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UNlTED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

U.S. COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION, 

Plaintiff, 

v. CASE NO. 3:11-cv-23-RJC 

KEITH F. SIMMONS, et al., 

Defendants, and 

LAWRENCE SALAZAR, et al., 

Rellef'Defendants. 

CONSEN:T ORDER OF PERMANENT INJUNCTION, CIVlL 
MONETARY PENALTY, AND OTHER EQIDTABLE RELIEF AGAINST 

DEFENDANTS DEANNA SALAZAR, LIFE PLUS GROUP, LLC, 
AND BLACK DIAMOND HOLDlNGS,LLC 

l, BACKGROUND 

On Januat·y 13, 2011, PlaintiffU,S, Commodity Futures Trading Commission 

("Commission" or "CFTC") filed a Complaint for Pennanent Injunction, Civil Monetary 

Penalties, and Other Equitable Relief ("Complaint") against Defendants Deanna Salazar 

("Salazar"), Life PillS Group, LLC ("Life Plus"), and Black Diamond Holdings, LLC ("BD 

Holdings"), among others, for violations of Sections 4b(a)(2)(A)·(C) of the Commodity 

Exchange Act ("CEA" or "Act"), 7 U.S.C. §§ 6b(a)(2)(A)·(C) (2012), 

On January 19, 2011, the Court issued a Consent Statutory Restraining Ot·der and Order 

of Preliminary Injunction and Other Equitable Relief against Salazat· and Life Ph1s. 
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On February 11, 2011, the Court issued a Statutory Restraining Order against BD 

Holdings and on April4, 2011, the Comt issued an Order ofPreliminary Injunction and Other 

Equiiable Relief against BD Holdings. 

II. CONSENTS AND AGREEMENTS 

To effect settlement of this action without a trial on the mel'its or furthe•· judicial 

proceedings, Salazar, Life Plus, and BD Holdings ("Settling Defendants"): 

1, Consent to the entry of this Consent Order of Permanent Injunction, Civil 

Monetary Penalty, and Other Equitable Relief Against Defendants Deanna Salazar, Life Plus 

Group, LLC, and Black Diamond Holdings, LLC ("Consent Order"); 

2. Afftnm that Salazar and the authorized representatives of Life Plus and BD 

Holdings have read and agreed to this Consent Order voluntarily, and that no promise, other than 

as specifically contained herein, or threat, has been made by the Commission or any meJnber, 

office•·, agent ot· t'epresentative thereof, or by any other pe1·son, to induce consent to this Consent 

Order; 

3. Acknowledge service upon them of the summons and Complaint; 

4, Admit the jurisdiction of the Court over them and the Sllbject matter of this action 

pursuant to Section6cofthe Act, 7 U.S.C. § 13a·1 (2012); 

5, Admit the jurisdiction of the Commission over the conduct and transactions at 

Issue in this action pursuant to Section 6c of the Act, 7 U.S.C. §13a·l (2012), and Section 

2(o)(2)(C) of the Act, 7 u.s.c. § 2(o)(2)(C) (2012); 

6, Admit that venue propel'iy lies with this Cou1·t pursuant to Section 6c(e) of the · 

Act, 7 U.S.C. §13a·l(e) (2012); 

7. Waive: 
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a. any and all claims that they may possess under the Equal Access to Justice 

Act, 5 U.S.C. § 504 (2012) and 28 U.S,C, § 2412 (2012), and/or the mles promulgated by the 

Commission in conformity therewith, Part i48 of the Regulations, 17 C.F.R. §§148. I, et 8eq, 

(2013), relating to, or ru·ising from this action; 

b, any and all claims that they may possess under the Small Business 

RegulatOl'y Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996, Pub, L. 104-121, §§ 20l-2S3, 110 Stat, 847, 857-

868 (1996), as amended by Pub, L, No. 110-28, § 8302, 121 Stat, 112,204-205 (2007), relating 

to, or arising from this proceeding; 

c, any claim ofDouble Jeopardy based upon the institution of this action or 

the enh·y in this action of any order Imposing a civil monetary penalty ot' any other relief, 

including this Consent Orde•·; and 

d. any and all rights of appeal from this action; 

8, Consent to the continued jurisdiction of this Court overthem for the pmposes of 

implementing and enforcing the terms and conditions of this Consent Order and for any other 

purpose relevant to ihis action, even if Salazar, Life Plus, or BD Holdings now or in the future 

reside or operate m1tslde the jurisdiction ofthis Court; 

9. Agree that they will not oppose enforcement of this Consent O•·de•• on the grounds 

that it falls to comply with Rule 65(d) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedut'e and waive any 

objection based thet·eon; 

10. Agree that neither they nor any of their agents oJ' employees under their authority 

OJ' control shall take any action or make any public statement denying, directly or indirectly, any 

allegation In the Complaint or the Findings of Fact Ol' Conclusions of Law In this Consent Orde•·, 

ol' creating or tending to create the Impression that the Complah1t and/or this Consent Order is 

3 

i' 
' t~ 
! 



