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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUR 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLV IA 

Joey Eye Boxing, LLC, et. al. Civil Action 

Plaintiffs, Case# 

4914 15 
v. 

King's Promotions, et. al. Jury Trial Demanded 

Defendants, 

! 

COMPLAJINT 

I. Jurisdiction & Venue 

1. This court has jurisdiction over this civil action pursuant to 15 .S.C. Section and 15 
I 

U.S.C. Section 15. 

2. The events giving rise to the instant claiijns and causes of action occurred in the 
Counties of Chester and King of Prussia, I Pennsylvania makin~ the United States 

District Court for the Eastern District of Pen·:·i nsylvania the properlvenue for this action 
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. Section 4 and 15 U.s.q. Section 15. 

3. This court also has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 1332, as the p. rties are completely 
diverse in citizenship and the amount in cont~oversy exceeds $75,000.00. 

II. Plaintiffs 
i 

4. Plaintiff, Joey Intreiri, is the sole member ~f Joe Eye Boxing Promotions, LLC and a 
citizen of the state of New Jersey with an ~ddress of 1022 Sycabore Street, Haddon 
Heights, NJ 08035. 

5. Plaintiff, Joey Eye Boxing Promotions, LLC, is a corporation formed in the State of New 
Jersey with a business address of 1022 Syca~ore Street, Haddon eights, NJ 08035. 

6. Plaintiff, Joey Eye Boxing, LLC, is a state registered and license boxing promotion in 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. ! 

I 
! 

7. Each and every one of Joey Eye's boxing sh~ws are sanctioned bY1 and overseen by the 
Pennsylvania State Athletic Commission. 

8. Plaintiff Joey Intreiri was former a partner in Xtreme Fighting Events (XFE), which is 
' owned by Defendant David Feldman. 
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,i 

9. Defendant David Feldman was formerly Joey Eye's partner in Joey Eye Boxing at all 
times relevant to this Complaint. 

10. Joey Eye Boxing has gone out of business due: to the conduct of the efendants described 
in this Complaint. 

III. Defendants 

11. Defendant Valley Forge Casino Resort is loca!ted at 1160 First Ave ue, King of Prussia, 
PA 19406. ! I 

' I 

12. Defendant Chester Downs and Marina LLC ~referred to in the bod~ of the complaint as 
Harrah's Casino) is located at 777 Harrah's Bpulevard, Chester, P119013. 

13. Defendant Joel Freedman is a resident of th···e Commonwealth of f nnsylvania, with a 
principal place of business at 1160 First Aven!ue, King of Prussia, P 19406. 

I 

14. Defendant Joel Freedman was the Preside11.t of Player Development at Valley Forge 
I 

Casino at times relevant to this Complaint. , 

15. Defendant Joel Freedman held a similar pos,ition at Harrah's Cas['no at times relevant 
to this Complaint. ! 

16. Defendant Ron Bauman is an employee of Hlarrah's Casino, with a business address of 
777 Harrah's Blvd, Chester, PA 19013. 1 

17. Defendant John/Jane Doe Owners of Chester Downs and Marina LLC's place of 
business is located at 777 Harrah's Boulevard, Chester, PA 19013. 

18. Defendant David Feldman is the owner of Ktreme Fight Events and a citizen of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania with his add~ess located in Broomall, Pennsylvania. 

19. Defendant David Feldman was, and currently is, the unofficial Ejtertainment Director 
for Chester Downs and Marina LLC at all times relevant to this Co~plaint. 

20. Defendant Jake Wagner was the official D~rector of EntertainJent at Valley Forge 
Casino Resort with his business address lodted at 1160 First Avebue, King of Prussia, 

I 

PA 19406 during the time period relevant to ~his Complaint. 

21. Defendant Game Changer Promotions is either en entity or a 1 fB/A owned by both 
David Feldman and Jake Wagner. 

22. King's Promotions LLC a/k/a King's Boxing ~s a boxing promotiol formed and existing 
under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pe~nsylvania, with a bu iness address at 440 
Elm Street, Reading, PA , 

23. Defendant Marshall Kauffman is a residenit of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
with a business address at 440 Elm Street, R¢ading PA 
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24. Defendant Marshall Kauffman is an owner ald/or partner in KinJ Promotions. For the 

purpose of this pleading, Marshall Kauffman[ who on information hnd belief is the sole 
member of King's Promotion, LLC, is used sytlonymously with Kings Promotions. 

