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COMJD 
G. MARK ALBRIGHT, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 001394 
DANIEL R. ORMSBY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 014595 
ALBRIGHT, STODDARD, WARNICK & ALBRIGHT 
801 South Rancho Drive, Suite D-4 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89106 
Telephone: (702) 384-7111 
Facsimile: (702) 384-0605 
E-Mail: gma@albrightstoddard.com 
      dormsby@albrightstoddard.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
 
 

 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT  

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

   

SUZY YU ZHANG, an individual; and 
CHRISTY CHEN LLC, a Nevada Limited 
Liability Company, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
RE GROUP 1, LLC, a Nevada Limited 
Liability Company; CLOUD PROPERTY 
DISOLVEMENT LAND GROUP LLC, a 
California Limited Liability Company; R E 
GROUP SERIES LLC, a Nevada Limited 
Liability Company; SARAH SORRELLS, an 
individual, and doing business as R E GROUP 
SERIES LLC, SERIES 5; REALTY & 
INVESTMENT SORRELLS ENTERPRISE 
LLC, A Nevada Limited Liability Company; 
GALAXY HOME BUYERS LLC, a Nevada 
Limited Liability Company; DOES 1 through 
10, and ROE ENTITIES 1 through 10, 
 

Defendants. 
 

CASE NO.:  
DEPT. NO.:  
 
 

COMPLAINT 
 
[Exempt from Arbitration:  Exceeds 
Jurisdictional Minimum of $50,000] 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

COME NOW Plaintiffs, SUZY YU ZHANG, an individual (“Zhang”), and CHRISTY 

CHEN LLC, a Nevada limited liability company (“Chen”), by and through their counsel of record, 

Case Number: A-22-861048-C

Electronically Filed
11/9/2022 2:01 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

CASE NO: A-22-861048-C
Department 13
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ALBRIGHT, STODDARD, WARNICK & ALBRIGHT, and hereby asserts, alleges, and complains 

as follows:  

 

PARTIES 

1. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff Zhang was, and continues to be, a resident of 

Clark County, Nevada. 

2. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff Chen was, and continues to be, a Nevada limited 

liability company. 

3. At all times relevant hereto, Defendant RE GROUP 1, LLC (“RE Group”) was, and 

continues to be, a domestic Nevada limited liability company, operating business in Clark County, 

Nevada, specifically at 3235 South Rainbow Boulevard, Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89146. 

4. At all relevant times hereto, Defendant CLOUD PROPERTY DISOLVEMENT 

LAND GROUP LLC (“Cloud Property”) was, and continues to be, a California limited liability 

company, with its primary business at 1230 17th Street, Bakersfield, California, and operating 

business in Clark County, Nevada. 

5. At all relevant times hereto, Defendant R E GROUP SERIES LLC (“REGS”) was, 

and continues to be, a Nevada limited liability company, operating business in Clark County, 

Nevada, with its primary business at 3235 South Rainbow Boulevard, Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 

89146. 

6. At all times relevant hereto, Defendant SARAH SORRELLS (“Sorrells”) is an 

individual who was, and continues to be, a resident of Clark County, Nevada, and whom operates 

real estate transactions within Clark County, Nevada. Sorrells operates real estate business under a 

fictitious business name of R E GROUP SERIES, LLC, SERIES 5 (“Series 5”), among other 

business names and entities, within Clark County, Nevada. 

7. At all times relevant hereto, Defendant REALTY & INVESTMENT SORRELLS 

ENTERPRISE LLC (“RISE”) was, and continues to be, a domestic Nevada limited liability 

company, operating business in Clark County, Nevada, specifically at 325 Valleggia Drive, Las 

Vegas, Nevada 89138. 
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8. At all times relevant hereto, Defendant GALAXY HOME BUYERS LLC 

(“Galaxy”) was, and continues to be, a domestic Nevada limited liability company, operating 

business in Clark County, Nevada, specifically at 325 Valleggia Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada 89138. 

9. Presently, Plaintiffs are unaware of the true names and capacities of those Defendants 

sued herein as DOE Defendants and ROE ENTITIES, therefore, such Defendants are sued by said 

fictitious named Defendants.  If Plaintiffs become aware of the true names of such fictitiously named 

Defendants, Plaintiffs will move this Court for leave to amend his Complaint. 

 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

10. This Court has jurisdiction over this matter because the contracts and business 

transactions at issue were made and entered into in Clark County, Nevada, and the combined amount 

in controversy exceeds Fifteen Thousand Dollars ($15,000.00). 

