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In the District Court 

 

 

 

 

Montgomery County, Texas 

 

 

 

 

284th Judicial District 

 

PLAINTIFF’S FIRST AMENDED PETITION AND REQUEST FOR 

DISCLOSURES 

 

Plaintiff Deborah Tomlinson files this First Amended Petition and Request 

for Disclosures against Defendants Chrisheena Shante McGee aka Christina Marius, 

Alonzo Canzater, Branded Asset Management Group, LLC, Sandy Bacon, First Title 

Inc., and 1st Allegiance Incorporated, and would show the Court as follows: 

I. 

DISCOVERY PLAN 

1. Plaintiff intends to conduct discovery in this case under Discovery 

Level 2 unless the Court issues a discovery control plan, in which case discovery 

shall be conducted in accordance with the Court’s discovery control plan. 

II. 

CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

2. Plaintiff seeks monetary relief of over $1,000,000. 
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III. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

3. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction of this cause and jurisdiction 

to grant all relief requested by Plaintiff.  The damages sought are within the 

jurisdictional limits of the Court. 

4. Venue is proper in Montgomery County, Texas as it is the county in 

which all or a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claims 

occurred, as well as the county of Defendant Chrisheena Shante McGee aka 

Christina Marius’ residence and Defendant Branded Asset Management Group, 

LLC’s principal office in Texas. Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code § 15.002.  The claims 

asserted herein against all Defendants arise out of the same transaction, occurrence, 

or series of transactions or occurrences and thus venue is proper in Montgomery 

County with respect to all Defendants, Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code § 15.005. 

IV. 

PARTIES 

5. Plaintiff Deborah Tomlinson is an individual residing in Colorado. 

6. Defendant Chrisheena Shante McGee aka Christina Marius 

(“McGee/Marius”) is an individual residing in Montgomery County, Texas.  She 

may be served at her residential address at 1835 Woodland Field Crossing #339, 

Spring, Montgomery County, Texas 77380, or wherever she may be found. 

7. Defendant Branded Asset Management Group, LLC (“BAM”) is a 

limited liability company with its registered office located at 2219 Sawdust Rd., 

Suite 1803, Spring, Montgomery County, Texas 77380.  This Defendant may be 



3 

served with process through its registered agent, Tom Glover, Northwest Registered 

Agent LLC at 5900 Balcones Drive, Suite 100, Austin, Texas 78731, or wherever 

he may be found.  In addition, BAM conducted business in the State of Texas and if 

its registered agent in Texas is no longer effective, then it may be served with process 

through the Texas Secretary of State. 

8. Defendant Alonzo Canzater (“Canzater”) is an individual residing in 

Las Vegas, Nevada.  He may be served with process at his usual place of business 

at 2905 Lake East Dr., Suite 150, Las Vegas, Nevada 89117, or wherever he may be 

found. 

9. Defendant Sandy Bacon (“Bacon”) is an individual residing at 10109 

Mindy Ct., Fredericksburg, Spotsylvania County, Virginia 22408.  Bacon entered an 

appearance in this case on July 14, 2020. 

10. Defendant First Title Inc. is a Virginia corporation with its registered 

office located at 10109 Mindy Ct., Fredericksburg, Spotsylvania County, Virginia 

22408.  This defendant may be served with process through its registered agent 

Sandra Bacon, 10109 Mindy Ct., Fredericksburg, Virginia 22408, or wherever she 

may be found.  In addition, Defendant First Title Inc. conducted business in the State 

of Texas but has not appointed or maintained a registered agent in the State of Texas.  

Accordingly, Defendant First Title Inc. may be served with process through the 

Texas Secretary of State, who should forward citation to this Defendant at 10109 

Mindy Ct., Fredericksburg, Spotsylvania County, Virginia 22408. 
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11. Defendant 1st Allegiance Incorporated is a Nevada corporation with its 

principal place of business located at 1980 Festival Plaza Drive, Las Vegas, Clark 

County, Nevada 89135.  In addition, 1st Allegiance Incorporated conducts business 

in the State of Texas but has not appointed or maintained a registered agent in the 

State of Texas.  Accordingly, this Defendant may be served with process through 

the Texas Secretary of State, who should forward citation to this Defendant at 1980 

Festival Plaza Drive, Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada 89135. 

V. 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

12. In November 2019, Plaintiff was approached by several individuals 

about the possibility of investing in an industrial heat exchanger cleaning service 

pioneered by Greenco Industrial Solutions (“Greenco”), a company located in 

Beaumont, Texas.  As one of the potential investment vehicles, Plaintiff (through an 

entity she controlled and owned, Queen Bee Ventures, LLC) and three others formed 

a Texas limited liability company called Steelhead Midstream, LLC (“Steelhead”).  

