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‘ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS ‘ ' '

S‘lbpclll.ll 2 Civil Matter (For Tuﬂn! -

Lisa Spone, mother and next friend of Jed Stone, & minor

v PhiadiFetoner \ No. 09L 5636
Paddock Publicaticas, Ing.
DefendantRespondent
SUBPOENA IN A CIVIL MATTER
(Fer Tatimony and/or Doeuments)
Legal Responss Centor
FAX No.: 8669475587
[J 1 YOUARE COMMANDED to appear to give your testimony before the Honorable ~
in Room 2 ) _yillinoison ?'** 9.
at . =t :
0O = YOUARE COMMANDED 0 appear and give your depoaltion testimaay before a Notary Public at: e
ia Room , sTilinoison : I -
at .
3. YOUARE COMMANDED ta mall the followlsg documexts i your possession or contrel ¢o_Levin Riback Law Group —
at 200N, LaSalle St, Suite 2300 Chicago, Hlinois 60601 (fax no.; 312-782-5128) ° , o or before July20 ' _, 2009
at 2:00 P m, o
- (THIS 18 FOR RECORDS ONLY. THERE WILL BE NO ORAL INTERROGATORIES.):
ﬁ Deseripton contlaued o stiached page(e), S ;
vounumzrousronnmrmmmmwuwmvoumwnmmmnoommonmcqm.
Notlce to Depancat:

E 1. The deponest s a public or private corperation, partacrship, asociation, or governmental agency. The matter(s) on whith examination I
requested are a3 follows: mmwummummmms&mw 1, 2009 10 the predent inchuding but not :

limi&dhlhcu]nq,m location and any and all other infonmation identifying the subsoriber, vser and/or owaer of the afozesald mmnym
associated with said [P address. Also, ploase provide the above information for the subtcriben/user on Apsil 9, 2009 specificaly, - -

n‘:mﬂnﬂo-mﬁ::d“:mmo. . . !
Roaparty orga mtdwhhhuhmornmom:.dhwm.ormm: other persons by festify on its behal
nd--ycurom.hrmmumumn«muwmm:pmwmmum m..;::'gnnleM) o " If.

O 'l‘hdcmul‘:mﬁnuywiﬂhrmﬂdbymofnawmwmomﬁwm______;
. (g of Recarding Device Operion)
3-Nodllmuydepoduuornypwwﬂmmnumamhmupmu-dﬁuu of partie iy the case, gxeept

bymum-onnpuduorbyomrnmmm&uwumwmmawmrmni fation. 12, S Role206(d).

Atty . No. 40280 Pro Se 99500 L)
Name: Levin Riback Law Group Iusued b -
Atty. fors Petitioner :
Address; 200 N. LsSalle Street, Suite 2300 ‘ Aftorney
CltyStaterzip: Chioago, 1L 60602 [ crer of Court
Telephone; 312-7826717 Date: July 14, 2009 R
1 tserved thia subpoena by malliag 2 copy, 5 required by IIL Sup. Ct, Rules 11, 12 and 204{aX3), ta
by certified mail, retwra recelpt requested (Recelpt # ) oa_ . N .
1 paid the winesn $ for witness and wileage fees, « S
[ tservedditasubpocanty £axt  « copyto Comoast Cablo-Legal Respose Ceater on July 14 ' 000

aid the witness $ = . for witness and mileage fpet. . : .
' Egmtﬂf_\ (G gghm
(Siguapfiye of Sexver) : (Print Name) .

DORGTHY BROWN, CLERK Ol’l‘li‘l CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, EAWDIVISION & 55
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LISA STONE,' a mother and next
Friend of Jed Stone, a minor,

Petitioner,

V. No. 09 L 5636

PADDOCK PUBLICATIONS, INC., d/b/a
THE DAILY HERALD, INC.

Respondent.

MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO TURNOVER OF IDENTITY
NOW COMES John Doe, user of I.P. address 24.1.3.203, and for his Motion to ‘In
Opposition to Turnover of Identity, states as follows: C/\O
L Introduction | [)7@ |
1. John Doe, user of I.P.i address 24.1.3.203, respectfully requésts that this Court
deny Petitioner Lisa Stone’s request for the turnover of information produced to the Court

pursuant to the July 22, 2009 subpoena to Comcast. Lisa Stone’s Amended Petition pursuant to

- Supreme Court Rule 224 (“Petition”) requests information concerning the identity of John Doe

as a result of a comment, on information and belief, posted by John Doe in a web forum hosted

by Respondent herein, Paddock Publications, Inc., d/b/a The Daily Herald, Inc. Also on
information and belief, the Daily Herald piece under which the subject comment appeared was a
Daily Her'ald endorsement of Petitioner Lisa Stone, supporting her bid for a seat on the Village
of Buffalo Grove Board of Trustees. Because thn Doe posted a number of comments in the

Daily Herald’s web forum, neither he nor his counsel know which of his posted comments is the
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allegedly defamatory comment. Petitioner Lisa Stone has refused to reveal the allegedly
defamatory comment despite requests from counsel for John Doe.

2. John Doe’s right to anonymous political speech is protected by the First

" Amendment of the United States Constitution, as set forth in United States Supreme Court

opinion in McIntyre v. Ohio Election Commission. 514 U.S. 334, 357 (1995). Because John

Doe’s First Amendment rights are jeopardized by Lisa Stone’s Petition, this Court’s decision
relative to the disclosure of John Doe’s identity must be guided by the Illinois Citizen

Participation Act at 735 ILCS 110/1 et seq. (“CPA”). The CPA immunizes acts in furtherance of |
constitutional rights of speech and association, regardless of intent or purposé, where such acts’

are genuinely aimed at achieving “government action, result or outcome.” 735 IL.CS 110/715 .

Here, Petitioner Lisa Stone requests John Doe’s identity as a result of a comment posted in a

fonim specifically provided for the exchange of political speech and ideas. Because the F irst
Amendment and the CPA immunize such comments, John Doe’s identity should remain

concealed and Lisa Stone’s Amended Petition should be dismissed.

3. In the alternative, even if this Court cannot determine if John Doeé is immune from
liability at this stage in the proceedings, Stone should be requife‘d to allege with specificity the
allegedly defamatory comment published by John Doe. Because Stone’s Petition rests solely
upon the conclusory allegation that John Doe posted a defaﬁatow comment, without providing a
quote or description of the comment, it is impossible for this Court to deterﬁine whether John

Doe’s statutory and constitutional rights to proteéted speech will be violated by the turnover of

his identity.
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II. Points and Authorities

A, The Citizen Participation Act Bars the Turnover of Doe’s Identity and Mandates

Dismissal of Stone’s Rule 224 Petition

1. Stone’s Petition is subject to dismissal under The Citizen Particii)ation Act
(“CPA”) because it fails to establish, by clear and convincing evidence, that John Doe’s
comments are not immunized by the Act. The CPA states that it is the public policy of Illinois to
encourage and safeguard the “constitutional rights of citizens and organizations to be involved
and participate freely in the process of government.” 735 ILCS 110/5. The CPA further
provides that “information, reports, opinions, claims, arguments, and‘ other expressions provided
by citizens” are vital to ensure the effective operation of Illinois government. /d. The CPA
requires the “laws, courts, and other agencies of this State” to “provide the utmost protection for
the free exercise of [the] rights of petition, speech, association, and government pérticipation.”
1d

2. The CPA applies to any “motion to dispose of a claim in a judicial proceeding»on
the grounds that the claim is based on, relates to, or is in response to any act or acts of the
moving party in furtherance of the moving party’s rights of petition, speech, association, or to

otherwise participate in government.” 735 ILCS 110/15. Because the CPA broadly defines a

claim within its scope as any “lawsuit, cause of action, claim, cross-claim, counterclaim, or other

judicial pleading or filing alleging injury”, Stone’s Petition is subject to the CPA.

