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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

PETITION FOR EQUITABLE TOLLING, DUE TO INABILITY
TO ACCESS LIBRARY AND RESOURCES AND ON THE MERITS OF 
PETITIONER KRUSLEY'S CASE AT BAR?

THE QUESTION HERE IS-THIS?

WHETHER PETITIONER QUALIFIES FOR EQUITABLE TOLLING 
DUE TO INABILITY TO ACCESS THE LIBRARY AND OTHER 
RESOURCES AND ON THE MERITS OF BEING ACTUALLY INNOCENT?

WHETHER THE PETITIONER DOUGLAS KRUSLEY IS LEGALLY 
LIABLE FOR THE EQUITABLE TOLLING, BECAUSE UNDER THE 
BRADY VIOLATION, PETITIONER IS NOT LIABLE?

WHETHER PETITIONER'S CLAIM OF ACTUAL INNOCENCE
IS ENOUGH EVIDENCE TO TOLL THE STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS?



WHETHER THE PETITIONER, DOUGLAS KRUSLEY IS ELIGIBLE FOR EQUITABLE 
TOLLING, DUE TO THE GROUNDS OF INABILITY TO ACCESS THE LIBRARY 
AND OTHER RESOURCES AND ON THE MERITS OF BEING ACTUALLY INNOCENT?

PETITIONER DOUGLAS KRUSLEY ARGUES THAT HE IS ENTITLED TO EQUITABLE 
TOLLING, DUE TO LOCK-DOWNS AND LACK OF ACCESS TO THE LAW LIBRARY. •

PETITIONER ALLEGES THAT INSTITUTIONAL LOCKDOWNS GENERALLY DON’T ' .
HAPPEN, BUT WHEN THEY DO, THIS WOULD REQUIRE EXTRAORDINARY

■ CIRCUMSTANCES THAT WARRANT THE GRANTING OF EQUITABLE TOLLING.
PETITIONER CONTENDS THAT PRISON AUTHORITIES MADE IT IMPOSSIBLE 
FOR HIM TO FILE DOUGLAS KRUSLEY’S WRIT OF FEDERAL HABEAS CORPUS 
PETITION BY THE DEADLINE, BECAUSE DOUGLAS KRUSLEY*S ALLEGATIONS 
WARRANT FURTHER DEVELOPMENT OF THE RECORD, THEREFORE, PETITIONER 
WOULD HUMBLY ASK THIS GREAT AND HONORABLE UNITED STATES SUPREME .
COURT, TO REMAND BACK TO THE COURT, FOR FURTHER PROCEEDINGS.
SEE LOTT V. MUELLER, 304 F. 3d 918, (9th Cir. 2002). PETITIONER’S 
REMANDING FOR FURTHER PROCEEDINGS WHERE DOUGLAS KRUSLEY’S
ALLEGATIONS, REQUIRE AN APPLICATION OF THE RECORD FOR EQUITABLE TOLLING. 
THE PETITIONER PLAINLY CLAIMS THAT "HE" DOUGLAS KRUSLEY ’’HIMSELF" 
WROTE THE COURTS ASKING FOR HIS CASE FILE, BUT TO FIND OUT THAT IT 
WAS MISSING PAGES AFTER IT FINALLY ARRIVED, AT THE NORTHPOINT TRAINING 
CENTER, P.O. BOX 479 BURGIN^ KENTUCKY. SO, I DOUGLAS KRUSLEY HAD TO 
THRSWITHE WRIT FOR FEDERAL HABEAS CORPUS, TOGETHER VERY QUICKLY.
IF THE EVIDENCE SUPPORTS PETITIONER DOUGLAS KRUSLEY’S ALLEGATIONS
THAT PRISON CONDITIONS MADE FILING THE PETITION TIMELY, THEN 

DOUGLAS KRUSLEY’S ALLEGATIONS UNDERMINES PETITIONER DOUGLAS KRUSLEY’S 
CLAIM THAT PRISON CONDITIONS MADE A TIMELY FILING BY A PRO-SE PRISONER
LITERALLY IMPOSSIBLE (CITING RANDOV. ROWLAND, 154 F. 3d 952, 958 (9th Cir. 1998)



WE HAVE PREVIOUSLY SAID, THE "IMPOSSIBILITY" REQUIREMENTS SHOULD
NOT BE STRICTLY IMPOSED, BECAUSE IMPOSING EXTRAORDINARILY HIGH
EVIDENTIARY STANDARDS ON PRO-SE PRISONER LITIGANTS WHO HAVE
ALREADY FACED AN UNUSUAL OBSTACLE BEYOND THEIR CONTROL DURING
THE AEDPA LIMITATION PERIOD-RUNS AGAINST THE GRAIN OF OUR PRECEDENT.

