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LAW ENFORCEMENT CODE OF ETHICS - 2

LAW ENFORCEMENT CODE OF ETHICS
As a law enforcement officer, my fundamental duty is to serve the community; to safeguard
lives and property; to protect the innocent against deception, the weak against oppression or
intimidation and the peaceful against violence or disorder; and to respect the constitutional rights
of all to liberty, equality and justice.

I will keep my private life unsullied as an example to all and will behave in a manner that does
not bring discredit to me or to my agency. I will maintain courageous calm in the face of danger,
scorn or ridicule; develop self-restraint; and be constantly mindful of the welfare of others. Honest
in thought and deed both in my personal and official life, I will be exemplary in obeying the law
and the regulations of my department. Whatever I see or hear of a confidential nature or that is
confided to me in my official capacity will be kept ever secret unless revelation is necessary in
the performance of my duty.

I will never act officiously or permit personal feelings, prejudices, political beliefs, aspirations,
animosities or friendships to influence my decisions. With no compromise for crime and with
relentless prosecution of criminals, I will enforce the law courteously and appropriately without
fear or favor, malice or ill will, never employing unnecessary force or violence and never accepting
gratuities.

I recognize the badge of my office as a symbol of public faith, and I accept it as a public trust to be
held so long as I am true to the ethics of police service. I will never engage in acts of corruption
or bribery, nor will I condone such acts by other police officers. I will cooperate with all legally
authorized agencies and their representatives in the pursuit of justice.

I know that I alone am responsible for my own standard of professional performance and will take
every reasonable opportunity to enhance and improve my level of knowledge and competence.

I will constantly strive to achieve these objectives and ideals, dedicating myself before God to my
chosen profession . . . law enforcement.
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Brady Material Disclosure
612.1   PURPOSE AND SCOPE
This policy establishes guidelines for identifying and releasing potentially exculpatory or
impeachment information (so-called “Brady information") to a prosecuting attorney.

612.1.1   DEFINITIONS
Definitions related to this policy include:

Brady   information -Information known or possessed by the Fresno County District Attorney
Bureau of Investigation that is both favorable and material to the current prosecution or defense
of a criminal defendant.

612.2   POLICY
The Fresno County District Attorney Bureau of Investigation will conduct fair and impartial criminal
investigations and will provide the prosecution with both incriminating and exculpatory evidence,
as well as information that may adversely affect the credibility of a witness. In addition to reporting
all evidence of guilt, the Fresno County District Attorney Bureau of Investigation will assist the
prosecution by complying with its obligation to disclose information that is both favorable and
material to the defense. The Department will identify and disclose to the prosecution potentially
exculpatory information, as provided in this policy.

612.3   DISCLOSURE OF INVESTIGATIVE INFORMATION
Investigators must include in their investigative reports adequate investigative information and
reference to all material evidence and facts that are reasonably believed to be either incriminating
or exculpatory to any individual in the case. If an investigator learns of potentially incriminating
or exculpatory information any time after submission of a case, the investigator or the handling
investigator must prepare and submit a supplemental report documenting such information as
soon as practicable. Supplemental reports shall be promptly processed and transmitted to the
prosecutor’s office.

If information is believed to be privileged or confidential (e.g., confidential informant or protected
personnel files), the investigator should discuss the matter with a supervisor and/or prosecutor to
determine the appropriate manner in which to proceed.

Evidence or facts are considered material if there is a reasonable probability that they would affect
the outcome of a criminal proceeding or trial. Determining whether evidence or facts are material
often requires legal or even judicial review. If an investigator is unsure whether evidence or facts
are material, the investigator should address the issue with a supervisor.

