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IN THE UNITED STATES‘ DISTRICT COURT

sent 1 Filed 09/01/15 Page 4 of 15

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

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

Plaintiffs, Case #

V.

King’s Promotions, et. al.

Defendants,

15

Jury Trial Demanded

4914

=3

COMPLA

I. Jurisdiction & Venue

1. This court has jurisdiction over this civil actlon pursuant to 15 U

U.S.C. Section 15.

2. The events giving rise to the instant clair}ns and causes of ac

Counties of Chester and King of Prussia, }Pennsylvania making

District Court for the Eastern District of Ptelnsylvania the proper
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. Section 4 and 15 U.S.C. Section 15.

.S.C. Section and 15

tion occurred in the
the United States
venue for this action

3. This court also has jurisdiction under 28 U S.C. 1332, as the parties are completely

diverse in citizenship and the amount in controversy exceeds $75,0

II1. Plaintiffs

4. Plaintiff, Joey Intreiri, is the sole member éf Joe Eye Boxing Pr
citizen of the state of New Jersey with an address of 1022 Syca
Heights, NJ 08035.

5. Plaintiff, Joey Eye Boxing Promotions, LLC, 1s a corporation forme

Jersey with a business address of 1022 Sycan

6. Plaintiff, Joey Eye Boxing, LLC, is a state registered and licensed

the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

Each and every one of Joey Eye’s boxing shows are sanctioned by

Pennsylvania State Athletic Commission.

o

Plaintiff Joey Intreiri was former a partner 1n Xtreme Fighting Ex
owned by Defendant David Feldman.

10re Street, Haddon H

00.00.

ymotions, LLC and a
more Street, Haddon

d in the State of New
eights, NJ 08035.

boxing promotion in

and overseen by the

vents (XFE), which is




9.

10.

I11.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.
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Defendant David Feldman was formerly Joey Eye’s partner in Jo

times relevant to this Complaint.

Joey Eye Boxing has gone out of business due to the conduct of the

in this Complaint.

Defendants

Defendant Valley Forge Casino Resort is located at 1160 First Ave
PA 19406. ;

Defendant Chester Downs and Marina LLC Qreferred to in the bod;
Harrah's Casino) is located at 777 Harrah's Bfoulevard, Chester, PA

Defendant Joel Freedman is a resident of tHe Commonwealth of ]
principal place of business at 1160 First Avenue, King of Prussia, P

Defendant Joel Freedman was the President of Player Developn:
Casino at times relevant to this Complaint.

Defendant Joel Freedman held a similar p081t10n at Harrah’s Casi
to this Complaint.

1 Filed 09/01/15 Page 5 of 15

ey Eye Boxing at all

defendants described

nue, King of Prussia,

y of the complaint as
19018.

Pennsylvania, with a

A 19406.

1ent at Valley Forge

no at times relevant

Defendant Ron Bauman is an employee of Hﬁarrah’s Casino, with a business address of

777 Harrah's Blvd, Chester, PA 19013.

Defendant John/Jane Doe Owners of Chejster Downs and Ma
business is located at 777 Harrah's Boulevard, Chester, PA 19013.

Defendant David Feldman is the owner of Xtreme Fight Events
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania with his addjress located in Broom

Defendant David Feldman was, and currentl}y is, the unofficial En
for Chester Downs and Marina LLC at all tinjles relevant to this Co

rina LLC's place of

and a citizen of the
all, Pennsylvania.

tertainment Director

mplaint.

Defendant Jake Wagner was the official Director of Entertainment at Valley Forge

Casino Resort with his business address locaited at 1160 First Ave
PA 19406 during the time period relevant to this Complaint.

nue, King of Prussia,

Defendant Game Changer Promotions is either en entity or a ID/B/A owned by both

David Feldman and Jake Wagner.

King’s Promotions LLC a/k/a King’s Boxing is a boxing promotion

formed and existing

under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvanla with a business address at 440

Elm Street, Reading, PA.