I 

25. Defendant David Feldman is an owner and/or partner in King's Pro otions. 

26. Defendant John/Jane Doe Employees of Ch!ester Downs and M rina LLC's place of 
business is located at 777 Harrah's BoulevarJ, Chester, PA 19013. 

I 

27. Defendant John/Jane Doe Owners of Valley !Forge Casino Resort' place of business is 
located at 1160 First Avenue, King of PrussiaJ PA 19406. 

I 

I 

28. Defendant John/Jane Doe Employees of Valley Forge Casino Reso t's place of business 
is located at 1160 First Avenue, King of Prus,ia, PA 19406. 

29. The defendants are being sued individually a~d in their official cap city. 

IV. Facts 

Relevant Geographic Market 

30. The relevant Geographic Market as it pertai.·ns to the instant suit is the Philadelphia 
Region. I 

! 

31. The Philadelphia Region is comprised of m*ltiple counties and tpwnships inside and 
outside the City of Philadelphia and include Chester, Pennsylvania and King of Prussia 
Pennsylvania. I 

: 

32. Plaintiffs' Geographic Market is located in the Philadelphia Region. 
! I 

33. Both Harrah's Casino and Valley Forge Casi:do are located in the Philadelphia Region. 

34. All of the antitrust conduct that gives ris~ to the instant claiJs against all of the 
defendants occurred in the Philadelphia Regibn. 

i 

Factual Allegations / 
! 

35. David Feldman, King's Promotions, Marshkll Kauffman, and c sino executives and 

:t:::t e::1::~o:li';;~: ~:~=g C~:~:ta;::i t~:;::;:d:l:~~to r~;oen,c~::~~~;:g ti~ 
Joey Eye Boxing going out of business. I 

36. By way of background, in October of 2010, /plaintiff Joseph Intri
1 

ri was contacted by 
Hugo Immediato about putting on boxing shojs at Harrah's Casinl 

37. Mr. Intrieri later met with Mr. Immediatp in November of 2910 and reached an 
agreement with Harrah's Casino to do his filrst boxing event at tfue casino on January 
22, 2011. 
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38. This agreement entailed Harrah's Casino giving Mr. Intrieri a cas 
boxing shows Mr. Intrieri would hold at tHe casino in exchang 
casino would provide him with a free venue fdr each event. 

39. The cash payouts were rendered by check in ~r. Intrieri's name. 

40. Mr. Intrieri then partnered with David FeldLan to hold his Joey 
Harrah's Casino in December of 2010. 

payout for all of the 
for tickets and the 

ye Boxing shows at 

41. Both Mr. Intrieri and Mr. Feldman agree1 to a 50/50 partners~ip on all Joey Eye 
Boxing events that would take place at Harra!h's Casino. / 

42. Harrah's Casino and its executives agreed to bve Joey Eye Boxing exclusive rights to be 
the only boxing promotion who would do shoJs at its casino. 

43. At the end of 2010, Mr. Feldman asked Mr. 1lirieri to convince Ha rah's Casino to allow 
! 

Feldman to do mixed martial arts events at the casino, though Feldman'x company 

Extreme Fight Events (XFE). I 

I 

44. Mr. Intrieri did, and Harrah's Casino allowed Xtreme Fight Ev nts to hold its first 
MMA event at its casino on March 11, 2011. / 

45. Xtreme Fight Events was a mixed martial Jrts promotion owned by Mr. Feldman and 
Steve Vitelli prior to putting on shows at Hat ah' s Casino. 

46. After Harrah's agreed to allow Xtreme Fight Events to hold its MMA events at the 
casino, Mr. Feldman broke his partnershib with Steve Vitelli and entered into a 
partnership that would give Mr. Intrieri a 130% financial intere~t in all of the MMA 
events that XFE held at Harrah's Casino. M~. Feldman, retained the other 70% interest 
in the events. 1 

I 

i 

47. Harrah's Casino and its executives agreed tol give Xtreme Fight Events exclusive rights 
to be the only MMA promotion who would hold shows at its casino. 