11. Venue in Clark County, Nevada is proper because the contracts at issue in this case 

were entered into by and between business entities that did, and are doing business in the County of 

Clark, State of Nevada, and individuals who did, and still do, reside within the State of Nevada, 

County of Clark. 

 
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

12. On or about June 23, 2022, RE Group and Zhang entered into a Promissory Note (the 

“Zhang Note”), wherein RE Group was the “Borrower” and Zhang was the “Lender”, in the 

principal amount of Three Hundred Thousand Dollars ($300,000.00). A true and correct copy of the 

Zhang Note is attached hereto as EXHIBIT 1. 

13. The Zhang Note included terms that RE Group would repay Zhang the full principal 

amount within 45 days from the date of the Zhang Note. 

14. Sorrells executed the Zhang Note as “Manager” of RE Group, and Sorrells is the 

individual that all negotiations were made with Zhang prior to June 23, 2022. 

15. On or about June 24, 2022, Zhang wire transferred the Three Hundred Thousand 

Dollars ($300,000.00) subject to the Zhang Note to Cloud Property, as instructed by Sorrells. A true 
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and correct copy of the Wells Fargo Bank Wire Transfer Services confirmation is attached hereto 

as EXHIBIT 2. 

16. On or about June 24, 2022, Sorrells executed a Deed of Trust (the “Zhang DOT”) by 

and between RE Group as the Trustor and Zhang as the Beneficiary. A true and correct copy of the 

Zhang DOT is attached hereto as EXHIBIT 3. 

17. The Zhang Note was secured by the real property subject to the Zhang DOT, 

specifically that real property generally described as 7511 Beechnut Street, Unit #116, Houston, 

Texas 77074, in Harris County, Texas, with a brief legal property description of Lots 3-15, Block 

14, Sharpstown Section 3, in and for said County and State (the “Zhang Property”). 

18. On or about May 5, 2022, Sorrells, dba Series 5, and Chen entered into a Promissory 

Note (the “Chen Note”), wherein Series 5 was the “Borrower” and Chen was the “Lender”, in the 

principal amount of Four Hundred Thousand Dollars ($400,000.00). A true and correct copy of the 

Chen Note is attached hereto as EXHIBIT 4. 

19. The Chen Note included terms that Series 5 would repay Chen the full principal 

amount within 45 days from the date of the Chen Note. 

20. Sorrells executed the Chen Note as “Manager” of Series 5, and Sorrells is the 

individual that all negotiations were made with Chen prior to May, 2022. 

21. On or about May 18, 2022, Chen wire transferred Three Hundred Fifty Thousand 

Dollars ($350,000.00) subject to the Chen Note to Cloud Property, as instructed by Sorrells. On or 

about May 19, 2022, Chen wire transferred an additional Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000.00) to 

Cloud Property, subject to the Chen Note. True and correct copies of the Bank of America Wire 

Transaction Receipts are collectively attached hereto as EXHIBIT 5. 

22. On or about May 6, 2022, Sorrells, as “Manager” of Series 5, executed a Deed of 

Trust (the “Chen DOT”) by and between Series 5 as the Trustor, and Chen as the Beneficiary. A 

true and correct copy of the Chen DOT is attached hereto as EXHIBIT 6. 

23. The Chen Note was secured by the real property subject to the Chen DOT, 

specifically that real property generally described as 3331 Athens Street, Las Vegas, Nevada 89169, 
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in Clark County, Nevada, with a brief legal property description of Continental Park, 1 Plat, Book 

7 Page 68, Lot 1, Block 3, in and for said County and State (the “Chen Property”). 

24. As of the date of this Complaint, Defendants have breached the terms of the Zhang 

and Chen Notes and have harmed Plaintiffs in the combined amount in excess of Seven Hundred 

Thousand Dollars ($700,000.00). 

25. Upon information and belief, Defendants, and none of them, actually had a true 

ownership interest in either the Zhang Property or the Chen Property at the time the Zhang DOT or 

the Chen DOT were made. 

26. Defendants RE Group, REGS, Sorrells, RISE and Galaxy made representations to 

Zhang and Chen, and at the time, said Defendants did not have any intention of making payments 

to Zhang and Chen pursuant to the Zhang and Chen notes. 

27. Defendants RE Group, REGS, Sorrells, RISE and Galaxy made such representations 

for the purpose of inducing Zhang and Chen to loan money to Defendants for the monetary 

enrichment of Defendants. 

28. Upon information and belief, Defendants absconded the monies lent by Plaintiffs, 

specifically, Three Hundred Thousand Dollars ($300,000.00) from Zhang, and Four Hundred 

Thousand Dollars ($400,000.00) from Chen. 

