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Attorney Tom DeVore Enters Appearance on Behalf of his Clients in State 

Representative Dan Caulkins Case in Macon County, IL 
 

Greenville, IL – Today we entered our appearance on behalf of several citizens of the State of 
Illinois in the firearms lawsuit filed by State Representative Dan Caulkins in Macon County, IL.  
The filing is attached to this press release and speaks for itself.  My clients asked me to protect 
them from any risks now associated with being solicited by State Representative Dan Caulkins to 
join his lawsuit.  While only one of them submitted a financial donation to Representative 
Caulkins political campaign account, at his direct request for alleged legal defense expenses, she 
is hopeful the transaction will not be finalized, and her money returned.  
 
My clients were led to believe each would be allowed to join the lawsuit as party plaintiffs and 
none of them were aware that financial donations being solicited were not payments being made 
directly to an attorney, but actually being deposited into the political campaign account of 
Representative Caulkins.  Without any knowledge or consent of my clients, Caulkins lawyers 
failed to join them as plaintiffs, as each was led to believe by Caulkins would be the case, and 
instead learned only after the case was filed that they were now going to be members of a 
nonexistent entity characterized as an association which none of them had ever heard of or ever 
agreed to become a member.   
 
Sadly, whether intentional or otherwise, several hundred citizens of the State of Illinois, in their 
efforts to obtain individual legal representation for themselves, are likely going to be required to 
find other avenues to assert their rights.  It is never appropriate for non-lawyer politicians to 
engage directly, or as intermediaries, in the solicitation of clients in need of legal representation 
to seemingly further their own political or pecuniary benefit.  They should consider sticking with 
the legislative process and leave the judicial process to the legal professionals.  I am confident 
that my client who did in fact initiate a financial contribution to Caulkins political campaign 
account will receive her funds back, and I am hopeful that anyone else who’s similarly situated 
does as well. 

 
## 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE SIXTHJUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
MACON COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

 
 

Dan Caulkins, Perry Lewin, Decatur Jewelry & 
Antiques, Inc., and Law-Abiding Gun Owners 
of Macon County, a voluntary unincorporated 
Association,  
 
 

Plaintiffs, 
                                        

 
  
                                 vs.   
  
Governor JAY ROBERT PRITZKER, in his   
official capacity.                 
        
EMANUEL CHRISTOPHER WELCH, in his   
capacity as Speaker of the House.    
        
DONALD F. HARMON, in his capacity as Senate  
President.        
        
KWAME RAOUL, in his capacity as Attorney   
General.       
   Defendants.   

2023-CH-3 

  
 

PETITION TO INTERVENE AND FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION FILED  
BY STEVEN HENLEY, STACEY HAGAN, RODNEY HAGAN,  

DERYKE HAGAN, MELISSA LYONS, SHAWN MARTZ AS PUTATIVE MEMBERS OF 
LAW-ABIDING GUN OWNERS OF MACON COUNTY 

 
COMES NOW Steven Henley, Stacey Hagan, Rodney Hagan, Deryke Hagan, Melissa 

Lyons, and Shawne Martz (Collectively known as “Movants”) as Putative Members of the Law-

Abiding Gun Owners of Macon County, an alleged Voluntary Unincorporated Association, by and 

through their attorneys, Thomas G. DeVore, and the Silver Lake Group, Ltd., and for the reasons 

set forth herein pursuant 735 ILCS 5/11-102, respectfully request this Court allow Movants to 

intervene and issue a preliminary injunction against Dan Caulkins, or anyone else allegedly acting 
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on behalf of this alleged Unincorporated Association, as well as Attorneys Stocks and Eck.  In 

support of their Motion, Movants states as follows: 

1) Steven Henley (“Henley”) is a resident and citizen of Christian County, IL.   

2) Stacey Hagan (“Stacey”) is a resident and citizen of Macon County, IL.  