48. Around this time, Mr. Immediato, who Joe~ Eye Boxing had a r lationship with, was 
replaced by Harrah's Casino with Ron Bauman. 

49. Wanting to assume complete control of the blxing and MMA even~ts at Harrah's Casino, 
Mr. Feldman began to tell numerous casino I officials lies about r. Intrieri so that he 
could disparage his reputation and get him rJmoved from the casinl . 

. I 

50. The first instance Mr. Intrieri learned about was a comment ma e to Harrah's Casino 
executive Ron Bauman, where Feldman falsJly informed Bauman that Mr. Intrieri was 
associated with organized crime. 
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51. Mr. Feldman also informed Greg Sirb, the E:x!ecutive Director of th Pennsylvania State 
Athletic Commission, that Mr. Intrieri was aJsociated with organiz d crime, and that he 
ran illegal boxing promotions. I 

i 

52. Mr. Sirb threatened to revoke Mr. Intrieri's Promoter's license an bar him from doing 
any boxing events in the State of Pennsylvan~a if he found out that this was true. 

I 

53. There has been a serious rift between Mr. Int~ieri and Mr. Sirb eve since this incident. 

I 

54. Mr. Feldman never admitted to Mr. Intrieri that he started this ru or or that he stated 
these things to Bauman and Sirb. I 

55. However, numerous casino officials informedl Mr. Intrieri that Fel man was in fact the 
I 

person who stated this to Bauman. I 

56. In February and March of 2013, Mr. Feldll!l.I an also began holdirg boxing and MMA 
events at Valley Forge Casino. I 

I 

57. Mr. Feldman was able to obtain access to Va~ley Forge Casino by making a payment to 
a former executive, Joel Freedman. ! 

58. However, Mr. Feldman's agreement with H~rrah's Casino forbid him from putting on 
boxing and MMA shows at competing venues lin the market. 

I 

59. Accordingly, Mr. Feldman partnered with ~arshall Kaufman of rng's Promotions to 
perform boxing shows at Valley Forge Casinol 

I 

! 

60. Mr. Feldman also partnered with Rob Hayda,k of Cage Fury Fighting Championships to 
perform the MMA shows at Valley Forge Castno. I 

61. The above described arrangements and! shows held at Valley Forge were in 
contravention of Mr. Feldman's agreement wtth Harrah's. 

I 
62. Harrah's Casino learned that Mr. Feldman Jjreached his agreememt and had a meeting 

I 

with him to discuss this. ' 

63. At that meeting, Mr. Feldman convinced Hayrah's that his involvefent with the Valley 
Forge Casino events would not inhibit his abil,, ity to pull the same lrowds he was pulling 
in for the boxing and MMA events at Harrah'/s. 

64. As a result, Harrah's gave Mr. Feldman permission to do whatever boxing and MMA 
events he wanted to at both casinos. 1 

i 

65. David Feldman now had exclusive access tp both Harrah's Cas:i!no and Valley Forge 
Casino for all combat sporting events, includ:iing boxing and MMA. 

I 

66. Moving forward, Mr. Feldman put on his b~xing shows at the casinos through King's 
Promotions, which he is a partner in. I 
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67. Mr. Feldman put on his MMA shows at tlhe casmos through Cage Fury Fighting 
Championships, which he is also a partner in. 

68. Not long after the meeting, on or around March or April of 2013, Mr. Feldman had a 
! 

meeting with Ron Bauman, an executive at ~arrah's Casino, and tf.ld Bauman that Mr. 
Intrieri was not paying him money he was owed from the boxting events they did 
together Harrah's and asked that the Casino bay him the paymentJ for all future boxing 
events directly. I 

69. Mr. Bauman complied and all checks the cas.:ino paid for Joey Ey1 Boxing events from 
that point forward were paid directly to Davici Feldman. 

I 

70. Victor Benscosme, a matchmaker for David Feldman and Xtreme lighting Events, told 
Mr. Intrieri that he was present during Feldhian's meeting with Rf n Bauman and that 
Feldman told Bauman that all checks for the boxing and MMA events at Harrah's 
Casino needed to go in his name because M~. Intrieri was extortitlg Feldman, with the 
backing of organized crime, for his share oft~e income from those tent;;. 