Defendant Marshall Kauffman is a resident of the Commonwea
with a business address at 440 Elm Street, Reading PA.

1th of Pennsylvania,
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24.

25.

26.

Defendant John/Jane Doe Owners of Valley
located at 1160 First Avenue, King of Prussia

27.

28.
is located at 1160 First Avenue, King of Prus

29. The defendants are being sued individually ar

IV. Facts

Relevant Geographic Market

30. The relevant Geographic Market as it pertai

Region.

31. The Philadelphia Region is comprised of mtgltiple counties and t
outside the City of Philadelphia and include (Phester, Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania.

32. Plaintiffs’ Geographic Market is located in thejz Philadelphia Region
33. Both Harrah's Casino and Valley Forge Casirio are located in the Pl

|
34. All of the antitrust conduct that gives rise to the instant clain
defendants occurred in the Philadelphia Region.

Factual Allegations

35. David Feldman, King’s Promotions, Marsh.lglll Kauffman, and cz

employees employed by Valley Forge Casin
and in fact did, monopolize the boxing mark
Joey Eye Boxing going out of business.

36. By way of background, in October of 2010,
Hugo Immediato about putting on boxing sho

37. Mr. Intrieri later met with Mr. Immediat
agreement with Harrah’s Casino to do his fi
22, 2011.

Defendant Marshall Kauffman is an owner an
purpose of this pleading, Marshall Kauffman
member of King’s Promotion, LLC, is used synonymously with King

Defendant David Feldman is an owner and/or

sia, PA 19406.

1 Filed 09/01/15 P

who on information

partner in King’s Pro

, Chester, PA 19013.

Forge Casino Resort'
PA 19406.

Defendant John/Jane Doe Employees of Valley Forge Casino Reso

ins to the instant sui

|

1 .
b and Harrah’s Casin

et in the Philadelphi

plaintiff Joseph Intri

S

o

1d in their official caps:

ws at Harrah’s Casino.

age 6 of 15

d/or partner in King’'s Promotions. For the

and belief is the sole
s Promotions.

motions.

Defendant John/Jane Doe Employees of Chester Downs and Marina LLC's place of
business is located at 777 Harrah's Boulevard

place of business is

rt's place of business

acity.

t is the Philadelphia
ownships inside and

1 and King of Prussia

hiladelphia Region.

1s against all of the

18Ino executives and
0 have conspired to,
1 region, resulting in

erl was contacted by

o in November of 2010 and reached an
rst boxing event at tﬂle casino on January




38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.
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This agreement entailed Harrah’s Casino giving Mr. Intrieri a cash payout for all of the
boxing shows Mr. Intrieri would hold at the casino in exchange for tickets and the

casino would provide him with a free venue for each event.

The cash payouts were rendered by check in Mr. Intrieri’s name.

Mr. Intrieri then partnered with David Feldman to hold his Joey
Harrah’s Casino in December of 2010.

Both Mr. Intrieri and Mr. Feldman agreed{ to a 50/50 partners
Boxing events that would take place at Harrah’s Casino.

Harrah’s Casino and its executives agreed to ‘give Joey Eye Boxing

the only boxing promotion who would do shows at its casino.
At the end of 2010, Mr. Feldman asked Mr. Intrieri to convince Hax
Feldman to do mixed martial arts events at the casino, though
Extreme Fight Events (XFE).

Mr. Intrieri did, and Harrah’s Casino allowed Xtreme Fight Ev
MMA event at its casino on March 11, 2011.

Xtreme Fight Events was a mixed martial arts promotion owned
Steve Vitelli prior to putting on shows at Harrah’s Casino.

After Harrah’s agreed to allow Xtreme Fight Events to hold its
casino, Mr. Feldman broke his partnership with Steve Vitelli
partnership that would give Mr. Intrieri a 30% financial interes
events that XFE held at Harrah’s Casino. Mr
in the events.

