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e yRERLY TO UNTTY'S pbTwel b S ics

Winston Muss Corporation has
filed suit against the village of
Woodridge and two of its officials
in an @&tegpt to obtain building
permits a part of unit 4.
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Uni5§4 of Winst®n Hills was
actuaiﬁé Enexed t#= Woodridge in
1963, Beous to Zhe announce-
ment cg:tQE state gﬂpians for

FABl., © K~ L =T
> A l__x_J_l

?heggaéé of ﬁhié:highwaybcreates
problegs whick- thenstate refuses
to resfIv&® X wodd cut off
accessuﬂocglsg§tiomlef unit four.
After e Tromwsedahighway is
bui?t,c%h;? area wglld have no
roads keading=fo x5 from any
directiBn o CE&nsequently, Mayor
RobertShds, i trused that no
buildi mEZts b® issued for
this ufidcagssable grea. The
presentlcfrtSHctioh should
resolve thslquestigg of who--
WinstofsM ,She #illage, or
the st&fe “ShiQ1d Fy for
construction of a necessary
$200,000 highway crossing.

Although there is no Tegal

Teason 107, SLODpyNg i1ssuance o7
buiﬂ@ﬁﬁ&Lgeﬁﬂﬁﬁ%; Mayor Roberts|,
and your Unity Bgard, felt a
mordECALLYGNRONG i to future

reswﬂents of this area to do sol.
HY DID YOU APPROVE THE

PLAT LASTy¥EARZy Ty

THE CONCERNED PARTY

Though we may feel our
oppositions programs lack depth,
research and thoughtful effort,
we must compliment them on their
campaign strategy, if winning
the electionuls all they are

intested gk
L

. .
ITE our opBion, FiFpt&arty is
prové#ig themsElves mﬁ%%e;g of
insigmation, dpalf-tr ssrand
char&ter asé§ssinatf§h.£§?hey are
veryQiuch aware that &mg3t half
of T citizeryﬁ voéi:%izt__ms
election werkihot he f&dr years
ago.— They afgj also r&@that
thess citizeks| do not>¥e%31ze how
effective andgprogressives the
UnitZ Party eifficials=of<Rhe Tast
fou&:years hgge beentz o

o — —
Mpparently.jthey hoFe ¥ play

the me to ehe hiltﬁﬁfoerumar_

has that &haey are;ﬁﬁvgég their

tastdst morEfls for Lehelf last

papex so themg| can bauno_reply or
refutption ofltheir HnaFH accus-
< ,

atiohs . g < S
pleakd re@@mber, #F115 citizens,

playdpogoli esis Bt Fe same

as rdnmnfag awdli Bage.  0n April

15thyounwil B pabaske® tTelect
of fieaFg toPurisa vﬁ*’ia%, SO
don'dp bp=misibgd = Knaw w

eal
Care Yo0tTho f8H apd wiEEt Ther

starfd; 6. u take Hheldime
and =ffoxrt t@c%ﬁk %cgds,
we ate Sdre volu Fill FotedF

Unityl




PERSPECTIVES
YOU BE THE JUDGE
’;{ 5;;C§y Méyag:Réberts
wﬁéé}é$e§§1ed§¢§§§amsexf to
public %%?i@g, dnd ¥ elected or

appoint 44 requires under-
standing, dggiicatioEand personal

“sacrifidy tg, fulfill these

obligatiansk— I wou Tike the
public to egsmine my¥zrecord ind
office, yEars, and _the record of
Mr. %ar%%n,ggy Gppogént. After
the lastel¥ttion hegawas appointed
to the %1 WhportangPlan
Commission.— After ©few short
months,gEha_Bcang-and I had %o
remove him,“hs he cfisistently
failed fﬁméggendgmeggings. This
was in vrolation ofighe enabling
ordinangd. 8 & 3
—_ 3= - o2

Ask Ry ergandzatijon which
particifpatéd in Qpréguly 4th
celebratbop—of four—years ago
about t&2 &EffifultIes they had
with digtributi@®r of funds. Mr.
Martin was *+n cherge-of finances.
It was sixBonths bE}oge g final
accountihg SHas mad nd this
account%gg%ad %E} gé"fmade by the
mayor and We. WSodyThecause Mr.
Martin 3§s%gc0u¥ﬁh‘§éseem to get
it doned ese aroriiks were peanuts
comparedt& the anonges involved

in the Wanagfment of the village.
— ' ]

=T o

It i easy t&crrtiB&ze,
especia&éyi%heﬁ youtHogst have to
answer whyquestions yhlrselves.
So I ask yeu, Charlje,=fow or when
would yoy FEve dongtthings differ-
ently, and what speaifZally would
be your—Blads for the thture?
Our goald &dd progrgmsZre an
open book.i—They ar¥ psinted in
the profesgionai?ycgﬁvggoggd
VillageeMasHercPla Wou you
scrap éﬁ?sagléﬁ Ju bRgause YOU
didn't §5k§§t¢5 tinfe tiparticipate
in it's p?gﬁntg;? dnswers, not
vague eesEon ar&Svha2 the people
are entTt1&d & recEivE:n

WRONG AS USUAL !