Case 3:11-cv-00023-RJC-DCK   Document 132   Filed 06/24/15   Page 4 of 22

. b :__::.:.::_ ..... . ··:~·,..----:'·---------------:::· ''".".'.' 

without'a factual basis; provided, however, that nothing In this provision shall affect their: (a) 

testimonial obligations, or (b) right to take legal positions in other pt·oceedings to which the 

Commission is not a party. Settling Defendants shall undertake all steps necessat·y to ensure that 

their agents and/or employees undet• their authority or contl'OI understand and comply with this 

agreement; 

11. By consenting to the entry of this Consent Order, neither admit nor deny the 

allegations of the Complaint or tho Findings of Fact or Conclusions of Law in this Consent 

Order, except as to jliJ'isdiction and venue, which they admit. Futiher, Settling Defendants agre~ 

and intend that the allegations contained in the Complaint and all ofthe Findings of Fact and 

Conclusions of Law contained in this Consent Order shall be taken as tme and correct and be 

given preclusive effect, witho11t further proof, in: (a) any current m· subsequent bankruptcy 

proceeding filed by, on behalf of, or against Settling Defendants; (b) any proceeding pursuant to 

Section 8aofthe Act, 7 U,S,C. § 12a (2012), and/or Patt 3 of the Regulations, 17 C.P.R.§§ 3.1 

et seq. (2013); and/or (c) any proceeding to enforce the terms of this Consent Order. 

12. Agree to provide immediate notice to this Coutt and the Commission by certified 

mail, in the manner required by Part VI ofthls Consent Order, of any bankruptcy proceeding 

filed by, on behalf of, or against any of them whether inside ot· outside the United States; and 

· 13. Agree that no provision of this Consent Order shall in any way limit or Impair the 

ability of any other person ot· entity to seek any legal or eq11itable remedy against Settling 

Defendants in any other pt·oceeding, 

lil. FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

14. The CoUtt, being fully advised in the premises, finds that there is good cause for 

the entry of this Consent Order and that there Is no just reason for delay. The Court thet•efore 
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directs the ent1-y of the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, permanent injunction 

and equitable relief pmsuant to Section 6c of the Act, 7 U.S.C, § 13a·l (20 12), as set forth 

herein, 

THE COURT JHEREBY FINDS: 

A. FINDINGSOFFACT 

1. The Parties to this Consent Order 

15. Plaintiff U.S. Commodity Futures Trading Commission is an independent 

federal regulatory agency that is charged by Congress with the administration and enforcement 

of the Act, 7 U.S.C. §§ 1 et seq, (2012), and the Regulations promulgated thereunder, 17 C.F.R. 

§§ 1.1 et seq, (2013), 

16, Defendant Deanna Salazar Is currently incarcerated at FCI Vic!OJ'vllle Medium 

II, Victorville, California 92394, Salazar is the owner/manager of Life Plus and, through Life 

Plus, is the Manager of the joint venture BD Holdings, Salazar was registered with the CFTC as 

an Associated Person of various registered Introducing Brokers dul'ingthe period ofFebmai'Y 

2005 through March 2008. 

17. Defendant Life Plus Group, LLC is a Limited Liability Company organized in 

Wyoming and formed on July 7, 2007, During the relevant period here it was located at 56783 

' Free Gold Drive, Yucca Valley, Callfornla 92284, and was owned by Salazar. Life Plus has not 

been registered with the CFTC in any capacity and is not a financial institution, registered 

bt•oker-dealer (or their associated person), il1SUI'ance company, bank holding company or 

investment bank holding company. 

18, Defendant Blaclt Diamond Holdings Is a Limited Liability Company organized 

in Wyoming and formed on November 15, 2007. During the relevant period here it was located 

5 



Case 3:11-cv-00023-RJC-DCK   Document 132   Filed 06/24/15   Page 6 of 22

.... ·····c.c··"'···cc·· '-~~.ccc.c.c_._c.o···cc·"'-'''=·=--·=--·c;--=---cc--·=-=---=--=·--==--'-· -'-' "-'-'""-"'--'-"-'---'---"'="'-".c.c"-'-'==~~~'--'-:....:.....C·.=--cc•·cc-=--=---==--=--==;: 

at 56783 Free Gold Drive, Yucca Valley, California 92284. BD Holdings is a joint venture in 

which Simmons, Salazar and Coats, through their respective companies, are equal partners. 