29. Plaintiffs herein allege the alter ego relationships between all Defendants, as these 

persons and entities failed to observe appropriate formalities in Defendants’ comingling of resources 

and business operations, and including those particular real estate transactions subject to the 

allegations of this Complaint, for a mutual purpose of obtaining massive financial gains. 

30. Upon information and belief, Defendants RE Group, Cloud Property, REGS, RISE, 

and Galaxy are influenced and governed by Sorrells. 

31. Upon information and belief, there exists a unity of interest and ownership between 

Defendants RE Group, Cloud Property, REGS, RISE, and Galaxy with Sorrells, in such a manner 

that they are inseparable. 
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32. Upon information and belief of Plaintiffs, Defendants treated the assets of Zhang and 

Chen as their own, and Defendants, one to and with the other, comingled the funds of Zhang and 

Chen as their own. 

33. Upon information and belief of Plaintiffs, Defendants, one to and with the other, 

diverted the funds of Zhang and Chen as their own. 

34. Adherence to the corporate fiction that upon information and belief of Plaintiffs, 

Defendants RE Group, Cloud Property, REGS, RISE, Galaxy and Sorrells are separate entities 

would sanction a fraud and promote injustice. 

35. Accordingly, Plaintiffs Zhang and Chen are entitled to recover any and all assets of 

Defendants in satisfaction of the debts owed by Defendants and to Plaintiffs. 

 
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Breach of Contract against RE Group, REGS, Sorrells, RISE and Galaxy) 
 

36. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation set forth in the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint as though set forth at length and in full herein. 

37. Plaintiffs each entered into separate agreements, the Zhang and Chen Notes, with RE 

Group, REGS, and Sorrells for the purpose of Sorrells’ real property investments.  

38. RE Group, REGS, and Sorrells breached the Zhang and Chen Notes by failing to 

perform under the terms and conditions of the Zhang and Chen Notes, specifically, by not repaying 

the amount of $300,00.000 pursuant to the Zhang Note, and the $400,000.00 pursuant to the Chen 

Note, including interest accruing thereon at the highest legal rate. 

39. All conditions precedent, if any, to Defendants’ duty to perform were fulfilled by 

Plaintiffs pursuant to each of the Notes.  

40. As a direct and proximate cause of said Defendants’ breach of the Zhang Note and 

the Chen Note, Plaintiffs have been monetarily damaged in a combined amount of $700,000.00, 

plus the costs to bring forth this litigation, in an amount to be determined at trial, together with 

interest thereon, at the highest legal rate. 
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41.   It has become necessary for Plaintiffs to engage the services of an attorney in these 

proceedings as a direct and proximate result of the conduct alleged above and therefore, Plaintiffs 

are entitled to recover fees and costs incurred herein as special damages, and also pursuant to any 

statute, rule, or contractual provision allowing for the same. 

 
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Unjust Enrichment against all Defendants) 
 

42. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation set forth in the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint as though set forth at length and in full herein. 

43. As to Defendants, this cause of action is pleaded in the alternative.  

44. Defendants, and each of them, either individually or collectively, received loan 

payments, or partial payments, from Plaintiffs, specifically, in an amount of $300,000.00 from 

Zhang, and in an amount of $400,000.00 from Chen. 

45. Defendants received loan payments from Plaintiffs and failed to repay Plaintiffs 

pursuant to the Zhang Note and the Chen Note, and therefore Defendants, and each of them, entered 

into agreements with Plaintiffs in a negligent manner.  

46. It would be inequitable for Defendants to retain the loan monies received by each 

Plaintiff in a combined amount of $700,000.00. 

47. Defendants have been unjustly enriched to the detriment of each Plaintiff. It has 

become necessary for Plaintiffs to engage the services of an attorney in these proceedings as a direct 

and proximate result of the conduct alleged above and therefore, Plaintiffs are entitled to recover 

fees and costs incurred herein as special damages, and also pursuant to any statute rule, or 

contractual provision allowing for the same. 

 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Negligence/Negligence Per Se against All Defendants) 

 
48. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation set forth in the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint as though set forth at length and in full herein. 
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49. Defendants owed a duty to Plaintiffs, as to honor the terms and conditions set forth 

in each of the Zhang and Chen Notes, and by RE Group and Sorrells breach of each of the Zhang 

and Cheng Notes, GE Group and Sorrells acted in a negligent manner. 

50.  As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ negligence and violation of 

applicable codes, statutes, and regulations, Plaintiffs, and each of them, have suffered extreme 

damages, and in excess of $700,000.00. 

