
Corruption at the SEC: The Sham Depositions That Should Have Ended the 

LaForte Case 
 

We have been bringing you the truth for a long time now, and I am sure you have found yourself 

wondering: "What did the SEC have to say about their blatant lies when they were finally put 

under oath?" Well, the answer is as shocking as it is simple: they made sure the truth remained 

buried. 

 

In a move that reeks of sheer corruption, Amie "Rigged It" Riggle Berlin and the SEC legal team 

intentionally blocked the defense from getting the answers Joseph LaForte is entitled to under 

our Constitution. This is not just "lawyering"—it is a total violation of Due Process, and in any 

fair system, this case would have been dismissed immediately. 

 

What is a 30(b)(6) Deposition? 

 

For those who do not work in a courtroom, a 30(b)(6) deposition is one of the most important 

tools a defendant has. Usually, if you sue someone, you must explain why and show your 

evidence. In 30(b)(6), the organization (in this case, the SEC) is forced to designate a person to 

speak for the whole agency. This person is supposed to know the facts and be able to explain the 

evidence they are using to try and ruin a citizen’s life. 

 

It is the bedrock of a fair trial. If the government can sue you but refuses to explain what 

evidence they have, and we are not allowed to ask questions about the evidence, we no longer 

live in a free country. 

 

Chapter 1: The "Anglich" Disaster and The First Deposition 

The story begins with the SEC’s 30 (b)(6) witness, Raymond Andjich (also referred to as 

Anglich). After supposedly preparing for 40 hours, this witness could not answer basic questions 

about the case. On Page 58, Lines 16–22, he admitted he simply did not know the answers and 

suggested others would be "better suited" to answer. 

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Raymond Andjich Pg. 58, (Lines 16–22) 

  



 
 

But the real trouble for the SEC started when Alex Soto—LaForte’s SEC attorney, who spent his 

career at the SEC before going into private practice who knew exactly where the bodies were 

buried—began his examination. Soto’s questioning forced a different reality into the light: 

 

The Admission: On Page 21, Lines 21–25, Andjich admitted that the legal offering materials for 

the "agent funds" were not prepared by the defendants, but by an attorney named John Pauciulo 

at the request of fund managers like Dean Vagnozzi. 

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Raymond Andjich Pg. 21, (Lines 21-25) 

 



 
 

The Narrative Flip: As Soto exposed that the SEC had zero evidence that Par Funding directed 

Pauciulo to prepare those documents (Page 26, Lines 21–25), the SEC’s claim of a fraudulent 

scheme directed by Joseph LaForte began to vanish. The point is that the defense landed a major 

blow and had 7 more hours to defeat every single claim in the entire indictment. Aime Berlin 

started to panic, and her next move was so outrageous that every attorney that we have ever 

spoken to is completely mystified. 

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Raymond Andjich Pg. 26, (Lines 21-25) 



 
 

The "Second Inning" Shutdown: Outrageous Conduct by the SEC’s lead counsel, Amie 

Riggle Berlin. 

 

From a legal standpoint, what happened next is unheard of. This was testimony under oath. In 

the American legal system, there are no "re-dos." You cannot just say, "Oh sorry, the guy we 

picked doesn't know what he's talking about because the narrative he's giving doesn't fit the lies 

we've been telling for years." But that is exactly what they did. The minute the first blow was 

landed by the defense, Berlin who is a skilled attorney and completely corrupt went into 

complete panic mode.  

 

Here is the best analogy for our readers: 

Imagine starting a baseball game, and in the second inning, the manager realizes they are losing. 

The score is moving against them because the truth is coming out on the field. So, the manager—

Amie Berlin—keeps running onto the field, stopping play, and finally just cancels the entire 

game because she does not like the score. 

 

The Abrupt Cancellation: Once it became clear that the SEC’s own witness was validating the 

defense's narrative, Amie Riggle Berlin unilaterally stopped the deposition, claiming the witness 

just could not "regurgitate" his 40 hours of preparation (Page 59, Lines 3–11). 

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Raymond Andjich Pg. 59, (Lines 3-25) 

 



 
 

Berlin is so panic stricken that she offers to pay for the court reporters and offers to start the 7 

hours over again, and most importantly, which the defense lawyers found appropriate was that 

they would get another chance to depose someone who, as Amie Berlin states, worked on the 

investigation. The key words to our readers is “someone who worked on the investigation.”  The 

defense attorneys and LaForte agreed that this was the best course of action because they were 

1000 percent confident that the exculpatory evidence would rule the day. What we are about to 

witness next was completely shocking to the defense because the defense negotiated as part of 

stopping the deposition that Linda Schmidt will replace Mr. Andjich. 