3) Rodney Hagan (“Rodney”) is a resident and citizen of Macon County, IL.  

4) Deryke Hagan (“Deryke”) is a resident and citizen of Macon County, IL.  

5) Collectively, Stacey, Rodney and Deryke shall be collectively knowns as (“The Hagans”)  

6) Melissa Lyons (“Lyons”) is a resident and citizen of Will County, IL. 

7) Shawne Martz (“Martz” is a resident and citizen of Shelby County, IL.   

8) Dan Caulkins (“Caulkins”) is a duly elected member of the Illinois House of Representatives.  

1 

9) On or about January 23, 2023, Caulkins sent out a mass e-mail to, inter alia, his constituents 

soliciting them to join a lawsuit he was filing against HB 5471, as well as soliciting 

campaign donations to his personal campaign account in exchange for joining his lawsuit.  

(See Exhibit A)  

10) On or about January 24, 2023, Caulkins performed a Facebook video on his state 

representative social media Facebook page wherein he was further soliciting citizens of the 

State of Illinois to join a lawsuit he was preparing to file. ( See 

https://fb.watch/imdvfu6_A8/) 

 
1 Every solicitation by Caulkins via e-mail, social media, or press release was issued by Caulkins in his representative 
capacity as a member of the Illinois House of Representatives.  Campaign donations were even solicited, and 
received, by Caulkins political campaign account, for activities that are wholly unrelated to political activity.  The 
only action seemingly taken by Caulkins as an individual, and not an elected representative, was when he is listed 
on the complaint as a plaintiff in his individual capacity.   



 3 

11) In this Facebook video, Caulkins was soliciting a $200 donation for legal expenses from each 

person who decided to join his lawsuit. Id.  

12) Caulkins asserted the funds would be used to pay legal expenses for this lawsuit he was 

preparing to file and anything left over would be used “to defend our second amendment 

rights.” Id.  

13) As a result of Caulkin’s Facebook solicitation, Henley sent an e-mail to Caulkins and 

requested to be added to the 2A lawsuit at 8:32 A.M. on January 25, 2023. (See Exhibit B)  

14) At 10:22 A.M. on January 25, 2023, Caulkins replied to Henley and stated: “Thank you for 

joining our lawsuit. We appreciate your support. If you haven’t donated to our legal defense 

fund and you would like to help, here is the link to donate.” (See Exhibit B)  

15) The link to donate to this alleged legal defense fund is in fact the political campaign account 

of Caulkins.  (https://www.dancaulkins.com/donate) (See Exhibit B)  

16) Henley never made any payment to this alleged legal defense fund as it seemed suspicious to 

Henley given it was linked to the political campaign account of Caulkins. 2 

17) As a result of the targeted e-mail sent by Caulkins directly to his constituents, Stacey on 

behalf of The Hagans responded to Caulkins and asked they be added to the lawsuit. (See 

Exhibit C)  

18) Caulkins responded to Stacey and affirmed her request.  (See Exhibit C)  

19) The Hagans never made any financial contribution to Caulkins political campaign.  

 
2 While it yet to be seen who might be included on any subsequent lists presented to this Court in regard to alleged 
members of this association, none of the Movants are currently listed even though Caulkins asserts in writing each 
and every one of them had in fact been joined to the lawsuit.  While Caulkins was contemporaneously asking for 
financial support to his political campaign account, it is unknown if their failure to yet be added was a result of 
their not having provided a financial contribution to Caulkins political campaign fund.  While Lyons did submit a 
$50 donation, it has yet to clear her account.   
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20) As a result of Caulkins Facebook video, Lyons requested to join the lawsuit on January 24, 

2023. (See Exhibit D)  

21) On January 25, 2023 at 7:54 A.M., Caulkins responded to Lyons and affirmed she had joined 

the lawsuit and sought a financial donation to his political campaign account. (See Exhibit D)  

22) Lyons did in fact click the link and make a contribution to Caulkins campaign in the amount 

of $50 but as of yet is has not cleared her bank account.   