3. The CPA immunizes from liability “[a]cts in furtherance of the constitutional

rights to petition, speech, association, and participation in government” except when the act is

not “genuinely aimed at procuring favorable government action, result or outcome.” Id. The

CPA must be “cdnstrued liberally to effectuate its purposes and intent fully.” 735 ILCS 110/30.

ol A-22 (Gyosa
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4, Here, John Doe moves the Court to dismiss Stone’s Petition under the CPA. The
Court must conduct a hearing on a motion under the CPA within 90 days of notice given to the
respondent. 735 ILCS 110/20. A Court is required to dismiss claims subject to the CPA “unless
the court finds that the respondiﬁg party has produced clear and convincing evidence that the acts
of the moving party are not immunized from, or not in furtherance of acts immunized from,
liability by this Act.” Id. A moving party who prevails under the CPA is entitled to an award of
reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in connection with the moving party’s motion. 735
ILCS 110/25.

5. Here, it cannot be disputed that the Petition directly implicates John Doe’s
anonymous free speech rights guaranteed by the First Amendment of United States Constitution.
The Petition here regards, on information and belief, a comment allegedly posted by John Doe in
a Daily Herald web forum under a candidate endorsement by the Daily Hefald editorial board. ‘
(Amencied Petition, 7 1-3). Without quoting or describing the comments of John Doe, Stone

simply alleges that one of John Doe’s comments was “directed to the minor Petitioner that was

defamatory in nature.” Id. On information and belief, Lisa Stone is a trustee on the Village of

. Buffalo Grove Board of Trustees and was the subject of the candidate endorsement under which

the subject post by John Doe was made. Because the comment at issue here was made in a
forum specifically provided for the expression of political speech and the expression of ideas
relative to government action, the comment and commenter at issue here must be afforded full
constitutional protection.

6. John Doe’s constitutional right to engage in anonymous political speech is firmly
established under the jurisprudence of the United States Supreme Court and the Illinois Supreme
Court. In Mclntyre v. Ohie Election Commission, the United States Supi‘eme Court recognized

4
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that “[a]nonymity is a }svh‘ield from the tyrann;' of the majority” and that it “exemplifies the
purpose behind the Bill of Rights, and the F irst Amendment in particular: to protect unpopuiar
individuals from retaliation — and their ideas from suppression - at the hand of an intolerant
society.” 514 U.S. 334, 357 (1995). The McIntyre court also recognized that “political speech
by its nature will sometimes have unpalatable consequences, and, in general, our society accords
greater weight to the value of free speech than to the dangers of its misuse.” Id. In considering
the constitutionality of an Ohio regulation prohibiting the distribution of anonymous leaflets
designed to influence an election, the Supreme Court determined that the regulation on
anonymous political speech was “subject to exacting scrutiny” and held that the regulation was
facially unconstitutional. d. at 346-357v; see also People v. White, 116 111.2d 171, 186 (holding
that “the right to engage in political advocacy anonymously ‘is an important one which can only
be infringed upon by a statute carefully limited to serve compelling state goals”); see also Illinois
Constitution, Art. I, Sec. 4 (providing that “[a]ll persons rhay speak, write and publish freely,

being responsible for the abuse of that liberty. In trials for libel, both civil and criminal, the truth,

when published with good motives and for justifiable ends, shall be a sufficient defense.”)

7. The fact that John Doe’s alleged defamatory comment was posted on the Internet,
and was not distributed in the form of an anonymous political leaflet, does not deprive him or his
words of constitutional protection. See Reno v. ACLU, 521 U.S. 844, 870 (1997)(there is “no
basis for qualifying the level of First Amendment protect scrutiny that should be applied to” the
Internet.); see also Doe v. 2TheMart.com Inc., 140 F.Supp.2d 1088, 1093 (W.D. Wash
2001)(“The right to speak anonymously extends to speech via the Internet. Internet anonymity

facilitates the fich, diverse, and far ranging exchange of ideas.”)
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8. Because the CPA places the burden ona responding party té produce “clear and
convincing evidence” that the acts of John Doe “are not immunized, or not in furtherance of acts
immunized from, liability” under the CPA, and because Sténe’s Petition fails to allege clear and
convincing facts to show that John Doe is not immune under the CPA, this Court should refuse
to provide the identity of John Doe to Stone. 735 ILCS 110/20. Moreover, this Court should
dismiss Stone’s Petition pursuant to the CPA and award John Doe his attorneys’ fees incurred in

bringing this Motion pursuant to 735 ILCS 110/25.