Steelhead was established for the purpose of contributing $8,000,000 to a venture to 

be owned by Steelhead and a Greenco related company (the “Greenco Venture”) for 

the purpose of capitalizing the Greenco Venture and operating an industrial services 

company to provide specialty maintenance and cleaning of heat exchangers, 

primarily to refineries and petrochemical plants located on the Texas and Louisiana 

gulf coast. 
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13. Steelhead’s part of the bargain was to raise and contribute $8,000,000 

to the Greenco Venture.  To do that, Steelhead received a commitment from BAM 

to loan Steelhead approximately $6,747,500 conditioned upon Plaintiff providing 

$1,252,500 of “equity.”  Plaintiff was assured by BAM representatives that if she 

placed her equity contribution into an escrow account with First Title, BAM would 

be able to secure from other sources sufficient funds to meet the debt requirement of 

$6,747,500. 

14. Plaintiff was told by McGee/Marius, Bacon, First Title, and BAM that 

if she deposited the $1,252,500 with First Title into escrow that her money would 

not be released unless and until BAM raised the debt portion (approximately 

$6,747,500) and then her money along with the debt portion raised by BAM would 

be released only to Steelhead for the Greenco Venture. 

15. Based upon these representations, Plaintiff entered into an Escrow 

Agreement with First Title and deposited with First Title the amount of $1,252,500 

into an escrow account held by First Title (the “Escrow Account”) in two separate 

deposits in early December 2019 (December 3rd and 9th).  Shortly after the deposits 

into escrow were made, the money was unlawfully and without permission released 

to BAM and BAM and its co-conspirators (including but not necessarily limited to 

the other Defendants) absconded with the money and have diverted and converted 

the money for their own uses. 

16. The Escrow Agreement with First Title, as well as the supposed Escrow 

Account, was nothing more than a sham intended to give Defendants’ fraudulent 
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scheme an air of legitimacy.  First Title and Bacon were part of the fraudulent 

scheme and made a number of misrepresentations to Plaintiff knowing the falsity of 

such misrepresentations and intending that Plaintiff rely on them, which Plaintiff did 

to her detriment.  Such misrepresentations include but are not limited to the 

following: 

• Plaintiff’s deposit of $1,252,500 would be held in the Escrow Account 

at First Title and such funds would not be distributed to any third party, 

or for any purpose, other than to the Greenco Venture for the purpose 

of fulfilling Steelhead’s $8 million commitment to the Greenco 

Venture; 

 

• If BAM was unable to secure the debt portion of Steelhead’s 

contemplated contribution to the Greenco Venture, Plaintiff’s money 

would be returned to her; and 

 

• First Title would return Plaintiff’s funds to her at any time upon her 

request. 

 

17. BAM, McGee/Marius, and Canzater were also part of the scheme to 

defraud Plaintiff.  In fact, based upon information and belief, Canzater was the 

ultimate recipient of much of Plaintiff’s money.  BAM and McGee/Marius made a 

number of misrepresentations to Plaintiff knowing the falsity of such 

misrepresentations and intending that Plaintiff rely on them, which Plaintiff did to 

her detriment.  Canzater and 1st Allegiance were aware of these misrepresentations 

to Plaintiff and, upon information and belief, Canzater directed BAM and 

McGee/Marius’ actions.  These misrepresentations were made in Spring, 

Montgomery County, Texas, as part of the conspiracy to defraud Plaintiff and steal 

her money, and all Defendants knew these misrepresentations were being made from 
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Spring, Montgomery County, Texas.  Such misrepresentations include but are not 

limited to the following: 

• BAM could only raise the debt portion if Plaintiff deposited the equity 

portion with First Title in escrow; 

 

• Once Plaintiff deposited the equity portion into the Escrow Account, 

BAM would be able to raise the debt portion; 

 

• Plaintiff’s equity portion (i.e., the $1,252,500) would be safe in the 

Escrow Account and Plaintiff’s money would not be used for any 

purpose other than funding the equity portion of Steelhead’s $8 million 

contemplated contribution to the Greenco Venture; 

 

• If BAM was unable to secure the debt portion of Steelhead’s 

contemplated contribution to the Greenco Venture, Plaintiff’s money 

would be returned to her; and 

 

• BAM had extensive experience in the contemplated financing and 

would be able to secure the required debt portion. 

 

18. The Defendants acted in concert with one another for the purpose of 

defrauding Plaintiff and stealing her money.  They made the above-described 

misrepresentations to Plaintiff in coordination with one another and as acting as the 

agents for one another.  Plaintiff would not have deposited $1,252,500 into the 

Escrow Account but for Defendants’ misrepresentations.  They misrepresented the 

use of an “escrow account” at a supposedly legitimate title company in order to lead 

Plaintiff to believe the contemplated financing was legitimate.  They used 1st 

Allegiance as a supposed legitimate lender again to give Plaintiff the impression that 

their “efforts” to secure the debt financing were legitimate business activities as 

opposed to the truth -- which is that it was nothing more than a furtherance of the 
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fraud.  In further advance of Defendants’ fraudulent scheme, on May 8, 2020, BAM 

terminated its legal existence in the States of Nevada and Texas.  At all times when 

McGee/Marius and Bacon made misrepresentations to Plaintiff, they were acting for 

themselves and as agents of all Defendants.  All Defendants were active participants 

in the fraud perpetuated on Plaintiff. 

