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elating to the application of
of 1939, (Ill. Rev. Stat.

an ownexr who occupies, as his principal
place of reaidenee. improved real estate on which at least
one but not more than four dwelling units have been constructed,
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an additional six months in which to redeem from a tax sale.
It is my opinion that the extension of the period
of redemption provided by Public Act 79-1455 is not limited
to prospective application even though the General Assenbly
did not gpecifically make it a retrospective provision,
As a general rule, a statute or amendment to a statute will
- not be construed to apply retrospectively absent a showing
of legislative intention that it be so applied. (Hogan v.
Bleeker (1963), 29 Ill. 24 181, 184; Golden v. Holaday (1978),
59 X11. App. 3d 866, 870 People ex rel, Saam v. yillage of
Green gaks (1965), 55 Tll. App. 2d 51, 54.) vhether an
amahdm’ne such ag the one '19" question may be applied retro-
spectively depends upon whether it is of a substantive nature
oz: of a remedial or procedural nature. (Dworak v. Temple
(1959) , 17 111, 24 181, ‘187.) If the amendment is substantive
it must be applied prospectively, but if it is remedial or
piécedutal.’ it may be applied retrospectively. (Hogan .v..
ﬁ;agg.qz (1963), 29 I1l. 24 181, 184 Dworak v. Temple (1959),
17 111, 24 181, 187; Orlieki v. Mecarthy (1954), 4 Il1. 24
342, 347.) An amendment, however, will not be given retro-




o 1939 u meﬂial.
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 epective application if to do so would impair a vested
‘property right. Hogan v. Bleeker (1963), 29 a_i;, 24 101,
- e o (592 R

 The xedemption pmision of ehe Revmua Act of

: ('Ith cir. 1935) 78 fu zd 493., 4%4 ). m t:hi.s maam the
pmision ean be mattued to oparate :etmapectiva).y in

. the absence of a aming t:hat it impaira & wstad pmpatty
righe,

R A cartiﬁaam ¢£ putehase issued pursnant tc
.amion 248 of t!w Revme Mt. of .1939 (:ill. Rev, m:at. 1977,
ch, 1.20, -par 729) givea one a vesm gropetty ziqht ina!mate
'ané aubject to mdemption. M v. g,g g 2. ; s (19?5),,

R xu. hpp 3«: 162, 169.) A certiﬁc:ate of pumnase ie

| 'mt evmeme of a vested rs.gnt in real m:operw. ( __gy_;g v,
" _i_l_.gg (1917). z’n z11, 516. 518 to 519.) m xmhta of tax
| mtiﬁcate holders, in mlaticn ta pmwty stul xaaemahle
| 'on ehe effam:&ve date pf rubl:&a Aet 73«-1455, canmt be sald
0 have been impaired by extemsion of the redemption period

| ’.mm such rights remained inchoate on thet date. There-
. fore, it is proper to conelude that the redemption period
'axtension applies retmapeetﬁ.valy 1n regarﬁ ta pmperty
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sold prior to the effective date of the Act and s¢iil

redeemable on that date. It would not, however, be applied

 to extend redemption periods to make property wmcah. was no

longer redeemable on the effective date subject to redemption.
| Very truly yours,

ATTORNEY GENERAL