71. After this began to happen, it was nearly iiupossible for Mr. Intirieri to get Harrah's 
Casino officials to answer or return his calls. I 

I 

i 

72. Mr. Feldman eventually had Joey Eye Boxin, completely banned frm Harrah's Casino. 

73. Further, Mr. Feldman prevented Joey Eye /Boxing, and all other boxing promotions, 
from putting on shows at Valley Forge. 1 I 

74. This left David Feldman, through King's Prbmotions, the exclusit provider of boxing 
shows in Valley Forge Casino and Hariah's Casino, thereBy monopolizing the 

I 

Philadelphia boxing market. I 
I 

Antitrust Allegations 
I 

I 
75. The casino boxing events have become wildly popular and profitable, so much that the 

casinos are now the only viable venue to hold boxing promotiohs and combat sport 
events in the Philadelphia region. I 

I 

35. As a result, Valley Forge Casino and Harrahis Casino are the only venues located in the 
Philadelphia region which are suitable to holU boxing shows. 

I 

76. David Feldman, through his company Kin~'s Promotions, and ith the assistance of 
I 

casino employees I executives Jake Wagner, .foel Freedman, Ron ~auman and others, is 
the exclusive provider of boxing events at cas~nos in the Philadelpblia region. 

77. King's Promotions has been, and is current!~, the exclusive providlr of boxing shows at 
both Valley Forge Casino and Harrah's Casino. 
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78. Valley Forge Casino and Harrah's Casino are no longer holding MMA events due to 
another antitrust lawsuit, Ryan Kerwin v. 9age Fury Fighting C ampionships, et. al., 
No. 14-5159, wherein it is alleged that the casino defendants have ~lso monopolized the 

I MMAmarket. 

I 

79. Due to this monopoly, Joey Eye Boxing has ~one out of business b]cause its inability to 
perform boxing events at the casinos in the Pµiladelphia region. 

80. However, Mr. Feldman, through King's Promltions, continues toe elusively hold boxing 
events at both Valley Forge Casino and Harr,h's Casino. 

I 

81. Further, Mr. Feldman, though King's Promo~ions, and payments t1 Joel Freedman, also 
maintains exclusive access to Sand's Casino Resort. 

! 
82. This means King's Promotions has exdlusive access to every casino in the 

I 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania which holds pombat sport events. 
i 
I 

Allegations Specific to Harrah's Casino, Ki.!ng's Promotions, Jrel Freedman, Ron 
Bauman, and David Feldman ! 

! 

i 

83. David Feldman was, and still is, the unofficial Entertainment Director of Harrah's 
Casino. I 

84. Mr. Feldman maintains a physical office at Ht~rrah's Casino, and w;as given access codes 
that are restricted for employees only. 

85. Mr. Feldman wears the same uniform as Harrah's executives during boxing events. 

86. When Mr. Intrieri was finally able to speJk with someone frml Harrah's about his 
removal, he was informed that he must go th~ough Mr. Feldman. l 

87. Both Bencosme, and another XFE matchm4er named Helen Lo9 ra, told Mr. Intrieri 
that Feldman had informed them that he wanted to terminate Intrieri's involvement in 
the boxing and MMA events at Harrah's Cakino and that it was bnly a matter of time 

I 

before it happened. ' 

88. By the middle of 2013, Mr. Feldman cut Mr.;. Intrieri out of his 1·1nvolvement with the 
XFE MMA events at Harrah's Casino altogetlier. 

I 

89. At some point, Mr. Feldman made a payme~t to Joel Freedman, r, former employee of 
Harrah's Casino, to secure and maintain King's Promotions' exclusive access to the 

I 

venue. 

90. King's Promotions, which David Feldman is a partner m, became and still is, the 
I 

exclusive provider of boxing shows at Harrah's Casino. 
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Allegations Specific to Valley Forge Casino, King's Promotions, Jake Wagner, Joel 

Freedman, and David Feldman 

91. Mr. Feldman also made a payment to Joel Freedman, an empl1yee of Valley Forge 
Casino and Harrah's casino, to secure and maintain King's Promot,·ons' exclusive access 

to the venue. I 

92. At all times relevant to this Complaint, Jake iW agner was the Dire tor of Entertainment 
at Valley Forge Casino. 

93. At all times relevant to this Complaint, Mr. Fleldman and Jake WaTner were partners in 
a business called Game Changer Promotions. 