PETITIONER DOUGLAS KRUSLEY ALREADY FACED A-LOT OF PROBLEMS CONCERNING
HIS HEALTH, FAMILY AND PRISON LIFE IN GENERAL, THIS EXTRAORDINARY
CIRCUMSTANCES ARE SOME-WHAT TO MUCH FOR ANY-ONE WITH MEANINGFUL PROBLEMS.

THEREFORE, THE PETITIONER, DOUGLAS KRUSLEY CLAIMS THAT TO ENSURE
THAT A PRISONER'S ACCESS TO THE COURTS IS ADEQUATE, EFFECTIVE AND 
MEANINGFUL, (QUOTING BOUNDS V. SMITH, 430 U.S. 817, 822, 97 S. Ct. 1491, 
52 L. Ed. 2d 72 (1977). ALSO IN HOLLAND, 130 S. Ct. AT 2563. OFTEN
THE EXERCISE OF A COURT'S EdUITY POWERS.... MUST BE MADE ON A CASE-BY-CASE 
BASIS.

PETITIONER DOUGLAS KRUSLEY GOES ONE STEP FURTHER BY ATTEMPTING TO
PURSUE HIS CLAIMS ABSENT LIBRARY ACCESS. SEE UNITED STATES V. OAKES,445 FED. 
APPX. 88, 94 (10th Cir. 2011). (UNPUBLISHED). (FIRST QUOTING)
LEWIS V. CASEY, 518 U.S. 343, 351 (1996). AN INABILITY TO ACCESS LEGAL
MATERIALS CAN ALSO MERIT EQUITABLE TOLLING. THE CIRCUMSTANCES IN 
PETITIONER'S DOUGLAS KRUSLEY CASE AT BAR, IS A NEED FOR "BOTH" 
EXTRAORDINARY AND BEYOND THE LITIGANT'S CONTROL. AS IN, MENOMINEE
INDIAN TRIBE V. UNITED STATES, 577 U.S. 250, 257 (2016). EQUITABLE TOLLING 
IS APPROPRIATE IN RARE AND EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCES SUCH AS PETITIONER 
DOUGLAS KRUSLEY'S CASE AT HAND BECAUSE THE KENTUCKY PRISONER DOUGLAS
KRUSLEY IS ACTUALLY INNOCENT OF THE CHARGED OFFENSE. T— N.' -



THE PETITIONER, DOUGLAS KRUSLEY SHOW'S AND PROVES THE STEPS THAT
HE TOOK TO DILIGENTLY PURSUE HIS FEDERAL CLAIMS.
WHILE THOSE CIRCUMSTANCES EXISTED. THE PRISONER, DOUGLAS KRUSLEY 
MADE THE EFFORT TO RESEARCH HIS CLAIMS THOROUGHLY AND SET FORTH 
HIS ARGUMENTS IN AS COMPELLING MANNER AS POSSIBLE.
PETITIONER DOUGLAS KRUSLEY'S WHOLE ARGUMENT IS HE ORDERED LEGAL 
MATERIALS, TO THE PRISON TO HELP AID HIM IN HIS DEFENSE, BUT HE 
NEVER RECEIVED THEM AT ALL. THIS IS A VERY COMPELLING AN UNUSUAL 
CIRCUMSTANCES THAT REQUIRES EXTRAORDINARY REASON'S FOR EQUITABLE TOLLING. 
THAT IS WHY THE PETITIONER, DOUGLAS KRUSLEY REQUIRES THAT COURTS 
MUST BE AWARE OF THE FACT THAT SPECIFIC CIRCUMSTANCES, OFTEN HARD
TO PREDICT IN ADVANCE, COULD WARRANT SPECIAL TREATMENT IN AN APPROPRIATE CASE.