23) On January 23, 2023 at 3:46 P.M., Martz responded to Caulkins and provided his Name, 

Address and phone number. (See Exhibit E)  

24) After Martz continually tried to determine if he was accepted as a client, Caulkins replied to 

Martz to be patient as they were checking e-mails with the lawyers.  (See Exhibit F)  

25) At this point, Martz has no ability to know if he has been added to this alleged list of 

members or not.   

26) Martz was willing to make a payment for legal fees but did not complete it due to his 

inability to determine if he was added to the case.   

27) Caulkins has admitted payments received as a result of his solicitation of clients to join his 

lawsuit have all, or in part, been deposited into his political campaign account. ( See Exhibit 

G)  

28) On or about January 26, 2023, Caulkins again posted on his Facebook public official social 

media page that “we are wrapping up lawsuit documents.  If you have not joined and want to, 

please send your name, address and phone number to: dan@dancaulkins.com today by 6pm” 

(See Exhibit H) 3 

 
3 Caulkins continuously used the pronoun “we” when referring to his actions, or when he is rendering what is for 
all intents and purposes legal reasoning.  At this stage, there is no way to know who “we” might be?  Is Caulkins 
acting as an agent or employee of the law firm as he solicits clients to join the lawsuit?  Is he referring to his 
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29) All of the Movants, based upon the solicitations of Caulkins, were led to believe each would 

be individually added to the lawsuit which Caulkins was filing.  

30) All of the Movants, based upon the solicitations of Caulkins, were led to believe financial 

donations, while voluntary, were for legal fees being charged by the attorney.   

31) When Lyons made her contribution, she believed it was for her legal fees and being paid 

directly to the attorney.   

32) Lyons did not understand her contribution was being paid directly to the political campaign 

account of Caulkins.   

33) On or about January 27, 2023, this case was filed by Attorneys Jerrold H. Stocks and Brian 

D. Eck. and Caulkins issued a press release from his political committee. (See Exhibit I)  

34) According to the caption of the Complaint, the Plaintiffs are Dan Caulkins, Perry Lewin, 

Decatur Jewelry & Antiques, Inc., and Law-Abiding Gun Owners of Macon County, a 

voluntary unincorporated Association, but it did not include the Movants.  

35) Mr. Perry Lewin is the owner of Decatur Jewelry & Antiques, Inc.  

36) The complaint is signed by both Attorney Stocks and Eck as well as a verification page is 

included only Dan Caulkins.  

37) While the introductory paragraph proclaims this to be a verified pleading, there is no 

verification of the pleading by Perry Lewin,  Decatur Jewelry & Antiques, Inc., or any duly 

authorized representative Law-Abiding Gun Owners of Macon County, a voluntary 

unincorporated Association. 4 

 
political staff who may be helping him administratively solicits clients for his lawsuit?  It will likely become relevant 
at some point in these proceedings, or others, to in fact determine who is “we.”   
4 An entity like an assocation can only act through its duly authorized agents.  It is a legal impossibility for an entity 
to do anything unless through an agent.  No agent is listed which further evidences this procedural fiction of 
Caulkins, through his attorneys, cannot lie.  Who are the lawyers taking direction from on behalf of the alleged 
association?   
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38) Paragraph 2 of the Complaint alleges Law-Abiding Gun Owners of Macon County, a 

voluntary unincorporated Association is an association which has standing to bring this 

action for the benefit of its members.  

39) Attached as an exhibit to the Complaint is a list alleged to comprise at least 610 members of 

this duly organized unincorporated association.  

40) Caulkins is not listed within those 610 names and as such it is unknown at this time if he is 

even one of these alleged members.  

41) Caulkins has advised an updated list of alleged members of this unincorporated association is 

forthcoming. (See Exhibit J)  

42) Based upon the communications between Movants and Caulkins, the Movants have a good 

faith belief their names are presently on the list as Caulkins has assured each of them they 

had been joined to the lawsuit.   