Salazm', through het' company Life Plus, is the Manager of BD Holdings. BD Holdings has 

never been registet·ed with the CFTC in any capacity and is not a financial institution, registered 

broker dealet' (OJ' their associated person), insurance company, bank holding company or 

Investment bank holding company. 

2. Settling Defendants Fraudulently Solicited Customers to Trade Forex 
Throng!• Blacl< Diamond 

19. From at least Apl'i12007 through at least December 2009 ("relevant period"), 

Salazai·, Indivlduall, individual2, and lndividual3, acting through val'ious corporate entities, 

fraudulently solicited and/or accepted at least $35 million fi·om at least 240 customers for the 

purported purpose of trading, via the Black Diamond trading platform, a po0led Investment In 

connection with agreements, contracts, ot• transactions in off-exchange foreign currency 

("forex") that are mat·gined ot· leveraged. 

20. At least certain of these customers, if not all, were individuals who had total 

assets of less than $5 million. 

21. Individual I first solicited Salazar to invest in forex through Black Diamond 

Capital Solutions, L.L.C. ("BDCS") in April 2007, and subsequently entered into a joint venture 

with Salazar whereby she, acting through her company Life Plus, would market forex trading 

through BDCS to her customers. Individual! and Salazar would then spilt equally the joint 

venture's shat•e of profits achieved by any new customers brought to BDCS by Salazar. 

22. Individual! and Salazar subsequently solicited Indlvldual2 to invest in forex 

through BDCS in October 2007, and then entet·ed into a three-way joint venture with Individual 

2, whereby he, acting through his own corporate entity, would market lorex trading throttgh 
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BDCS to his customers, Individual I, Salazar, and lndividual2 would then split in equal thirds 

the new joint ventura's share of profits achieved by any new customers brought to BDCS by 

lndividual2. 

23. According to the joint venture agreement, the joint venture was to be conducted 

under the name BDCS; but later lndivlduall, Salazar, and Indivldual2 changed the name to 

Black Diamond Holdings ("BD Holdings"), Regardless, Individual 1, Saiazm·, and Individua12 

continued to usc the names BDCS, BD Holdings, and Black Diamond interchangeably in their 

forex materials, solic!Mlons, and communications with customers. 

24. Individ\1al 1, Salazar, and Individual2 jointly developed Black Diamond 

solicitation materials and provided them to the persons and entities they solicited. The Black 

Diamond solicitation materials used by Indlvlduall, Salazar, and Individual2 claimed that 

Black Diamond offered customers exclusive access to an automatic computerized trading system 

created by a group of software developers to trade forex, that the system had been n·ading forex 

fot' over 36 months, and that every month had exceeded the target of four percent gain per 

·month, One version of the materials pmported to show an actual three year trading history with 

consistently positive monthly returns, often In excess of ten percent, and a three year balance 

reflecting results of $194,340.37 on an initial $5,000 investment. 

25, The Black Diamond solicitation materials assured customers that the t·isk of 

trading forex thro~gh Black Diamond was limited beoa\lse automatic stop loss mechanisms 

would kick in should a customer's account ever drop ten percent (or, in some later versions, 

twenty percent) and would pt·event any ftuther trading without specific instructions from the 

customer. In addition, the materials assured customers that Black Diamond had no right to 
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deplete or withdraw customer funds at any time other than for the purpose of engaging In actual 

trading. 

26. To expand tho t·each of the Black Diamond scheme even farther, Salazar entered 

into "Co-Facilitator Agreements" with certain of het• customers. These agreements authorized 

others, so·called "Facilitators," to solicit customers to tt·ade forex thro11gh BDCS in exchange for 

a marketing service fee. If a Facilitator successfully solicited a customer to trade through BDCS, 

then Individual 1 and Salaza1· would futiher divide their portion of the customer's 11·adlng profits 

with the referring Facilitator. As a result of these Co·Facllitator agt·eements, the Black Diamond 

fraudulent scheme was extended to numet·ous individuals/entities across California, Colorado, 

Texas, and other states. 

27. In addition to the Black Diamond solicitation matel'ial described above, Salazar, 

directly or through her Facilitators, provided customers with a one-page trading agreement to 

sign. The lt·ading agreement provided that customers would pmticipate with both BDCS and 

Life Plus In a forex trading account held by BDCS at a third party brokerage, and provided for a 

percentage split (usually ranging from 50/50 to 60/40) of net profits between the acc01mt holder 

and Black Diamond/Life Plus. Salazar signed many, If not most, of these agreements as an 

officer ofBlack Diamond and Life Plus. Many, if not most, of Salazar's customers also 

completed an account information form wherein Salazar's name appeared on the signature line 

as an officer of Black Diamond as well as Life Plus. 