B. Alternatively, the Court Must Require Stone to Demonstrate that Doe’s Comments are
Not Protected Speech Prior to Ruling on the Turnover of His Idéntity

1. Counsel for Doe is not aware of any Illinois authority relative to the revelation of
identities pursuant to so-called “John Doe subpoenas”. However, courts in other jurisdictions
have restricted a litiganf’s ability to compel an internet service provider to reveal an anonymous
person’s identity. In Dendrite Int’l, Inc. v. Doe No. 3, the court highlighted the importance of

protecting the First Amendment right to speak anonymously as follows:

The decision in favor of anonymity may be motivated by
fear of economic or official retaliation, by concern about social
ostracism, or merely by a desire to preserve as much of one’s
privacy as possible. Whatever the motivation may be, at least in
the field of literary endeavor, the interest in having anonymous
works enter the marketplace of ideas unquestionably outweighs
any public interest in requiring disclosure as a condition of entry.
Accordingly, an author’s decision to remain anonymous, like
other decisions concerning omissions or additions to the content
of a publication, is an aspect of the freedom of speech protected
by the First Amendment.

775 A.2d 756, 760-61 (N.J. Super. Ct. App. Div.'2001). The Dendrite court established the
following procedures to be applied by courts when determining whether to allow the revelation

of the identity of anonymous users of message boards on the Internet:

6
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(a) The litigant should be required to “undertake reasonable efforts to notify the

anonymous posters that they are the subject of a subpoena or application for an order of
disclosure, and withhold action to afford fictitiously-named defendants a reasonable opportunity
to file and serve opposition to the application.”

(b)  “The court shall also require fhe [litigant] to identify and set forth the exact
statements purportedly made by each anonymous poster that [litigant] alleges constitutes
actionable spe;ech.”

(¢)  The court should determine whether the lti gant has “set forth a prima faci'e cause
of action against the fictitiously-named defendants.” Additionally, the litigant must introduce
sufficient evidence to withstand a motion for summary judgment.

(d)  “Finally, assuming the court concludes that the [litigant] has presehted a prima
facie cause of action, the court must balance the defendant’s First Amendment right of
anonymous free speech against the strength of the prima facie case presented and the necessity
for the disclosure of the anonymous defendant’s identity td allow the [litigant] to properly
proceed.” Id.

Becaﬁsg Stone’s Petition fails to set forth the allegedly defamatory comment, or the comments
that would provide the context of the coinment, énd because John Doe’s First Amendment

protections may be violated by the revelation of his identity, this Court should require Stone to

_ satisfy the standard announced in Dendrite before revealing the identity of John Doe to Stone.

2. Moreover, the recent Illinois Supreme Court Opinion in Green v. Rogers supports
the applicatioh of a heightened pleading standard in defamation cases where the litigant is
asserting defamation per se. 2009 WL 3063399, *9 (IIL. Sept. 24, 2009). The Green opinion
holds that claims of defamation per se must Be pled with a “heightened level of precision and

7
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particularity.” Id. Because Stone’s claim may be subject to a heightened pleading standard
under Illinois law, she should be required to allege with precision and particularity the allegedly
actionable speech prior to this Court’s revelation of J ohn Doe’s 1dent1ty

3. Additionally, Supreme Court Rule 224 permits discovery “for the sole purpose of
ascertaining the identity of one who may be responsible in damages... .” Here, John Doe may be
immune from liability under the CPA or enjoy qualified immunity under the “innocent-
construction rule”. See Green at *11. “Under the ‘innocent-construction rule’, a court must
consider the statement in confext and give the words of the statement, and any implications
arising from them, their natural and obvious meaning.” Id. A statement that may be “innocently
interpreted” is not actionable pe}; se. Id. If John Doe’s comment, when considered in context, is
irﬁmune under the CPA or is privileged under the “innocent-construction rule”, he cannot be a
person “responsible for damages” under Supreme Court Rule 224. Thus, this Court should
require Stone to allége with specificity the allegedly actionable comment, along with the context
in which the comment was made, before J ohn Doe’s identity is revealed.