43) After this pleading was filed, Movants have all learned they were not named Plaintiffs who 

had joined this suit, but it is alleged each is now affiliated with this unincorporated 

association.  

44) At no time were any of the Movants ever asked to join any association.  

45) At no time did any of the Movants ever expressly or implicitly assent to joining any 

association.  

46) At no time were the Movants asked to make any financial contribution to an association.  

47) All Movants fully expected to be individually joined to the suit as was represented by 

Caulkins.   
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48) The first time Movants ever heard anything about this association is when each heard about it 

after this lawsuit was filed and Caulkins tried to explain to them why they were not listed as 

Plaintiffs.   

49) Nowhere in the pleading does it provide who the alleged unincorporated association has duly 

authorized to act on its behalf.  

50) At no time were Movants, as alleged members of this unincorporated association, ever asked 

to vote or otherwise authorize anyone to act in an associational capacity on their behalf.   

51) At no time were Movants, as alleged members of this unincorporated association, ever asked 

to vote or otherwise authorize anyone to sue the Defendants in an associational capacity on 

their behalf.   

52) At no time were Movants, as alleged members of this unincorporated association, ever asked 

to vote or otherwise authorize the hiring of Stocks or Eck to represent the alleged association.   

53) On January 28, 2023, Caulkins in an attempt to explain to the citizens who had signed up to 

join his lawsuit, tries to explain the use of the unincorporated association as some concocted 

“legal strategy” (See Exhibit K )  

54) Caulkins stated: “My plan was to put together a group that wanted to ban together to support 

that litigation (a legal definition of an “Association”). By responding to my call to join in, the 

law considers that to be “voluntary consent for a common purpose” which is to get the law 

overturned.”   

55) Caulkins further asserts “we”, whoever we might be, did not want to expose individuals to 

risks of depositions by being named plaintiffs. 5 

 
5 This legal proposition by Caulkins is concerning.  By making baseless claims of an association as a workaround to 
the rules of civil procedure, Caulkins has exposed each of these alleged members of the association to being 
deposed and subjected to other interrogation by the Defendants in what is all but assured to be a pursuit of 
seeking dismissal of this hollow associational entity in its totality.  Sadly, each of these citizens who were 
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56) Henley, being concerned about being associated with an organization for which he has not 

assented, sent a message to Caulkins asking for the by-laws and constitution of this alleged 

association. (See Exhibit L)  

57) In response, Caulkins does not provide any such documents but merely cites two Illinois 

cases, one of which has been overturned as bad law, which case law merely provides 

generalized definitions of an unincorporated association.  (See Exhibit J)  

LEGAL STANDARD FOR UNINCORPORATED ASSOCIATIONS  
 
58) In Illinois, the constitution and bylaws of an unincorporated association constitute a contract 

between the association and its members. American Federation of Technical Engineers v. La 

Jeunesse (1975), 25 Ill.App.3d 765, 767, 324 N.E.2d 23, rev'd on other grounds (1976), 63 

Ill.2d 263, 347 N.E.2d 712.)  

59) An unincorporated society, so far as procedure is concerned, has no governing law other than 

and except its Constitution and By-Laws which constitute a binding contract between all the 

members and officers. Id.  

60) The United States Supreme Court had occasion to expound upon the ordinary meaning of the 

term “association” as it is used in the law: 

It has been defined as a term “used throughout the United States to signify a body of 
persons united without a charter, but upon the methods and forms used by 
incorporated bodies for the prosecution of some common enterprise.”  Other 
definitions are: “In the United States, as distinguished from a corporation, a body of 
persons organized, for the prosecution of some purpose, without a charter, but having 
the general form and mode of procedure of a corporation.”  

