IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

FILED

CARLINVILLE,MACOUPIN COUNTY,ILLINOIS
CAMILLE MAYFIELD CCX)PER BROTZE,
And WAYNE BROTZE, husband and wife,

AUG 03 2020
Clefk if tnc C^rcyti cju;

'■««eNfrn County. li(.nofs

Plaintiflfe,
No. 2019 MR 92

vs

(formerly filed as 18 L 5)

CITY OF CARLINVILLE, ILLINOIS, a

Municipal Corporation,
Defendant.
ORDER

Re: Defendant Titv of Carlinville's Motion to Stay Pending Appeal

Case called for consideration of Defendant's Motion to Stay Pending Appeal and waiver

of bond pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 305(b) and (i). Plaintiffs' response, and the
parties' supplemental legal authority. Based on the foregoing, the Court finds as follows:
1) A trial court may stay a judgment pending appeal. If a stay is granted, it shall be
conditioned upon just terms.

2) Here, as part of the Motion to Stay, Defendant asks this Court to declare Illinois Alluvial a
valid'Illinois Corporation. The Court finds this request inappropriate. This Court found
the City of Carlinville, as a non-home-rule municipality, exceeded and circumvent^ \\s
constitutional and statutory authority when it participated in the creation of Illinois

Alluvial, a non-for-profit corporation, which deprived Plaintiffs and the Citizens of
Carlinville the right to an open and transparent government (as illustrated in the notice of

criminal trespass issued by Illinois Alluvial). The Court fur^er found ^t since the City

of Carlinville had no authority to act in the manner it did, Illinois Alluvial, by default, is a

void corporation. Keep in mind, Illinois Alluvial was not a corporation already in

existence, and the City of Carlinville and the Vill^e of Dorchester did not eriter into a
written inter-goverrunental/cooperative agreement or enter into a conUact with Jersey
County Rural Water Company for purposes of creating Illinois Alluvial. It would be

improper and not just for this Court to now declare Illinois Alluvial a valid corporation
while this case is on appeal. As such, the Court denies that portion of Defendant s request.
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