Harrah’s Casino and its executives agreed to
to be the only MMA promotion who would hold shows at its casino.

Eye Boxing shows at

hip on all Joey Eye

exclusive rights to be

rah’s Casino to allow
Feldman’x company

ents to hold its first

by Mr. Feldman and

MMA events at the
and entered into a

t in all of the MMA

. Feldman, retained the other 70% interest

give Xtreme Fight Events exclusive rights

Around this time, Mr. Immediato, who Joey Eye Boxing had a relationship with, was

replaced by Harrah’s Casino with Ron Bauman.

Wanting to assume complete control of the b
Mr. Feldman began to tell numerous casino
could disparage his reputation and get him re

officials lies about M

The first instance Mr. Intrieri learned about was a comment mad
executive Ron Bauman, where Feldman falsely informed Bauman

associated with organized crime.

moved from the casino.

xing and MMA events at Harrah’s Casino,

r. Intrieri so that he

e to Harrah’s Casino

that Mr. Intrieri was




51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.
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Mr. Feldman also informed Greg Sirb, the Executive Director of th

1 Filed 09/01/15 P

age 8 of 15

> Pennsylvania State

Athletic Commission, that Mr. Intrieri was associated with organized crime, and that he

ran illegal boxing promotions.

Mr. Sirb threatened to revoke Mr. Intrieri's promoter’s license and bar him from doing
any boxing events in the State of Pennsylvania if he found out that

There has been a serious rift between Mr. Int

Mr. Feldman never admitted to Mr. Intrieri t
these things to Bauman and Sirb.

However, numerous casino officials informed
person who stated this to Bauman.

rieri and Mr. Sirb eve

Mr. Intrieri that Fel

this was true.

r since this incident.

hat he started this rumor or that he stated

iman was in fact the

In February and March of 2013, Mr. Feldman also began holding boxing and MMA

events at Valley Forge Casino.

Mr. Feldman was able to obtain access to Va
a former executive, Joel Freedman.

However, Mr. Feldman’s agreement with H:
boxing and MMA shows at competing venues

irrah’s Casino forbid
in the market.

lley Forge Casino by making a payment to

him from putting on

Accordingly, Mr. Feldman partnered with Marshall Kaufman of King’s Promotions to

perform boxing shows at Valley Forge Casinol

Mr. Feldman also partnered with Rob Hayde;k of Cage Fury Fighting Championships to

perform the MMA shows at Valley Forge Cas

The above described arrangements and
contravention of Mr. Feldman’s agreement wi

INo.

shows held at Va
th Harrah’s.

lley Forge were in

Harrah’s Casino learned that Mr. Feldman breached his agreement and had a meeting

with him to discuss this.

At that meeting, Mr. Feldman convinced Hax}‘rah’s that his involve

ment with the Valley

Forge Casino events would not inhibit his ability to pull the same crowds he was pulling

in for the boxing and MMA events at Harrah’

As a result, Harrah’s gave Mr. Feldman permission to do whatex

events he wanted to at both casinos.

David Feldman now had exclusive access t

S.

Casino for all combat sporting events, including boxing and MMA.

ver boxing and MMA

o both Harrah’s Casino and Valley Forge

Moving forward, Mr. Feldman put on his boxing shows at the casinos through King’s

Promotions, which he is a partner in.
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67.

68.

Intrieri was not paying him money he wa
together Harrah’s and asked that the Casino
events directly.

69.

Mr. Bauman complied and all checks the cas

Mr. Feldman put on his MMA shows at the casinos through
Championships, which he is also a partner in.

Not long after the meeting, on or around March or April of 2013,
meeting with Ron Bauman, an executive at H

-

]

that point forward were paid directly to David Feldman.