WHEREFORE, John Doe respectfully requests that this Court grant his Motion, that this

Court decline to reveal his identity to Petitioner pursuant to his right to anonymous speech under

‘the United States and Illinois Constitutions, and that the Petition be dismissed pursuant to 735

ILCS 110/1 et seq. Further, John Doe requests that he be awarded his attomeys fees incurred
under 735 ILCS 110/25. Altematlvcly, John Doe respectfully requests that this Court require

Petitioner to establish with specificity the purported actionable speech before his identity is

revealed.

 A—— | Q<23 CGonra
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Respectfully submitted,

John Doe, by and through his attorneys,
TROBE, BABOWICE & ASSOCIATES, LLC

1.0 /=

One of its attorneys

Michael D. Furlong 6289523

Peter M. Trobe 02857863

TROBE, BABOWICE & ASSOCIATES, LLC
404 W. Water Street

Waukegan, IL. 60085

(847) 625-8700

[N A-2% risnes



Attofney No : B9 0 l l' E 0 .

A T -¢
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK, OUNTY, Hiimars
COUNTY DEPARTMENT,EAN. DIVISION.
R LT
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LISA , as mother and next friend of 1oy PURT
Jed Stone, a minor,
Petitioner,
No. 09 L 5636

' 2004
2390

PETITIONER’S MOTION TO DISCLOSE
COMCAST’S RESPONSE TO SUBPOENA

PADDOCK PUBLICATIONS, INC., d/b/a The

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
_ )
Daily Herald, )
)

Respondent.

Petitioner, Lisa Stone, mother and next friend of Jed Stone, a minor, by and through her
attorneys, Tyma O’Connor, P.C., hereby requests that this Court disclose to Petitioner the
information provided to the Court in camera by Comcast purs.uant to the Court’s Order of
September 25, 2009. In support of her Motion, Petitioner represents as follows:

. On May 12, 2009 Petitioner initiated this proceeding as a Petition for Discovery
pursuant to I1l. Sup. Ct. Rule 224 to obtain information regarding the identity of a user who posted
statements on Respondent’s on-line public forum using the name “Hipcheck16.”

2. On June 19,2009, this Court entered an order permitting Pefitioner to issue discovery
requests to obtain the requested information and required Respondent to respond to these requests.

3. On July 10, 2009, Respondent answered the discovery requests and in so doing
indicated that it could only provide an e-mail address for the user in question and identified the
Internet Protocol or “IP” address from which “Hipcheck16" postéd statements on Respondent’s
pﬁblic forum. The e-mail address which Respondent provided was “hipcheck16@yahoo.com,” and

Respondent identified the IP address from which Hipcheck16 posted statements as 24.1.3.203.

L] A=-26 rouoera
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4. Petitioner issued a subpoena to Yahoo to determine the identity of the person who

‘obtained the e-mail address “hipcheck16@yahoo.com,” and Yahoo’s response indicated that the

person who obtained that e-mail address used a fictitious name, address and birth date to do so.
5. Petitioner determined that the IP address 24.1.3.203 is controlled by a subsidiary of

Comcast Communications. A legal analyst at Comcast, Victoria Gonzalez, confirmed to

- Respondent that a Comcast internet service subscriber had used IP address 24.1.3.203 on the dates

mentioned in Petitioner’s subpoena and that Comcast possessed. information about the identity and
address of that subscriber.

6. Petitioner then obtained and served on Comcast a subpoena directing it to provide,
among other things, the identity and information related to the identity of the user or subscriber of
the IP address in question.

7. Comcast acknowledged receipt of the subpoena but erroneously believed that a
provision in the federal Electronic Communication Priyacy Act, 18 U.S.C. § 2702, imposed on it
the obligation to notify the subscriber prior to disclosing the subscriber’s identity Petitioner and
required Petitioner to secure this Court’s order to release the information requested.

8. On July 21, 2009, this Court entered the order which Comcast felt was required with
respect to the subpoena and Comcast notified the subscriber of the Petitioner’s request for the
subscriber’s identity.

9. After receiving notification from Comcast, the subscriber, as a John Dde, moved to
quash Petitioner’s subpoena to Comcast. This motion was fully briefed and argued before this Court
on September 25, 2009.