First party, please get your
information straight before you
print it! . .

= ‘
InSg nécefd article published
in yoo mws¢?) sheet, you stated
that Mes.jo@mson, Unity Party's

7=;candi§§téﬁ¥og§vil}age clerk, is
YA
: 3&Stcg QEFPQ:‘

= . e

For ydirr S2ffymation, Mus.
Johns wab sbpéPnted to Eﬁe
legal gstah}ished positeen
of Deggtw Llgrktgn the 138k of
April ©1985.OH officia
commi &1 aIm, ﬁﬁk%aﬂ official
commi&Fidns, stf%e thht siF shall
hold tie sitiop of Depuld Clerk
to its exdiratiep date, April 13,

1967, Bn frkrisase, oiiuntgé a
succegéor—sb@11Lﬂavgzgeen uly

appoimbed anseq@mlirted. LAt no
time sEnced Aprimi3, 1967 gshas the
clerk apg&ﬁnﬁ%dca sudglessgr, nor

has a Lugcessaraver Teen Gualified

by théSBoErdbdf FFrustees. =There-
fore, >gentlemdn, you=re @rong, as

Cusual £ MES .BJoimson Rs iEfeed the
Deputy Village Clerk of the Village

of Woodridge, both in law and 1in
fact!

UNITY PARTY

PUT WOOBREDGE

WILLIAWIQSTROBERTS :
For Village Clerk

JEAN legéﬁwsom
WQQQR%QQEaJ;”¥¥Lstee

GOVERNVELEEAE THE BEIF A, FOR

RY J. COLLINS
THE PEO .IAM C. HODGES

- To mw@gakkvgimé%%%aﬁegaﬁﬁg,d
IE WA, T, SERVE' YOI NOT, RULEG .

cyg«vin the space provided or your
barlot will not be counted.




THE SEWER & WATER
REFERENDUM AGAIN

It seems as though our opposition .
still doesn't understand the : |
ordinance passed to acquire the WE'RE WAITING
sewer and water company, for they
are stil] &@king a big issue of
2 the matderiat their coffees. We
T can't s3% $hey are being untruthful Op§?51t10n party requesting=d joint
Y0 Ghout T Be they certainty are | Publicmeeting fo digug
o trying g@ bend the truthg: &= %gm

On March 10, 1969, Unity Party
sent a. regxstered 1atter to=ts

= (A cogy of this Tettgp vas ,
L ‘ serted in the Srd istde ©F [pity
They&ﬁ?§§?19ht that #= the Party campaigrioliterszure. ) he

S vx}lagekﬂc d buy the semer and return rec t regueste r
] water cZipasy now for $4=1/2 million  the post. 0§§$d§¥hq %§1$§?n§%

.
foe the vilHgkboard could Hegally — ;
N make thadpgnchase without! a 2§§2p§e§§;i§2g§;Ea§Ff§§‘*’X?%y?
5y referendumi= But for son® reason e hopecyoiidgr tTag T use
oo E?eiwfaéé Eg tell thgarééxsteﬂers the 1amé§exmu&g;tﬁﬁ ou_ﬂzdﬂ &
Sk at: ol &2 = . receiveduireghes? <: = 5
R -
1. It fs very yulikedy that Un1t;opé$tycnané?§§tes-aég
Y the sewey d watewcompmny could £911 wid 1
] be purc §§ for tEﬁt iy still wiHling B meeﬁﬁt%é% 1 -
P! * V epposztg§n party at pq§§ = 5
e meeting and discuss e ISsSuEms —
. If th1 her iceois agreed . .
u;xon, a““seﬁorgmage v EE] beg ﬁ?pg;gggnﬁ Sg;%i %?;TZE t@e%
o ~ g ep
" requ%regg behind a man's back ﬁﬁ Q%hey -
N Eéard woéEd aégempt to won't say to his face"
' somm%t %—v%%lage t@—sucﬁga program
withoutua ear, umvont@&table
votecﬁfﬁts_citzzeég = s Mﬁﬁmﬁ;w
é‘wwf‘?g%ffg
4. %% g@nd1ng &mmpaﬁg would f:%ﬂ?ﬁmw?” .
0

considdi acyond issTe oBthis
, - magnitu %% thout e assurance
o that tg§$c2i1zens g%a f%é it,
' Lu W
e 5. The d}nanc%upasggdAwas
ol merely @ legal reqZEremént that

%

had to Tt mat to s&rt the con-
demnatigh goceediEs.
We I=limile Eirs%?arg's gewer o :
i and valZy gdfEBendun vas just T Tl
iy anotheﬂﬁ"wﬁzm<ﬁp" Dy Agmzz Juet e ‘n'fﬁ P
as theiP lEHtBinusd op psv,f;ﬁ,on A =€ Lapbzls = o
elate [Zr (e Park gist =P > oo
admitt TRakd WEZ do f; f:ke et OL) s S .
stop ”Qaa?ﬁg%ola%as” with igzis I %n%
village and use their effort to ol E_J L SRR Il
develop some good worthwhile % l_—l_JJ _LL_J] - v
f,m programs 7 1 gg “{% ’i% he&?ﬁ
der &) oot Butpd LA




WERE YOU HERE IN 1964 ?

