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was requested in this matter, and the only evidence presented
was on behalf of the People and was in support of the revocation.
Since Derby Meadows’ brief raised only constitutional issues
which the Board has declined to decide, the Board finds that
the facility which is the subject of this certification falls
within subparagraph Cc) of paragraph 502a—2 of the Illinois Revenue
Act of 1939, as amended. The subject certification will, therefore,
be revoked.

This Opinion and Order constitutes the Board’s findings of
fact and conclusions of law in this matter.

ORDER

Tax Certification No. 21RA—ILL—WPC—80—20issued to Derby

Meadows Utility Co. is hereby revoked.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

I, Christan L. Moffett, Clerk of the Illinois Pollution
Control Board, hereby certify that the above Opinion and Order
was adopted on the .._~ -‘a— day of ~ , 1983
byavoteof ~7..fl

j’1 ~ J tPZ~.//~
thiristan L. Moffett, Cle/1f
Illinois Pollution Contol Board
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