10.  After reviewing the briefs and hearing arguments, this Court entered an order on
September 25,2009 requiring Comcast to produce the identity of the subscriber directly to the Court

2
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in camera after John Doe suggested that the First Améndment to the United States Constitution
provided protection of his anonymity in certéin circumstances.

11.  On September 30, 2009, Comcast notified counsel }for Petitioner and for John Doe
that it had complied with the Court’sl September 25, 2009 Order by providing the requested
information to this Court in camera.

12. Thedisclosure to Petitioner of the subscriber’s infdnnation which Comcast prbvided
to this Court is required, as that subscriber is a potential defendant for remarks made publicly and
directed to Petitioner’s next friend herein. Those remarks are defamatory of Petitioner’s next friend
and maliciously cast him in a false light as a child who solicits and engages in sex with male
pederasts.

13.  Some of the remarks in question were made 1n the public comment section of an
online article which Respondent’s Daily Herald published on the internet on April 6, 2009 entitled

“Does Campaign Flier Misrepresent Buffalo Grove Endorsement?” Respondent’s article was

- concerned only with whether a candidate in an election for Village Trustee of Buffalo Grove had

distributed campaign literature which mischaracterized the effect of an endorsement given in that

election.

B

14.  Asan example, the person using the name “Hipcheck16" on April 9, 2009 at 10:53

a.m. posted on Respondent’s public forum the following as public comment:

Thanks for the invitation to visit you, but I'll have to decline. Seems like you’re very
willing to invite a man you only know from the internet over to your house — have
you done it before, or do they usually invite you to their house?

Plus now that you stupidly revealed yourself, you may want to watch what you say
here . . .

—. A=Al CGUGO7
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Appended hereto as Exhibit A is écopy of the actual article and the posted statement. The statement
was explicitly directed toward Petitioner’s next friend, who, using the name “Uncle W.,” previously
had identified himself on Respondent’s public forum as aminor related to a candidate in the election
in Buffalo Grove. The offensive comment refers specifically to that candidate as Uncle W.’s
“mommy,” which confirms that the person using the name Hipcheck16 was aware that he was
comrhunicating to and about a minor.

15. The statement set out above is not protected free speech. It was not made to or about
a public official and is not in any way political speeéh. This public comment was made to a child

on a public forum for which there could be no expectation of privacy or anonymity. The statement

~ was made not to advance the political standing or platform of any candidate and was instead on its

face a statement made with intent to injure Petitioner’s next friend,' to defame him, and to cast him
in a false light.

16.  No just cause or reason exists to protect or withhold the identity of the subscriber.
That person either posted the injurious statements himself, assisted the person who used the
“Hipcheck16" name in posting those statements, or gave that person license to publish statements
through his internet connection and through the internet servicé provided by Comcast. Discovery
of information about the identity of the subscriber who either is Hipcheck16 is precisely what I11.
Sup. Ct. Rule 224 is designed to permit.

For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner, Lisa Stone, mother and next friend of Jed Stone, a
minor, prays that this Court disclose the information provided to the Court in camera by Comcast
in response to the subpoena issued seeking the identity of the subscriber of the IP address provided

by the Respondent herein.
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Dated: October 7, 2009

LISA STONE, mother and next friend of Jed Stone,

a minor,

By: 4( ({\ —

One of the attbrneys for Petitioner

Tyma O’Connor, P.C.

Attorney for Petitioner

105 W. Madison Street, Suite 2200
Chicago, Illinois 60602

(312) 372-3920

Attorney No. 45901

S:\Client File\Curren(iLitigation\Stone\MatRelComeast.wpd
10072009-0250PM

DR

"™ 9



Tt e L

A-3C000674

: .
!
M -
x
! ‘
i
N ° '
5
.
,
. —4
! 3
i
4 . fﬂ
ol LY
.. -x H ETH
BV LS
IR ! @ L2 A [ - s 3 [ a i = & = = 3 E Bl I b



Daily jlem)d | Does campaign flier misrepresent Buffalo Grove endarsement?
~

LR Susoive 16 the paper

O

(Y communiy news 3}

NEWS OPINION

BUSINESS

it's time
to get ahead
His summer

{
!
l
5
i
i
[}
i
H
i
v

take a class at
‘Harper College;

