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TI  Wli ES I-  Y T O U N I T Y'S THF AMEI 0? §0£1 -ICS
Winston Muss Corporation has Though we may feel our

filed suit against the village of oppositions programs lack depth,
Woodridge End two of its officials research and thoughtful effort,
in an ettempt to obtain building we must compliment them on their
permittf* a part of unit 4. campaign strategy, if winning

0,) in the election s all they are 1, ''
1.-1- 0.

U n i* :4 o f W i n s #D-n H i l l s w a s inte sted i#E
actualN  nexed (52 Woodridge in 1-1 0-

m .

1 9 6 3, EEe*ous t o 2@l e a n n o u n c e- I Eour opoion, Fi5tgarty is
prov*hg themf€lves maRte¤ ofment of the state'E plans for

FA61.     < i n s i ent a t i o n, cbal f-t r i*h s«c a n d
> /0 LU char'Ster as*ssinati51. They are

-1
The al  of thi21 highway creates very*uch aware that  1 mKlt half

tz thisproblees dicd - thel-Litate refuses of til citizer,s voti3-
to resk/v€ ;0: wo*d cut off e l ec:Ei}on w e r t l n o t h e fsyr years

accessLL:10 21 5*}:ti 041-1 of uni t four . ago·z They atd also e®i r@that
t h e s,s c c i t i z e Irs d o not>realize h o wAfter@e tropnsedZ|lighway i s

built,Rhf? alnea *fild have no effeEkive an*Drogresai the

roads 12adingg:o i   from any U n i 91 P a r t y  6 f i c i a l Fbfl h e l a s t
d i r e c t t o n u>C e n s e q u e n t l y, Mayor four» /ears hEEe been*
RobertghtlE iHtru*:ed that no 0 ,- In

buildiqB 1*«m*ts bvissued for Aftparentl**they hcBSe @ play
this ulljcqasTBle *rea. The

t h e  me t o the h i l t SO
ovurumor

presen cdorrt@#ctitn should has that hhey are tta v{@g their
r e s o l v e thai q u e s t i p o f w h o- - tast*st mor@ls for#e)1 hast
WinstoMML*,8:he Mjllage, or papes so ther@ can beJ_Ino reply or
the st€fe,23;hOld *y for refttlation o fctheir 1!BlaE accus-

at i c B C/) < (-D
construction of a necessary . L) A. LL]

CD 0/ Cl$200,000 highway crossing.
0:. Pleakl re mber, 511* citizens,

Although there is no legal pla*1519*10- i @c«i s 1{*t Elie same
lreason tor stopE!,ng issuance Ot a s rgpnnong a Lu i *cage . O n April

1 5 t h S o i b w i 1 E b @a s k@ tS e l e c t ,,
b   '  y# i    ab or  otb rts s o f f i-eli a E   t o c/Pulga v -Pli a* , s o 1 '

resiffft]Fiffthistareattoedo so. are 3LotEg f@ gdkd w]*t Rfhe;52mor d o n 'cbb>-mis Le d I K n o. i w,8-® rG u 1 . .

WHY DID YOU APPROVE THE starit fgip. M 3*u tate Lk eb0ime
PLAT LASTV¥fBR3NITY and zffeirt toctrack Sne irecoinds,

., 1w e eFF& B r e 95 u Fill *o t* a'
Unity! 1THE CONCERNED PARTY
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PERSPECTIVES WRONG AS USUAL !
YOU BE THE JUDGE First party, please get your

information straight before you
print it! LU

- fi120- c ky Mayo'52Roberts _J
" ca Ing* r.kpef@ a r t i c l e p u b l i s h e dWhen cAe*ledges gimself to in yoED IRA#5*1) sheet, you stated

public 43fise s and 95 elected or that 1*s do son, Unity Party's
a p p o i n t *it, 4-t r e q u i r e s u n d e r- .candi t¢Efo village clerk, is
standin¢* dE@icatio *and personal

" j u s t c:2 cilter  .sacrific* tbfulfill- -these E -3 0-
obligat**nsh- I wou'R like the For.yd*10 @ffhmation, Itcs.
public 15 eaimine m,Nrecord in Johns  p{0 upp nted to ' e
office, CZ Y&3rs, antiL..the record of legal %-ta ]i ihed positl-en
Mr. Mart+n,<:ny opponent. After of DeEtbj,Claf kt n the 1 3 E R o f0 1.,the last<elidition h@was appointed Apri l 215  .0 Hfs offi ci aE4,'' to the 84-1  portanEEPlan Commissiants k|ke-all official

