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Duane De Witt 
Box 3028 
Santa Rosa, CA 95402 
Telephone: 707-575-5549 
 
In Pro Per 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 

COUNTY OF SONOMA 
 

 
Duane De Witt,  
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
The City of Santa Rosa, 
 
  Defendants. 
 

  
Case No. SCV-266383 
 
DECLARATION OF ERIN 
RINEBERG IN SUPPORT OF THE 
EX PARTE MOTION TO 
CONTINUE THE JUNE 4, 2020 
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
HEARING 
 
Action Filed: June 3, 2020 
 
 

 

 

I, ERIN RINEBERG, declare that, if called as a witness, I could and would competently 

testify concerning the following matters: 

It is my understanding that the City of Santa Rosa must post their agenda and 

corresponding important documents 72 hours prior to any hearing conducted by the City.   

In the 72 hours prior to the Wednesday February 5, 2020 Zoning Administrator meeting, 

I attempted to locate these documents and was unable to do so.  I was also unable to locate the 

same documents for the February 13, 2020 hearing.  

While the Brown Act allows for the documents to be posted to the City’s website, the 

documents should also be easily accessible for the general public to obtain these documents.  

Given my extensive understanding of computers I was unable to locate these documents, thus 

indicating that the City is in violation of the spirit of the Brown Act. Furthermore, the zoom 
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meetings for the hearings do not properly provide equal access to those without computers, 24/7 

internet access, internet speeds sufficient to stream and participate remotely. 

Additionally the appellate hearings are not of a sufficient emergency nature that they 

could not be postponed until after the COVID-19 pandemic has subsided.   

It is therefore respectfully request that this court grant this ex parte application to 

continue the Design Review Board hearing. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the 

foregoing is true and correct, and that this Declaration was executed this ____ day of June, 

2020, at Santa Rosa, California. 

 

     __________________________ 
     Erin Rineberg, Declarant 

 

3rd
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Duane De Witt 
Box 3028 
Santa Rosa, CA 95402 
Telephone: 707-575-5549 
 
In Pro Per 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 

COUNTY OF SONOMA 
 

 
Duane De Witt,  
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
The City of Santa Rosa, 
 
  Defendants. 
 

  
Case No. SCV-266383 
 
DECLARATION OF NICKOLAS 
RINEBERG IN SUPPORT OF THE 
EX PARTE MOTION TO 
CONTINUE THE JUNE 4, 2020 
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
HEARING 
 
Action Filed: June 3, 2020 
 
 

 

 

I, NICKOLAS RINEBERG, declare that, if called as a witness, I could and would 

competently testify concerning the following matters: 

It is my understanding that the City of Santa Rosa must post their agenda and 

corresponding important documents 72 hours prior to any hearing conducted by the City.   

In the 72 hours prior to the Wednesday February 5, 2020 Zoning Administrator meeting, 

I attempted to locate these documents and was unable to do so.  I was also unable to locate the 

same documents for the February 13, 2020 hearing.  

While the Brown Act allows for the documents to be posted to the City’s website, the 

documents should also be easily accessible for the general public to obtain these documents.  

Given my extensive understanding of computers I was unable to locate these documents, thus 

indicating that the City is in violation of the spirit of the Brown Act. Furthermore, the zoom 
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meetings for the hearings do not properly provide equal access to those without computers, 24/7 

internet access, internet speeds sufficient to stream and participate remotely. 

Additionally the appellate hearings are not of a sufficient emergency nature that they 

could not be postponed until after the COVID-19 pandemic has subsided.   

It is therefore respectfully request that this court grant this ex parte application to 

continue the Design Review Board hearing. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the 

foregoing is true and correct, and that this Declaration was executed this ____ day of June, 

2020, at Santa Rosa, California. 

 

     __________________________ 
     Nickolas Rineberg, Declarant 

 

3rd