THEREFORE, THE PETITIONER, DOUGLAS KRUSLEY HUMBLY REQUEST THAT 
THE BEST SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TAKE 
APPROPRIATE DEVELOPMENT OF HIS WHOLE RECORD.
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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:
AThe opinion of the United States court of appeals 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 United States district court appears at Appendix . to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at 3 0 ; or,

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

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

appears at Appendix to the petition and is '
[ ] reported at-----------------------------------------------------------; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

to the

; ] is unpublished. 
(T) - ■&S.M lei 
fhe opinion of the'

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was __ G? ■" <3. ~

[ ] 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: ---------------------------- , 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(date) on----------------------- (date)
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(date) on----------------- (date) in
Application No. __ A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
THE WHOLE CASE FALLS UNDER- THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION 
AND THAT WOULD BE THE 5th, 6th, AND 14th AMENDMENTS AND 
THE KENTUCKY CONSTITUTION 2nd, 3rd AND 14th AMENDMENTS.

PETITIONER DOUGLAS KRUSLEY STATES THAT HIS CONSTITUTION 
RIGHTS WERE VIOLATED ALL THE WAY THROUGH HIS ENTIRE 
UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION. THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSE 
OF THE 14th AMENDMENT WAS VIOLATED AND REQUIRES A 
NEW TRIAL OR ATLEAST A EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON THE 
GROUNDS OF HIS ENTIRE CASE BEING UNCONSTITUTIONAL.

PETITIONER'S STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED WOULD
BE HIS EQUAL RIGHTS UNDER THE FOURTEENTH AMENDMENTS.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

THE PETITIONER, DOUGLAS KRUSLEY HUMBLY MOVES THE 
GREATEST SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
TO GRANT HIS REQUEST ON THE MERITS OF HIS CASE AT HAND AND 
BECAUSE THIS WHOLE CASE IS INVIOLATION TO PETITIONERS 
UNITED STATES CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS.

THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT OF AMERICA HAS A RIGHT
TO REVERSE A WRONG DECISION MADE BY THE LOWER COURT.

PETITIONER ONLY PRAY'S THAT DOUGLAS KRUSLEY GET'S THE
CHANCE 1HAT HE DESERVES TO HAVE ON HIS EQUITABLE TOLLING
DUE TO THE PRISON LOCKDOWN AND HAVING TROUBLE GETTING
THE COURT TO SEND ALL THE INFORMATION THAT HE WOULD
NEED TO FILE HIS FEDERAL HABEAS CORPUS IN A TIMELY MANNER.



ARGUMENT

UJHETHER, PETITIONER'S "Nd F6R.CEIBLE C6MPULS16KV' IS 
EN6UGH EVIDENCE T6 PR6WE HIS CLAIM AF ACTUALLY 
INMGCENT 6F THE CRIME AND ACTUALLY INN6CEMT 6F THE 
SENTENCE.

Petitioner DouglcuS KruHtij Ck.fgu&S> tVxo_L t\*\S ^KOo£ C>$ CLC.tuG-l.IVg 
InnoCtnY Of the. Crxwxe. CVxc_r<ged Cevxd Q.C.tuo-\\xg \rxrxoeerxt 6f 
TKe 5e.Me5\C.e.) Is ttncxt KrueAevg wouo LirxrxgS) to tVx.e_ 
Atterxtiovx of this Honoro-b\e So^ce.rr\e Coad G.S C_XM <A erxQ. e. 
To As IN? PE6PLE V. MING6. 12. N.Y. 3d. 54=3, 57 3 ObbSK 
UJhere cxs Vxecxr Sc.^ orx c-rx^ovxe. flxo-l Sxxxj S> “ Forcible 
Corr\y)u\s»on'' USed on t\\e_vrx cxrxd Coax — V\C>f prox/E. \ F, 
.Is heerseg and Should no\ o.den\tted icdo e_M id enee, Cx.go.xrxS \ 
The defe<xdc.nk T<xKe. a. good IcoK oxi er luoo dxfterarxV 
Letter’s Ffxat Is Q.c_too.I proc F of IncxoCerxCe.

All of the exhibits Ccxrx be Focrxd \rx p>et i t \ on er S FederoA 
Ho. bea.S Ccv^kiS) tho-t u>c.s filed inThe Unxted Sto.te District 
C’ov^ t.

