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Plaintiff, Boston Mega Praise, Inc., seeks to

De
of

endants for misrepresentation, breach of contrac
1

VI.G.L.A. Ch. 93A, and breach of Implied Cove

|
(1) The Plaintiff, Boston Mega Praisg, Inc., is a

(2) The Defendant, Phil Thompson, has a usual
Boulevard, Kissimmee, Florida. |
. I

Th}mpson and Faith Collective, LLC (hereby “Defe

recover damages and other relief from Phil
ndants’i), for its claims against said

L, unfaix;' and deceptive practices in violation
t of Good Faith and Fair Dealing,

PARTIES

Massacjhusetts Corporation, located at 1208
VFW Parkway #101, Boston, Suffolk County, Massachusetts 02132

place of business address at 1850 The Oaks

|

(3)-Faith-Collective, LLC is.a duly organized Li
address at 4616 South Ellis, Suite 38, Chicago

JURISDIC

mited Liability Company having a business
, [llinois 60653.
|

1ON

of business in Suffolk County, Mass
exceeds Fifty Thousand ($50,000.00

b) Jurisdiction is in the Commonwealth

a) Jurisdiction is in Suffolk County Superior Court as the Plaintiff has a usual place

achusetts, and the amount of controversy

) Dollaﬁ's.

223 A pursuant to|| M.G.L.A. Section

of Massachusetts pursuant to M.G.L.A. Ch
3, as th? Defendant transacted business in the
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omission which occurred in this Co

I
f | FACT

(4) On or about January 4, 2023, Faith Collecti
Thompson, entered into and signed an event
with Boston Mega Praise.

artist clients careers. lf
_.-b) Phil Thompson is a professional sing]
following, who is originally from the
become a major audience attraction i

¢) Said event agreement stated and com
Thompson, would perform and sing

: Worcester, Massachusetts 01608, for
sponsored by the Plaintiff.

d) The said event agreement bound Phi
to all terms, obligations, ;ilnd conditig

(5) Boston Mega Praise, Inc., was the promoter
and the event itself.

(6) On or about January 17, 2023, the Plaintiff,
Thousand ($4,000.00) Dollar deposit on acc
contractually agreed performance.

(7) Boston Mega Praise, Inc., upheld its end of
Thompson in its said event promotion and a|

a) On or about January 16, 2023, Bosto
recording, producing, printing, distri
materials for the June 9, 2023 event
and informational materif:;l on Defen
advertising purposes for his appearas

i a) Faith Collective, LLC is a talent man

Commonwealth of Massa:bhusetts andl moreover caused a tortious injury by act or

onwelalth.

, LLCian agent and representative of Phil
agreement on behalf of said Phil Thompson

gement company authorized to handle their
|

er and s'ongwriter of renown with a national

Boston, Massachusetts area, who has

h the Boston area market,

|

mitted that on June 9, 2023, Defendant Phil

1t the DECU Center, 50 Foster Street,

a forty-five (45) minute set at an event

b
|

Thompson to entertain at said event subject
ns set 1i'orth in said agreement.

of Phil Thompson’s appearance at the event

Boston iMega Praise, Inc., paid a Four
bunt to iPhil Thompson toward his

he agreement, listing and highlighting
Hvertising.

n Megd Praise began creating, designing,
buting, Ia.ncl disseminating promotional

at DCU' Center, which included audio, visual,
dant Phil Thompson for marketing and

\ce at said event.
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b) Onor about January 16, 2923, Bosto

h Mega Praise began promoting the event

with Salem Media Group - running rpdio adyertisements.

I
¢) On or about January 17, 2023, Bosto
with Headliner Phil Thompson on so

(8) Boston Mega Praise Inc. further upheld its e
- rental cars, and lodging accommodations for
" | contractually agreed to do.

(9) In fulfillment of its obligations pursuant to s
promoting said event incurred considerable ¢

(10)

(11)

(12)

1 MegalPraise began promoting its said event
bial media.

d of the agreement by purchasing airfare,
Defendant Phil Thompson, as it had

|

: i : )
hid agreement, Boston Mega Praise Inc., in
sosts and expenses.

a) Relying on Phil Thompson as the main attraction, Boston Mega Praise Inc.

b)

+ said Thompson would entertain on June 9,
incur costs exceeding Four Hundred Thousa

event, Boston Mega Praise was first informg
before the event date of June 9, 2023), that I[’hil Thompson chose not to appear and
perform as agreed at said DCU Center event.

said DCU Center event was that Faith Colle

. same date, and allegedly upon realizing said
deliberately and capriciously chose the othe
Mega Praise Inc., Worcester event.

maintained their reserved venue spac
Massachusetts, for the event.

