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Public Meetings «

Honorable David DeDonckex
Stete's Attorney
Rock Island County
Rock Islend, nliml.s

Dear Mr. DeDoncker:

which you ask the following

‘* T in relation to puhltc maetsma"
y. 102, paxa. 4lg_m)s |

"‘Onve_a qusstion or inm is presented to
a public body, such as a county board or
city council, would a gathering, attended
by the membership of the public body as a
whole, or the membership of a committee or
subcomnittee of such public body, at which
gathering the issue or question presented
to the public body were discussed orx
information pertaining thereto disseminated,
constitute a ‘meeting’ as that term is used
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subject to the notice requirements of ‘AN
ACT in relation to meetings', Ch. 102, S3ec.
41 ot seqg., Ill. Rev, Stat., (1971), even if
the gathering took place on private property,
at the invitation of a citizen or group of
citizens or a private corporation?‘'®

You have stated the situation out of which this
question arises as follows:

*Recently, the mayor and the city council of
a municipality located in this county, 2s a
group, met with the representatives of a not-
for-profit corporation, which had been formed
for the purpose of promoting ‘downtown re-
development’, The gathering was held at a
local hotel, upon an invitation extended by
the corporation. The corporation paid the
rental for the hotel facilities, I do not
know whether the invitation was extended to
the mayor and each councilman individually
or by means of a communication forwarded to
the group a&s a whole. I am convinced that

no ‘official action' was taken at this
gathering, and that there was no intent to
violate the provisions of Ch, 102, Sec. 41

et seg., Ili. Rev. Stat. (1971). It is odbvicus,
however, that none of the notices required by
the above~referenced statute were given, and
that the news media and the public in general
were not aware of this gathering until after
it had taken place. It is aleo 2 well-known
fact that the subject of 'downtown redevelop-
ment’ and the extent to which this particular
city should bacome involved in this project
is a matter which has been discussed on numerous
occasions at city council weetings, and that
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this entire area could aﬁsilj bé‘clasaified

as 2 matter of business actually ‘pending‘

before the city council,”

I believe it is clear from Opinion No. 8-726, March 22,
1974, a copy of which is enclosed, that the meeting which you
deascribed was specifically designed for the purpose of discussing
city or public business and although no formal action was taken,
it was a deliberation éoming within the meaning of that term
as used in section 1 and, therefore, a meeting as used within
section 2. However, as also discuseed in the enclosed opinion,
all gatherings where members of public bodies are present are

not necessarily meetings within the termns of the Act.

Very truly yours,

ATTORNEY GENBRAL