Therefore, N6TICE GF KREH\Z ENIDEMCE, AHU SUPPLEMENTAL GF 
Z<A R.e<x.l IncxoCerx-t- Mo.rx" uoVxo has beerx Cj.-H-g.cK <r\g t-HXs t <x\Se_ 
Coc-xxjiC.L\orx \cx the Case. c_t' \-xa_rxcL Gst ex/eX'g O.rx<g\e_ ^>oss\ LAe. to 
5SeeK Out P.EAL TUST ICE? Becaasa F\x\S Case \S a.rx
'' EG RE I US" Case of T he CHcnina-l Justice. Sx^stervx^ Govxe Idrorxgx
And it is Up te> this Ftcrxoco-tAe S>k=^cerxxe Co^rt, to xxxaKe <x\\
Ldrccxg's fight, Ckcnd this Gc_rx Se. dc>xxe E>\g cxrx Yxoxxest, Vea$c>no.h\e
Po-ic Up *stcur\(Airxg Judge's uotxerx Vx e oc SSYxe feed’s t\xe A-rxAtx 
Before thevrx. " THE EVI DEK1CE SPEAKS F6R ITSELF -
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ARGUMENT

LUHETHERT'SARA BELLAMY’S STATEMENT ADMITTED INT6
THE HEARSAY RULE, T6 PETITIONER CASE AT P>ARr
LUAS UNFAIRLY PRE JUDiCI AV HE ARS AT EX/lDENCE?

Pe+i + loner Do^Ys k<.nu=>\evj Gomptefeix^ cxrgves A-VicA tSexroc 
B e. llo.r<->Ajs & StcUe menA IS Comptet e\vj o.v\d -VVieT e_
I ST KJ 6- PHYS I CAL" EVIDENCE OF ANY- KIND" AKcvV
Petitioner C.cmn^\He_d The Grime, Wact g\\ The evidtnc.e
In the Case. Q.t hard, proves 4Het pe4i* t i oner ne_v er

, Committed the Ccivce., StE CGt"t ex c_ tx e_ d
AS IN, CRALJF6RAJ y, GJ ASH I NGTClN, SHI U- S.3G, G8 IZH S . C t - 
.1354, 158 L. Ed. 2d 177 (Z6bH.).

Lel’S vie-Uj the facts of ttxis Case Gnd Ytuctiori Get bo.?.

Evidence of cUleged X/icitro <xnc\ CYAne-SS prior C r \ mtneX 
H istorcj, '■' especTU^" " <X VxkSAoecj of repeat \ n<^ VToXenCe" 
Represents Strong evidence Gi\\h CoVxseVxAo \m^>eoc.\x \\xe LoWneSS^,

LxJt + neSS Sere Bell<xn>xj S\A-oc.4\cn \n petitioner
EJocc^G-S lArvs>\e<^ Co.Se, \S fekevent to tYxe prior Situation 
Thcxt Sa.<c BoXYor,^ Vied, becc^xose AYxe SttiocAxon \n Sore. 
B e I I a. rex <j prior Coxm'xncA VxT'ter^ VxcxS to Se \<v\^>eeeV\'menA 
-Eviderxae on tH e_ c^rovirxdsi of genec-cd Coedilot \ i t x^ <-
SEE; DAVIS V- ALASKA, hi5 U.S. 36 8, ”31 to C IR7 4k, HeXdtr^ 
Dne Ujaij o€ disc r ed \ 4-\ n 4He Lott vxess is to intcodvoe
Evidence of ex prior 'nsstovkj of ex uitness. k_viden.ee 
ZJf g. "Gutnes'X '' prior Vx \ s> te> r kj is Ck ^enerc_L attack o r\ 
7he CredibH 4^ of tVxe VGitrxes,^ .

Therefore, Evidence of Sara Be\\<am^ prtbr history \s . 
Solid evidence for aTtac-Kinc^ tVxe CredxV>\ \ xtx^ of AYxe 
LOifness, See" L6VETT V. F6\~\Z, G8T F, Sv^pp. naG(UkciL); 
Beasley v. united stated,hti e. zd gsto.4 6.HG (Gth ctr. \hth).

k_viden.ee


SUPPLEMENTAL M6TICE 6F KRE Bl2 EVIDENCE

h'oner Douglas Kvos\e.kj Is ex o f u c- U'j \ rxn.oc.en. A of AVxe. 
C bx C.C e^ e. 0.0 c\ O.C.A o ex. I \ \^ I <~\ rxo c.e_ rx A O f E Vx e 5~*> en"\ e ex c- c \ vx A Vx p 
Seme. txicxcj the-V So;^e_o\xe Eo-King <x Stcool \vx EV\e ^c.e W \s 
AeEocxHkj IvxcxocenT o{ Ehe C.?\me_ of Vxba.\vCxnQj ovx a, S^de. 
LJg-1 K. "KJ£>" Sioctx Cc \ orxe. exists. FLA\Vxox-xev sEo-Ees AYxcxA 

Ttxe \_o \ A ex e_s> & ■> Sara p\cAnf £z>Acu\e.s AVxo-A E Yx p
Defendant Douglass KfusAg Did- Nd o E haxe. £> exoe\ \nAeccc>v^Se. 