70.

arrah’s Casino, and t
owed from the boxing events they did
pay him the payments for all future boxing

Cage Fury Fighting

Myr. Feldman had a
rld Bauman that Mr.

sino paid for Joey Eye Boxing events from

Victor Benscosme, a matchmaker for David Feldman and Xtreme Fighting Events, told

Mr. Intrieri that he was present during Feldman’s meeting with Ron Bauman and that
Feldman told Bauman that all checks for éhe boxing and MMA events at Harrah’s

Casino needed to go in his name because Mr/ Intrieri was extorting Feldman, with the

backing of organized crime, for his share of th;e income from those e

71.
Casino officials to answer or return his calls.

72.

73. Further, Mr. Feldman prevented Joey Eye

from putting on shows at Valley Forge.

This left David Feldman, through King’s Pr
shows in Valley Forge Casino and Hari
Philadelphia boxing market.

74.

Antitrust Allegations

75. The casino boxing events have become wildly popular and profital

J
\

Boxing, and all othe

vents.

After this began to happen, it was nearly impossible for Mr. Intrieri to get Harrah’s

Mr. Feldman eventually had Joey Eye Boxing completely banned from Harrah’s Casino.

r boxing promotions,

omotions, the exclusive provider of boxing
rah’s Casino, thereby monopolizing the

ble, so much that the

casinos are now the only viable venue to hold boxing promotions and combat sport

events in the Philadelphia region.

35. As a result, Valley Forge Casino and Harrah
Philadelphia region which are suitable to hol

s Casino are the only

d boxing shows.

venues located in the

76. David Feldman, through his company King’'s Promotions, and with the assistance of

casino employees / executives Jake Wagner, Joel Freedman, Ron B
the exclusive provider of boxing events at casinos in the Philadelph

auman and others, is
1a region.

77. King’s Promotions has been, and is currentl)‘f, the exclusive provider of boxing shows at

both Valley Forge Casino and Harrah’s Casin

0.




78.

79.
80.
81.
82.
Allegations Specific to Harrah’s Casino, Ki
Bauman, and David Feldman

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.
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Valley Forge Casino and Harrah’s Casino a;

re no longer holding

MMA events due to

another antitrust lawsuit, Ryan Kerwin v. Cage Fury Fighting Championships, et. al.,

No. 14-5159, wherein it is alleged that the ca
MMA market.

Due to this monopoly, Joey Eye Boxing has gone out of business be
perform boxing events at the casinos in the Philadelphia region.

However, Mr. Feldman, through King’s Prom

Further, Mr. Feldman, though King’s Promot‘?ions, and payments tg
maintains exclusive access to Sand’s Casino Resort.

This means King’s Promotions has exc
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania which holds

sino defendants have

combat sport events.

also monopolized the

cause its inability to

otions, continues to exclusively hold boxing
events at both Valley Forge Casino and Harrah’s Casino.

Joel Freedman, also

lusive access to every casino in the

David Feldman was, and still is, the unofficial Entertainment
Casino.

ng’s Promotions, Joel Freedman, Ron

Director of Harrah’s

Mr. Feldman maintains a physical office at Harrah’s Casino, and was given access codes

that are restricted for employees only.

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

When Mr. Intrieri was finally able to speak with someone from Harrah’s about his

removal, he was informed that he must go through Mr. Feldman.

Both Bencosme, and another XFE matchmaker named Helen Loc

‘ura, told Mr. Intrieri

that Feldman had informed them that he wagnted to terminate Intrieri’s involvement in
the boxing and MMA events at Harrah’s Ca:sino and that it was only a matter of time

before it happened.

By the middle of 2013, Mr. Feldman cut M:r Intrieri out of his 1
XFE MMA events at Harrah’s Casino altogether.

i
At some point, Mr. Feldman made a payment to Joel Freedman,
Harrah’s Casino, to secure and maintain Iﬁng’s Promotions’ ex

venue.