3. Settling Defendants !Vlisappropt•iated Customer Funds 

28.. The funds ofthe customers solicited by Salazar for investment with Black 

.Diamond were deposited either directly into bank accounts in the name ofBDCS controlled by 

Individual! or into bank accounts in the name ofSalazar and/ot• Life Plus. Ir the latter case, 
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Salazar then either wired the ftmds directly to bank accounts in the name ofBDCS controlled by 

Individual!, or had Individual l or agents of Black Diamond create bookkeeping records to 

reflect fictitious transfers offtmds from Salazar's Black Diamond trading account to the 

customet•'s Black Diamond tl·ading account. Funds flowed back from BDCS bank accounts 

either directly to Salazar's customers or through bank accounts in the name of Salazat' and/or 

Life Plus. 

29. IndividlJall never engaged in any trading offbrex on behalf of Black Diamond 

customers. In fact, the so-called system developers and the Black Diamond trading platform 

never existed. Instead of investing c\Jstomer funds Into a forex trading platform operated by 

Black Diamond as promised, Indivlduall misappropriated those funds to pay purported profits 

or to return principal to Black Diamond customers, These payments accounted for at least half 

of the money brought in to Black Diamond, Ol' appl'Oximately $19 million. 

30. Individuall also used at least $5.8 million in Black Diamond funds for cash 

withdrawals or to finance pet·sonal expenses for such things as real estate purchases and 

improvements, cars and lavish trips. In addition, Individual 1 used at least $2 million ofB!aok 

Diamond customer ftmds to stal1, advertise, and operate several side businesses. These side 

businesses were unrelated to the forex n·ading purportedly taking place through Black Diamond. 

31. Salazar's customers invested more than $7 million for the plJrpose of trading 

forex through Black Diamond. Of the more than $2 million Salazar received directly from 

C\lStomers, Salazar failed to send to Black Diamond approximately $1.5 million. Instead, she 

made or caused to be made bookkeeping transactions representing these customer deposits, with 

no actual transfer of funds taking place, keeping the actual funds for her personal use, 

Additionally, Salazar received more than $1.9 million in customer funds from Black Diamond, 
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returned only approximately $600,000 to customel's, and kept the remaining approximately $1.3 

million for her personal use. 

32. Salazar used the approximately $2.8 million in misappropl'iated Black Diamond 

customer funds fol', among other things, expensive personal trips'and the pUI'chase of more than 

$400,000 worth of vehicles, 

4. Settling Defendants Concealed Their Misappropriation With False Account 
Statements and Misrepresentations 

33. To conceal the lack oftt·ading and the misappl'opriation of customer funds, 

Indlviduall caused to be issued thl'Ottgh Salazar and other Black Diamond agents false monthly 

account statements to customers consistently showing overwhelmingly positive !'eturns fl'om 

their alleged forex trading, In fact, Black Diamond never reported a losing month. Salazar 

prepared or reviewed some or all of these account statements before issuing U'tem to her 

customers, then delivered, or caused to be delivered, and/or reported the results of such 

statements to her customers. Relying on the consistently profitable monthly account statements, 

Salazar's existing customers decided to remain invested and, in some cases, invested additional 

funds through Salazar. Additionally, prospective customers made the decision to invest In forex 

trading th!'ough Black Diamond tht·ough Salazar after hearing ofthe consistently profitable 

monthly returns to existing customers. 

34. By early 2009, Black Diamond and Individual 1 had insufficient funds to continue 

paying out customer withdrawal requests. Despite their lack of trading and lack of funds to meet 

customer demands, Black Diamond and lndivldua\1 continued to accept, and Salazat· continued 

to send, ot' caused to be sent, on behalf of her customers, additional funds from cmo·ent customers 

as well as funds fi·om new customers in an apparent effort to keep the fraudulent scheme going. 
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35. On March 19, 2009, Individual! sent an email to Salazar stating that Black 

Diamond would be shutting down for restl'ucturing and, therefore, would be liquidating all 

customer accounts. In the email, Individual! also stated that all accounts, including all forex 

trading gains, would be paid out. At that point, howeve1·, there was only approximately $600,000 

remaining in the Black Diamond bank accounts. The alleged plan for restructuring was the first 

in a sel'ies of excuses created by Individt1al 1, which were repeated by~ and, in some instances, 

crafted with the aid of~ Salazar to her customers to explain the failure to return funds to 

customers. These excuses included, but were not limited to, claims that: (1) the restructUI'ing of 

