
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION, 
       CASE NO. 8:19-CV-886-T-33SPF 
 Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, 
LIMITED, ET AL., 
 
 Defendants. 
          / 
 

JOINT MOTION TO DISCHARGE  
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AS TO STEPHEN PREZIOSI 

 
Burton W. Wiand, as receiver (the “Receiver”) over the assets of the 

above-captioned defendants and relief defendants (the “Receivership” or 

“Receivership Estate”) and respondent Stephen Preziosi jointly move to 

discharge the Court’s order to show cause (Doc. 927 (the “Show Cause 

Order”)) only as to Preziosi based on the affidavit attached to this motion as 

Exhibit A (the “Affidavit”) and related agreements with the Receiver.  

As demonstrated by the Affidavit, Preziosi has answered many of the 

questions the Receiver posed in his motion for an order to show cause, and he 

has also agreed to (1) withdraw from representing defendant Michael DaCorta 

in this matter; (2) refrain from accepting any more money to represent 

DaCorta in any capacity; (3) work with the Receiver to correct the record 
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regarding misrepresentations the Oasis Helpers’ Group (the “Helpers 

Group”) made to Oasis investors; (4) produce certain communications between 

Preziosi and respondent Greg Melick; and (5) continue to cooperate with the 

Receiver and the Court regarding the evidentiary hearing scheduled for 

August 7, 2026. Regarding the last point, the parties also move the Court to 

allow Preziosi to attend the evidentiary hearing remotely by Zoom should he 

be required to address any of the matters discussed in the Affidavit.1 Because 

the foregoing constitutes the majority of the relief the Receiver requested from 

the Court, the parties believe that the Show Cause Order should be discharged. 

BACKGROUND 

On April 3, 2026, the Receiver filed a motion for an order to show cause 

why defendant Michael DaCorta and respondents Stephen Preziosi, Brent 

Winters, Greg Melick, and Jason McKee (the “Respondents”) should not be 

held in contempt of Court based on activities the Receiver characterized as 

“recovery fraud.” Doc. 904 (the “Motion”). In the Motion, the Receiver 

recognized that Preziosi was not involved in many of the activities underlying 

the Receiver’s request for relief: 

 
1 According to Preziosi, DaCorta is still being transferred between various locations in the 
jail and prison system without his prescribed medication. In addition, Preziosi instructed 
DaCorta not to testify at the evidentiary hearing based on his Fifth Amendment privilege 
against self-incrimination. Given these developments, Preziosi renews his request that 
DaCorta be allowed to attend the hearing by Zoom. Given the Court’s prior ruling, the 
Receiver takes no position on this renewed request. 
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Unlike Winters and the Helpers Group, Preziosi was not involved in the 
claims process to the best of the Receiver’s knowledge. The Receiver has 
not identified any communications between Preziosi and victim-
investors, and Preziosi has produced competent legal work, even if the 
Receiver believes his efforts will ultimately prove unsuccessful. 

Mot. at 21. But, as also explained in the Motion, that fact does not end the 

pertinent inquiry: 

His representation of DaCorta is nevertheless problematic, and he is 
included in this motion for two important reasons: (1) he is representing 
DaCorta while being paid by DaCorta’s victims, which appears to be an 
unwaivable conflict of interest, and (2) the Helpers Group is using his 
representation of DaCorta to defraud money from victims by claiming 
that his efforts will recover $700 million in damages for DaCorta, who 
will then share those damages only with the people who fund Preziosi. 

Id. at 21-22. The Receiver then suggested how Preziosi could discharge any 

order to show cause the Court might enter:  

To discharge the Court’s show cause order, Preziosi should explain why 
this does not represent a conflict of interests or demonstrate that he has 
obtained the requisite conflict waivers from all the investors who have 
funded his representation.  

