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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK - NEW YORK COUNTY 

PRESENT: 0 PART 2 
Justice 

MOTION DATE I 

- v -  
MOTION SEQ. NO. 

MOTION CAL. NO. 

The followlng papers, numbered 1 to were read on this motion to/for 

Notice of Motion/ Order to  Show Cause - Affidavits - Exhibits ... 
Answerlng Affldavlts - Exhlblts 

I .  

Replying Affidavits _- 

PAPER$ NUMBERED 

Cross-Motion: 0 Yes -0 

F- 

Upon the foregoing papers, it Is ordered that this rnotlon 15 

I 
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SUPICEME C‘OURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C O U N T Y  OF N E W  YORK: PAK’I’ 1 1  

GEORGE I IEATII, 

Plninti fF, 

-ilLJlJ I1 s t - 

. >. .- In t h i s  i ic t ioi i ,  plaintif t George Heath has pirrsucd for rnore than 3 0  years, his rights to ;1 

late defcnd;inL John S. Wojtowicz, who conimitted the bank robbei-y that was the siibjcct ol‘the 

111 2002, Healh moved 101- CL order- to hold defcnclant Waniei- HI-os., Inc. ai ic l  othcr parties 

i l l  coiituiipt lb r  1:iiIiiis to pay him royaltics in nccol-dance with a coli]-t 01-dcr issued in Octobcr 

1081 . I  At tha t  time, the Appellate Division First Department affirmed thc Jcnial of Hcah’s  

‘ In  n dccisioii arid ordci. dated Jx1uai-y I 2, 2000, the ]-Ion. Diane Lsbe,cIcfFe?cpInined that 
on Octobci- I O ,  19s I ,  “the late Shanely N. Egctli directed the Board [tlic Ncw \r’urlc Stalc Crime 
V i c t i m  U O : I I ~ ]  to recognize ;I claiiii by Gcorge Heath against 16 2/3% of  m y  funds ultimiitely 
clue tu Wojto:vicz (Iiidex No. ,1O55S,/’78, judgment o1‘Octobcr 16, 1 ? S  l ) . ”  Spccific:illy, .I i i d ~ e  
E ~ c t l i  disniisscd Heath’s action against thc Criiiic Victiiiis C‘oinpsnsalioli h a r d  and its 
C’liaii-man Ronald Zweibel, 011 condition that “def’enclaiits recognize the existence of 3 cl:iim by 
Gi‘orge f-Ica111 :iyninst I6 3/3% of  any fillids ultimately clue to Woj to \~ ic7  iiftcr disposilioii of all 
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‘1 IcLitli lii-st 11iovcC1 by notice or  motion for thc idciitic-al relier. In ia short form cli-dcr dated 
.Tuly IO, 200S, this court tleniecl the motion “with 1e;ive to rci icw Iiy oi-der to slio\v c:iiisi.: ,IS 

dii-cctcti i l l  this coiirt’s decision and order o f  Sepleniber 2X, ‘006.” 
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P JUDGMENT w- 
f i la Jwment h s a n  entered by the County Cler)r 
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