Register
s fxﬁ ; X

HUL
harperesl zége,séu

847.825.5500

| Classes Start
May 26

“June 8

- June 29

Find & Church in Your Area

ENTERTAINMENT LIFESTYLE CUSTOMER SERVICE

SPORTS

er misrepresent Buffalo

Does campaign f
ment?
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. By James Kane | Daily Herald Staff Contact writer
“}% PRI e Published: 4/6/2009 1:47 PM | Updated: 4/6/2009 2:03 PM

{150} | read | post

A campaign flier distributed door-to-
deor Sunday in Buffale Grove
misrepresents the Daily Herald's
endorsement in the village board race,
the opinion page editar said Monday.

More Coverage
Related links

Complete coverage of Buffalo Grove village board

Campaign information distributed for race

Buffalo Grove viltage board candidate
Joanne Johnson uses words praising

all the candidates and ellipsis to make
it appear that Johnson was endorsed, said Anne Halston, opinion page editor.

Endorsement: Braiman, Stone and Terson for
Buffalo Grove village board

“This flier clearly misrepresents our editorial. It suggests we endorsed Johnson. We did
not," Halston said. "We take severe exception to the misuse of our editorials.”

Johnson said that the flier never says the paper endorsed her, that using ellipses is
standard operating procedure in political campaigns and that everything quoted in the
flier was in the editorial.

" wrote wonéi for word what was printed in the Daily Herald,” she said. "It never says |
was endorsed. Candidates have been putting pieces out like this (for a long time)."

The flier quotes the Daily Herald editorig] as such: "Six candidates are running for three
seats on the village board, and we wo ldn't have a problem with any of them. Each is
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e ... Joanne Johnson ..."

The actual Daily Herald editorial endorsed Jeffrey Braiman, Lisa Stone and Mike

Terson,

In conclusion, it said: "We like the other three candidates — Joanne Johnson, Andrew
Stein and Beverly Sussman. But we believe Braiman, Stone and Terson offer the best

then explained why those people were picked.

combination of experience, energy and representation.”
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posted by thebear on Wed Apr 08, 2009 11:44 AM

Just for you alt to know, I sat back and watched this whole campaign progress from the
very beginning. | have seen and heard all about this campaign. | would like to
congratulate 5 of the 6 candidates on an honorable campaign. Congratulations to Jeff
Bralman and Beverly Sussman on winning. As for Lisa Stone, | cotild not thirk of &
waorse cholce for the village hoard. Through accusing other candidates of stealing,
running anti-semitic campaigns, lying on their fliers, she has wan the election. That
shows a lot abaut the village we five in. The candidate who clearly knows nothing about
what she's saying-has won because she has more signs and her evil posse. Congrats
Lisa, and apparently Jed (the one behind it alf), on winning because apparently thats all
that mattered. Forget actually having beneficial ideas of running a fair campaign. Stone
clearly showed that winning-should be obtained by any means possible. And ifthat is
how she feels, than congratulations to Lisa Stone for "winning.”

ﬁj:% Repott Abuse : >

posted by Hipcheck1§ on Wed Apr 08, 2008 12:21 PM

UncleW- funny how you suddenly surface again to gloat about Stone's win, and do so
like the ill-informed punk that you really are. Didn't you learn fast-week that you should
stay out of things you don't understand? Can you really be proud of a candidate who
stood idly by while people claiming to be her supporters made anti-Semitic allegations
about two or her opponents?

Whether or not Stone actually condoned the use of anti-Semitism is really not the issue.
She was aware that. people who were in some way associated with her campaign were
calling voters all over the village falsely accusing Johnson and Terson of running anti-
Semitic campaigns. If she did not believe that Johnson and Terson were anti-Semitic,
she could have made a public statement denouncing those calis and disassociating
herself from the actions of what may have beena few overzealous supporters.

Instead, she took no action, allowing those rumors to spread. By not speaking out
against such hate speech. she tacilly condoned it, knowing that it would work to her
advantage in the election.

Now, that's something you can really be prodd o, isn't it UncleW? Would you be down
for a conversation about that?