Black Diamond required several accounting reviews and multiple paymasters and accountants 

before funds could be retul'ned; (2) excessive withdmwalrequests by customel'S were causing 

delays in the return of funds; (3) a non-existent German llqu!dity provider by the name of Klaus 

was attempting to provide $120 million to Black Diamond to payout custotners and replace 

Black Diamond on the purported platform, but his alleged t1·ansfer of funds was ft·ozen by bank 

or regulatory procedures; ( 4) other bank interventions, such as banking requirements and 

restrictions, caused the Black Diamond accounts to be frozen; and (5) regulatory interventions by 

the Federal Reserve, the Treasury Department and the CFTC, for reasons unrelated to the 

operations of Black Diamond, purportedly l'esulted in the fi'i:ez!ng oftheir funds. 

36, Even as the excuses propounded by Individual 1 became more complex and 

outrageous, Salazar continued to fonvard these excuses to her customers as if they were her own 

or as If she had full knowledge of what was alleged in the excuses, Salazar, for example, made 

numerous assurances to her customers that a payout by Black Diamond would occur, resulting in 

a full return to c~stomers of their principal and interest from their Black Diamond investment, In 

fact, Salazar, ln an instant message exchange w!tl) Individual! in Jt1ly 2009, worked with 
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Individual 1 to draft the excuse they would provide to customers regarding the closing of Black 

Diamond and the unavailability of funds for withdrawals. 

37. Despite the complete laok of trading and mot·e than eight months of delays in 

returning the unaccounted-for funds, Salazar still claimed to her customers, through at least 

December 2009, that their funds would be t·eturped. Througho\tt this time, Salazar continued to 

issue, or caused to be issued, to het• customers monthly account statements through November 

2009 showing profitable results from Black Diamond's alleged fot·ex trading, 

5. Settling Defendants Continued to Misappropriate Funds Even When They 
Knew Blacl< Diamond Could Not Make Customer Payouts 

38. Even months after Black Diamond was unable to make any customer payouts, 

Salazar continued to accept additional funds for investment in Black Diamond and nevel' sent, or 

caused to be sent, those funds to Black Diamond for forex trading. Instead, Salazar kept, or 

caused' to be kept, those fimds on deposit in bank accounts and did not lnfol'm her customers of 

this fact. For example, dul'lng the summer of2009, Salazar took in approximately $130,000 in 

customel' deposits intended fot• the purpose of trading forex through Black Diamond. Salazar 

never sent these funds to Black Diamond; instead, the fimds were used, among other things, to 

pay her pel'sonal expenses. 

6. Salazar Controlled Life Plus and Was Its Agent 

39. During the relevant period, Salazar held herself out as the principal of Life Phts 

and was described as the owner ofLife Plus in various documents and communications. She 

controlled the bank accO\tnts opened and maintained in the name of Life Plus, She solicited 

customers to invest ln Life Plus for the purpose of trading forex through Black Diamond. She 

was also responsible for the content of the Life Plus account statements distributed to Life Plus 

m1stomers. 
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7. Salazar Was a Controlling Person ofBD Holdings and Was Its Agent 

40. Salazar was a controlllng person ofBD Holdings through he•· control of Life Plus. 

Salazar signed the joint venture agreement on behalf of Life Plus to be an equal one-third partner 

In BD Holdings, 

B. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. JUI•isdictlon and Venue 

41, This Comt has jurisdiction ove1· this action pmsuant to Section 6c of the Act, 7 

U.S.C. § 13a-1 (2012), which provides that whenever it shall appeal' to the Commission that any 

person has engaged, is engaging, or Is about to engage In any act o1· practice constituting a 

violation of any provision of the Act or any rule, regulation, OJ' order promulgated thereunder, the 

Commission may bring an action in the proper district comt ofthe United States against such 

person to enjoin such act OJ' practice, or to enforce compliance with the Act, or any rule, 

regulation or ordeJ' thereunder. 

42, The Commission has jurisdiction over the forex solicitations and transactions at 

issue In this action pursuant Sections 6c and 2(c)(2)(C) of the Act, 7 U,S,C. §§ 13a-1 and 

2(c)(2)(C) (2012). 

43, Venue properly lies with this Court pursuant to Section 6c(e) of the Act, 7 

U.S.C,§ 13a-l(e) (2012), because during the Relevant Period Defendants Salazar and Life Plus 

transacted business in this dlsn·ict and the certain ofthe transactions, acts, pt•actices, and courses 

of business in violation of the Act occuned within this District. 