Boston Mega Praise, Inc., in reliance
agreement that Phil Thompson woulg
event booked and fulfilled Phil Thon
travel itinerary, hospitality/lodging,
flight and car rental) etc. .

Boston Mega Praise, Inc., also utilizg
photos specified and approved by Th

The false assurances made by Faith ¢

¢ at the DCU Center in Worcester,

on Phil Thompson and Faith Collective’s

1 appear and perform at its June 9, 2023,
pson’s'required technical and music needs,
dvertising, transportation methods (including

bd promotions specified (with videos and
ompson and Faith Collective, LLC).

Jollectiye on behalf of Phil Thompson, that
023, caused Boston Mega Praise Inc., to
d ($40|0,000.00) Dollars or more.

On or about April 26, 2023, three (3) months after Plaintiffs promotion of said

Faith Collective’s alleged reason for

d by Faith Collective (less than two months

not following through with Phil Thompson at
ctive ha:d double-booked Thompson, for the
error Piaith Collective and Phil Thompson

r event in Atlanta, Georgia rather than Boston
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13) Phil Thompson and Faith Collectlve 3

vere 1nv01ved in the promotion of the

Atlanta event before notlfymg Boston Mega iralse Inc of the alleged double booking

and Phil Thompson’s improper damaging re
Boston Mega Praise’s Worcester event.

a) On or before April 26, 2023 the Insta
Counsel, “@rccgfpe,” the entity hosti

Worcester DCU Center event by Bos}

o event with Phil Thompson on fliers.

(14) Faith Collective absurdly !efmd inadeq}
it would return the prior tendered Four Thou
Boston Mega Praise had made on account o
to ignore and evade obviously resulting subs
caused to occur as a result of Phil Thompsor
to headline said DCU Center event.

(15)
I had lost its headliner causing disappointing
" Hundred Thousand ($400,000.00) Dollars.

COUNT

Breach of C¢

sal to honor his contract to appear at the
\

bram account for RCCG Family Praise
ng the Atlanta event in conflict with the
on Mega Praise Inc., posted the Atlanta

hately a:ssured Boston Mega Praise Inc., that
sand ($4,000.00) Dollar contractual deposit,
Phil Thompson’s engagement thus seeking
tantial damage Plaintiff would be thus

’s refusal to honor his contractual obligation
|

Boston Mega Praise has thus been czlused to suffer great damages as said event

ales and financial loss exceeding Four

) |
ntract

(16) Plaintiff repeats and realIe!ges the pre
incorporates the same herein by reference.

(17) Plaintiff and Defendant Faith Collect
Defendant Phil Thompson, entered into a sig
behalf of said singing artist, Defendant Phil

(18) The event agreement entered into by
behalf of headliner Defendant Phil Thompsc
and entertain at the Boston Mega Praise eve
DCU Center on June 9, 2023, pursuant to thl
agreement on January 4, 2023.

a) Defendant Phil Thompson deliberatg
DCU Center event and, in failing to
4,2023. |

vious sections hereof 1 through 15 and

ive, LUC, the duly authorized agent of
med event agreement on January 4, 2023, on
Thompson.

Faith Collective, LLC as agent for and on
n, specliflcd that Phil Thompson was to sing
nt scheduled at Worcester, Massachusetts

e terms and conditions set forth in said

l
ly refused to and failed to so perform at said
do so, breached the said agreement of January
\




Plaintiff. : s

Dollars.

together with the late notlce of hi$ intent not

contract with Plaintiff,

COUNT

(21) Plaintiff repeats and realleges previo
incorporates same herein by reference.

Inc., event of June 9, 2023, at Worcester, M
terms and conditions set forth in the agreem
Plaintiff would rely thereupon.

(23) Plaintiff in relying on Defendant Phi
Faith Collective agreement that Phil Thomp

 its great expense and in purchasing all contr
requirements. Unfortunately, Defendant Phi
failed to appear and perform as required by

with the intent that Plaintiff would so rely o
did rely on said representations in promotin|
as a main attraction at said event all to Plain

a) Said agreement was breached when
. to said agreed-upon event, for the all
' had double-booked Phil Thompson,

foreseeable damages and constitutes a bad fa

agreement by listing and featuring, Phil Tho

!
|
:

(19 Pursuant to said agreemenlt on January 4, 2023, Plaintiff was to and did promote
said event with Defendant Phil Thompson as|the main attraction at a great cost to

i

a) Despite Plaintiff’s demanc'l_', Defendarts have failed to reimburse Plaintiff's said
damages caused by them exceeding Hour Hundred Thousand ($400,000.00)

(20) The failure of Defendant Phil Thompson to deliberately and maliciously honor
said contract of January 4 2023, by appearir

g at the DCU Center on June 9, 2023,
to do so caused Plaintiff reasonably

I
ith material breach of Defendant’s said

II

Misrepresentation

s sections hereof 1 through 20 and

(22) Defendants Faith Collective, LLC and Phil Thompson deliberately misrepresented
to Plaintiff that Phil Thompson would perfos

m and entertain at the Boston Mega Praise
1ssachuisetts’s DCU Center subject to the
>nt of January 4, 2023 with the intent that

|

| Thompson’s commitment to so appear and
son would so appear honored its end of the
mpson on its promotions and advertising at
hctual Phil Thompson travel and lodging
Thompson breached said agreement and
said agreement.

(24) Defendant Faith Collective, had represented that Phil Thompson would so appear

N Defendant’s said representation. Plaintiff
o and felatuxing Phil Thompson’s appearance
E:iff‘ s great damage.

Defend;ant Phil Thompson failed to show up
eged reason that Defendant Faith Collective
and despite Defendant’s promise to Plaintiff,




close to the date of said ev!ent.

(25)
perform,

L26|) Plaintiff detnmentally relied on Defe
Plaintiff suffering substanitial ﬁnancml damay

COUNT
Breach of Implied Covenant of G

chose to arbltranly follow through Wi
knowing the obvious great ; and forese
inclusive of but no:t limited'to at the b

Because of the assurance made to Pla

“relied on the promise that Phil Thompson wo

failure to attend in breach of the event agreer]
and ‘advertising costs by listing Phil Thompsg

th anoth'er event rather than Plaintiff’s
pable damage that Plaintiff would suffer
bx office in losing its main attraction so

ntiff by Defendants, Plaintiff detrimentally
uld show up to the June 9, 2023, event and

ndants’ I‘misrepresentation, which resulted in
res dueito Defendant Phil Thompson’s
nent, Plaintiff suffered a loss of promotional

dn on its promotions.

[11
pod Faith and Fair Dealing

27)
incorporates same herein by reference.

covenant of good faith and fair dealing.

(30)
Thompson entered into said contract pursu

. performance. |

(3D Plaintiff provided Defendants proma
(32)
Anthony’s Pier Four, Inc. v. HBC Assoc.’s.,

(33) The covenant of good falth and fair ¢
! anything to destroy or injure the rlghts of the
quotmg Drucker v. Roland Wm. Jutraas Ass

(28) Plaintiff and Defendants entered into
2023. | ¥
- |
|
(29) Defendants, Phil Thompson and Faif]

Plaintiff repeats and realleges previols-sectiq)ns hereof 1 through 26 and

a valid:event agreement dated January 4,
|

1 Collective, LLC owed Plaintiff the implied

Plaintiff, Boston Mega Praise, Inc., and Defendant Faith Collective, LLC and Phil

y

Defendant Phil Thompson with advertising and promotions for said Defendants’

t to which Plaintiff was required to provide

tional services pursuant to said agreement.

The covenant of good faith and fair dealing is implied in every contract

583 N.E.2d. 806, 821 (1991).

lealing Imeans that neither party will do
e other party arising out of the contract. Id,,
oc.”s., ?48 N.E.2d. 763 (1976).
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(34)
26, 2023, when Defendant Faith ColIectlve al
their agreement that Defendant Phil Thompsg
at Worcester, Massachusdus DCU!Center

35) Plaintiff relied on the assurances mad
|and between Plaintiff and Defendants.

Plaintiff, in its promotional efforts, re

appearance and performance at the cg
|

Plaintiff, in its travel and Iedging pur

Thompson’s appearance and perform|

a)
b)

Plaintiff, in its coordination of techni
on the obligation of Phil Thompson’s
event.
d) Plaintiff, in its rental of the DCU Cer
Phil Thompson’s appearance and per

(1
(36) Plaintiff’s promotional plelns and fin
damaging Plaintiff’s financial goals and reas

37 Defendants’ repudiation of their mat
their contractual agreement implied extreme
booking was deliberate rather than accidentg

(38) Thus, Defendants” bad faith action cg
Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing.