VI. 

CAUSES OF ACTION 

A. Fraud 

19. Defendants made the above-described material representations to 

Plaintiff in order to induce Plaintiff to deposit funds ($1,252,500) into the Escrow 

Account.  The representations were false, and Defendants knew they were false.  

Plaintiff acted in justifiable reliance on Defendants’ representations.  Plaintiff 

suffered injury thereby, including but not limited to the loss of the funds deposited 

into the Escrow Account. 

B. Conspiracy to Defraud 

20. Defendants are legally different persons.  They acted in combination 

and sought to accomplish an action or course of action—obtaining money from 

Plaintiff under false pretenses—and reached a meeting of the minds on that object 

or course of action.  Unlawful overt acts in pursuit of that object or course of action 

include the false representations made to Plaintiff described above and the unlawful 

taking of Plaintiff’s money almost immediately after she deposited the $1,252,500 

into the Escrow Account.  Plaintiff suffered harm as a proximate result, including 
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but not limited to the loss of the funds deposited into the Escrow Account. 

C. Unjust Enrichment 

21. As set forth above, Defendants obtained a benefit from Plaintiff by 

fraud or the taking of an undue advantage.  Among other things, Defendants made 

false representations to Plaintiff, conspired to steal her money and after Plaintiff 

deposited $1,252,500 into the Escrow Account, Defendants did in fact unjustly and 

unlawfully steal her money.  Defendants were unjustly enriched at Plaintiff’s 

expense and the Court should order Defendants to return the money to Plaintiff or 

repay her the entire $1,252,500 from their own resources. 

D. Texas Theft Liability Act 

22. Defendants have unlawfully appropriated Plaintiff’s money.  Plaintiff 

has demanded a return of the $1,252,500 she deposited into the Escrow Account but 

Defendants refuse to return her money.  Instead, they have absconded with Plaintiff’s 

money for their own uses and purposes.  Defendants’ conduct falls within the 

definition of “theft” under the Texas Theft Liability Act.  All Defendants are guilty 

of committing the theft and each Defendant is liable to Plaintiff for the damages 

resulting from the theft.  Plaintiff’s actual damages resulting from the theft are at 

least $1,252,500, the sum deposited into the Escrow Account and misappropriated 

by Defendants.  Plaintiff is also entitled to recover from Defendants court costs and 

reasonable and necessary attorneys’ fees under the Texas Theft Liability Act. 
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E. Exemplary Damages 

23. The harm for which Plaintiff seeks recovery in this suit results from 

Defendants’ fraud and/or malice.  Plaintiff will show by clear and convincing 

evidence that Defendants’ conduct was fraudulent and/or malicious.  Plaintiff is 

entitled to exemplary damages against each Defendant in addition to the actual 

damages to which she is entitled. 

VII. 

ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 

24. Plaintiff seeks recovery of her attorneys’ fees and costs. 

VIII. 

RELIEF REQUESTED 

25. Plaintiff seeks to recover all legal and equitable relief to which she may 

be entitled, including but not limited to: 

a. Actual damages, both direct and consequential; 

b. Exemplary damages; 

c. Court costs; 

d. Attorney’s fees; and 

e. Pre- and post-judgment interest. 

IX. 

CONDITIONS PRECEDENT 

26. All conditions precedent to recovery for all relief requested have been 

satisfied or waived. 
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X. 

JURY DEMAND 

27. Plaintiff hereby requests trial by jury and tenders the appropriate jury 

fee with this petition. 

XI. 

REQUEST FOR DISCLOSURES 

28. Under Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 194, Plaintiff requests that 

Defendants disclose, within 50 days of the service of the request, the information or 

material described in Rule 194.2. 

PRAYER 

Plaintiff requests that Defendants be cited to appear and answer, and that 

judgment be entered in Plaintiff’s favor against Defendants, jointly and severally, 

for all relief, general or special, legal or equitable, to which Plaintiff shows herself 

justly entitled. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

 

HAWASH CICACK & GASTON LLP 

 

 /s/ Walter J. Cicack  

Walter J. Cicack 

Texas Bar No. 04250535 

wcicack@hcgllp.com 

Jeremy M. Masten 

Texas Bar No. 24083454 

jmasten@hcgllp.com 

Korri D. Bryant 

Texas Bar No. 24097627 

kbryant@hcgllp.com 

3401 Allen Parkway, Suite 200 

Houston, Texas 77019 

(713) 658-9015 – tel/fax 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

This document was served in compliance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure on July 

14, 2020 on all parties of record. 

 

/s/ Walter J. Cicack  

Walter Cicack 