.., 4 1 Commiss Wn .1-After ofew s h o r t comm ig:Fidnb,Lht#e thht st* shall
m o n t h s, #Ehe,.Boardi. a n d I h a d t o hold *e  *s i* of Depu  Clerk
remove h.*1 '235 !16- cf sistently to its exforatien dates April 13,
failed tol acttend meemings. This 1967,@;n*12rl ah, g.©untts a
was in fol'Ftionbbf83he enabling

O- z s u c c e so r-s h ig 1 ga v e *e e n *u T)ordinan*. g LU appoi ehed>anal>-q tdalif Sd. t.iR-rio
> 0- Z t i m e *nc!*F*li-bjl 3, Hj967 wrhas t h e

A s k Kily c:Brgagisatjon w h i c h c l e r k appe-i nted Ca s u essor, nor
particiRtfED inpe-ur@july 4th has a uctles rumver een *ualifiedc e l e b r a t i o B-of t o u r s,e a r s a g o by thf80*dt*f  Erustees. 31'here-
about t#2 *ffi Eu-ltil s they had fore,aentleman*_you=re Wrong, as
with di8tributi61-r of funds. Mr. usual 52 t<£k.8301>dsonEEs i)*eed the
Martin w-as *n cira=rge-of finances. Deputy Village Clerk of the-Village
It was sixigontlts. bk]:ore a final of Woodridge, both in law and in
account,{*g REas *deM#nd this fact!
a c c o u n t«n g *ad t o besmade by t h e
mayor aRB W. Wdb-dyBecause Mr.
Martin 39slucouT@n '6 seem to get UNITY PARTY
it done.-3 Azese c'moril_Bs w e r e p e a n u t s
compare t#-thedmoriGs involved : PUT°WO#BRPEGE
in the Bing]Ilme* 9.f- tM village.

O LL] W I LLI AplIRST ROBERTS
It ireey tS-criti@ze,

especia ly*hen youf log t have to For Village Clerkanswer e.ny=question« yallrselves. - VOTE -
'' So I as-eyeju, Charlcjc#,Fl}ow or when JEAN A. cuHNSON

IDGE FIRSTwould yky live done{*!th gs differ- -n i l a g e t r u s t e e
ently, and what specs f:sally would

i b e y o u r S 1 &6s for 1-ht- fbture?
l. I Our goa18 §[Id progr*s re an GOVERNME *s-***dll@ .FOR
I * open book. ,-They ar< pEnted in

THE PEOPLfRRY J. cOLLINSthe p r o f e s s i o n a l l y C#v  op e d
VillageSMaE!!e€flarl$ 89uld you WTL'L I AM C. HODGES

To ma,  Rj)& %'ailiPo9 tegat-,eg,s c r a p t i   s g g l a*j u d l s bas a u s e Y O U
didn' t Sk*tilt tinfr t participate
in it:s plgntzp? *iswars, not · ''WE ·1*11 410 )*FNVE( V'A4]th NMT 1 111%]d
v a g u e qates tic o nx arac:wh2 t h e p e o p l e ;1 0 0 11e. 1 4 gwrrdr . *Wel t' lyfusr 046

are ent*tibd fr redrivt  Toititin the space ptovided ot yout
batttot witt not be counted.



THE SEWER & WATER
REFERENDUM AGAIN I

1 It seems as though our opposition
still doesn't understand the WE'RE WAITING 1ordinance passed to acquire the

1 sewer and 'water company, for they
O n M a r c h 10, 1 9 6 9, -U n i t y c, ?a r t yare still /king a big issue of1 sent a registered letter toztsthe mat:teri-at their coffees. We o p p o s i t i o n p a r t y requestingS j o i n tf : 1 cant t s23 *bey are being untruthful public meeting to d i @u€ t59about i  @ t they certainly are issues of. the curreneccazzpa$fln.,