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Raymond Andjich Pg. 61, (Lines 6-11) 



 
 

 

Chapter 2: The Bait-and-Switch (The Reneged Agreement) 

 

After Andjich was essentially kicked out by the prosecution because his testimony did not fit 

their lying narrative, the SEC and the defense had a clear agreement. The SEC was supposed to 

produce Linda Schmidt, a staff attorney who knew the facts of the investigation, to testify.  

I am sure that after Linda Schmidt, a staff attorney at the SEC reneged after seeing the powerful 

evidence the defense had proving the indictment should be dismissed. She was likely unwilling 

to perjure herself so the only move Amie Berlin and the SEC could make was to fly in a lifelong 

swamp creature from Regional, Elisha Frank to put out this massive fire. As good American 

citizens you should be asking yourself “Wait, wasn’t it part of the agreement and put on the 

record to deliver Linda Schmidt?”  The answer to that is yes, of course, and that would be the 

honorable thing to do, to keep your word, but they have no honor, their word means nothing, and 

they have a win at any cost attitude at the SEC.  

 

When the defense attorneys and LaForte were in side-bar discussing if they should let Andjich 

off the hook, LaForte agreed because he wanted someone from the SEC as is his Constitutional 

Right, in an educated detailed fashion to explain the indictment lodged against him which he 

knew was false from the beginning. LaForte was not looking for a cheap win. He was looking for 

the answers because he was so confident in the evidence that proves his innocence.  



 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Raymond Andjich Pg. 60, (Line 25) and Pg. 61 (Lines 5-24) 

 
 



 
 

 

But the SEC reneged on that deal. In a classic bait and switch, they brought in a "big gun" lawyer 

from the regional office—a complete swamp creature named Elisha Frank. They did not bring 

her to provide facts; they brought her to clean up the mess and act as a professional stonewall. 

The SEC as a government agency, Amie Berlin, who is an officer of the court, promised on the 

record that if we agreed to cancel the deposition of Raymond Anjlich she would deliver Linda 

Schmidt. The bottom line is Berlin lied! She knew she was lying when she made the promise. 

This woman is willing to go to any measure to win! Even going as far as lying on the record. 

You must ask yourself if a skilled attorney was willing to lie while a court reporter is 

transcribing every syllable what is she willing to do behind closed doors in the halls of the 

Miami SEC office and prior to this indictment! This just proves she is a stone-cold liar and 

should never be trusted to work in a government agency that has the power to ruin people’s lives, 

steal their property and set the stage for incarceration potentially for life. 

 

Chapter 3: The Elisha Frank Stonewall 

When Elisha Frank took the stand, the SEC’s "Sergeant Schultz" routine ("I know nothing!") 

went into overdrive. On Pages 21-257 she claimed the SEC had no "personal knowledge" 

regarding the substance of the case.  

 

EXHIBIT: FRANK SAID THIS 42 TIMES-  



*SEE CHART BELOW WITH PAGE NUMBERS AND LINES TO REFERENCE IN 

THE DEPOSITION: 

 
 

So once again the SEC completely violated Joseph LaForte’s constitutional right to confront his 

accusers about the charges lodged against him. Think about the words, “she has no personal 

knowledge regarding the substance of the case.”  Why did she show up? Where did she think she 

was going? To McDonald’s? And it is not like she said it one time. She said it 42 times! Ms. 

Frank came as a fixer from the SEC hierarchy because they were in panic mode because they 

knew they had no case and they knew that finally after one year without discovery once the 

defense was able to digest it that they had serious issues.  

 

Instruction Not to Answer: Amie Berlin repeatedly used "privilege" to silence Frank. Across 

Pages 23, 25, 26, 55, and 118–120, she prevented the witness from identifying a single piece of 

evidence supporting the SEC's claims. 

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Elisha Frank Pg. 23, (Lines 6-9) 

*The full deposition is available for download, but we wanted to give our readers a quick 

look. And interestingly enough look at Mr. Soto’s response. 



 
 

 

The "Work Product" Excuse: On Page 108, Lines 5–8, Berlin claimed that simply identifying 

which parts of a document supported their claims was "work product." 

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Elisha Frank Pg. 108, (Lines 5-8) 



 
 

Chapter 4: Defense Counsel Calls Out the Corruption 

 

The defense team—Alan Futerfas, David Ferguson, and Alex Soto—did not stay silent during 

these charades. 