Supervisors who are uncertain about whether evidence or facts are material should address the
issue in a written memo to an appropriate prosecutor. A copy of the memo should be retained in
the Department case file.
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In re Stankewitz, Fresno Case No. 21CRWR685993: Exhibit 19f to Petitioner’s Reply: Table of Motions and Rulings Filed in People 
v. Stankewitz, Fresno Case No. CF78227015 

Pleading Filed Date Filed Date Response Due from the 
People 

Response Filed by 
People 

Date of Court 
Action or Ruling 

Defense Motion For A New Trial As To 
Guilt Pursuant To The 5th, 6th, 8th & 14th 
Amendments To The US Const and Penal 
Code Section 1181; and Motion To 
Dismiss Under Trombetta And Brady 

3/16/17 3/17/17 
4/14/17 People given until 
5/26/17 to respond 

5/26/17 6/23/2017 
Motion for New 
Trial Denied; 
6/26/2017 
Habeas Relief 
Denied 

Defense Motion to Dismiss – Brady and 
Trombetta – oral argument – 8/11/17 

 Peop Request continuance to 
file written response to the 
Defendant’s Reply to 
Opposition to Motion for a 
New Trial, and Application 
for Habeas Corpus Relief 

9/13/17 12/20/2017 
Motion to 
Dismiss Denied 

Defense Motion to Dismiss For: 
1. Outrageous Government Conduct 
2. Violation of Due Process Court’s 
Supervising Power 
3. Penal Code 1385 

9/1/17 9/11/17 No response 12/20/2017 
Motion to 
Dismiss Denied 
without hearing 

Defense Supplemental Exhibit filed to 
Mtn To Dismiss 

9/29/17  N/A 12/20/2017 
Motion to 
Dismiss Denied 
without hearing 

Defense Second Supplemental Exhibit To 
Defendant’s Motion To Dismiss For 1. 
Outrageous Government Conduct.  
2. Violation of Due Process Court’s 
Supervising Power. 

11/15/17  N/A 12/20/2017 
Motion to 
Dismiss Denied 
without hearing 
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3. Penal Code 1385 
Defense Mtn for Reconsideration 
 

5/24/18 6/4/18 No response 6/22/2018 
Motion for 
Reconsideration 
Denied 

Defense Req to Continue Hearing on Mtn 
for Reconsideration 

5/25/18  No response  

Hearing – Mtn for Reconsideration 6/22/18  People submit 
verbally on prior 
Objections (no 
written Response) 

6/22/2018 
Motion for 
Reconsideration 
Denied 

Defense Mtn to Dismiss Trombetta 
Brady #2 
 

11/28/18  N/A No hearing or 
ruling 

Defense Trombetta Brady Amended Mtn 
to Dismiss 

12/6/18 12/17/18 N/A No hearing or 
ruling 

People Motion: Continuance to file 
response on amended motion to dismiss 
(Defense objects) 

1/4/19 Peop request more time – 
Court granted to 2/15/19 to 
respond (70 day extension) 

No response No hearing or 
ruling 

People Notice Requesting the Court to 
Resentence the Defendant to Life 
Without the Possibility of Parole 

4/19/19  N/A 5/3/2019 
Request 
Granted 

Defense Motion to Continue: Hearing for 
Motion to Dismiss for Failure to 
Preserve or Destruction of Evidence; 
Motion to Compel; The People’s Motion 
to Resentence Mr. Stankewitz to Life 
Without the Possibility of Parole; Briggs 
– medical excuse 

4/24/19  No response 4/26/2019 
Motion Denied 
without hearing 

Defense Motion to Continue Sentencing 
– To file Sentencing Memo 

4/30/19  No response 5/1/2019 
Motion Denied 
without hearing 
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Defense Mtn for DNA testing 5/1/19 5/11/19 No response 10/24/19 
Motion Denied 
without 
prejudice 
without hearing 

Defense Motion to Continue Hearing on 
Trombetta Motion To Dismiss - Oral 

5/3/19  N/A 5/3/19 Motion 
to Continue 
Denied 

Defense Writ of Mandate to 5th Dist COA 
– Mtn for DNA Testing  

9/10/19  N/A N/A 

Defense Amended Motion for DNA 
Testing 

11/27/19 12/7/19 No response 5/11/2020 
Motion Granted 

Defense Mtn for Cond Exam 6/25/20  6/22/20 8/31/2020 
Motion Denied 
without hearing 
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In re Stankewitz, Fresno Case No. 21CRWR685993: Exhibit 19g to Petitioner’s Reply: Chart of Motions and Rulings Filed in In Re 
Douglas R. Stankewitz, Fresno Case No. 21CRWR685993 

