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44. For these reasons as stated above, and as submitted in Defendants Reply, the
immunity provisions under Section 15 apply to the Sep’cembe:r~9L 2007,
Beacon News request for support directed to the electorate as well.

45. Plaintiffs> argument that they did not have an adequate opportunity to conduct
discovery, and were harmed in the presentation of their response as a result is
without merit upon a review of the record relating to the limited discovery
allowed in this case, which this Court finds did present Plaintiffs with an
adequate opportunity to discover what was pending before the government
officials at the time and matters relating to the publications at issue.

46. Plaintiffs ask this Court to find the provisions of the CPA relating to the
conduct of discovery and the hearing procedures and timing unconstitutional
as a violation of the separation of powers. However, this argument is rejected
based upon Inre S.G., 175 111.2d 471 (1997). Further, this Court is not
persuaded in any event that any disadvantage was worked against the
Plaintiffs due to the enforcement of these provisions.

47. Finally, as reminded by the Illinois Supreme Court, “this Court may not
legislate, rewrite, or extend legislation. If a statute, as enacted, seems to
operate in certain cases unjustly or inappropriately, the appeal must be to the
General Assembly, and not to this court.” DeSmet v. County of Rock Island,
219 111.2d 497 at 510, 848 N.E.2d 1030 (2006) (citations omitted).

WHEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISMISS THE AMENDED COMPLAINT PURSUANT
TO SECTION 2-619 UNDER THE CITIZEN PARTICIPATION ACT filed on June 4,
2008, is granted, with prejudice, as to the publications alleged in the Amended
Complaint.
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