1 94. Game Changer Promotions was formed and maintained for the purpose of Mr. Feldman 
I 

securing exclusive access to Valley Forge Casino. 

I 
95. Mr. Feldman was given exclusive access to Valley Forge Casino t? hold boxing events, 

and other events, and Wagner was given a ct for the events Mr. F<Jdman held there. 

96. Through this relationship, Mr. Wagner ensNred that King's Prati otions, which David 
Feldman is a partner in, retained exclusive ,ccess to Valley Forge Casino for all boxing 

events. I 

97. King's Promotions became, and still is, the e~clusive provider of boxing shows at Valley 
Forge Casino. I 

V. Causes of Action 

Count) 1 
I 

Refusal to Deal- Clayton Act 15 U.S.C. Section 14 /Sherman Act 15 U.S.C. Sections 

1 &21 
98. The casino defendants in the case (Harrah's I and Valley Forge) as well as their owners 

and employees, have refused to deal with any other boxing promot,·on other than King's 

Promotions. I l 
99. All of the defendants listed herein have agrled in concert with o, e another to restrict 

the access of outside boxing promotions into these casino venuJs for the purpose of 
substantially lessening or eliminating competition in the market i9 which they operate. 

100.These same agreements have restricted, an1 are likely to continJe to restrict, plaintiff 
and other boxing promoters like plaintiff frok providing their goo~s and services to the 
public in a competitive manner. I 

I 

101.The practices employed by all of the defendants in this regard r sults in an absolute 
I 

barrier to entry in the relevant market. I 

I 
I 
! 
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Count 2 
I 

Essential Facilities Doctrine Violation -,berm.an Act 15 U.S .. Sections 1 & 2 

102.Defendants King's Promotions, Marshall Kauffman, Jake Wagner Joel Freedman, and 
David Feldman have acquired "market" and "!monopoly" power in p aintiff's region. 

103.These same defendants have achieved a m4nopoly over the Casi os that host boxing 
I 

events in Pennsylvania and control 100% of t-p.e market in that regard. 

104.Boxing shows in the Central to Eastern Reglon of Pennsylvania ell nnot be economically 
produced without using the essential Casino tenues. 

105.Failure to have access to these venues not obly results in lower e onomic feasibility as 
far as venue price and perks but prevents thbse promotions from dbtaining the services 
of the ticket selling fighters that are necess/ary to fund the showls because these very 
fighters will opt to fight for the promotions located in these Ca~inos and not in the 
promotions who do shows outside of these cabinos. 

106.Plaintiff and the other boxing promotions who do not have access to these Casinos and 
their lucrative financial deals are not abl~ to financially com:Rete with Joey Eye's 
product in the relevant market. They could ~asily do so had they lccess to such venues 

and financial deals. I 

107.The defendant boxing promotions and defe~dant boxing promotjrs involved would be 

financially unable to continue to operate ~heir boxing businesses without the free 
venue deals and cash perks that they are cuJrently given and would they have been out 
of business long ago without them. i I 

108.These same defendants have denied and conlpired to deny plaintiJf and all other boxing 

promotions access to the Casino's they have rhonopolized and cur~ently do business in. 

109.The casino defendants in this case (Harrah'~ Casino & Valley FJge Casino) as well as 
their owners and employees (Joel Free~man, Jake Wagne11

, and others) have 
participated in and acquiesced in this very s~me monopoly conspir cy. 

I 

110.The defendants have no justifiable reason fdr the denial of access fO these venues other 
than to wipe out competition and restrict Jrade. Given the inex~austible resource of 
fighters signed to exclusive deals with their bompany and the several venues they have 
monopolized it is impossible for them to arJue allowing plaintiff ~ccess to one of these 
casinos would interfere with their ability to ~roduce their product ~o their customers. 

