I N THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

KENNETH SNYDER and ) ClVIL ACTI ON
JACQUELI NE SNYDER )
V.
TAWODOS BAZARGANI and )
PAUL BAGHERPOUR : NO.  02-8845

VEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Fullam Sr. J. July 2, 2008

The def endant Tawoos Bazargani has filed a docunent
entitled “Defendant Tawoos Bazargani, MD.’s Mdtion to Object and
Therefore, to Reject and to Return the Plaintiffs’ Attached
Check.” The docunent is virtually inconprehensible, but the
underlying facts have been established in earlier phases of this
litigation. Plaintiffs obtained a judgnent against Dr.
Bazargani. The judgnent was upheld on appeal to the Third
Circuit Court of Appeals. Plaintiffs attenpted to obtain
satisfaction of the judgnment by |evying on bank accounts held by
PNC, but the bank deni ed having any accounts in Dr. Bazargani’s
name al one. (Apparently, Dr. Bazargani was one of two nanmed
depositors at PNC.)

Unable to collect their judgnent fromthese bank
accounts, plaintiffs |evied upon certain real estate owned by Dr.
Bazargani. The defendant received notice of the Marshal’ s sal e,

but did not participate. The property was sold for a price in



excess of the anmount of plaintiffs’ judgnent, and the bal ance was
returned by the Marshal to Dr. Bazargani (apparently, $52,276).
The pending notion reflects Dr. Bazargani’s continued belief that
her rights have been tranpl ed upon, but it is quite clear that
she is in error. Since the judgnent against her has been uphel d
by the Court of Appeals, since the Marshal’s sale was properly
hel d, and since all issues have been resolved by these previous
proceedi ngs, the case is over. The pending notion will therefore
be deni ed.

An Order foll ows.



I N THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

KENNETH SNYDER and ) ClVIL ACTI ON
JACQUELI NE SNYDER :
V.

TAWODOS BAZARGANI and )
PAUL BAGHERPOUR : NO.  02-8845

ORDER

AND NOW this 2" day of July 2008, upon consideration
of “Defendant Tawoos Bazargani, MD.’s Mition to Object and
Therefore, to Reject and to Return the Plaintiffs’ Attached
Check,” and plaintiffs’ response,” |IT | S ORDERED

That the npotion is DEN ED

BY THE COURT:

[s/ John P. Fullam

John P. Fullam Sr. J.