 
Hecht v. Malley, 265 U.S. 144, 157, 44 S.Ct. 462, 467, 68 L.Ed. 949 (1923). 

 
expecting, and some paid for, legal representation will be left vulnerable with nobody to represent them.  All the 
while Caulkins is afforded legal representation as the lead individually named Plaintiff, who is seemingly going to 
benefit from the financial resources these citizens provided him in his political campaign funds.  How much money 
did he receive in political contributions?  How much has he agreed to pay the lawyers?  His campaign account is 
not a trust fund to hold these monies on behalf of people like a lawyer.  How can legal fees of Caulkins individual 
efforts as a citizen, or fees on behalf of some concocted association be paid out a political campaign account?  
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61) The term ‘association’ is used to designate a body of persons acting together without a 

charter but on methods and forms used by incorporated bodies for the prosecution of some 

common enterprise. The term does not have, in law, a fixed meaning such as is accorded to 

partnerships or corporations, but is used to indicate a collection of persons who have joined 

together for a certain object. Our statute does not contain a definition of an association. It 

has, however, been defined in Bouvier's Law Dictionary (vol. 1, 269) as persons uniting 

together for some purpose. Black's Law Dictionary defines ‘association’ as the act of a 

number of persons who unite or join together for some special purpose or business; ‘the 

union of a company or business for the transaction of designated affairs or the attainment of 

some common object.’ This definition, in substance, was adopted by this court in People v. 

Brander, 244 Ill. 26, 91 N. E. 59, 135 Am. St. Rep. 301, 18 Ann. Cas. 341, and may be said 

to be the definition of that term as recognized in this state.  W.R. Roach & Co. v. Harding, 

348 Ill. 454 (1932)  

62) When not organized under any statute, it is a purely voluntary association of individuals, 

governed by the same rules of law as any other partnership. People v. Brander, 244 Ill. 26 

(1910)  

63) Whether an association acts properly is to be determined by the authority granted, not by 

virtue of any statute but by virtue of the Constitution and By-Laws under which it exists and 

by which the propriety of all its actions is measured. Talton v. Behncke, 199 F.2d 471, 30 

L.R.R.M. (BNA) 2746, 22 Lab.Cas. P 67,187 (1952)  

64) In examining the validity of the actions of the Board of Directors of an unincorporated 

association, we can have recourse only to the question of whether the Constitution and By-

Laws authorize the action taken.  Id. 
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65) When no by-law exists which regulate or define eligibility for membership, when no criterion 

of membership has been established, nor any donation requirement to an association are 

present, and as such nothing available to characterize such action as an assent on the part of 

any person to become a member of the association, the creation of an unincorporated 

association will not lie.  Motta v. Samuel Weiser, Inc., 598 F.Supp. 941, 225 U.S.P.Q. 1225, 

1985 Copr.L.Dec. P 25,738 

66) Individuals who form an unincorporated association certainly should know what sort of an 

organization it is, how it happened to be formed, who influenced its formation, and who 

controls it.” Donnelly Garment Co. v. National Labor Relations Bd., 123 F.2d 215 (8th 

Cir.1941). 

67) Members of a not-for-profit unincorporated association are liable for the obligations incurred 

by the association under a contract if the members authorize the contract or subsequently 

ratify its terms. Pecoraro v. Balkonis, 383 Ill.App.3d 1028, 891 N.E.2d 484, 322 Ill.Dec. 469 

ARGUMENT  

68) Caulkins, a non-lawyer, was soliciting citizens of Illinois, including Movants, to join a 

lawsuit which Caulkins was filing. 6 

69) At no time during Caulkins solicitations did he ever mention he was seeking members to join 

any type of voluntary unincorporated association for the purpose of protecting their second 

amendment rights or property interests.   

