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46 Kingwood Greens Dr., 

Kingwood, TX, 77339 

T:  832 781 6887 

F:  866 705 0576 

 

January 19, 2023 

 

Mr. Hamel 

 

Thank you for noticing that you are conferring for the first time in 3 

months.  

 

Summary of motion: 
I have reviewed my first amended motion and note the key arguments 

raised therein for sanctions include, but are not exhaustive or restated fully 

for brevity.  

As with your latest  email, it includes citing chapter 10 and rule 13 e.g., 

bad faith; 

(i) Failure to waive service…not conferring or communicating…for the 

purposes of delay  

(ii)  Filing a fraudulent and retaliatory counterclaim…for the purposes 

of delay… 

(iii) Violating rule 193.7. 

(iv) Violating rule 194.2, which I retracted as noticed to the court and 

HCA/HCA Lawyers. (I can amend the motion to remove this before 

the scheduled hearing). 

(v) Lawyer as a witness…(lawyer-witness doctrine). 
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(vi) Judicial donations to only Judge Reeder in 2022 by Serpe 

Andrews…(appearance of bias/conflict). 

(vii) Plea in abatement…the hearing on Jan. 9 should never have taken 

place as your claims were soaked in defamation… 

 

And post-denial of your application for a temporary injunction - where 

you had nobody there as witnesses, and provided one new case cite, which 

was a defamation/slander/libel case - you have advised  you intend to 

pursue the counterclaim (email Jan. 13). 

 

Requested relief: 
In my first amended motion I requested non-monetary relief in the 

form of bar referral of one Partner and lawyer with many decades of 

experience, Ms. Nicole Andrews.  

That stated, at the time of filing I did not wish for  the new associate to 

be referred and/or sanctioned by the State Bar of Texas, namely Ms. 

Madison Addicks. 

Furthermore, I requested the video surveillance footage from 

Kingwood Hospital, which HCA have intentionally refused to provide, 

nor the names of personnel, doctors, staff, security and similar. I have 

now requested those separately. 

 

Your request or consequences, if denied: 
 It would appear you wish to challenge my sanctions motion above in a 

sweeping reference to general laws and rules (10 and 13). Respectfully, I 

cannot possibly answer nor confer about the substance of my motion and 

hearing, with such a broad request.  
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Secondly, you  wish to maintain a baseless counterclaim, despite the 

temporary injunction being denied, which you are massaging is ‘not based 

on the merits’. Verbiage aside, I disagree. 

Furthermore, accommodating your email from Friday, it hamstrings you 

from discussing anything of value with a non-prisoner.  

That stated, I am transparent and direct. If you truly wish to confer, you’ll 

have to breakdown the above summary of my motion and explain your basis 

for relying upon 10 and 13. Certainly, I cannot currently see a valid 

argument which would allow me to reconsider my motion, and when you 

wish to maintain the counterclaim. 

 

Summary: 

I have provided an opportunity for you to continue the conversation. 

However, if you wish to pursue with monetary sanctions (attorney fees), I 

shall be amending my motion to include monetary relief available to pro se 

litigants. 

 

Cheers,  

 

Mark Burke 

browserweb@gmail.com 

doctor@kingwooddr.com 

KingwoodDr.com 
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