
SUPREME COURT OP THE STATE OP NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJC 

LIZ £DEN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against-

WARNER COMMUNICATIONS, INC.' and 
WARNER BROTHERS, 

Defendant•, 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT 

Index No. 

PLAINTIFF, complaining of the defendant•, respectfully 

•how• thi• court through her attorney, COLES and WEINER: 

l. At all ti-• hereinafter Mntionad plaintiff ia and was 

a resident of the City, County and St<lte of New York. 

2. At all times hereinafter raentioned, defendant Warner 

Co11111unicationa, Inc., is and was .,_ corpor<ltion licensed to do 

business 'in the Stillte of N- York, with office• in New York County 

3. At all ti-• hereinillfter -ntioned, Warner Brothers , 

the other defendant named herein, W<lS and is a wholly owned 

subsidiary of the defendant warner corr.mu.nication,. 

4. When the tera • defendant• i1 used hereinafter in thi1 

complaint, it shall refer to the cle(endants jointly, severally 

or in the alternative. 

S. On or about Au.gust 22,1972, your plaintiff was involved 



unwillingly ,in a bank robbery in Hen,wnhurst, Brooklyn, 

Kings County,New 'iork. 

6. The scope of this involvement was as the lover of one 

of the bank robbers, a man by the name of John Wojtowicz, also 

known as "Li ttlojohn". 

7. The incident was widely covered in the pcess and on televisio , 

at the time of the occurcance. 

8.At the time of the bank cobbccy, plaintiff, prior to a sex 

change operation, was known as Ernest ;..ron. 

9. Plctintiff was brought to the :.cene of the bank cobbecy where 

Littlejo,in and others • ..,ecc holding scvecal hostages captive. 

10. At that time your plaintiff herein was a px:eoperativo 

transsexual, and was bx:ought to the scene of the bank robbery fx:om 

the psychiatric ward of Kings County Hospital whex:e she had been 

corn:nitted following a suicide attempt. 

11. Subseguent to that time defendants allegedly purchased 

the rights to a film now under production or scheduled to be released, 

upon information and belief, acound Septembec 1975. 

12. Said film, entitled • Dog Day Aftex:noon• , upon information 

and belief, stars Al Pacino in the cole of "'Littlejohn", under the 

screen name ~ Li ttlejoe•, and explores the personal relationship 

between plaintiff and Littlejohn Wojtowicz, including but not limited 

to chacactcrh:ations of the physical relationship between the 

plaintiff and Littlejohn r1ojtowicz as "homose,rnal" in nature. 

13. Plaintiff is not, and never has been, an holl'IOsexual. 

14.Plaintiff has not authorized the defendants to portray hex: 

likeness, nor her life or any pox:tion thc.r:cof, in any manner:. 



15. Plaintiff ha1 been rendered lick., sore and disabled in iaind 

nd body by the action• of the de(endants,which portrayal, being 

unique in the history of bank. robbcrios, is oasily identifiable a1 

a portion of her life, and has subjocted her, and will subject her 

further, to cmbarra11110nt, notoriety, and (urther mental and phy■ical 

i1tre11 and a!'l9ul1h. 

16. The above acts of defcl'IJa!'ltl have invaded the right of 

prlv•cy of the plaintiff guaranteod by the la,..s of the State of ilcw 

York., in that plaintiff in real life will be easily identifiable to 

acquaintance• in the community, "' the person portrayed a1 " Leon" 

in the film now under production by dofonda.nt1, all to her further 

detriment and :nental and physical di1tre11 A:'ld lll'l9uish. 

17. Beca.use of the un.:i,uthorizcd act1 of tho defendants above 

pl.llintiff has bean injJr<Jd in her ri<Jht of privacy, and in her person 

and in the exploitation of her nalllO and true life experience by these 

de£endants, in the sum of $1,000,000.00. 

WHEREFORE, your phintiff pray, for a judgment of thil Court in 

tho ai:x,unt of $1,000,000.00 as again1t the defendants; and £or a 

t8lllp,Orary and perrunent injunction forever enjoining defendant•, thei 

0111ployaes, agentl, assigness, succes1or1 in interest, or .:i,nyone a.ctin 

in concert with the111, from rele,.sing, 1howing to the public, or in 

any ..,,.y disso:ninM.ing in still photographic or cinematic form, any or 

all of tho portions of the motion picture k.no·,,n as ~Dog Day Aft11rnoon' 

and for such other and further relief as to this Court may 100■ just 

and proper under the circu1asta.nces. 

'l'o: Warner Communications, Inc. 
Legal Department 

'iour1, etc., 

COLES and Wt:INER 
1775 Droadway New \'ork.,N.Y. 10019 
972-1278 Attorneys for Plaint.if 

75 Rockefeller Plaza 
J:e\i 'iOrk.,!l.Y. 10019 

Att, Robert French,Esq. 
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