 
6 It is unknown as to whether Caulkins was acting alone or as an agent of Attorneys Stocks and Eck when soliciting 
members of the general public to join his cause.  However, it can be reasonably inferred from the facts adduced 
herein that Caulkins intends to compensate the attorneys in full, or in part, from the funds he received from 
citizens who were solicited directly by Caulkins to join this cause.  It appears these funds are currently being held in 
Caulkins political campaign account which is not a trust account.    
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70) At no time did Caulkins advise Movants each was joining an unincorporated association and 

as such would be entitled to the rights and benefits, and potential risks and obligations.  

71) At no time did Caulkins advise Movants he or she may be deposed or otherwise interrogated 

by the Attorney Generals Office as to their involvement and participating in this scheme of 

an association.   

72) At no time did Caulkins advise Movants of the need to appoint an authorized representative 

to sue on their behalf.  7 

73) At no time did Caulkins advise Movants counsel was being hired to represent them 

collectively as members of an unincorporated association and provide them with the terms 

and conditions of the representation agreement between the law firm and association.   

74) The phrase “join a lawsuit” which Caulkins used is common vernacular used in the legal 

profession which is understood by the general public to be a named party in a lawsuit.  

75) Joinder is a defined legal term in Illinois.  

76) Joinder of plaintiffs. All persons may join in one action as plaintiffs, in whom any right to 

relief in respect of or arising out of the same transaction or series of transactions is alleged to 

exist, whether jointly, severally or in the alternative, whenever if those persons had brought 

separate actions any common question of law or fact would arise. (See 735 ILCS 5/2-404)  

77) There is no doubt the hundreds of persons who Caulkins was soliciting, and seeking 

donations to his political campaign account, could very well meet the definition of persons 

who could be joined as co-plaintiffs in this action as authorized by law.  

 
7 The Movants are concerned as to who exactly authorized the attorneys who signed this pleading to sue on behalf 
of the alleged association.  The complaint cites no authorized agent acting on its behalf.  There is no verified 
signature of anyone acting on behalf of the alleged association.  Who is responsible for the legal fees and other 
expenses of the alleged association?  Is Caulkins going to pay them from his political campaign account? Are 
movants as putative members going to have to pay?  Or will Caulkins appear in this Court and arbitrarily just say 
the Movants aren’t members of the association as a result of this motion?   
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78) Whether or not these hundreds of persons which Caulkins was soliciting might properly be 

certified as a class action is uncertain.  

79) What is certain is they did not assent to join as members of any association such as he or she 

could have done with the Illinois State Rifle Association, and similar lawful entities, and 

further they did not assent to any association bringing a lawsuit against the Defendants on 

their behalf as members.   

80) Unbeknownst to Movants, none of them were individually joined to this lawsuit as stated by 

Caulkins. 

81) It seems there was a decision made, by Caulkins and/or Stocks/Eck perhaps, to not 

individually name Movants or the other similarly situated citizens which Caulkins solicited, 

or to seek class certification, and instead these citizens are alleged to comprise an 

unincorporated association that was created out of thin air solely due to these citizens sending 

their name address and phone number at the request of Caulkins to join a lawsuit. 8 

82) At no time whatsoever did Movants, or likely any of the alleged members of this association, 

have any appreciation of any association, how it happened to be formed, who influenced its 

formation, and who controls it.   

83) Movants were not seeking to be a part of some collective right being asserted based on 

associational standing of some unincorporated association they had never heard of, nor were 

they ever asked to join as members.    

 
8 The Court will find it reasonably clear a decision was made by someone to not join Movants and others as parties 
to this lawsuit but to assert associational standing of this newly devised unincorporated association as a specific 
workaround in this case to either class certification or individually naming each party.  If there was in fact in 
existence a bonafide association then maybe that procedural tactic might carry the day; however, it is being used 
in this case as a ruse to avoid compliance with the joinder or class requirements of Illinois law.  If this tactic was 
allowable under Illinois jurisprudence, then class action lawsuits and joinder would become irrelevant procedural 
requirements.    
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84) All the Movants were asked were to send their name, address, and phone number to “join the 

lawsuit” and then make a financial contribution to Caulkins political campaign account if he 

or she desired.   

