Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF  Document 908 Filed 04/15/26  Page 1 of 3 PagelD
21464

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
TAMPA DIVISION

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION,
Plaintiff,
V.

Case No. 8:19-CV-886-T-33SPF
OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP,
LIMITED; OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC;
SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY;
MICHAEL J. DACORTA; JOSEPH S.
ANILE, II.; RAYMOND P MONTIE III;
FRANCISCO “FRANK” L. DURAN; and
JOHN J. HAAS,

Defendants,

and

FUNDAMDINISTRATION, INC;
BOWLING GREEN CAPITAL
MANAGEMENT LLC; LAGOON
INVESTMENTS, INC.; ROAR OF THE
LION FITNESS, LLC; 444 GULF OF
MEXICO DRIVE, LLC; 4064
FOUNDERS CLUB DRIVE, LLC; 6922
LACANTERA CIRCLE, LLC; 13318
LOST KEY PLACE, LLC; and 4 OAKS
LLC,

Relief Defendants.

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE RESPONSE IN
OPPOSITION TO RECEIVER MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
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STEPHEN N. PREZIOSI, appellate attorney for Mr. Michael DaCorta, pursuant to
Local Rule 3.01 (d), respectfully requests that this Honorable Court permit me an
extension of time of two weeks (until May 1, 2026) to file a Response in opposition
to the receiver’s motion for an order to show cause. (Doc. 904). My answer is
currently due on April 17, 2026. I have communicated with the Receiver Burton
Wiand’s Office, and he has consented to the extension of time of two weeks.
Summary

Mr. Preziosi requests an extension of time of two weeks (until May 1, 2026)
to file a response to the Receiver Burton Wiand’s motion for an order to show
cause and seeking contempt findings. (Doc. 904). I communicated with Mr.
Wiand’s office, and he has consented to this request for an extension of two weeks.

The reason for the request for the extension is the heavy case-load in my
office, which included this month oral argument before the Appellate Division, First
Department of New York in the case of People v. Urgitano (April 14); a reply brief
due in the Appellate Division, Second Department New York in the case of People
v. Frias (April 16); a writ of Habeas Corpus in the Appellate Division, Second
Department New York in the case of People v. Rosen (April 20). As all of these cases
are very intensive criminal cases, requiring extensive amounts of my time and efforts

regarding clients that are in custody after felony convictions where the deadlines had
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been set prior to my receiving Mr. Wiand’s motion, I request that this Court grant
my request for an extension of time to respond in this case.

Memorandum of Law

This Court has the authority to grant leave for an extension of time to answer
under Local Rule 3. 01. I am not seeking an extension for the purpose of delay, but
only because I had previous deadlines on appeals as set out above which had been
set by the Appellate Courts prior to receiving Mr. Wiand’s motion.

WHEREFORE, I respectfully request that this Court grant this Motion for an
extension of time of two weeks, until May 1, 2026 to answer the motion.
Local Rule 3.01(g) Certification

The undersigned certifies that I contacted the Receiver Mr. Burton Wiand, and
he has consented to the requested extension of two weeks’ time to respond to the
motion.

Dated: April 15, 2026
New York, New York

ol e T Vgt

STEPHEN N. PREZIOSI, ESQ.
48 Wall Street, 11" Floor

New York, New York 10005
212-960-8267