. trying * bend the trutt  (A.copy of this lett€)3 1115 29-Z., 4 serted in th e *Ird i s *Me @f i tyTheyatrbright that -FF the Party campaigr*liter&*un21.) he
village oAd buy the sewer and return rec@pt__requedec8:r#ibi.: 1

ti water campamy· now for $El/2 ·million the post o tbi ce h&2 1.111 132 np.t. r--1.0the vil+Agtboard couldlegally been..received.= W  ben'kb voum a k e thle-1 p   c h a s e w i t h o u t! a a c c e p t '*A4 elt* r, F ins 156:1>11 ,/ ?referen*Im,- But for sonE reason We hope,--voridon' tc=pl€IE t<) use'
t h e y faj:j kn tell t h e i r d,isteners t h e l a m E excius  t i R t 440 u_Id i [in ' t,»''j :ZE:that:     ,-, receive(-Bugre@,eff. U 'id

M U_1 > 0 0_ crs F--
1. It 99 very V.O.lik€[# that Uni ty« Pal;ty@:andic tes- a the sewer ind watelwcomp:Lny could still w*iling * meetithf -1be pure;tdskt| for t}Eift sliPbs opposit*en party at

.» f LEI m .--* P-=4 1-
* 1* i g

L) meeting and discuss Ll.SS {13 S
2. I< auhigher pricaois agreed Apparen*ly it suits t*i  t  e

u p o n, at>jie*o r d i nage w *l b e of campglgning bette#=Dto--psE£require* Z 0- behind 5-man's back ,#iiat -they
u =1 60 -- won't say to his face".3. S *dard wo@d atgempt to

I commit Q-v@lage td--sucitga program
w i t h o u t, -a cd e a r, u me-ont@6·table
vote of  ts_citize} , z  55 Of

LL] < cji · - SS
4. &  nding @mpa* would - 5'=t==8 151 *0 3 rET

conside*- achond isESe otEsthis U 1#1

magnitu* Gthout 11!ie au,urance
R that th  c izens  e fip it, , ';:. · --r 50'5%  u- : ,' .

(]SS
0, . 9*n

LD JZ L.13 03 .,' 61 : ''., . .,  44 4,#*1'< _    ' 1et *  cr: cis:
' 5. Thg EdinanctupasEEd.was -  LD \36

,  :j merely 0 1 4 a l regl=reme#t that c.0 7/3-Cki--
,/,1 had to 52 mjt to s*rt the con- »-€Ect -

d e m n a t il*11 @o c e e d i *s. _CK * C.:81. .· : . 214
2r ir H <«.33*91 -· 21CKs We 1 1€1138 Wirs©Par*'8 sewer 28-_-0/ _csand wa  Et fGandum waP,just ->- . CCI CI 'l

I * ' j anotheig"wam p" gr Agit, just - <C <
''.1 LU /7. j as thel,r Zafte,SPIUD@ OpPIPS€tion 0 c . -- 22 wwsi@ - -

eZ,ate j@, dde iark!-dist] ct Ary... 4 50 < >
admi ttd4131Zy= abl.1 WAM do*t. they La Er- 0.1 k- s- , CE ,

cxS Fr- CA I . <r m < r + 5 /8. f
stop "pt,ayS,;g pot.St·*88" 81·th th£8 , U/47= '

v€Itage and use their effort to
0- E W 11.1 0 1- 60develop some good worthwhile .0 j j< H
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WERE YOU HERE IN 1964 ? utility tax-the same tax Wood- ,
m ridge has had for a year, and

We wer*, Elt t we  *u idn 't admit i t/ which has greatly improved our f
X LU ;21 f i n a n c i a l p o s i t i o n. A  w52·hip

WYe *ufin *le village of assess o r h a s we¢.untly Wac *mm e n d e d '
W o o d r *Pg ecr,n:3i9 tr?We know t h a t apakment bu?id gg f.orug a COng
a b o u t *allf- o were not, so tax@ in the sul rb*a#!Br ram
a b o u t cha lit o t-y  W o o d r i d g e advocated byL:Unity Ertv r
elect*at!  115nd:T aware of the s e v affil yearild misil.0 51%5 Wro-

c o n d i U p ris- i *olg v i l l a g e a t t h a t pos@ a mast@ ikla 11* aWel *ing
t i m e. c, LL.1 CZ LL-1 t h e iuu l o c a l eewer azd W tar)

