IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS
151ST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

MARIA RODRIGUEZ,			)
						)
        Plaintiff,					)
						)
v.						)	Case No. 123456789
						)
SUMMIT CONSTRUCTION, LLC,		)
a Texas limited liability company,		)
and ROBERT CHEN,				)	 FILED: June 27, 2026
						)            Harris County District Clerk
        Defendants.				)	 


COMPLAINT

COMES NOW Plaintiff Maria Rodriguez, by and through undersigned counsel, and for her Complaint against Defendants Summit Construction, LLC and Robert Chen, alleges as follows:
PARTIES
1. Plaintiff Maria Rodriguez is an adult citizen and resident of Harris County, Texas.
2. Defendant Summit Construction , LLC is a limited liability company organized under the laws of Texas with its principal place of business in Harris County, Texas.
3. Defendant Robert Chen is an adult citizen and resident of Harris County, Texas, and was at all relevant times the managing member of Defendant Summit Construction, LLC.
JURISDICTION AND VENUE
4. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action because the amount in controversy exceeds the jurisdictional minimum and the claims arise under Texas law.
5. Venue is proper in this Court because the events giving rise to the claims occurred in this county and Defendants reside or maintain their principal place of business in this county.
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS
6. In or around February 2021, Plaintiff purchased a single-family residential property located at 123 Oak Drive, Houston, Texas ("the Property").
7. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff intended to perform substantial renovations to the Property before occupying it as her primary residence.
8. In or around April 2021, Plaintiff began soliciting bids from contractors for the renovation work.
9. Plaintiff received a bid from Defendant Summit Construction, LLC ("Summit") for the proposed work in the amount of approximately $185,000.
10. Plaintiff alleges that during the bidding process, Defendant Chen represented to her that Summit had successfully completed numerous similar projects in the area.
11. Plaintiff alleges that Defendant Chen represented to her that Summit held all required contractor licenses and carried adequate insurance.
12. Plaintiff alleges that Defendant Chen showed her photographs of purportedly completed projects and provided references.
13. In reliance on these representations, Plaintiff entered into a written contract with Summit on or about May 15, 2021, for renovation work to be completed by December 1, 2021.
14. The contract required Plaintiff to make an initial payment of $60,000 upon execution, with additional progress payments to follow.
15. Plaintiff made the initial payment of $60,000 on May 16, 2021.
16. Plaintiff made additional progress payments totaling approximately $95,000 between June 2021 and October 2021.
17. Plaintiff alleges that the work performed by Summit was substantially deficient and failed to conform to industry standards.
18. Plaintiff alleges that in or around November 2021, she discovered that the photographs Defendant Chen had shown her during the bidding process were of projects completed by a different contractor.
19. Plaintiff alleges that in or around November 2021, she discovered that Summit's contractor license had expired in 2019 and had not been renewed.
20. Plaintiff alleges that Defendants concealed these facts from her through ongoing reassurances about the progress and quality of the work.
21. By December 1, 2021, the contractually required completion date, the renovation work was approximately 40% complete.
22. Plaintiff demanded that Defendants complete the work or refund the payments made.
23. Defendants refused to complete the work and refused to refund any payments.
24. Plaintiff was required to retain a different contractor to remedy the deficient work and complete the renovations at an additional cost of approximately $145,000.
25. Plaintiff alleges that Defendant Chen used corporate funds for personal expenses and failed to maintain Summit as a separate corporate entity.
26. Plaintiff alleges that Summit was undercapitalized at all relevant times.
COUNT I
BREACH OF CONTRACT
27. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 26 above.
28. Plaintiff and Defendant Summit entered into a valid and enforceable written contract.
29. Plaintiff performed all of her obligations under the contract.
30. Defendant Summit breached the contract by failing to complete the work as agreed and by performing the work in a deficient manner.
31. Plaintiff has been damaged in an amount to be proven at trial.
COUNT II
FRAUD
32. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 31 above.
33. Defendants made material misrepresentations of fact to Plaintiff, including but not limited to representations regarding Summit's experience, licensure, insurance coverage, and prior projects.
34. Defendants knew that these representations were false when made or made them with reckless disregard for their truth.
35. Defendants made these representations with the intent that Plaintiff rely upon them.
36. Plaintiff justifiably relied upon these representations.
37. Plaintiff has suffered damages as a result of her reliance.
COUNT III
UNJUST ENRICHMENT
38. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 37 above.
39. Plaintiff conferred a benefit upon Defendants by making payments totaling approximately $155,000.
40. Defendants accepted and retained these payments.
41. Under the circumstances, it would be inequitable for Defendants to retain these payments without providing the contracted services.
COUNT IV
CIVIL CONSPIRACY
42. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 41 above.
43. Defendants combined and agreed with one another to defraud Plaintiff and to deprive her of her property.
44. Defendants committed overt acts in furtherance of this conspiracy, including but not limited to the misrepresentations described above.
45. Plaintiff has been damaged as a direct and proximate result of this conspiracy.
COUNT V
PIERCING THE CORPORATE VEIL
46. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 45 above.
47. Defendant Chen used Summit as an instrument to perpetrate a fraud upon Plaintiff.
48. Defendant Chen failed to maintain Summit as a separate corporate entity by commingling corporate and personal funds.
49. Summit was undercapitalized at all relevant times.
50. The corporate form of Summit should be disregarded and Defendant Chen should be held personally liable for the obligations of Summit.
COUNT VI
VIOLATION OF Texas CONSUMER PROTECTION STATUTE
51. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 50 above.
52. The transaction at issue is governed by Texas's consumer protection statute.
53. Defendants engaged in unfair and deceptive acts and practices in violation of the statute, including misrepresenting their qualifications, licensure, and experience.
54. Plaintiff has suffered an ascertainable loss as a result of Defendants' conduct.
55. Plaintiff is entitled to actual damages, treble damages, and attorneys' fees as provided by the statute.
PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court:
a. Enter judgment in favor of Plaintiff and against Defendants, jointly and severally;
b. Award compensatory damages in an amount to be proven at trial;
c. Award treble damages under the consumer protection statute;
d. Award attorneys' fees and costs;
e. Pierce the corporate veil and hold Defendant Chen personally liable;
f. Grant such other relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

_________________________________
Jane Martinez
State Bar No. 24098765
MARTINEZ & ASSOCIATES, PLLC
1200 Main Street, Suite 800
Houston, Texas 77002
Telephone: (713) 555-0142
Facsimile: (713) 555-0143
jmartinez@martinez-associates-law.com
Counsel for Plaintiff Maria Rodriguez