85) Movants were seeking to assert their individual rights as a citizens and residents of Illinois 

just as Caulkins did on his own behalf. 9  

86) Nowhere in the complaint will the Court be advised of who is(are) the duly authorized 

representative(s) of the alleged unincorporated association.  

87) While the attorneys have signed the pleading attesting to represent this alleged association, it 

is unknown at this time who has been duly authorized by the alleged members to act on its 

behalf.  

88) Quite simply, this cause should have been brought with the Movants, and others similarly 

situated, being named individually as plaintiffs, or as a class action for which certification 

could be sought, or on behalf of a duly organized and established association which 

established association was created by the voluntary assent of all its members. 10  

89) Jurisprudence does not allow as a legal strategy for the creation of a completely hollow 

association with no formalities whatsoever solely due to the fact that numerous citizens sent 

their name, address, and phone number to Caulkins after being solicited by him to join his 

lawsuit.   

 
9 The Court should really find it suspect that Caulkins, who participated in the creation of this ruse of an association 
is not even listed as one of its members.  He isn’t even listed as the authorized agent of the alleged association.  He 
is a directly named Plaintiff in this case wholly unaffiliated with the alleged association.  Why is it that the 
association isn’t the sole named plaintiff seeking to assert the rights of all its citizen members including Caulkins.  
Why does Caulkins get the benefit of legal representation but the other citizens who paid money into his campaign 
account are left exposed and unrepresented for that time when the talented attorneys of the Attorney Generals 
Office seek their depositions and other discovery requests to eradicate this procedural ruse of an association.    
10 The Illinois Rifle Association, The National Rifle Association, Gun Owners of America, Guns Save Life, are all 
examples of types of membership based associations that bring actions on behalf of their members.  However, 
none of these bonafide associations ever attach any lists of members to their complaint as its unnecessary and was 
seemingly done in this case as window dressing to show Movants and others each was sort of named in the case.   
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90) Caulkins stated: “My plan was to put together a group that wanted to ban together to support 

that litigation (a legal definition of an “Association”). By responding to my call to join in, the 

law considers that to be “voluntary consent for a common purpose” which is to get the law o 

Unincorporated Associations are a type of legal entity if duly established and are in no way a 

lawful vehicle to utilize as merely a legal strategy as suggested by Caulkins.   

91) It is clear from reading Caulkins legal jargon that he, and other unknown persons, decided to 

arbitrarily create this fiction of an unincorporated association merely due to the fact that 

hundreds of citizens responded to his solicitation to “join a lawsuit” and the resources it takes 

to onboard all these clients was likely overwhelming which is evidenced by Caulkins 

statement that an updated list of alleged members is forthcoming after e-mails are sorted out.    

92) There is no recognized jurisprudence which holds Movants who merely desired to join a 

lawsuit, after being solicited by Caulkins, were assenting to becoming members to the Law-

Abiding Gun Owners of Macon County for which they had never heard about.   

93) This associational fiction, which Caulkins only advised the Movants of after the lawsuit was 

filed, is nothing more than a poorly devised and otherwise unlawful legal strategy to get 

around having to provide proper and adequate legal representation to the Movants, and those 

similarly situated, which is what each was lad to believe they were going to be provided.  

94) There are no by-laws, no constitution, no applications for membership, no membership dues,  

nothing available to characterize such action of Movants as an assent on the part of any of 

them to become a member of any association.   

95) The law does not allow this fiction which Caulkins attempts to present to the Court through 

his attorneys as such would be a workaround to joinder and class action jurisprudence under 

Illinois law.   
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96) This Court will assuredly, at what will be the request of the Defendants, dismiss this alleged 

association for failing in all aspect to have standing as a lawful entity, but Movants are 

merely asking this Court to enjoin Caulkins, and the attorneys of record, from adducing their 

names on any list as alleged members of this association and further enjoining Stocks and 

Eck from seeking payment for legal fees from them as alleged members of this association.   