2. Violation of Sections 4b(a)(2)(A)·(C) of the Act, 7 U.S.C, §§ 6b(a)(2)(A)­
(C) (2012): Fraud In Connection with Forex Transactions 

44. Salazal', Life Plus, and BD Holdings entered into transactions in foreign currency 

with persons who were not "eligible contract participants" as that term is defined in Section 
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la(12)(A)(xi) of the Act, 7 U.S.C. § la(l2)(A)(xi) (2012); therefore, pursuant to Section 

2(o)(2)(C)(Iv) ofthe Act, 7 U.S.C, § 2(c)(2)(C)(iv) (2012), Sections 4b(a)(2)(A)·(C) of the Act, 7 

U.S. C.§§ 6b(a)(2)(A)·(C) (2012), apply io Salaza1·'s, Life Plus's, and BD Holdings's foreign 

. cunency tmnsactions "as if' they were a contract of sale of a commodity for future delivery. 

45. By the conduct described In paragraphs 19 through 40 above, Salazar, Life Plus, 

and BD Holdings cheated or defi·auded, or attempted to cheat or defi·aud, customers or 

prospective customers; wlllfillly made or caused to be made false reports or statements to another 

person; willfully deceived or attempted to deceive customers or prospective customers by, 

among other things, lmowingly or recklessly (i) fl'audulently soliciting ct1stomers and prospective 

customers to trade forex through Black Diamond; (ii) minimizing and falling to !\illy disclose the 

risks of trading leveraged forcx; (1!1) misrepresenting fot·ex tmding activity that purportedly 

occurred on behalf of their customers, as well as purported retums the customers would and did 

receive on their forex investments; (iv) misappropriating customer funds for persottai use; (v) 

failing to disclose that they were misappropriating customer funds; (vi) making and/or causing to 

be made and distributing statements to their cttstomers that contained false account values, false 

returns on investment and other false information; and (vii) misrepresenting that there wet·e 

sufficient funds on hand to retum all oftheir customers' principal, all in violation of Sections 

4b(a){2)(A)-(C) of the Act, 7 U.S.C. §§ 6b(a)(2)(A)-(C) (2012), 

46. Salazar controlled Life Plus and BD Holdings, directly or indirectly, and did not 

act in good faith or knowingly induced, directly or Indirectly, Life Pius's and BD Holdings's acts 

in violation of the Act; therefore, pursuant to Section 13(b) of the Act, 7 U.S.C. § 13c(b) (2012), 

Salazar is liable for Life Plus's and BD Holdings's violations of Sections 4b(a)(2)(A)-(C) of the 

Act, 7 U.S,C, §§ 6b(a)(2)(A)-(C) (2012). 
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47. The foregoing acts, omissions, and failures of Salazar occurred within the scope 

ofhet' employment, office, or agency with Life Plus and BD Holdings; therefore, pursuant to 

Section 2(a)(I)(B) ofthe Act, 7 V.S.C, § 2(a)(I)(B) (2012), and Regulation 1.2, 17 C.F.R. § I .2 

(2013), Life Plus and BD Holdings are each liable for Salazar's acts, omissions, and failures in 

violation of Sections 4b(a)(2)(A)-(C) of the Act, 7 U.S.C. §§ 6b(a)(2)(A)-(C) (2012). 

48. Unless restrained and enjoined by 'this Court, there is a reasonable likelihood that 

Salazar, Life Plus, and BD Holdings will continue to engage in the nets and practices alleged in 

the Complaint and in similar acts and pt•aotlces in violation of the Act. 

IV. PERMANENT INJUNCTlON 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

49. Based upon and in connection with the foregoing conduct, pursuant to Section 6c 

of the Act, 7 U,S.C. § 13a-1 (2012), Salazm, Life Plus, and BD Holdings are permanently 

restrained, er\lolned, and prohibited from directly or. indirectly violating Sections 4b(a)(2)(A)-(C) 

of the Act, 7 V.S.C. §§ 6b(a)(2)(A)-(C) (2012). 

50, Salazal', Life Plus, and BD Holdings are also permanently restrained, enjoined and 

prohibited from dlrec\Jy or indirectly: 

a. trading on ot· subject to the rules of any registered entity (as that tet'm is 

defined in Section 1a of the Act, 7 U.S.C. § Ia (2012)); 

b. entel'ing into any transactions involving commodity futures, options on 

commodity futul'es, commodity options (as that term Is defined In Regulation 1.3 (hh), 17 C.P.R. 

