
A Manufactured Crisis 

 

The Setup: A Bitter Rivalry 

For years, a private lawyer named Shane Heskin from White and Williams fought Par Funding 

in court and lost every time. To finally "win," he went around the normal court system and fed a 

story to Amie Riggle Berlin at the SEC. He convinced her that Par Funding was a "sham" that 

did not do any real background checks or underwriting on its merchant cash advances. 

 

EXHIBITS –  

 

Declaration of Norman Valz on 8/11/2020 (Par Funding in-house counsel) almost 2 weeks 

after Par Funding was put into Receivership on 7/28/2020: 

 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 
 



 



 
 

 

Proof: See email correspondence between Amie Berlin and Shane Heskin 

 

-Before the Ex-parte Motion was filed against Par Funding on 7/28/2020, Shane Heskin 

emailed all the lying Merchant Declarants one big joint email /blanket questionnaire 

regarding Par Funding’s Underwriting process on 7/6/2020.  He then forwards to Amie 

Berlin at the SEC who did not perform her own independent investigation which is her 

duty before bringing a case like this. Any lawyer knows that when a declaration is being 

written it must be done individually, not by an opposition attorney. Also, if she had done 

her own investigation instead of ex-parte sneaking, she would know that all the declarants 

were lying. But she did not because the TRUTH did not matter!!!!!!!: 

 



 

 
 

 



 
 

 

The Defendants filed a motion on 8/14/2020 DE-148 DEFENDANTS’ JOINT OPPOSITION 

TO A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION and included Norm Valz’s Declaration as an exhibit. 

 

-8/15/2020 at 3:04AM Amie Berlin sends the following email to Shane Heskin her de facto 

prosecutor with the attached filing DE-148. Berlin is reaching out to try and cover up this 

mess. What she should have done is cleared it up and dropped the case because of FRAUD 

ON THE COURT! 

 

All of this would be fine if Amie berlin did her own independent investigation. But SHE 

DID NOT. She should have known they lied! The ends do justify the means. The ends 

matter and the means matter because they were all lies.  



;  

 



 

The Method: The "Lies on Paper" 

Heskin brought the SEC a group of merchants who were in debt to Par Funding. He got them to 

sign Declarations—sworn statements—claiming that Par Funding never visited their businesses. 

These merchants had a huge incentive to lie.  And Heskin had a huge incentive to conspire 

because if he settled the Par Funding debt for these merchants he would have stood to make 

millions in contingency fees. If Par Funding were shut down for fraud, the merchants would not 

have to pay back millions of dollars in advances. 

 

EXHIBITS – See False Merchant Declarations where they lied under oath, and the Par 

Funding On-Site Inspection as proof: 

 

 

LIE: NO ON-SITE INSPECTION 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



TRUTH: ON-SITE INSPECTION 

 

 

 
 



 

 



 
 

LIE: NO ON-SITE INSPECTION 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 



TRUTH: ON-SITE INSPECTION 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



LIE: NO ON-SITE INSPECTION 

 

 



 

TRUTH: ON-SITE INSPECTION 
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LIE: NO ON-SITE INSPECTION 



 
 



 
 

TRUTH: ON-SITE INSPECTION 



 

 



 
 

LIE: NO ON-SITE INSPECTION 



 
 

 

 

 

 

TRUTH: ON-SITE INSPECTION 

 



 

 



 
LIE: NO ON-SITE INSPECTION 



 
 

 

TRUTH: ON-SITE INSPECTION 

 



 
 

LIE: NO ON-SITE INSPECTION 



 
 

 

TRUTH: ON-SITE INSPECTION 



 

 



 
 

 

The Failure: The SEC’s Blind Eye 

If the SEC had acted as a "truth-seeking" body, they would have looked at Par Funding’s files 

first. They never issued a single subpoena; wells notice or even contacted any of Par Fundings 

counsel to confirm the Underwriting process.  

 

Their playbook was:  

A. get a warrant based on lies. 

B. get access to the homes and offices of the defendants.  

C. appoint ex-prosecutors as Receivers to find a crime.  

D. turn a simple disclosure case into a RICO. 

 

Inside those files were Metro Inspection reports and on-site photos proving that inspectors did 

visit the businesses. In many cases, the reports even listed the exact time and name of the 

merchant being interviewed. The SEC ignored this evidence and took shotgun Declarations from 

lying merchants crafted by Shane Heskin who lost in court on every case. 

 

The Trigger: The False "Probable Cause" 

The SEC took these false statements to a federal judge to get search warrants and an emergency 

freeze. Because the SEC is a government agency, the judge trusted them. Shouldn’t our 

government agencies be held to a higher standard? And shouldn’t they do their own independent 

research before ruining lives? 

Key Definition: Probable Cause 



In simple terms, Probable Cause is the "legal excuse" the government needs to search your 

home or seize your property. They must show enough evidence to make a reasonable person 

believe a crime was committed. In this case, part of that "evidence" was the group of perjured 

merchant statements.  

 

EXHIBIT – See Snippets from the TRO- (These are the lies they told and used to get search 

warrants so armed federal agents could raid private residences of Joe LaForte and offices 

of Par Funding based on the lying merchant declarations). 

 

This outrageous conduct by Amie Berlin, a federal prosecutor lying to a Federal Judge is 

the real crime! And to this date none of the lying merchants or the people who conspired 

were ever questioned or brought to justice for the damage that they have caused!  

 

 
 



 

 



 

 
 

 

 

The Execution: The TRO and the Receiver 

The judge, believing there was an emergency, signed a TRO. 

 

Key Definition: TRO (Temporary Restraining Order) 

A TRO is a high-speed emergency order. It is often done "ex-parte," meaning in secret. It acts 

like a "Pause Button" that freezes everything instantly. 

 

The TRO did three devastating things: 

1. Froze everything: Every bank account, business or personal, was locked. 

2. Appointed a Receiver: A group of prosecutors were put in charge of the company with 

no financial experience. 

3. Killed 100 Jobs: The Receiver immediately fired the entire staff, ending 100 careers in 

one day. 



 

 

The Conclusion: No Lies, No Case 

The SEC has admitted that the "lack of underwriting" was the thrust of their case. This means 

that without those merchant declarations claiming there were no inspections, the SEC would 

never have had the "Probable Cause" they needed. That is why if you read the emails from 

Heskin to his Declarants he tells them to “Hurry”! This proves they had to hurry up. This proves 

that the SEC did not do their own independent investigation.  

 

If the merchants had not lied, and if the SEC had done its job to check those lies, this could have 

potentially been avoided. Every bank in the country receives a subpoena for documents 

particularly when they have attorneys in house and major firms on the payroll. It is 

mystifying that Par Funding never received a single letter prior to the raid of homes and offices. 

There would be no raids, no frozen accounts, and 100 people would still have their jobs today. 

The entire "emergency" was built on a foundation of perjury. 

 

 

 