WHEREFORE, Movants, herein request that this court enter an Order: 

A. Authorize intervention of Movants to protect their interests in this matter;  

B. Finding under the facts presented herein, Dan Caulkins, or the attorneys of record are 

enjoined from submitting any list of members of the alleged unincorporated association which list 

would include any of the movants;  

C. Enter an injunction enjoining Dan Caulkins to return any payments made by Movants back 

to them instanter;  

D. Enter an injunction enjoining the Stocks and Eck from seeking payment for services from 

Movants which may be incurred in counsels representation of the alleged association;  

E. For such other relief as this Court deems just and proper.   

 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
By:  /s/ Thomas Devore  
Thomas G. DeVore  
IL Bar Reg. No. 06305737 
silver lake group ltd. 
Attorneys for Movants  
118 N. 2nd St.  
Greenville, IL 62246 
Telephone - 618-664-9439 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 
 

The undersigned certifies that a copy of the foregoing instrument was served upon the parties of 
record to the above cause, by first class mail or electronic means on January 29, 2023, addressed 
to the parties at their addresses as disclosed by the pleadings of record herein.   
 

Jerrold Stocks 
Counsel for Plaintiffs  
jstocks@decatur.legal 
 
Brian Eck 
Counsel for Plaintiffs  
beck@decatur.legal 
 
Thomas Verticchio 
Attorney Generals Office 
Thomas.Verticchio@ilag.gov 
 
Darren Kinkead 
Attorney Generals Office 
darren.kinkead@ilag.gov 
 

 
 
        /s/ Thomas DeVore 
        Thomas G. DeVore 
      
Thomas DeVore  
Silver Lake Group 
118 North Second Street 
Greenville, IL 62246 
(618)-664-9439 
 



VERIFICATION 

Under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of 

Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true 

and correct except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, if any, and as to 

such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that the undersigned verily believes the same 

to be true. 

  

Date:  _____________________  By:    _________________________  

        

 

 

 

 

 
 

01 / 30 / 2023

SHAWNE MARTZ



VERIFICATION 

Under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of 

Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true 

and correct except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, if any, and as to 

such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that the undersigned verily believes the same 

to be true. 

  

Date:  _____________________  By:    _________________________  

        

 

 

 

 

 
 

01 / 29 / 2023

STEVEN HENLEY

ryancunningham
Sticky Note
None set by ryancunningham

ryancunningham
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MigrationNone set by ryancunningham

ryancunningham
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by ryancunningham



VERIFICATION 

Under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of 

Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true 

and correct except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, if any, and as to 

such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that the undersigned verily believes the same 

to be true. 

  

Date:  _____________________  By:    _________________________  

        

 

 

 

 

 
 

01 / 29 / 2023

RODNEY M HAGAN

64
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ryancunningham
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ryancunningham
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by ryancunningham



VERIFICATION 

Under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of 

Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true 

and correct except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, if any, and as to 

such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that the undersigned verily believes the same 

to be true. 

  

Date:  _____________________  By:    _________________________  

        

 

 

 

 

 
 

01 / 29 / 2023

MELISSA LYONS

b
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ryancunningham
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ryancunningham
Sticky Note
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VERIFICATION 

Under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of 

Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true 

and correct except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, if any, and as to 

such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that the undersigned verily believes the same 

to be true. 

  

Date:  _____________________  By:    _________________________  

        

 

 

 

 

 
 

01 / 30 / 2023

STACEY J HAGAN

8
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ryancunningham
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ryancunningham
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by ryancunningham



VERIFICATION 

Under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of 

Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true 

and correct except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, if any, and as to 

such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that the undersigned verily believes the same 

to be true. 

  

Date:  _____________________  By:    _________________________  

        

 

 

 

 

 
 

01 / 30 / 2023

DERYKE M HAGAN

ryancunningham
Sticky Note
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ryancunningham
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ryancunningham
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