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COMBINED NOTICE OF APPEAL AND MOTION FOR

MAR 2 6 2019

;==FiCE

***********

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DisTRiCIdistrictof /V£W

UJ-cJi2AxO

Jt ̂

NOTICE OF APPEAL AND

MOTION FOR FyTFNSlON OF TIME

_ . jf^CV-SO^J fFiccXC^^^j
Docket No.

1. Notice is hereby given that ^l-A" hereby appeals
(party)

to the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit from the decision entered in this^^ction

on .  (Describeit).TORc^OM^lO^/? COM ^
(date)

2. in the event that this form was not received in the Clerk's Office within the required time

n A-V respectfully requests the court to grant an extension of time in
(party) _

accordance with FRAP 4(a)(5) for the foilowing reasons which constitute "excusable neglect or

"good cause" (state reasons):

1  C^lf\K£^JnM mVlN/F OORlb/f u^A- i>JroiA-^/D

WHERF? 1 A-M 100KI/J& AprgA By M-J R/.lA^n u/lFE

a. In further support of this request, ^ A-W W £ N C. states that this
.  . (party) ^

Court's decision was received on 03 j0 1 iQ^'O 1*^ and that this form was mailed to the

court on
(date)

Signawre

Printed Name . ̂  ^
r^ftU u)^LE (UO

Address

^■^00 5a}mCMM yJl-

Telephone No. (with area code)
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Certificate of Acknowledgment of Execution of an Instrument

FILED
IN CLERK'S OFFICE

U.S. DISTRICT COURT E.D.N.Y.

^  MAR 2 6 2019 ^

REPUBLIC OF POLAND i ^
CITY OF WARSAW ^ SS- BROOKLYN 0FF8CE
EMBASSY OF THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA

I.~mckl(miR.jMwt:i^^:^iceJ2QmuU)ithe UnitedMltes^QCAmerica at Warsaw. Poland dujv_
commissioned and qualified, do hereby certify that on this 8"' day of March 2019, before me
personally appeared Jan Welenc and acknowledged to me that the attached instrument was

Case 1:18-cv-06087-PKC-RLM   Document 34   Filed 03/26/19   Page 2 of 5 PageID #: 57



1

EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK
-X

Plaintiff,

-against-

' DefKidants.

1^ cvia.£Z__ (£l<C)CfiAif

In my complaint to the Court, I put the address of PSFCU New York office

of the defendant Directors, which was the nearest to my place of residence.

However, PSFCU has two branches in New York and New Jersey in which

defendants have also their offices. In Fairfield (NJ) there is a modem

PSFCU Operating Center, where directors handle the most important

fmancial matters. High Court, when making decision to dismiss Plaintiffs

case for lack of subject matter jurisdiction and diversity jurisdiction, did not

take into account this fact. Because the defendants have their offices in two

different states of NY and NJ, this fact imdermines Court's argument about

lack of diversity jurisdiction. Therefore, I think that there is a basis for

reconsideration of my case by the Court of Appeals.

By the way, I would like to refer to the precedent of the case of Mielczarek v.

PSFCU (Case # 2: 12-cv-05162). As a result of the judgment of the US

District Court of New Jersey Dir. Mielczarek as a result of the settlement
received a large compensation.

MAR 2 6 2019

PRO SE OFFICE
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