Lj;+b Vx er AND AK e SbVa.Ee. m enA- Cctfo.c.Vx e.d Vs <3_clAxjg.\ 
E v ide nee A Vxo.V proves AVxa_A»

|)o iMexV, Ahad A he. Covn>p I a. 1 rx i ex g Lkj'> "b+n e.'sS, Sava BeJlam^ Vxa.d 

Sexual inTec tours <e on ar abod Alrxe dag prior Eo EVxe Alleged 

LrxcldenE OoiEh can Vndiv’iducT UjVxo uuas exof+Ue. D e_ fe. ex da. ex A^ 
Doacjlcvs Kruslt'j.

ZXThls C.XJ > cienc.e_ uucud be offece.d Eo Shouu AVxcd gucxVA) O-We^ed

Broking UJcxSa C_cx.xjSse.d fcoo-x o. pe-rSsorx 0> + Vxe_c AVxa.Ox AVxe. 
DeY e.c\dcucx A hrus\e.<j) AsSecVe.d AVxO e.Xl\dec\C.e. <xba_S>
Adm\ss\b\e. \jcxdev Oltx excepEvoo. Yo RRE2 '-xxz.) AVxe So-CaMe.d
v RAPE SH I ELE> E The ex/’idecxce. (Alls \nAo buo of ~YV\e_

Three exec.pV \ oo^s . K RE SI2 ( b) ( I) fM?Cd logos e.xAde.rxc.e_ <3 f 
SpeCvftC. Sexual clcA'S of a.cx aAke^ed X/icEirrx Eo be a.drrx\AVed To 
Prove o_ -third person'' \jj><xs A he Source, of Seaccxecx, Of
CJ+her yhkjSsica-l e.xn d ecvCe.'.' AI So. K.R.EHt2.(b)(l)(cA? oJIouuS \:Vxe_ 
\ cxArodcO-Axocx Of * Q-cxo) offer evidence dirceAVxj pecAoiAcxS fo \kxe_ 
Offenced CV\Q.c^ed7 Soch ckS Saco. Be.Ha.m^S Bo^- friend \ove_ 

E-eAAcC\ the Voce 'One.n o.ad fExe SxxcTeecx <jOck.<<’ cAd Y>ouj The. 
Alleged 'x/i’cVCm Vxa.d Suxual \nAer C.c>gc s e_ uu\ V-Vx. - „ Tlrxe. VulasKi 

CocnAg Cit-auT CourE S Vx ouued ^>c e. Jod \ c.e. Toaocvcd AVxe defend caA 

And \HolaA\ag Douglas VCrusVe 
fade Ar io. I 'ox.j Suppressing 'K V< euj - Eyl d ence'1 from peEiAx e>ne.C 
Td’a.L Doagla.Sj Krusle^ CosSeTT I F" Ahis exjidenct «xo_s> 
Pre.SecAe.ol To A-Yxe jorx-j O-A AVxe ■^jeEx.Exocxec Vrio.\ TVxe. ocA— 
Co-n-xe cOoxi\d of ''oeecx McA - CbcA \ A<j ... .

xAs> Due. r?oC.e£>S RngViA'S Eo Ck_

LxJ here for e.; (he 
This GreaT and

PeA l V (oner, Douglas Kcus\e_g flonxbluj 
VAonocouA)\e Suspren-xc Qoocf Ao GccucxA

Moves

AAxe_

SbVa.Ee


Pe.Ti‘ 4 i o m e. r O- ex/id em\\ cue Uj Vxe.ckc\ng Concecr\\r\<^ \Vx\S \->AVxc>\e_ 
Due Process Vi'oloAiom o< Lcxuo, of Tkxe. UnAtcJ SVcAe'i

CcnS \ "Ves + Co ex , cund ~VVxe. VC e_cx\>G c. Vkx^ Coa£>iHu'f von V>ec.o.uSe1 
"TlrxCs l\ie.uu - Vi \/°i d e. ex C. e. + Ko-A i " ''m(jSeKz/ f&cewed O-V 
LeeA Three plos> ^e-G-c^S I o-Vec -Cconx -V Yxe_ -V c \ cA 5 \ <x3o.^> 