Ve werg, lg_;fb we [éajouécfn’a admit 1t!
5 e o

Mere u:n:n %ne village of
wgodrfﬁgemn39@ We know that
about FalHf of _vou were not, so
abcu%:d‘oaié'.o th:se: Woodridge
e?ecte_;:at% aware of the
ccnd;&oﬂvs%oqx village at that
t*ime. Sﬁ Ll o

= ol = =

In 39 a@rd‘a‘p of people
sponsore y a patitical party
known S5s %tg e Action Party,
or C. .5 WEEe voted into office.
Thesege eThadmo positive
programs .= TESy were an "anti"
gmupz Mztin) y seemed to be

antz~i:u:ﬂ rsz-a hoped to get
"revehge 'TthFough their elected

positf@ns_Ffo ggking basements,
crackg c@z?ggsﬁ; or some other

house @r@kﬁ%&

?he e vewg vmdmmve
;Thew v% Id coun'éc':er suits,

the f@ev&;}rk t™¥illageShoard
meeti@s%en t bothe d to
atteng—s imgs- and en their
arres n%-de"‘ﬂe iRible he@dlines
in the n thér'fzg newsp ers,
whichgz?raan ¥s eaggr f

sensatFonal EBai . ,
responsiishe zztw—z-en@: of J:.!te village

were mh@d to Edmit thzm they

Tived 8 % ge — It
a%way&ﬁ”so&t Downerschrove”
unless=yaf absoHtgly hed to
explafm & aZ=isHtdr or delivery
man timat r—y«os,z iﬁd i'n WGﬁzJ:ir‘idge.

O [
Guﬁcvﬁh e wgs Hrul dis-
graceld Wm wmegﬂmsh{ag’:d And

the vBElage S2sS5n Ghe tFink of

‘fxnanﬁaE_C{)% e ca@ of
irresponsihle mada ent=mnd
faﬂu% &5 t83 s warty toface

the rg_a,? ﬁs%{es'—j =

En%'gﬁ Uﬁ’tﬁ?amty c%ndidates
were BETected by=F lands]
Si nceﬁh@ We - ha.rsAe Cruly= wed up
to oufmdBtomd fu_;pr}'.i—de é,_u progress

it

Ne bﬁvxgg mmanxties are
follo wuﬁc?éd 2 ooudt this
week BolirrsBr&ve Fpproveid a

utility tax-the same tax Wood-
ridge has had for a year, and
which has greatly improved our
financial position. A waship
assassor hasudegently Hectmmended
aparTment bv%%d By forusaing

tax in the su ram
advgzéteé byuﬁn %ggvt %g
sevaral year }Sdﬁ Lro-
posed: a mastgg Qiad>'aHd =2y 1ng
theilel Tocal @oweam axﬁ Fatan
facids ty--bogh éﬁkeuJWﬁhdéihge

had taken poFEtie Fefld xﬂ_,th
thesm same progtgnso i =

-
Once we w e-a-‘sh@ “tEEl jve
herewl Once we v&wezsn%raﬁ at
by o& neighBr
—

Yool n m=

N‘-efﬁ we are::pne—udéoobxm here.
Now TUur neig{fors2 rZglogniz® us as

}eadgs in g%d &m%e%iv@;

rogEams .
P QM = =

T@s was &-@1
UnitezParty ima%
Unfodunatel i shg_'é EEny—of the
samegbld C.A P. memteldnom
suppd¥ting oun ogomtb@:n.@ Un-

fortuypaggly, Be BheZ| Endictive,

MrBE

‘antiz Smpai@n Wei gst@eg_,by
our remnt poss tgin g%
assuf2diy thg w%?@%éﬁéf oZed
by the $Eme HntH dram—if—

these:peop?e arei—-eiestw T
> )—--' Z D..’: :
Nﬁ Fg are, pregidRf HUrs
progeesnve gmveonmbat T Tzﬁn%
before you vote, or we will all
go back to hanging our heads in

shame again!
HOTEINIRE

e

PAPER TO DISCUSS THE ISSUES?

anager

VOTESSEbATECE K ReT, SN BT

wﬁj@ﬁmﬁ@%l:dge : AR Editor
ANRPR’T‘EO[E[S}‘ 1969 ,,,,,, Assistant Editor

NICK HAVILAND. EDITOR




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 its?financial stability“-- a tenuous and vicious circle type of
stability which keeps the Village solvent while it threatens to -
bankrupt the school district. N

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! 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.



Mr. Nick Haviland
31 March 1969
Page 2

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 IZmsismmd 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 Partypoints 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"literatu " i i
to say: It's time for a change, Woodridge. 1In fgct? it}s now gg,negg§!suff1ce it

Yours very truly,
dbfﬂkﬂﬁ{A(ﬂ)i%/7¢44C4/
Mrs. James W. Kinser

7658 Deerfield
Woodridge, Illinois 60515