Second, the Court should also order Preziosi to state whether he is aware 
of the representations the Helpers Group is making to investors about 
his services – specifically, that when Preziosi prevails in the civil and 
criminal actions, DaCorta will be entitled to damages from the federal 
government exceeding $700 million. This lie is at the heart of the 
Recovery Fraud. To discharge the Court’s order, Preziosi should explain 
how he reasonably intends to accomplish that result. This can be done 
without revealing work product or other privileged communications. If 
Preziosi does not intend to accomplish that result or is not aware that 
the Helpers Group is telling investors that he will recover $700 million 
for those who help DaCorta, he should clearly state that potential fact. 
If Preziosi does not sufficiently discharge the Court’s order, he should 
disgorge the amount he has received from victim-investors.2 In any 

 
2 “Although the Receiver generally seeks disgorgement jointly and severally against 
Respondents, at this time, the Receiver believes Preziosi should only be required to disgorge 
the amount he actually received directly or indirectly from victim-claimants.” Id.   
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event, the Court should prohibit Preziosi from accepting any further 
funds from anyone who invested in the Oasis scheme. 

Id. at 22-23.  

 On June 10, 2026, the Court granted the Receiver’s Motion. See Doc. 927. 

The Court ordered Preziosi to show cause regarding alleged violations of the 

asset freeze but exempted him regarding harassment of the Receiver and 

interference with the Receivership:  

Under the circumstances, the Receiver has not sufficiently alleged 
conduct by Mr. Preziosi that would violate the Consolidated Order’s 
injunction prohibiting all persons receiving notice of the Order from 
“interfer[ing] with or harass[ing] the Receiver, or interfer[ing] in any 
manner with the exclusive jurisdiction of this Court over the 
Receivership Estates.” (Doc. # 177 at 15-16). Although the Receiver 
claims for the first time in reply that Mr. Preziosi “acted in ‘active 
concert and participation’ with [Mr.] Melick and the other Respondents” 
(Doc. # 919 at 6), the Receiver’s vague and conclusory assertion, without 
more, is insufficient. 

Id. at 14-15.  

 In preparing for the evidentiary hearing, the Receiver, his counsel, and 

Preziosi have engaged in settlement communications that resulted in the 

Affidavit and the instant motion. The Receiver and Preziosi recognize that the 

Court’s Show Cause Order is not theirs to independently and privately settle 

like a normal dispute between parties, but for the reasons stated below, the 

Receiver believes that the concerns he originally articulated in his Motion have 

been resolved as to Preziosi only.  
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ARGUMENT 

“Courts have inherent power to enforce compliance with their lawful 

orders through civil contempt.” CitronelleMobile Gathering, Inc. v. Watkins, 

943 F.2d 1297, 1301 (11th Cir. 1991). A plaintiff can initiate civil contempt 

proceedings by moving the court to issue an order to show cause why a 

defendant should not be held in civil contempt for failing to comply with an 

order. Newman v. Alabama, 683 F.2d 1312, 1318 (11th Cir. 1982). “If the court 

finds that the conduct as alleged would violate the prior order, it enters an 

order requiring the defendant to show cause why he should not be held in 

contempt and conducts a hearing on the matter.” Mercer v. Mitchell, 908 F.2d 

763, 768 (11th Cir. 1990). “At the hearing, if the plaintiff proves what he has 

alleged in his motion for an order to show cause, the court hears from the 

defendant. At the end of the day, the court determines whether the defendant 

has complied with the injunctive provision at issue and, if not, the sanction(s) 

necessary to ensure compliance.” Reynolds v. Roberts, 207 F.3d 1288, 1298 

(11th Cir. 2000); see also Doc. 927 at 5-6.  

The Receiver believes the Affidavit and Preziosi’s related actions 

alleviate many, if not all, of the concerns the Receiver raised in the Motion. 

First, as mentioned above and in the Motion, the Receiver finds Preziosi’s 

representation of DaCorta problematic because he is being paid by individuals 

DaCorta has been criminally convicted of defrauding, which appears to be an 
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unwaivable conflict of interest. In the Affidavit, Preziosi affirms that he did 

not know that the money respondent McKee paid him came from Trust, LLT 

(the “Trust”) or that the money Bonnie Remick paid him was a bridge loan 

subject to reimbursement (of at least $61,000 to date) from the Trust. See Aff. 

¶¶ 5-8. Those individuals informed him that the money constituted their 

personal funds derived from their independent business ventures. Id. As such, 

to the extent a conflict of interests exists, Preziosi affirms that he was not 

aware of the conflict until the Receiver’s filings during these proceedings. To 

alleviate any such conflict, Preziosi is moving the Court to withdraw from his 

representation of DaCorta in this matter. While Preziosi is not moving to 

withdraw from the summary judgment appeal or the habeas action, he 

anticipates that those matters are substantially complete and will not require 

much, if any, further effort. See Aff. ¶¶ 16-17. 