LUZ LUE facic* ty--bo &11 3tetil W&]d  dge ,t, I
In  96,1, a@ rc)7rp o f p e o p l e h a d 'th k e n p o#f t  e Re#  qljt h

s p o n s o r e c E S b y a 11£11 i t i c a l p a r t y thes  same p@grinsg 22   f
known  s *twe#E Action Party, 1-- LU
or C.*P.,0 w€*e voted into office. o nice w e w g e -et hgle i; t*l i v e

1. .0These#ec*eZ[laJI2no positive h e r e w O n c e w e vurez nesraiD a t i ,
< Actprograirs.Z Tgy *Lere an "anti " by 02 neigh r* LU

--1 :-4 120- >- 1-group   M©n  gey seemed to be
anti -imi l rica 11* hoped to get N  we ar pneud octi  here.
" reve*Te '5:hkou 6* their elected Now *ir neigtd oy@ r*80*ni * us as
posittins*Fot:ilggking basements, lead#s in ggd jlro¥Pe*i yjf
crack* 0311zgT or some other progF-ams. ED.-4 ,- -3

ZAZhouseIMilctfi)riBle:21 1-1- 0 LU LU
0 60 LE) H Tes was 6-Pl  **: c pEEs}*f' by

Thel *gre ven, vindic*ive. Unitoe: P a r t y kixar* m= b e r s. -
Their;*av.*uffs ;Eld count;r-suits, Unfo unatel@ 92 s* ignM-of the
the fEEev001»k@at-*illage;*oard s ame51 d -C.A [-80 303mt-er *LnoE
m e e t i ags    en t lutv b o t h e r u d t o s u p par t i n g oun o p p o ed t tecn.a U n-
attent-s Ell i RE - a n d *e n their fortit@adly, ERe !*be@: §28 cliftive,
arres@ 1*dentlot@ible he*Ellines "antBE gmpaWn #2188' *st*el-by
in the ne®}h'Fort=g newspaDers, our pres:ant Dpols=i tmon: te

which% rt#l ys ea.g4r f* ass u23 dl.  th 83 *1/b*Uf o/d
sensaffon 20 @a (Ri rrell. *he by th:2 *me  nt}*4' P:?O*ram'-1 f-
responsits:*-e =t-i-ee nfc of -Ule village t h e s o p e o p l e a r e-e l e€t u.

> 13-1 C  - CO <were *gh 2®3d to *di@.1 th* they <> ,-4 E Cli 1-
' t' lived@ n  jo*i e.-It ;5Las NiR   a r tup r*djf,Gu '.

a l w a y s« "s o u t n o Downer stkrove" p r o g ite s s,ov e gu:v eunm M t = ™1 n B
u n l e s tyQJ£ ab-s o 3tqil' h a  t o before you vote, or we will all
explairl   appiH'tdr or»livery go back to hanging our heads in

man t @t ty<)u  i md 1 n Womfridge.
shame again!

LU Z LD f=  i .
OuF v €El a8.9 *is 12/ul YUP d i s- 1& tr #3%":r-gracel-u Pho were,-6,11<ashampd. And *%t:*a-1TA ***

the vEfilage *s[En  bhe b*ink of /2=

finan/fal Cco al e *]2cal* of MUNI' =14
VENi r r e s KID n 9-+ble mula gement<and FOR*E IN Z n,r   JI ENTfail u  (i  tj@ s ceaffy tocrface

t h e r M 1 ESs si& s g t- 122
0190 2 0 PAPER TO DISCUSS THE ISSUES?In@9  U*t*Pagty (9ndidates

w e r e &-T e de d by if l a n d s 131 e . VOTL'Abl@bkI*fURGI *daiBbfanagerS i n c e 2:4 h (Fm we- h we drul yzi i v e d u p
to o'u mogoto f [Mpr]De illi progress".I m% = = .1- I*003@I#{011!fiRS& ridge, 111.r. . . . ........Editor

Nejgble:'ri  q·Qmmunities are
fo 11 0 Mli n 4:jo udE 1 &£d .%8 Jus[Ii this ANAPIM(E 15 > *1969.0.-..Assistant Editor
week Pok IRrrsird*e 'Tppro-irbd a

NICK HAVILAND, EDITOR
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31 March 1969

Mr. Nick Haviland
Editor
Woodridge First Party

Newsletter
Woodridge, Illinois 60515

Dear Sir:

Mayor William Roberts and his Unity Party claim to have achieved
"progress and financial stability" for the Village of Woodridge
in the past four years. If population growth alone is progress,
then they are right, the Village has "progressed" -- via repeated
annexations -- and at the same time incurred the costly need for
increased services in every department. The annexations and sub-
sequent building have also brought hundreds of additional children
into our already sorely taxed school district.

