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In the Matter of 
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ORDER 

On March 30, 2017, the Commission issued an opinion and order finding that 

respondents Bennett Group Financial Services, LLC and Dawn J. Bennett committed antifraud 

violations by making material misstatements regarding their assets under management and 

investment returns.
1
  On June 28, 2017, the Commission granted respondents’ motion to stay the 

sanctions “pending the determination of their appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth 

Circuit and the issuance of the court’s mandate.”
2
  On August 13, 2018, the Tenth Circuit 

dismissed respondents’ appeal for lack of prosecution.
3
  The court’s mandate issued that same 

day.
4
  The time for filing a petition for a writ of certiorari has run.

5
   

The Division of Enforcement has now filed a motion requesting that the “Commission lift 

the stay of sanctions and close this administrative proceeding.”  But by the terms of the 

Commission’s order staying sanctions, the stay automatically lapsed upon “issuance of the 
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[Tenth Circuit’s] mandate,” which took place on August 13, 2018.  Thus, the sanctions have 

been in effect since that date, and there is presently no stay to be “lift[ed].”  Likewise, because 

the Tenth Circuit’s mandate dismissing respondents’ appeal did not direct additional proceedings 

before the Commission and because further appellate consideration is not available,
6
 there is no 

pending proceeding to be “close[d].”  The Commission’s March 2017 opinion and order is final 

for all purposes.  The Division’s motion is, accordingly, DENIED as unnecessary. 

For the Commission, by the Office of the General Counsel, pursuant to delegated 

authority. 

 

 

 

       Brent J. Fields 

           Secretary 
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