Pleading Date Filed Response by District Attorney Court Ruling and Date Reason/Notes 
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus 01/28/2021  Order: Order 

Finding Petition For 
Writ Of Habeas 
Corpus Is Unverified 
And Granting Leave 
To File Amended 
Petition (2/23/21) 

Lack of wet 
signature 

Application for Permission to File 
Declaration of Maureen Bodo Under 
Seal  

3/8/21 No response Order: Order 
Denying Petitioner's 
Application To File 
Declaration Of 
Maureen Bodo 
Under Seal Without 
Prejudice (3/25/21) 

Request for under 
seal filing not 
properly prepared 

Amended Emergency Petition for 
Writ of Habeas Corpus - COVID19 

3/8/21  Order: Request For 
Informal Response 
(6/2/21) 

Attorney General 
given 45 days to 
respond 

Document: Amended Application for 
Permission to File Declaration of 
Maureen Bodo Under Seal, Public 
Redacted Materials from 
Conditionally Sealed Record; 
Unredacted Declaration of Maureen 
Bodo Lodged Conditionally Under 
Seal with Research Attorney 

4/15/21 No response Order: Order 
Granting Petitioner's 
Amended Ex Parte 
Application To File 
Unredacted 
Declaration Of 
Maureen Bodo 
Under Seal (5/4/21) 

 

Notice and Request for Ruling on 
Emergency Petition for Writ of 
Habeas Corpus 

5/28/21  Order: Denying 
Petitioner's request 
for ruling on 
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emergency petition 
(6/10/21) 

Letter from Attorney General 
Declining to file informal response, 
defers to Fresno County District 
Attorney's Office 

6/17/21   N/A 

People’s Request for Extension of 
Time to File Respondent's Informal 
Response to The Petition for Writ of 
Habeas Corpus; Declaration in 
Support of the Request (Fresno 
District Atty) 

6/28/21  Order: Order 
Granting Deputy 
District Attorney's 
Request For 
Extension Of Time 
To File Informal 
Response (6/30/21) 

DA given 45 
more days to 
respond (90 days 
total); Petitioner 
given 45 days to 
Reply 

Motion for Conditional Examination 
to Preserve Evidence 

6/30/21 No response Order: Order 
Denying Petitioner's 
Motion For 
Conditional 
Examination To 
Preserve Evidence 
(8/9/21) 

Decided without 
hearing: Habeas 
proceeding not 
yet started 

Petitioner's Request to Deny Any 
Further Requests for Continuance by 
the Fresno District Attorney and 
Request for an Expedited Process 

6/30/21 No response Order: Order 
Denying Petitioner's 
Request To Deny 
Any Further 
Requests For 
Continuance By The 
Fresno District 
Attorney And 
Request For An 
Expedited Process 
(8/9/21) 

 

Petitioner's Renewed Objection to 
Any Further Requests for 

8/11/21  Order: Order 
Denying Petitioner's 
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Continuance by the Fresno District 
Attorney and Request for an 
Expedited Process 

Renewed Objection 
To Any Further 
Requests For 
Continuance By The 
Fresno District 
Attorney And 
Request For 
Expedited Process 
(8/27/21) 

Formal Request for a Hearing Date 
and/or Briefing Schedule for 
Previously Filed Motion for 
Conditional Exam to Preserve 
Evidence 

8/11/21  Order Denying 
Request For Hearing 
For Conditional 
Exam To Preserve 
Evidence (8/27/21) 

Habeas 
proceeding not 
yet started 

Informal Response to Petition for 
Writ of Habeas Corpus (Fresno 
District Atty) 

9/1/21 9/1/21   

 