¥ % Report Abuse

posted by UncleW on Wed Apr 08, 2009 2:29 PM

Yes Hipcheck, and like 1 said show yourself in person. With all your resources I'm sure
you could navigate your way over to the Stone confines. Then ['l be glad to have this
conversation with you, however | will not continue to comment on these blogs where
anyone can be anyone.

#% Report Abuse

posted by UncleW on Wed Apr 08, 2009 2:32 PM

And HAPPY PESACH Hipcheck. Hopefully you will find the afikoman tonight.

htp:/ f www.dailyherald.com/story/?id=284378#storycomments
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posted by Hipcheck16 on Wed Apr 08, 2000 4:33 PM

Thanks UncleW, ya little nebbish. You have a nice littie Pesach yourself. | may stop by
tonight- have room for me at the Seder?

Some days 'm really ashamed of my fellow tribesmen, and today is one of them. You'l
do anything to justify your actions, and your sense of enhtlement slckens me, Your helier

than thou attitude and arrogance is dlsgusﬁngmm i
ommifand all her buddies, you think you're smarter than you really are. And there

is netfmg. more dangerous than someone who is not nearly as smart as they think they
are.
answmer just like you did at the forum. Otherwise she'll be completely lost, and |
don't think she should count on the other trustees for help, since she's already alienated
herself from mast of them. She's not qualified to carry the other frustees’ briefcases- they
know itand she knows it. Can't wait to watch her ummm and uhlih her way through the
mee!mgs- I'min need of a good laugh.

¢ iFSeder so she doesn't break one of her aerylie nail
extensions or accidentally wash off her fake tan.

ﬁ Report Abuse

posted by UncleW on Wed Apr 08, 2009 9:40 PM

Ya got a name Mr. Hipcheck?
°§:¥ Report Abuse

posted by yellowjacket on Wed Apr 08, 2009 14:20 PM

He/She does ... He/She said, It's "A Funny Thing Happened fo the Buffalo Grove Village
Board"

And we, the intelligent residents of BG, of course, can't wait until Lisa's first
performancei!t

Lisa, you will be the STAR. And, you can count on at least 100 Residents watching your
“inguenue” performance, actually at Village Hall. Not that we don't have: anything better
to do, but after these last 2 stressful weeks we all need a good chugckle .. promise me
you won't:change your "fiippy bangs" (.- agtuaily. think their kinda-gufe), beeause we have
the best flippy bang teanvin-the naifion corning fo. the medting to getfips-romithe best ..
Wow, before-you have -actually taken a seat at the dais. we have made the: najor Illmons
newspapers.

Cangratulations, Lisa, you and Seymour the Snake (which-'m sure you have no clue
whiat I'm talking about) has put BG on the National Newsll! (coincidence ... | think not)

% Report Abuse

posted by lipstickonapig on Thu Apr 09, 2009 6:561 AM

Yellowjacket:

What National News are you talking about? | would be interested in reading about it?
What major Hlinois paper, | did not see that either? | have heard the police are checking
into her tactics.

Report Abuse

posted by yellowjacket on Thu Apr 08, 2009 7:43 AM

| was using the okl "tongue in cheek" tactic. | did hear that we made the Sun Times. But,
Ul bet before it is over we will be on the National News. Sorry to have mislead you with
something | just thought was funny

?%ﬁ Report Abuse

posted by Hipcheck 1€ an Thu Apr 09, 2009 10:53 AM

http:/ /www.dailyherald.com/story/?id=284378#storycomments
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ly the same "national news" that covered Stone’s work on the aOue ona
national level. If you call Sioux City a national level.

And as for you, UncleW...
Thanks.for the inviation to visit you,, but Il have to decline

Rlusunowshatsyoushay
here- and consider the damage you've done by attacking sitting trustees and other
munieipal officials that your mommy will now have to work with. Too bad she'll have to
begin her fenure with apologies. These peaple are way too smart lo-just accept her
outright. Their obligation is to the village, not
to their respect simply because she got

. She needs (o think again. If |

, you may want to walch what you say

imy. If she thinks she's entitied

were her, I'd be working on some apologies and leaming something about finance before

she's swom in.

Now quit Q'OEUHQMQ&M»@ siyeummamimidid. accosting voters at the
polls.

e
‘?é’% Report Abuse
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