Defendants breached the 1mp11ed covenant of good faith and fair dealing on April

nd Defendant Phil Thompson repudiated
n woulf:l perform at the agreed-upon event

e in thei agreement dated January 4, 2023, by

lied on the obligation of Phil Thompson’s

ntracted event.
|

Chases, Jrelied on the obligation of Phil
ance at the contracted event.

pal and audio equipment at the event, relied
appearance and performance at the contract
ter in Worcester, relied on the obligation of

formance at the contracted event.

cial cemmitments were negatively

n
impacted, by Defendants? repudi'Tl'tion, up u.jlil and including the day of the event, further

onable expectations.

crial obligations four months after executing

bad faith by Defendants and that said double
1.

)nstitutflzd a breach of Defendants’ Implied

e Court assess Plaintiff’s damages and enter

WHEREFORE Plaintiff requests that this Honorab

1dgment for said damages against the said Defenfants.

ajt

v
Truste

COUNT]
Constructive

i
I
|
e

(39) Plaintiff repeats dnd reallfei:ges previ

. Incorporates same herein by reference.
! ' |

cT.ls sections hereof 1 through 38 and




! i

9,2023 at the DCU Centef. ||
| i

performed at an Atlanta-based ev{:nt onthes
DCU Center.

enrichment through said breach.

(45) Defendants profits and realized gains

the benefit of Plaintiff as compensation for t}

COUNT]
Unfair and Deceptive Practicein V

| |
(40) Defendants agreed for Deféndant Phil Thompson to perform at said event on June

ame da;lr Defendant agreed to perform at the

(41) Defendants failed to honor fthe agreen%:rllt, and Defendant Phil Thompson

(42) Defendants were unjustly enriched by breaching their agreement with Plaintiff
and performing at another event on the contracted day with Plaintiff.

| |
(43) Defendants’ failure to honor their corpmitment at the said event caused Plaintiff to
suffer damages exceeding'; Four Hindred Thqusand ($400,000.00) Dollars.
|

{44) ~ Defendants breached their fiduciary duty owed to Plaintiff and realized unjust

from the Atlanta event should be placed ina

constructive trust with the Defendants as corlstructive trustees, to hold those profits for

ne da.mr:]lges inflicted.

J
Vv
mlatioq| of M.G.L.A. Ch. 93A

|
(46) Plaintiff repeats and realleges previo
incorporates same herein by reference.

47 Defendants engaged in trade and con
Law 93A Section 11.

(48) Under the date of January 4, 2023, P

doubtful as to whether Defendants even inte

entertainer and as a person who 'Fayould draw
" sales. ! o

is sections hereof 1 through 45 and
|

|

1merce within the meaning of Mass, Gen.

Jaintiff entered into an event agreement with

Defendants, which requi'red Plaintiff to promote, through advertising materials,
Defendant Phil Thompson’s appearance at the DCU Center on June 9, 2023, for which
Plaintiff incurred considerable costs in upholding its end of said agreement, while its

ded to honor said agreement.

(49) Defendants knew or should have known that Plaintiff was relying on Phil
Thompson’s commitment to appear at said DCU Clemer event even though Defendants
-+ were aware or should have been'aware that Plaintiff would and had expended
f considerable funds prorq'oting Déalfendant Thompsolll’s said appearance as a leading

large a;udience resulting in substantial ticket




WH

Ay Award PLAINTIFF single damages relief;

-
o

f

multiple damages and legal fees as a result.

|
'
j |

b) Award PLAINTIFF double damages;
¢) Award PLAINTIFF triple damages;

d) Award PLAINTIFF attorney’s fees and costs;

Plaj

.
l:
]

i
|

50) Defendant Phil Thompsonl Is failure to{ honor his commitment to perform at said
event was detrimental to Plalntlff ﬁnanc1ally causing Plaintiff to suffer damages
exceeding Four Hundred Thousand ($400,000.00) Dollars.

TSI) Actions committed by Defendants were such that would shock the conscience of a

hardened businessman. The resultmg damaggs to Plamtlff constitute unfair and deceptive
practices within the meaning of Mass. Gen. Ilaw Ch. 93A and Plaintiff is entitled to

|
EREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully req}}ests that this Court:

e) Award PLAINTIFF such further relief as thg court may deem appropriate.

ntiff Claims A Jury Trial For All Triable Issues fn The Within Matter.

. Boston Mega Praise, Inc.
By Its Attorney,
|

(‘4@4&/, 9 ’Q_ d

Herbert S. Coheén, Esq.
BBO#089180

COHEN LAW GROUP
500 Commercial Street
Suite 4R

Boston, MA 02109

(t): 617.523.4552

(H): 617.723.9211
hscohenlaw(@email.com



