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Instead of conducting a fair, impartial investigation—or issuing a standard subpoena 
and Wells Notice to Par Funding’s in-house counsel—SEC Senior Trial Counsel Amie 
“Rigged It” Riggle Berlin decided to do an end around the proper judicial system. She 
outsourced the government's investigative duties to a compromised private attorney 
named Shane Heskin. 
 
This is the hallmark of a two-tiered, rigged justice system: unelected bureaucrats 
colluding with liberal operatives to destroy a legitimate enterprise. 
 
The SEC’s Illegal Outsourcing 
Federal law and ethical guidelines strictly prohibit the SEC from delegating its 
investigative authority to private adversaries who have a financial stake in the outcome. 
Under the Administrative Procedure Act (APA) and the Standards of Ethical Conduct for 
Executive Branch Employees (5 CFR Part 2635), government attorneys must maintain 
strict impartiality. You cannot have a private, conflicted attorney act as a de facto 
prosecutor to gather unverified evidence. 
 
Furthermore, the SEC’s own internal rules regarding the delegation of authority (17 CFR 
Part 200) were recently exposed as being so poorly overseen that the agency had to 
revoke the power of rogue staff attorneys to unilaterally launch investigations, returning 
that power to the full Commission. But during the Par Funding witch hunt, Amie Berlin 
operated unchecked, using ex-parte communications to collude with Heskin and build a 
house of cards. 
 
The Compromised Informant 
If the SEC had done a shred of due diligence on Shane Heskin, they would have found 
a deeply disturbing history. Heskin was previously convicted of filming teenage girls, 
resulting in a prison sentence for sexual misconduct and endangering the welfare of a 
child. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Exhibit: LA Times News Article 

 

 
 
 



 
 
(For full disclosure, his record was expunged, though it is unknown what levers he or his 
family pulled to make that happen. The SEC likely saw he was a member of the Bar 
Association and looked the other way, thirsty for a conviction.) 
 
Heskin’s Failed Legal Crusade 
Heskin tried to create a cottage industry out of convincing merchants who took lawful 
cash advances that they were actually "victims." His strategy was simple: sue multiple 
advance companies with baseless RICO and usury claims and then try to extract a 
quick settlement. 
 
The problem for Heskin? It is a widely accepted legal fact that merchant cash advances 
(MCAs) are the purchase of future receivables at a discount, governed by factoring 
laws—not banking or loan laws. His theories were just that: baseless theories that the 
courts consistently rejected. 
 
When Heskin targeted Par Funding, Joseph LaForte refused to settle. Heskin took his 
phony cases to court, and he lost. Having lost in the proper judicial system, Heskin 
found a willing buyer for his lies in Amie Berlin and the SEC. 
 
 
 
Exhibit: Declaration of Norman Valz  



 



 



 



 
 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 
 
 
 
 
(To put this in perspective, the global MCA industry is valued at roughly $20.99 billion. It 
is highly regulated and mainstream. Heskin's crusade was an attempt to reverse-
engineer a takedown of an entire industry for a quick payout.) 
 



The 3:00 A.M. Panic 
When the Valz declaration was filed on the docket, it systematically disproved 
everything Heskin had fed to the SEC about Par Funding. What did Amie Berlin do? 
She did not launch an independent federal review. Instead, she panicked and emailed 
Heskin for help at 3:00 A.M., begging for answers. Heskin eagerly replied, asking if she 
needed him to draft a "counter declaration." 
 
Exhibit: Email from Amie Berlin to Shane Heskin at 3am when she saw Norman 
Valz’s Declaration filed on the record disproving everything Heskin told her about 
the MCA industry and Par Funding 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Fraud on the Court: The Perjurious Declarations 
When Berlin needed "victims" to build her Temporary Restraining Order (TRO) and SEC 
complaint, she relied entirely on Heskin. Heskin blasted an urgent group email to the 
merchants he represented, spoon-feeding them the answers needed to claim Par 
Funding had a faulty underwriting process. 
 
Exhibit: Blanket email with Subject: “CBSG Underwriting Questions” from Shane 
Heskin to all the lying Par Funding merchants he represented to absolve them of 
their debt and contractual obligations. He then forwards their replies to Amie 
Berlin at the SEC to help her build her case.  
 