King’s Promotions, which David Feldman is a partner in, beca

exclusive provider of boxing shows at Harrah's Casino.

nvolvement with the

a former employee of
clusive access to the

yme and still is, the
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Allegations Specific to Valley Forge Casino,
Freedman, and David Feldman

91. Mr. Feldman also made a payment to Joel

King’s Promotions,

Freedman, an empl

Casino and Harrah’s casino, to secure and maintain King’s Promot

to the venue.

92. At all times relevant to this Complaint, Jake
at Valley Forge Casino.

At all times relevant to this Complaint, Mr. F
a business called Game Changer Promotions.

93.

94.

securing exclusive access to Valley Forge Casino.

95.
and other events, and Wagner was given a cu

96.
Feldman is a partner in, retained exclusive 1
events.

97. King’s Promotions became, and still is, the 3

Forge Casino.
V. Causes of Action
Count

Refusal to Deal - Clayton Act 15 U.S.C. Secti
1&2

98. The casino defendants in the case (Harrah's
and employees, have refused to deal with anjy
Promotions.

Mr. Feldman was given exclusive access to Valley Forge Casino t

vy other boxing promot;

t for the events Mr. Fe

ccess to Valley Forge

xclusive provider of ba

1

on 14/ Sherman Ac

and Valley Forge) as

99. All of the defendants listed herein have agr

eed in concert with or

Wagner was the Direg

eldman and Jake Wag

Jake Wagner, Joel

vyee of Valley Forge
ions’ exclusive access

tor of Entertainment

rner were partners in

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

b hold boxing events,
xldman held there.

Through this relationship, Mr. Wagner ensured that King’s Promotions, which David

Casino for all boxing

xing shows at Valley

t 15 U.S.C. Sections

well as their owners

ion other than King’s

1e another to restrict

the access of outside boxing promotions into these casino venues for the purpose of

substantially lessening or eliminating competition in the market in

100.These same agreements have restricted, an

and other boxing promoters like plaintiff from providing their gooc

public in a competitive manner.

101.The practices employed by all of the defendants in this regard r|

barrier to entry in the relevant market.

which they operate.

1 are likely to continue to restrict, plaintiff
Is and services to the

esults in an absolute
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Count 2

Essential Facilities Doctrine Violation - Sherman Act 15 U.S.

102.Defendants King’s Promotions, Marshall Kauffman, Jake Wagner
David Feldman have acquired "market" and "monopoly" power in p]

103.These same defendants have achieved a monopoly over the Casi
|
events in Pennsylvania and control 100% of the market in that rega

104.Boxing shows in the Central to Eastern Region of Pennsylvania ca
produced without using the essential Casino venues.

105.Failure to have access to these venues not only results in lower e
far as venue price and perks but prevents th‘ese promotions from ¢
of the ticket selling fighters that are necessary to fund the show
fighters will opt to fight for the promotions located in these Ca
promotions who do shows outside of these Casinos.

106.Plaintiff and the other boxing promotions who do not have access
their lucrative financial deals are not able to financially comp
product in the relevant market. They could e
and financial deals.

107.The defendant boxing promotions and defendant boxing promote
financially unable to continue to operate their boxing busines
venue deals and cash perks that they are currently given and woul
of business long ago without them.

108.These same defendants have denied and conspired to deny plaintif

promotions access to the Casino's they have monopolized and curr

s Casino & Valley For
Iman, Jake Wagner
me monopoly conspire

109.The casino defendants in this case (Harrah'
their owners and employees (Joel Freed
participated in and acquiesced in this very sa

110.The defendants have no justifiable reason for the denial of access
than to wipe out competition and restrict trade. Given the inex
fighters signed to exclusive deals with their company and the seve
monopolized it is impossible for them to arg}ue allowing plaintiff ¢

casinos would interfere with their ability to ﬂroduce their product t

Forge) could allow pl
interest. On the co
same regard as they

111.The defendant Casinos (Harrah's and Valley
facilities without affecting their own self
defendants would financially benefit in the

C. Sections 1 & 2

Joel Freedman, and
laintiff's region.