The financial stability of which they boast can be substantially
"credited" to their levying of a 5% utility tax -- another burden
for the Woodridge taxpayers. Unity is so proud of its 5% utility
tax that they contend that Downers Grove followed their lead in
recently levying a similar tax. Additional taxes that-result in

nothing concrete, tangible, or lasting are indeed a dubious achieve-
ment with no foreseeable end. If Downers Grove does levy this tax

(they haven ' t yet), they will at-least have new roads, curbs, and
storm sewers to show for it. What has Woodridge?

If Roberts' Unity Party "rescued the Village from the brink of

financial disaster in 1965", was has Roberts been doing since 1959
when he first assumed office? Financial disaster doesn't happen

overnight. It is the result of lack of planning. Could it be that
"financial disaster" didn't really exist in 1965, but as used by
Unity is rather a political catchphrase designed to intimidate and
impress? That such disaster could befall us is, of course, a possi-
bility. Without dramatic and diligent effort to attract industry --

except in the Unity mode as a political expediency at election time --

Woodridge must continue to rely heavily on additional building permits

for itshfinancial stability';-- a tenuous and vicious circle type of

stability which keeps the Village solvent while it threatens to
bankrupt the school district.

Roberts et al point with pride to a road re-building program which they

started -- a program which would have been totally unnecessary had
Mr. Roberts and his various administrations enforced the subdivision
control ordinances since 1959 and insisted proper road specifications
be met. Instead, he and his accepted responsibility for roads declared
sub-standard by the then Public Works Superintendent and have to-date

spent over $70,000 of motor fuel tax funds to completely resurface roads

less than 7 years old I This money might have been better spent for
street lighting in the pioneer units of the Village without the need for
future special assessment. Instead, Unity boasts that no special
assessment has been necessary to effect road repairs, when they should
hang their heads because Roberts' negligence and disdain for the common

citizen in Woodridge in deference to builder interest has made it neces-

sary at all.
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Roberts et al claim Public Works and Building Inspection departments,
Village Clerk's office, and the Plan Commission where "almost non-
existant four years ago." Considering the many people who have
worked in those departments since 1959 -- most of them without
remuneration (unlike the present administration) -- I find that very
interesting indeed. That they have been re-organized to include
people compatible with the Roberts viewpoint, however, cannot be denied.

The Chairman of the Plan Commission is a classic case in point. William
Woody holds that office (as well as that of Unity Campaign Chairman) as
a reward for nobly assisting Roberts in his "Administration by Agita-
tion and Harassment" in 1963-65 when five trustees and a Village Clerk
of an opposition party were in office. The fact that Mrs. Woody was
employed by one of the developers in the Village at the time of her
husband's appointment to a position requiring an objective and impartial
relationship with the building community is interesting and noteworthy.

It was Woody who maliciously had the opposition board arrested on
falacious criminal charges of holding a secret meeting (they were
exonerated, as a Ibillid number of the public and the press were present),
and it was he and Roberts who were 2/3 of a trio who further pressed
civil charges which cost Woodridge taxpayers $2,600 to defend.

The Unity Party points with pride to the fact that there have been "no
law suits, countersuits, threats or other such immature behavior" since
they took office in '65. They handily neglect to explain that it was
they, not the opposition party, who instigated those actions which
resulted in sensational headlines and that it was the builder who also
filed suits and made threats. And it was Unity supporters who packed
Village meetings, booed, catcalled, and created chaos for the press to
report. There were, in fact, no countersuits, as the sued board members
refused to re-act in kind, though they could have sued for false arrest.

It was assuredly most immature behavior, but it was also well plotted
and executed, and if it "brought the Village ridicule, " then it is not
the victims, but the perpetrators -- Unity Party -- Who deserve the
blame. I could go on indefinitely disproving lie after lie that
Unity has printed under the guise of campaign"l*terature, " but suffice itto say: It's time for a change, Woodridge. In fact, it s now or neverl

Yours very truly,

Mrs. James W. Kinser
7658 Deerfield
Woodridge, Illinois 60515