Second, as also mentioned above and in the Motion, the Receiver finds 

Preziosi’s representation of DaCorta problematic because the Helpers Group is 

using his representation to defraud money from investors by claiming that his 

efforts will recover $700 million in damages for DaCorta, who will then share 

those damages only with the people who fund Preziosi. In the Affidavit, 

Preziosi affirms both that he was not aware of any such representations and 

that he never made any such representations to anyone. See Aff. ¶ 12. He 

further affirms that there is no mechanism for DaCorta, the Receivership 
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Entities, or the investors to recover any money from the “government” or 

anyone else through the appeal or the habeas proceeding. Id. ¶¶ 13, 14. Finally, 

he promises to work with the Receiver to correct the record regarding such 

misrepresentations. Id. ¶ 19. The Receiver believes this will help educate 

investors regarding the reality of the situation they face. It is also consistent 

with the Receiver’s suggestion from the Motion as to how Preziosi might 

discharge the Show Cause Order. See Mot. at 22-23 (“If Preziosi does not intend 

to accomplish that result or is not aware that the Helpers Group is telling 

investors that he will recover $700 million for those who help DaCorta, he 

should clearly state that potential fact.”).  

Third, the Receiver desires to stop the investors from bleeding more cash 

into the Trust, thereby throwing good money after bad. For purposes of this 

settlement, the Receiver has agreed not to pursue disgorgement, and Preziosi 

has agreed not to accept any further funds to represent Michael DaCorta in 

this action, the appeal, or the habeas proceeding. See Aff. ¶¶ 16-17. Preziosi 

also affirms that he has not received any funds aside from the first and only 

payments from Melick and McKee in 2024. Id. ¶ 4. While this will not 

necessarily stop the Helpers Group’s fundraising efforts, it will at least ensure 

that no additional misappropriated funds are dedicated to these proceedings. 

Again, it is also consistent with the Receiver’s suggestion from the Motion as 

to how Preziosi might discharge the Show Cause Order. See Mot. at 23 (“[T]he 

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956     Filed 07/25/26     Page 7 of 11 PageID
22462



8 
 

Court should prohibit Preziosi from accepting any further funds from anyone 

who invested in the Oasis scheme.”) 

Fourth, discharging the Show Cause Order against Preziosi under these 

terms and conditions will also streamline the evidentiary hearing and allow 

the Receiver to focus on the parties at the heart of the recovery fraud – 

respondents Winters, McKee, and Melick. According to Preziosi and the 

Affidavit, those individuals made representations to investors without 

Preziosi’s knowledge. The Receiver believes that they are the driving force 

behind the most objectionable conduct.  

Fifth, Preziosi has also agreed to produce certain communications 

between him and respondent Melick to the Receiver and to cooperate with the 

Receiver with respect to the evidentiary hearing. If the Court wishes to hear 

from Preziosi during the hearing, the parties request that he be allowed to 

appear by Zoom. Alternatively, the Receiver believes that the Affidavit 

contains what would otherwise be Preziosi’s testimony.  

In summary, with the exception of disgorgement, Preziosi has 

voluntarily agreed to most, is not all, of the relief the Receiver sought through 

the Motion. The Court thus has the discretion to discharge the Show Cause 

Order as to him only.  

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956     Filed 07/25/26     Page 8 of 11 PageID
22463



9 
 

CONCLUSION 

 Based on the Affidavit, and for the foregoing reasons, the Receiver and 

Preziosi jointly request that the Court discharge the Show Cause Order as to 

Preziosi only.  
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LOCAL RULE 3.01(g) CERTIFICATION 
 

The CFTC does not oppose the relief requested in this joint motion.  The 

Receiver did not consult with the parties who failed to respond to the Receiver’s 

Motion. The Respondents also have no standing to object to a proposed 

settlement between the Receiver and Preziosi.  