51. Plaintiffs have been forced to retain the services of an attorney to prosecute this 

action and, therefore, Plaintiffs are entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs, prejudgment 

interest, post-judgment interest, and such further relief as this Court deems proper resulting from 

this action. 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Intentional Fraud in the Inducement against All Defendants) 

 
52. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation set forth in the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint as though set forth at length and in full herein. 

53. Defendants owed a duty to Plaintiffs, as to honor the terms and conditions of the 

Zhang and Chen Notes, however, Defendants did not intend to honor such terms and conditions, 

including payments that were to be paid to both Zhang and Chen pursuant to said Notes. 

54. Upon information and belief, Defendants, and none of them, actually had a true 

ownership interest in either the Zhang Property or the Chen Property at the time the Zhang DOT or 

the Chen DOT were made. 

55. Defendants RE Group, REGS, Sorrells, RISE and Galaxy made representations to 

Zhang and Chen, and at the time, said Defendants did not have any intention of making payments 

to Zhang and Chen pursuant to the Zhang and Chen notes. 

56. Defendants RE Group, REGS, Sorrells, RISE and Galaxy made such representations 

for the purpose of inducing Zhang and Chen to loan money to Defendants for the monetary 

enrichment of Defendants. 

57. At the time Zhang entered into the Zhang Note, and at the time Chen entered into the 

Chen Note, Zhang and Chen were unaware that Defendants RE Group, REGS, Sorrells, RISE and 
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Galaxy had no intention of paying Zhang and Chen the monies due under the Zhang and Chen Notes, 

respectively. 

58. Upon information and belief, Defendants absconded the monies lent by Plaintiffs, 

specifically, Three Hundred Thousand Dollars ($300,000.00) from Zhang, and Four Hundred 

Thousand Dollars ($400,000.00) from Chen. 

59. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ conduct described herein, Plaintiffs 

have been damaged in an amount in extreme excess of Fifteen Thousand Dollars ($15,000.00), plus 

interest thereon, at the highest legal rate, until paid in full. 

60. Due to Defendants’ conduct being intentional, willful, oppressive and malicious, 

express or implied, Plaintiffs Zhang and Chen, in addition to compensatory damages, should recover 

damages for the sake of example and by way of punishing Defendants. 

61. Plaintiffs Zhang and Chen have been compelled to retain legal representation to 

prosecute this Action and are entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees and related costs and expenses 

incurred herein. 

/  /  / 

/  /  / 

/  /  / 
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully pray for the following relief: 

1. For an award of monetary damages in excess of $700,000.00 against Defendants 

together with the highest interest as allowed by law;  

2. For reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs; and  

3. For such other and further relief as this court deems just and equitable. 

Dated this     9th      day of November, 2022. 

 

ALBRIGHT, STODDARD, WARNICK & ALBRIGHT 
 
 
/s/ G. Mark Albright, Esq. 
                                          
G. MARK ALBRIGHT, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 001394 
DANIEL R. ORMSBY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 014595 
801 South Rancho Drive, Suite D-4 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89106 
Tel:  (702) 384-7111 
gma@albrightstoddard.com 
dormsby@albrightstoddard.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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COMPLAINT 
 
 

EXHIBIT 5 
 



Post date: 05/18/2022

Amount: -350,000.00

Type: Withdrawal

Description: WIRE TYPE:WIRE OUT DATE:220518
TIME:1545 ET TRN:XXXXXXXXXX429156
SERVICE REF:014566 BNF:CLOUD PROPERTY
DISOLVEMENT ID:XXXXX02543 BNF
BK:CITIZENS BUSINESS BANK ID:XXXXX4149
PMT DET:KWVDFR66D Other JGM-XXXXX-
2647712/3331 ath

Merchant name: CLOUD PROPERTY DISOLVEMENT

Merchant
information:

Transaction
category:

Cash, Checks & Misc: Other Expenses

Adv Plus Banking - 8844: Account Activity Transaction Details

Share Your Feedback

javascript:void(0);


Post date: 05/19/2022

Amount: -50,000.00

Type: Withdrawal

Description: WIRE TYPE:WIRE OUT DATE:220519
TIME:1720 ET TRN:XXXXXXXXXX482042
SERVICE REF:016598 BNF:CLOUD PROPERTY
DISOLVEMENT ID:XXXXX02543 BNF
BK:CITIZENS BUSINESS BANK ID:XXXXX4149
PMT DET:JZ4QKDQJ6 Other JGM-XXXXX-
2647712 / 3331 A

Merchant name: CLOUD PROPERTY DISOLVEMENT

Merchant
information:

Transaction
category:

Cash, Checks & Misc: Other Expenses

Adv Plus Banking - 8844: Account Activity Transaction Details

Share Your Feedback

javascript:void(0);
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