 

Alan Futerfas (Page 25): Futerfas pointed out the absurdity of the SEC’s position, noting that 

Berlin was taking up "50 percent of the time" with lengthy objections. He argued the defense was 

being denied their fair seven hours of testimony. 

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Raymond Andjich Pg. 25, (Lines 9-25) 



 
 

David Ferguson (Page 28): Ferguson stated for the record, "I've never seen anything like this.  

This isn't going to work," and suggested calling the judge immediately to stop the hypocrisy. 

David Ferguson is a 30-year veteran who is from North Carolina and has tried cases all over 

America saying he has never seen anything like this. That should tell you everything.  

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Raymond Andjich Pg. 28, (Lines 15-18) 

 



 
 

Alex Soto (Pages 33 and 34): Soto slammed the SEC’s instructions not to answer as 

"obstructionist." He noted that Berlin's tactics were designed to suggest answers to the witness 

and "unnecessarily prolong" the proceedings. 

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Raymond Andjich Pg. 33 (Lines 16-25) & Pg. 34 (Lines 1-16) 



 
 



 
 

 

Chapter 5: Amie Berlin’s "Rigged" Totals 

 

The most egregious part of this entire story was the way Amie Berlin functioned as a human 

shield. Her charades were a calculated theft of Joseph LaForte's rights: 

 

Stealing Time: In the second deposition, Berlin’s unilateral "outside the scope" objections 

accounted for nearly 60 pages of the transcript—meaning roughly 22.5% of the entire proceeding 

was nothing but the government refusing to answer. 

 

Coaching: Between Page 140, Line 6, and Page 150, Line 25, Berlin’s "speaking objections" 

were so frequent they effectively took over the deposition, signaling to the witness how to 

respond. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

EXHIBIT- Deposition of Elisha Frank Pg. 140, (Lines 6-13) 

 

 
 

 

A Higher Standard Abandoned: What the SEC Was Hiding 

 

This type of behavior is incredibly uncommon and deeply disturbing for a federal agency. The 

SEC is not a private law firm; it is a government body representing the United States of America. 

As such, they are supposed to be held to a higher standard of conduct. They are tasked with 

seeking justice, not winning at all costs by hiding the truth. 

 

So, what were they so scared of? We all know the answer. They feared the very evidence we 

have been exposing for the past month. They knew that if their witnesses were allowed to speak 

truthfully about the entire indictment and lack of oversight their entire house of cards would 

come crashing down. They acted like cornered animals because they knew the facts did not 

support their "outrageous accusations." And an indictment that destroyed lives, shut down Par 



Funding, took all the defendant’s assets to feed a corrupt Receiver, and lastly take Joseph 

LaForte’s liberty.  

 

Why This Case Should Have Been Dismissed 

When the government brings "outrageous accusations" and then refuses to identify the facts 

supporting those claims, the law is clear: Sanctions are required. Joseph LaForte’s motion rightly 

argued for dismissal because the SEC’s conduct was a "disrespectful refusal to provide 

discovery."  

**We are providing the Motion to Dismiss for your review.  

 

By blocking these answers, Amie Riggle Berlin made sure the SEC's lies remained buried where 

the public and the court could not see them. If the government can ignore the rules and hide the 

evidence and blatantly lie on the record about producing certain witnesses no American is safe. 

Joseph LaForte’s due process was not just stepped on—it was completely ignored by a system 

that decided the result before the first deposition ever started. To this day, the evidence still has 

not been tested in a court of law. And as we have pointed out in the prior postings when the 

AUSA in Philadelphia, PA brought its case, they stacked the deck and held LaForte’s wife 

hostage by indicting her with false charges to induce LaForte into a plea agreement to nail the 

coffin shut that this evidence would never be exposed.   

 

The Final Verdict: A System Rigged Against the Truth 

Despite the unmistakable evidence of fraud on the court and the blatant due process violations 

exposed in these transcripts, the outcome was as predictable as it was unjust. This motion for 

sanctions was denied by Judge Ruiz. This joined an extensive list of other denied motions—

including the Recusal Motions and Fraud on the Court Motions—all of which laid out the 

undeniable corruption and procedural abuse in this case. 

 

Readers, we beg you to read these documents for yourselves. We know they are long, and the 

legal jargon can be thick, but so is the corruption that Joseph LaForte has endured since July 

2020. He has been fighting these lies for years, facing a government agency that would rather 

break the rules than admit it has no case. 

 

Thank you for taking the time to examine this extensive piece and for standing with us as we 

continue to shine a light on the truth. 

 