 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
/s/Jared J. Perez    
Jared J. Perez, FBN 0085192 
jared.perez@jaredperezlaw.com 
JARED J. PEREZ P.A. 
301 Druid Rd W 
Clearwater, FL 33756-3852 
Tel.: (727) 641-6562 
Attorney for Burton W. Wiand, 
Receiver 
 
/s/ Stephen N. Preziosi   
48 Wall Street, 11th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 960-8267      
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on July 25, 2026, I electronically filed the 

foregoing with the Clerk of the Court by using the CM/ECF system. I also 

served a copy of the foregoing via U.S. Mail and electronic mail upon the 

following non-parties: 

Brent Allen Winters  
5105 S. Hwy. 41  
Terre Haute, IN 47802  
Email: winterslaw@nym.hush.com  
swinters77@nym.hush.com 
brentwinters@nym.hush.com  
brentallanwinters@nym.hush.com 
innchurch@commonlawyer.com 

Greg Melick  
P.O. Box 165  
Intervale, NH 03845-0165  
 
5-11 Mountainview Road 
Bartlett, NH  03812 
Email: entheos@startmail.com  
tradinggraces@use.startmail.com  
oasishelpers@oasisreplevin.net  
adamson@oasisreplevin.net 

Jason McKee  
P.O. Box 611   
Elkville, IL 62932  
 
104 S. 4th St. 611  
Elkville, IL 62932 
Email: jmckee573@gmail.com  
treasurer@oasisreplevin.net 
helpingoasis@gmail.com 
 

 

       /s/ Jared J. Perez                 

 

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956     Filed 07/25/26     Page 11 of 11 PageID
22466

mailto:winterslaw@nym.hush.com
mailto:swinters77@nym.hush.com
mailto:brentwinters@nym.hush.com
mailto:brentallanwinters@nym.hush.com
https://mail.google.com/mail/?view=cm&fs=1&tf=1&to=innchurch@commonlawyer.com
mailto:entheos@startmail.com
mailto:tradinggraces@use.startmail.com
mailto:oasishelpers@oasisreplevin.net
mailto:adamson@oasisreplevin.net
mailto:jmckee573@gmail.com
mailto:treasurer@oasisreplevin.net
mailto:helpingoasis@gmail.com


NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 1 of 35 PageID
22467



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 2 of 35 PageID
22468



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 3 of 35 PageID
22469



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 4 of 35 PageID
22470



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 5 of 35 PageID
22471



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Florida

Completed via Remote Online Notarization using 2 way Audio/Video technology.

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 6 of 35 PageID
22472



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 7 of 35 PageID
22473



Email: stephenpreziosi@appealslawfirm.com
Websites: www.newyorkappellatelawyer.com 

www.federalappealslawfirm.com

NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 8 of 35 PageID
22474



✔

NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 9 of 35 PageID
22475



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 10 of 35 PageID
22476



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 11 of 35 PageID
22477



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 12 of 35 PageID
22478



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 13 of 35 PageID
22479



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 14 of 35 PageID
22480



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 15 of 35 PageID
22481



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 16 of 35 PageID
22482



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 17 of 35 PageID
22483



Email: stephenpreziosi@appealslawfirm.com
Websites: www.newyorkappellatelawyer.com 

www.federalappealslawfirm.com

NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 18 of 35 PageID
22484



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 19 of 35 PageID
22485



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 20 of 35 PageID
22486



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 21 of 35 PageID
22487



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 22 of 35 PageID
22488



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 23 of 35 PageID
22489



Email: stephenpreziosi@appealslawfirm.com
Websites: www.newyorkappellatelawyer.com 

www.federalappealslawfirm.com

NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 24 of 35 PageID
22490



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 25 of 35 PageID
22491



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 26 of 35 PageID
22492



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 27 of 35 PageID
22493



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 28 of 35 PageID
22494



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 29 of 35 PageID
22495



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 30 of 35 PageID
22496



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 31 of 35 PageID
22497



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 32 of 35 PageID
22498



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 33 of 35 PageID
22499



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 34 of 35 PageID
22500



NotaryCam Doc ID: 38aa0f1d-244b-4578-b5fb-adc791ad0e7c

Case 8:19-cv-00886-VMC-SPF     Document 956-1     Filed 07/25/26     Page 35 of 35 PageID
22501


