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LIGANG WANG 
 

 
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
 

 
On September 10, 2014, the Securities and Exchange Commission issued an Order 

Instituting Cease-and-Desist Proceedings (OIP) against Respondent Ligang Wang pursuant to 
Section 21C of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934.   

 
At a prehearing conference held on October 8, 2014, the Division of Enforcement stated 

that service on Mr. Wang was underway in accordance with the Hague Convention on the 
Service Abroad of Judicial and Extrajudicial Documents in Civil or Commercial Matters.  
Ligang Wang, Admin. Proc. Rulings Release No. 1901, 2014 SEC LEXIS 3799 (Oct. 9, 2014).  
On January 28, 2015, the Division informed this Office that it had not yet received confirmation 
of service of the OIP on Mr. Wang, and I ordered the Division to provide periodic updates on the 
status of service.  Ligang Wang, Admin. Proc. Rulings Release No. 2266, 2015 SEC LEXIS 316 
(Jan. 28, 2015).   

 
On June 1, 2015, the Division informed my Office that Mr. Wang was personally served 

with the OIP on March 3, 2015.  The Division also submitted a copy of the certificate of service.  
I find that Mr. Wang was served with the OIP on March 3, 2015, and his Answer was due by 
March 23, 2015.  See OIP at 4; 17 C.F.R. § 201.220(b).  To date, Mr. Wang has not filed an 
Answer, and the Division reports that it has received no response to the OIP or other 
communication from Mr. Wang.   
 

Accordingly, I ORDER that on or before June 22, 2015, Mr. Wang shall SHOW CAUSE 
why this proceeding should not be determined against him due to his failure to file an Answer or 
otherwise defend the proceeding.  If Mr. Wang fails to respond to this Order, he will be deemed 
in default and the proceeding will be determined against him.  OIP at 4; 17 C.F.R. §§ 
201.155(a)(2), .220(f). 
 
      _______________________________ 
      James E. Grimes 
      Administrative Law Judge 


