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

KAREN AZARI AN : ClVIL ACTI ON
V. :

TRUSTEES OF THE UNI VERSI TY :

OF PENNSYLVANI A : NO.  00-CVv-633

VEMORANDUM AND ORDER

J. M KELLY, J. February 8, 2000

Before the Court is the Request of the Plaintiff for
Appoi ntment of Attorney. A review of her pleading indicates that
she has been in touch with six |awers, who, for various reasons,
declined to represent her. She refused to accept a nodified
contingency fee agreenent with one | awer. Several other |awers
clainmed that they could not represent her because of tine
constraints. One attorney clainmed to have a conflict of
interest. The plaintiff contacted the Lawer’s Referral Service
and that attorney refused to neet with the plaintiff. The Court
has a list of volunteer attorneys who agree to take sone
enpl oynent civil rights cases, however, it is the spirit of the
requested appoi ntnent program (1) the attorney requested is not
required to take the appointnent; and, (2) the request by the
Court should be for those plaintiffs who have no other recourse.
In this case, the plaintiff has refused to sign a contingency fee
agreenent. Presumably, if she had signed it, the attorney would
have represented her. Six other attorneys have refused to

represent her. The Court finds that the granting of this request



woul d nerely delay the case and would unlikely be of any benefit
to the plaintiff because the Court nmay nerely request counsel to
represent the plaintiff and does not have the power to nmandate
such an acti on.

The facts are rather straightforward in the Conpl ai nt
proffered in this matter. |t appears that the plaintiff is
capabl e of prosecuting the matter. She does not desire to
contract with the one attorney who is willing to enter into an
agreenent to represent her.

I n consideration of the above, the Court declines to
gr ant Plaintiff’'s Request for Appointnment of Attorney.

BY THE COURT.:

JAMES M@ RR KELLY, J.



