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¢ pPars. 39s=~1 et seq.) to a conutruction
en by a cértain-héspital. Under authority

‘ counties to ievy a tax for the purpose

of mainﬁaining public non-sectarian hospitals® (Ill. Rev,

Stat. 1975, ch. 34, par. 5351) the hospital requested and

received financial aid from the county in 1974 and 1975. In
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1976, the hospital has not requested, and the county has not
provided, any such authorized financial support. The hospital.
is now undertaking a construction project. You ask whether the
hospital's receipt of public funds in 1974 and 1975 cmuse it to
be classified as a "public body" and thérefore 6 be subject
to the provisions of "AN ACT regulating wages of laborers, mechanics,
and othéx workxnen employed in any publie works, etc_.“.. |

It is my opinion that the fact that the hospital is
no longer receiving funds from the county is not by itself
determinative of whether the hospital is a *public body® for
purposes of the Act. If the hospital retains funds received
from the county in 1974 or 1975, it is partially supported
by such public funds and is therefore a "public body” for
purposes of the Act. The existence of public funds previously
received from the county and currently existing as a portion
of the hospital's assets, is a factual determination which
I am unable to make. o

Section 1 of the Act states:

, "§ 1. It is the policy of the State of

Illinois that a wage of no less than the general

prevailing hourly rate as paid for work of a

similar character in the locality in which the

work is performed, shall be paid to all laborers,

workmen and mechanice employed by ox on behalf
of any and all public bodies engaged in public




works, exclusive of maintenance work.?
Section 2 atates in pertinent part:

¢ 2. This Act applies to the wages of
laborers, mechanics and other workmen employed
in any public works, as hereinafter defined,
by any public body and to anyone under contracts
‘for public works. o
As used in this Act, unless the context
indicates otherwise: _
- - 'Public works' means all fixed works con-
structed for public use by any publiec body,
other than work done directly by any public
utility company, whether or not done under public
supervision or direction, or paid for wholly or
in patt out of pnhl.ie.ﬁ'm? L
'pPublic body' means the State oxr any afﬁ.cer.
board or commigsion of the State or any political
subdivision or department thereof, or any institu-
tion s in whole or in part by public
funds, au ed by law to construct public
works or to enter into any contract for the
codgstn)xction of public works, ¥ * * " (emphasis
added, : ‘

In oxrder to be a "puhl_ic hodjr‘i' lthu hospital would have to fall
within the category dé‘acribed as "any institution W
in w‘hole or :I.n pa:t by public £unda“

Your quest.ion appamntly ariun from the fact t.hat
the hospital is not. :eceiving funds from the county at the
same time t.hnt it is imde_rtaking the construction project., It
would require a marrow interpretation of the word “suppoxted®
to conclude that the institution in question must be simul~
tanecusly receiving public funds and undertaking a construction
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project if it is to be considered a "public body" for purposes
of the Act. I do not feel that the word “supported® should be
80 narrowly construed. |

In the adbsence of a statutory definition indicating .
a definite legislative intent, words used in a statute should
be given their common dictionary meaning or their ;po‘pularly”'
noore Co gmmine, 28 I1l.
App. 24 368, aff'd. 23 111, 24 341, Stice v. Beard, 46 Ill.
App. 24 304.) Webster's Third New International Dictionary

- defines “support® as:

o A Bt R ey gy 4 Al

funds for maintaining: to provide a dasis for

existence or subsistence:®

It should be clear that if the hospital atill xetains
funds received from the county in 1974 or 1978, its existence
and operations are to some dagr«- maintained by such public
funde and it would therefore be supported in part by public
funds, I cbnclude that the word “supported® as used in the
‘definition of “public body" encompasses not only the receipt
of public funds while undertaking "public work", but also the
poaaeanion of public funds received prior to the 1nstitution
of a "public work" which to any degree enables the inatitntion

to maintain itself and its operation. The fact that an insti-
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tution has ceased to receive public funds does not conclusively
determine whether it is or is not a "public body" for purposes
of the Act.

Because I have no information concerning the present
financial resources of the hospital in question, I am unable
to determine whether in fact it does retain funds granted by
the county in 1974 or 1975. If it does, then the hospital is
an institution supported in part by public funds. If it does
not, it is not within the scope of the Act. |

Very truly yours,

ATTORNEY GENERAL