Ill.The defendant Casinos (Harrah's and Valle~ Forge) could allow pLntiff access to these 
facilities without affecting their own selfl interest. On the cd,trary, these casino 
defendants would financially benefit in the same regard as they I enefit from allowing 
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the defendants boxing shows to take place there were they to all@w plaintiff to do his 
shows there under the same terms as they off~red King's Promotiorls. 

112.There is no logical reason not to allow both I1

1

1laintiffs boxing show~ and the defendants' 
King's Promotions shows to take place at the Casinos other than t~ restrict trade to the 
benefit of King's Promotions. I 

! 

! 

113.There is no regulatory oversight being conducted or is capable of feing conducted from 
any agency that could compel the Casinos td allow plaintiff and His business access to 
host his boxing shows there. I 

i 
I 

I 

114.Plaintiff cannot duplicate these casino facilit~es. 
! 

Countl3 

Attempt to Monopolize - ShermaJ Act 15 U.S.C. Secti ns 1 & 2 
I 

115.Defendants King's Promotions, David Fel~man, Jake Wagner, Joel Freedman, and 
Marshall Kauffman have conspired and dontinued to conspire to monopolize the 
essential facilities (Casinos) and resources of "ticket selling" and"~rofessional" fighters 
in the boxing industry under exclusive non ctjmpete deals in an attf,mpt to restrict trade 
and commerce and eliminate any competitio~ or potential competitors that would arise 
in their relevant market. 

I 

116.These two defendants have entered into dumerous exclusive d aling contracts that 
I 

restrict trade and commerce in the their relevl' ant market with the sole intent to restrict 
trade and commerce in their relevant market. They continue to conspire to do the same. 

117.This conspiracy has resulted in these two delendants achieving doLinant "market" and 
I I 

"monopoly" power in the relevant boxing marfet. I 

118.This conspiracy has allowed both of them Ito control the relevant market and raise 
prices considerably. I 

i 

119.Both Casino defendants (Harrah's Casino 1and Valley Forge) and their owners and 
employees have participated in this very samie monopoly conspirac~ being carried out by 
Mr. Feldman and Mr. Kauffman. 

VI. Relief Requested 
I 

120.Compensatory damages against the defenda.
1

.

1 nts, jointly and severrlly, in an amount in 
excess of $150,000.00. I 

i 

121.Punitive damages against the defendants, j~intly and severally, in an amount in excess 
of $150,ooo.oo. I 

i 

122.Statutory trebling of any compensatory damkges awarded in this case. 
! 
I 
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123.Pre-judgment interest. ) 

124.A Permanent Injunction preventing the d~fendants from barr1g plaintiff access to 
promote his boxing shows at the Harrah's and Valley Casino venues. 

125.A permanent injunction allowing plaintiff lhe same treatment ~nd access to Valley 
Forge Resort Casino and Harrah's Casino ~nder the same financial deals that were 
offered to King's Promotions I Extreme Fight~ng Events. 

I 

126.A trial by jury. I 

127 .Any and all attorney fees, filing fees, costs br other expenses rel ted to the filing and 
litigation of this lawsuit. i 

I 
128.Any other relief plaintiff may be entitled tf that is not request d herein, which the 

court deems necessary, just, and proper. I 

RespJctfully Submitted, 

I 

l·7 
/f~_, 

I 

A Jotdan Rushie 
I 

PA Id. 209066 
I 

2424 E York Street, Suite 16 
I 

Philaµelphia, PA 19125 
p. 21f .268.3978 
f. 21~.525-0909 
JRushie@RushieLaw.com 

I 

I 

Attorly for Plaintiff, Joey Boxing, LLC 
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. Verification 

I, Joey Inteiri, verify that the facts set forthl in this Complaint ar true and correct 
to the best of my knowledge, inform~tion, ana. belief. This stateme~t is made subject 
to the penalties of Section 4904 of the Crim~s Code (18 PA. C.S. § 4904) related to 
unsworn falsifiqation to authorities, and 1& U.S. Code § 1621, ,elated to perjury 

gene~~·~') ------·~l-----"-·--
·' ~ I :;:.;·,_...__ ~ .. ---·-"'"""f 

___..... G?:C¢ ..__,...,.,_! 
i 

T00/100 ill 
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