PoT TPousgh G.md fc>ucxd 
lnnoce.nh of VVxe. Ccxrme. C.Vxc,cge-d> Cu<\d Cx.cA v o_ \ \ \ m ex o c_ e. rx A
6f CVxe. S>«_<\\e.cxc.e. • De.Ce. nd cum A--, dch uxuWVx We -\v\cA ended

AjJ C V P Cx. UO ro mc, Cm \ Conv i e.d \ om O m sx A " Ac'txj e \ <x <-\G e e.m> A 
M co. © C +he Crime CY\a.s;<^e.c\, Ckr\<S CkC-V \j> c.\ \ cx'O.QC.e.cx'V O V

The So e-m-Ve-CxC-e.. GJP\c.P Cequcies Ev + reord\no.c^ 
CpCuvrxsAenCeS \ r\ doSo’V i P Vj \ mg fe.Hef.

The peiTKoner Cleans PV\cu4 Vx e \£> a-cAoc-k \Uj I vxrxoe. e.cxA 
Uherx DooglcuS < ru> <=> \ e.ig xK CH Ci - Do 4 T (mCo.c.4, CowncAh 
TVxe. C-Vxcu<rcje_d oCCecxSe oc ecexx^ c>4-Vxe.c of Ce_cx s> e_S . <ESV£ *. 

STATE V. LJiLS6Ki> 32H S. LJ. 3d 595, 59 8 Carim. A?p„ 2.fc>ic>).



: ARGU KENT

UJheAher., PeTiAiorxec ^Oo'ogia.S Krusd e>j /z I S> AeA-ucAkx^ 
InnoeenA 6f The Cr\me4 LxJhxeh PAifioneC lkJs.s> SvAenCcd.

Pe+i + xone-c- KrusJeg (XV^ues AVncA he ks> CkcAuo-\\kj \ naeCe. n A- 
Of The C.Sc.cge.d oFPence, <xnd 4h\s IS G.n egreg\cvs Co.se 
Of The Cc i coi ocA JusA\Ce SgsAem Gone UScocxg- AS \ M ■> 
SCHLUP V. DEUO. sib U.S. 2 9 8, 315, 115 S.C+- 85 4, \3b L, 
E_d. 2d 868 ( 1995 3= Ujhece The. CeuA Focnd ccAuclV 
Innocence, on 4he''MERATS'' UJhe.ce.cu heee^eAA\onef 
boogies KcosIcaj sfAeC ThcA +he AAemen-fe cxc e A 

True. l"o.c.V-

NOTICE 6F KREHIZ EVIDENCE

C(ecx.rlg SAcxAeS The FoHouo^ng;

I). ThoA The Co enp \ o.\ n \ n g CxJ \ f r\ e*=> S> , Seccx th e \ \ o.<n\^, ho.£>
I nd i c.0.4e_d A-hc.4 she hex's hexd Sc-Xuod \c\AeVCouV St OO Ck/V 

Le.cx.u4 iooo oihec OCCo.S\ov\SS G.c\d kj^\\h -fkxdo dTferanA 
Indi’v i ducxU nexWxec of LoAox-xn cx.ce. 4'r\e_

Doo^Us Vx<uss\e'jn

2..L T h i s> evidence VjO oc id be o C C e_ c e_ d To £□ ho co 4 V\ oA TVxe~ 
Com^loA; ng uoAness ho.s AdependeoV KnovxAe.(Age of 

Sok ocx I a.cfS, If 4 he C c>cxn yd \ cx\ o \ m Cg UJiTneSS C. k ex \ m 
Ignorance A-hcxn A-h 1 <s evidence ujoo\d be CSed Ao 

Impeo-cb ArVxe, Co nrx p \ Cx \ C\ ( O g CoActSS.

A EVIDENTIARY HEARING IS REQUIREU-

The pe-Kh’on er Doug\ciS Kcos\eg Ash's TEA HonoccxVAe. buprenxe. 
Conor4- T6J Conskdec A-he Lxjho le Ud> r i A- 6 f CeA\oca.c i, on \ A'Sa 
Fo.ee. Vc.Ue.ah Me^iAs, BeecxeseThe P\c_\n fo.c\s SGpeeVC \~oc 

Themsel f •

TheCefo'e, Pe+iAionef Doug\G.2> KcuUe-jj Sh.ee\<A Be. R.e_\ ec<S e_ A 
Fcowx MocAhPovnA Trg C + c. From This FUse Conv\cAion An\jTdcS 