§ 1 .3(hh) (2012)) ("commodity options"), security futures products, swaps (as that term Is 

defined in Section 1a(47) of the Act, 7 U,S,C, § la(47) (2012), and as further defined by 

Commission Regulation 1.3(xxx), 17 C.P.R.§ l.3(xxx) (2013)) ("swaps"), and/or foreign 

15 

2 -RJC-DCK Document 112-1 Filed 12/02/14 Pa e 15 of 22 



Case 3:11-cv-00023-RJC-DCK   Document 132   Filed 06/24/15   Page 16 of 22

·:::·•.·· .. '''''''"C""I 

currency (as described in Sections 2(c)(2)(B) and 2(c)(2)(C)(i) of the Act, 7 U.S.C. §§ 2(c)(2)(B) 

and 2(c)(2)(C)(i) (20 12)) (''forex contracts") for their own personal accounts or for any account 

in which they have a direct or indirect Interest; 

c, having any commodity futures, options on commodity futures, commodity 

options, security futures pt"oducts, swaps, and/or forex contracts traded on their behalf; 

d. controlting or directing the trading for or on behalf of any other person or 

entity, whether by power of attorney or otherwise, in any account involving commodity flltures, 

options on commodity f\ttures, commodity options, security futures products, swaps and/or forex 

contracts; 

e. soliciting, receiving or accepting any funds fi·om any person for the 

purpose of purchasing or selling any commodity futures, options on commodity futures, 

commodity options, security futut'es products, swaps and/or forex contracts; 

f. applying for registt'ation or claiming exemption fi·om registration with the 

Commission in any capacity, and engaging in any activity t•equll'ing such registration or 

exemption fi·om registration with the Commission except as provided for in 17 C.F.R. § 

4.14(a)(9) (2013); and/or 

g. acting as a principal (as that term is defined in Regulation 3.1(a), 

17 C.P.R. § 3.l(a) (2013)), agent or any other officer or employee of any person (as that term Is 

defined in Section Ia of the Act, 7 U.S.C. § 1 a (2012)) registered, exempted from registration or 

required to be registet·ed with the Commission except as provided fot• in Regulation 4.14(a)(9), 

17 C.F.R. § 4.14(a)(9) (2013). 

16 
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V. RESTITUTION AND CIVIL MONETARY PENALTY 

A. Restitution 

51, Salazar shall pay restitution in the amount of $5,112,687 ("Restitution 

Obligation") in accordance with the Cl'ltninal ordm· In the matter styled United States v. Deanna 

Ray Salazar, Case No. 3:10-cr-00244-RJC-DSC (W.O. NC), 

B. Civill\1onetm-y Penalty 

52. . Settling Defendants shall be jointly and severally liable for, and shall pay, a civil 

monetary penalty of six million dollars ($6,000,000), within ten (10) days of the date of entry of 

this Order ("CMP Obligation"), plus post-judgment intel'est. Post-judgment interest shall accrue 

on the CMP Obligation beginning on the date of entry of this Consent Order and shall be 

determined by using the Treasury Bill rate prevailing on the date of entry of this Consent Order 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1961 (2006), 

53. Settling Defendants shall pay their CMP Obligation by electronic funds transfer, 

U.S. postal money m·der, certified check, bank cashier's chock, or bank money order. If payment 

is to be made other than by electronic funds tt'ansfer, then the payment shall be made payable to 

the Commodity Futures Trading Commission and sent to the address below: 

Commodity Futures Trading Commission 
Division of Enforcement 
ATTN: Accounts Receivables· AMZ 340 
E-mail Box: 9-AMC-AMZ-AR-CFTC 
DOTIPANMMAC 
6500 S, MacArthur Blvd. 
Oklahoma City, OK 73169 
Telephone: (405) 954·5644 

54. If payment by electronic funds transfer is chosen, Settling Defendants shall 

contact Nikki Gibson or her successor at the address above to receive payment instructions and 

shall fully comply with those instructions. Settling Defendants shall accompany payment of the 
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CMP Obligation with a cover letter that identifies the paying Settlh1g Defendant and the name 

and docket nuinber of this proceeding. Settling Defendants shall simultaneously transmit copies 

of the cover letter and the form of payment to the Chief Financial Officer, Commodity Futures 

Trading Commission, Three Lafayette Centre, 1155 21st Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20581. 

55. Any acceptance by the Commission of partial payment of Settling Defendants' 

CMP Obligation shall not be deemed a waiver of Settling Defendants' obligation to make further 

payments pursuant to this Consent Order, O!' a waiver of the Commission's right to seek to 

compel payment of any remaining balance. 

56. Settling Defendants shall not tmnsfer, ol' cause othe1·s to transfer, funds or other 

property belonging to Settling Defendants to the custody, possession, or control of any members 

of their family or any other person or entity for the purpose of concealing such funds from this 

Court, the Commission, or any office!' appointed by this Court. 