nos that host boxing
ird.

innot be economically

conomic feasibility as
btaining the services
s because these very
sinos and not in the

to these Casinos and
ete with Joey Eye’s

asily do so had they access to such venues

rs involved would be

ses without the free
ld they have been out

f and all other boxing
ently do business in.

ge Casino) as well as
, and others) have

T

to these venues other
haustible resource of
ral venues they have
qccess to one of these
o their customers.

aintiff access to these
ntrary, these casino
benefit from allowing
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the defendants boxing shows to take place t

112.There is no logical reason not to allow both plaintiff's boxing shows
Casinos other than to restrict trade to the

King’s Promotions shows to take place at the
benefit of King’s Promotions.

113.There is no regulatory oversight being condt

any agency that could compel the Casinos to

host his boxing shows there.
114.Plaintiff cannot duplicate these casino facilit

Count
\

1€8.

3

Attempt to Monopolize - Sherman Act 15 U.S.C. Secti

115.Defendants King’s Promotions, David Feldman, Jake Wagner,

icted or is capable of |
allow plaintiff and his business access to

here were they to allow plaintiff to do his
shows there under the same terms as they offered King’s Promotions.

5 and the defendants'

veing conducted from

ons1 &2

Joel Freedman, and

Marshall Kauffman have conspired and continued to conspire to monopolize the

essential facilities (Casinos) and resources o

f "ticket selling" and"]

professional” fighters

in the boxing industry under exclusive non compete deals in an attempt to restrict trade

and commerce and eliminate any competitior
in their relevant market.

1 or potential competi

tors that would arise

116.These two defendants have entered into numerous exclusive dealing contracts that

restrict trade and commerce in the their reles
trade and commerce in their relevant market

117.This conspiracy has resulted in these two de

vant market with the
They continue to con

fendants achieving do

"monopoly" power in the relevant boxing market.

118.This conspiracy has allowed both of them
prices considerably.

119.Both Casino defendants (Harrah's Casino

to control the releva

and Valley Forge) a

employees have participated in this very samje monopoly conspirac}

Mr. Feldman and Mr. Kauffman.
VI. Relief Requested

120.Compensatory damages against the defenda
excess of $150,000.00.

nts, jointly and sever

sole intent to restrict
spire to do the same.
minant "market" and

nt market and raise

nd their owners and
v being carried out by

ally, in an amount in

121.Punitive damages against the defendants, jointly and severally, in an amount in excess

of $150,000.00.

122.Statutory trebling of any compensatory dam

ages awarded in this ¢

ase.
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123.Pre-judgment interest.

124.A Permanent Injunction preventing the de
promote his boxing shows at the Harrah's and Valley Casino venue

125.A permanent injunction allowing plaintiff ithe same treatment
Forge Resort Casino and Harrah's Casino 1

offered to King’s Promotions / Extreme Fighting Events.

126.A trial by jury.

127.Any and all attorney fees, filing fees, costs

litigation of this lawsuit.

128.Any other relief plaintiff may be entitled t:
court deems necessary, just, and proper.

Respéctfully Submitted,

1
o that is not request

fendants from barring plaintiff access to

by

-

and access to Valley

inder the same financial deals that were

or other expenses related to the filing and

ed herein, which the

A. Jordan Rushie
PA 1d. 209066

2424 E York Street, Suite 316

Philardelphia, PA 19125
p. 215.268.3978
f. 215‘.525-0909

JRushie@Rushiel.aw.com

Attorney for Plaintiff, Joey

FEye Boxing, LLC
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Verification

1, Joey Inteiri, verify that the facts set forth|in this Complaint are true and correct
to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief. This statement ig made subject
to the penalties of Section 4904 of the Crimes Code (18 PA. C.8. § 4904) related to
unsworn falsification to authoritics, and 18 U.8. Code § 1621, rclated to perjury

generall
I —

. -
O e
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