Judge G?a_<n PloA,nkg See The Facfs From FTcAiorn



ARGUME MT

LJHETHER. 6R M6T, THE ALLEG Eb "V ICT I M " SARA BEUAMY 
FAIGLEY TESTIFI Eb ^UMUER 6AT Hi' AGAIMST THE 
PETITIONER, DOUGLAS KRUSLEY, BECAUSE, SARA BELLA M Y 
GAVE FdUR,DlFFERANT STATE MEMTSTO THE. COURT. THAT 

D6N‘T MATCH UR DUE T6 BEUMG COACHED BY ER\KA 
ERIKERSOM MAYBEM LJHb ALS6 FALSELY TESTY F \ E b 
^LINDER 6ATH" LJHERE SARA QEIUHY RESibES \\M 
HER H6ME-; P.G.S.Q. DET. BLAMb. ROBERT GlEtl LGVAO 
USED C6ERC1 W 6N SARA BELLAMY. STATEMENT MCNE.. 
TRUE, d^LY FICTDMAL. ST6RWS: SARA BED,AMY.TbLD 
FAR ATTENTION, THEY DbM'T MATCH-UR T6 LUU AT 
ACTUALLY HAPPENED L3ITH SARA RELLAMY AMD THE 
Fb.UR MEN ANDA SIXTEEN YEAR GVD BUY GOHA SARA 
BELLAMY HAD SEXUAL INTERCOURSE IHH H ON. 
THESE DATE'S il-2l-lk H-27-II, II-Z8-U..7

Pth'+ion e.c5 Dou<jla.s Kcus\e<^ SGAes, exnd EHe_

FoHov<i\rxg F C.C.4&, ujhich pcove.S> His> I nocceace - AG IN, 
CRAL5F6RD V- WASHINGT6N, LOVETT V-. FULTZ, And
BEASLEY V. UNITED STATES, SEE: DAVIS V. ALASKA: 
FiTs + Vhe. <xllc<ge.cJ Victim, Sexto. s+cxTed in the.
PolexsKt Co^n-V^ Ci ecL 4 Gout 4 R.oc.m KYndeX OcAW ARcxF 

.She. Incxd Se.xuc.1 I CO'JVSe. boHL <o ttf'one.’Cx CXCvcS Ck.
S\x+e_e-Cx \_^<xcxC o\d be>^. So-co. Be-Hc-vn^ Ct\e_cxcS Re.bbeccx 
TCxjloc s4cx4ed On Reaocd, Cx\le.ge-d Victim So.co. BUIxmkj <CCkS 
Gcxo^H4— Up ho-ving Se.xuc.1 IntecC-ccre. CO<4V> ex nncxn^ 
In 4He_ bcxc-K room Lxjbe. c e_ 4He.j\jJo<r If S»tHl 4be Goxs c \ 
\s- Uo4 Conx/incecA, \ e.4'S cpdee^e< exnek CxAYxe.C \n4cs 4V\e_ 
L.ie-'S> EVxe. cx\\e.ged V\C4lCn Scxccx Be-\\cxm<j Eo\d CxSooxA The. 

Pe4 iTion e.c Douglo-^j KcosUepjj <x4 the PxdcxsKA Coent\j 
CicCkjiE Court \n Gome.? s> e_4, K e_n.4rk>c-k»^«. T Y\ e_ ^cosecwEoc 
tjereco^ Bcxc4le.xj5 O-Sked the cUle.<^e.d victim Scx.<cx B eHa.'mx^ 

Did MR. KrosAeAj Use. ex Condoen on TKe. odte-^e.ci
VI’cfim s>cx\dTM6" HE' b\b- KACTC Mr- Krusle.<j EJ<xc.Ku>Ic.Ie.d 
\ n nne Coc 2 b \-c> txxXavteS? Pe.4 i 4T o n e. C CkC^x>e.S> R-cx^>e. KiE 
G3<xs done oc\ oA\e.<^e.cA VicEinn Sere BeEacoxj exnet E\xe_



RSUH’s Uere M6- SEAMEM, MCbSPERM, Md-  

PkjE>\c AAcxxO 6 F Pe.A \ A \ on ec/ Mr. KrusJe.^Cc'e Id <\oA
I m alleged \j i c. d \ erx, So,^g. VS e. U cxvrxxj j Mo A b I cvc^Mo" DMA of 
Mr. Krusle^ UOo-s noA ovx \o'c\e.?S e.iVhec, pebed,^
Keg Evidence1' Soppress e.<d Prom ^eA\ Wane?? Tnel.
Violtxfi’ng peKTion e.c's hue Pcoae-ss v\gbAs Ao cl C<x\<:

Bi g Qoe.s Alon vs, UUbxj \s T be A\lege.<d VicAsra. Saca. Bellcmg 
.Pro'hec Al r\g Thest Polc Men SV^e. bexd Sexoc.\ \nYercoL?Se UdlAb..?'1 

IF Ahis evidence. had been boc gb A -- cp vooo\cS have \ -cvxpj eacYxe cA 
The V i'c_Vi cn< S> S A cede wen A 4'cowx the 'ce.gXnnvn^ of AV\ e Cc.se. AS \ M >‘ 

STATE V. XIE. GZ0HI6 ST. 3d 52.1, 52 A M . E. id TIS ( . SEE ."
GILI6 V. U IM I TEb STATES, hos U. S. 156,153, 52 S.Gd. lus, ?>W . Ed.2d 
I6h(H12\ (Quoting) MoowiEY V. HbbbHAM, 294 U.S. 103, \\2, 55 S. CA« 
3Hb T9 L. Ed T9 I ( 1935). BEARDEM V. BAUM AM, 26ZH U.S. DI ST.

Pdi Ai'ooef, Dooglas Krus,\e.g acgueS O.ISO AbcxA "We" bio.e>
Been CxOcocxgfo l\g accused bg Abe. \MC.4 , cn's sdcchenrxe,o.d fcccn Abe_
Sfcxed of pe.4 \ A- i oners Co.se ad bo.^ Abe. vlcb'irn Sara Et\lc.co^
Eco-odcA enA\g cxcxd csvongdollg o-caxise-cd dbe_ pe.A{ Afoae-C Uonglas Kcuslec 
And be.t-c.cse. Sjo_ccx B> e. 11 clcvxlj ud'lin^ and \nAenbor\c.\\^ CocncnTtA 
FR.o.od GL<ga.\<n£»A Abe. ^<j_4 \ A\a»rxe_c This Gr eo_A A ex (A Hc>ooCG.\Ae. Sopc e.'ecxe.
Cour A ho.s ex. doAkj Ao vxncxKe_ o.\l UOcccxg cAcAvxgS rigbA, Abc.A Abe. XilEA^m 
Scuca. BUIxmg
CootA Ac. We. O.U poUive. moAeS Aa.W.e_<n Cxcxd CcvxA <x\ c\ e_d An.
Pe.b'h’c>Cie.r'Sj UoriA of Cecborxh of Vo.ee Vc-Me G.S ScQ.\<e_<xA ’vg.cAog.I
MccAAec, C.ee.epAe_d <xs Aroe. CAoCsrrs foe Ce.Ue.V Aba.A *\S pIclljSI h> \ e. on lA'S 
Fo.ce. SEE. ASHCR6FT V. IQBAL, 556 U.S. k78, IZT S. CA- 1537.,
173 U. Ed. zd SUS (zooT). TU6MBVY 556 U.S. cJ-576)
Tb e. ^xxA, A\ooe.r bcxS, ex Solid C.lcxVrrx of \jocov\gV\o\k\j <xccoSe.ci bc_j
VfcA im bc.CC. Belle,Abo.A pUiAiccer Doe>g\c.S Kccs\e^ba.S 
F<i.c.A pfeSeMed "to Tbis GrecA A.nd Hcneco.'ole Scpcecne ColcA

Abe.
in
O.n6

PeFbcnec onlcj xsK’s This GrexA Arxd Honorable Supreme Cew^A 
For relief Prom Abe fxlSe. Ccav I C.A \ o n, AbcxA b e_ 1S \e.FA Pa.e.e_<d 
\jJ\Ab on ex dcxhxj basis and \A \s A-cArxWkj Upcc\db\% Co^rAS 
Jodgervxend To moMe a.\\ acceng bMn^'S CxgbA* A.S lW,Th\S Sda.de. 
Lccvu. AS I Mr J6tdES \A OUMCAM, 84b F- 2d 35%(G + hCin \<A88),

Sda.de


CONCLUSION
I THE PETITIONER, DOUGLAS KRUSLEY HUMBLY ASK FOR THIS
WRIT OF CERTIORARI.TO BE GRANTED ON THE MERITS OF THE CASE.

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Date:

ReSpectfulfo submitted


