has 
limited English reading/writing/speaking skills and at a major dis­
advantage attempting, to adjudicate case in English (Anglo-Saxon) 
language via full-access of courts.

{]£) Petitioner request liberal construction; lesser stringent standard; and 
deference of ©leadings compared to lawyers in pro se status until the 
Court appoints counsel for case.
Maleng v. Cook, 490 US 488, 493 (1989)

(4) Petitioneriis entitled to statutory tolling with pleadings deemed 
timely filed for Srabeas corpus relief.
Pace v. iiiGuglielmo, 544 US 408, 412-416 (2005)

(£) Petitioner entitled to equitable tolling raising Actual Innocence and 
Miscarriage of Justice claims justifying pleadings deemed timely 
filed for habeas corpus relief. 
flcQuigging v. Perkins, 569 US 930, 942-943 (2007)

MOTE; Petitioner move the Court to grant Certiorari Writ; reverse judgements 
of the U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals and U.S. District Court with a. 
remand per 28 USC 1254 for habeas corpus review per 28 USC 2254.

I HAM YOU! I !
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

MedRespectfully s,

POOBOUSH£SB PARINEH (Petitioner)

2/2R/2n7nDate:

-6-
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