 



 
 



 
 
 
The SEC took these declarations and pasted them directly into the TRO and the official 
complaint. The SEC never interviewed these merchants. They never asked Par Funding 
to provide proof of their first-in-class underwriting. They just let Heskin suborn perjury. 
 
Consider this: Par Funding successfully funded over 17,000 deals since 2011. Are we 
really supposed to believe that the only merchants who had a problem with the 
underwriting process just happened to be Shane Heskin’s clients? 
 
As it turns out, every single one of these declarations was demonstrably fraudulent. 
 
 
 



Flexogenics: Sean Whalen claimed under penalty of perjury that no on-site inspection 
was performed. The truth? Metro Inspections performed a detailed site inspection. 
 
Exhibit: Declaration of Sean Whalen claiming no on-site inspection 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Exhibit: Flexogenics on-site inspection performed by Metro Inspections 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Fleetwood Services: Robert and Pamela Fleetwood claimed no on-site inspection was 
conducted. 
 
Exhibit: Declarations by Robert and Pamela Fleetwood claiming no on-site 
inspection 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Exhibit: Fleetwood Services on-site inspection performed by Metro Inspections-
The owner, Robert Fleetwood was interviewed during the inspection. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Sunrooms America: Michael Foti claimed no on-site inspection was performed. 
 
Exhibit: Declaration of Foti claiming no on-site inspection.  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Exhibit: Sunrooms America on-site inspection performed by Metro Inspections- 
The owner, Michael Foti was interviewed during the inspection. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



American Billiards: Joseph Pucci claimed no on-site inspection was performed. 
 
Exhibit: Declaration of Joseph Pucci claiming no on-site inspection 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Exhibit: American Billiards on-site inspection performed by Metro Inspections- 
The owner, Joseph Pucci was interviewed during the inspection. 
 
 

 
 

 
(For a full list of perjury, see Exhibits in DE-663) 
 
 
 



One merchant, a lawyer named Amos Jones, later admitted in a call with defense 
counsel Alan Futerfas (who previously represented Donald Trump Jr.) that he signed the 
declaration under false pretenses. He stated that had he known it was being used as 
evidence in a federal SEC case, he never would have signed it. 
 
The Absurd "Default Rate" Theory 
Heskin also fed the SEC a completely fabricated theory regarding Par Funding's default 
rates. Heskin claimed the default rate could not be low because of the number of 
Confessions of Judgment (COJs) filed against merchants in default. 
 
This defies basic Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP). If a merchant 
borrows $100,000 for a payback of $140,000, and defaults after paying back $120,000, 
Par Funding has still made a $20,000 profit. Filing a judgment for the remaining balance 
does not suddenly turn a profitable deal into a loss. If finance companies were allowed 
to write off unrealized gains as total losses, they would never pay a dime in taxes. Yet, 
the economically illiterate SEC adopted this theory as gospel and dumped it straight into 
the TRO. 
 
Rewarding the Liars 
In a fair system, merchants who commit perjury to get out of paying their legal debts 
would face prosecution. In this rigged system, they were rewarded. 
 
The court-appointed Receiver took the estate's money and handed Shane Heskin a 
massive $490,000 "settlement"—completely separate from the contingency fees his 
clients were already paying him. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Exhibit: Proof of Heskin reward in DE-2206-1 pg. 9 of 17 - F.  
 

 
 
Worse yet, the Receiver ignored the binding contracts, personal guarantees, and COJs, 
absolving the lying merchants of millions of dollars in debt. They even cut bonus checks 
to the perjurers. The Fleetwoods, for example, received an additional $60,000 
payout on top of having their debt erased! 
 
Exhibit: DE-2206-1 pg. 9 of 17 - E.  
 

 
 
 
Exhibit: Settlement Agreement DE 2206-1 on 4/3/2026 of Heskin clients/Par 
Funding merchants absolved of debt by the Receiver! 



 



 

 



 

 
 
 
Conclusion 
This was not a federal investigation; it was a coordinated heist. The SEC outsourced its 
authority to a deeply compromised lawyer who lost in state court, resulting in a TRO 
built entirely on perjury and financial illiteracy. It is time for the Receiver, the SEC, and 
Shane Heskin to answer for this collusion. The American people are waking up to this 
playbook, and the fraud on the court can no longer be ignored. 
 