VI, MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

57. Notice: All notices required to be given by any provision in this Consent Order 

shall be sent certified m~il, return receipt requested, as follows: 

Notice to Commission: 

Attention ·Director ofEnforcement 
Commodity Futures Trading Commission 
Division of Enforcement 
Three Lafayette Center 1155 21st Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 205 81 

All such notices to the Commission shall reference the name and docket number ofthis action. 

58. Change of Address/Phone: Until suoh time as Settling Defendants satisfy in full 

their Restitution Obligation and CMP Obligation as set f01th in this Consent Order, they shall 

18 
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provide written notice to the Commission by certified mail ofany change to their telephone 

number and ma11lng address within ten (1 0) calendar days of the change. 

59. Entil'e Agreement and Amendments: This Consent Order incorporates all of the 

te1•ms and conditions of the settlement among the parties he1·eto to date, Nothing shall serve to 

amend or modify this Consent Orde1' in any respect whatsoever, unless: (a) !'educed to writing; 

(b) signed by all pmiies hereto; and (c) approved by order ofthis Court, 

60. Invalidation: If any provision of this Consent Order or the application of any 

provision or ch·cumstance is held invalid, then the remainder of this Consent Order and the 

application of the provision to any other person or circumstance shall not be affected by the 

holding. 

61. Waiver: The failure of any party to this Consent Order or of any customer at any 

time to require performance of any provision of this Consent Order shall in no mannel' affect the 

right of the party or customer at a later time to enforce the same or any other provision of this 

Consent Order. No waivet· in one or more instances ofthe breach of any provision contained in 

this Consent Order shall be deemed to be or construed as a ftuther Ol' continuing waiver of such 

breach or waiver of the breach of any other provision of this Consent Order. 

· 62. Continuing Jul'isdiction of this Court: This Coutt shall retain ]\lfisdiction of this 

action to ensure compliance with this Consent Order and for all othet• purposes related to this 

action, including any motion by Salazar, Life Pilts, and/or BD Holdings to modify, or obtain 

relieffrom, the tetms ofthis Consent Order. 

63. Injunctive and Equitable ReliefProvisions: The injunctive and equitable relief 

provisions of this Consent Order sha11 be binding upon Settling Defendants, upon any person 

under thelr authorlty or control, and upon any person who receives actual notice of this Consent 
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Order, by personal service, e-mail, facsimile or otherwise insofar as he or she is acting in active 

conceit or partidpatlon with Settling Defendants, . 

64, Autho1·ity: Salazar hereby warrants that she is the owner and Principal of Life 

Plus and that she is duly empowet·ed to sign and submit this Consent Order on behalf of Life 

Plus, Salazar fmther warrants that Life Plus is the Manager ofBD Holdings and that, through 

her position as owner and Principal of Life Plus, she is duly empowet·ed to sign and submit this 

Consent Order on behalfofBD Holdings, 

65. Counterpatts and Facsimile Execution: This Consent Order may be executed in 

two ot' more counterparts, all of which shall be considered one and the same agreement and shall 

become effective when one or mOl'e counterparts have been signed by each ofthe patties hereto 

and delivered (by facsimile, e-mail, or otherwise) to the other party, it being understood that all 

pa1ties need not sign the same counterpat't. Any counterpart or other signature to this Consent 

Order that is delivered by any means shall be deemed for all purposes as constituting good and 

valid execution and delivery by such party of this Consent Order. 

66, Settling Defendants understand that the terms of the Consent Order are 

enforceable through contempt proceedings, and that, In any such proceedings they may not 

challenge the validity of this Consent Order. 

There being no just reason for delay, the Clerk of the Court is hereby directed to enter 

this Consent Order of Permanenlli!J'unollon, Civil Monet my Penalty, and Other Equitable Relief 

Against Defendants Deanna Salazm·, Life Plus Group, LLC, and BD Holdings, LLC, 
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ITIS SO ORDERED on this2iday of~::-.Lj_V:__:_:fl_:CJ:___~--• 201~ 

CONSENTED TO AND APPROVED BY: 

Defendants: 

Date: /[NIH 

~-9J¥y 
Date: J I Hjlt{: 

21 

Plaintiff: 

Commodity Futures Trading Commission 
1155 21st Street, N.W, 
Washington, D,C, 20581 
202"418"5000 
202"418"5987 (facsimile) 
aedelman@cfto.gov 
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Approved as to form: 

~~ ~=- -.---··~' 

B¥n H. Biebel' 
GrayRobinson 
1221 Brickell Avenue, Suite 1600 
Miami, Florida 33131 
Attorney for Defendants Deanna Salazar and 
Life Plus Grou , LLC 
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