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Dear Sirs

Re: Your reference AS/PP/THACKWELL


 

Thank you for your letter dated January 9th, 2006; the content of which is noted.

You will appreciate that we do not necessarily agree with your version of events. 
That having been said, however, the most important aspect of this matter- it seems to us - is contained in your pre-penultimate paragraph.

I have, of course, discussed the issues you raise in that paragraph in great detail with my client and from these conversations and the files I cannot see where- at this moment in time- there is any breach of contract on the part of the Mr Carpet Limited. Your client was paid the total sum of £1,227.00 plus VAT. on September 8th, 2005, for work undertaken for Sheridan Construction at Grays Lane, Ashtead and as far as we are aware, no further contracts referred to Mr Carpet Limited by your client have since been undertaken or completed. What your client might have in mind is the fact that Mr Carpet Limited has been advising Mr Dupenois of Sheridan Construction with regard to the carpeting of two plots at West Farm Close. No order relating to these plots has been placed by Mr Dupenois to date. As your client will have informed you, under the ‘old’ agreement ( and we reserve all rights to maintain that, in fact, contrary to your understanding, this agreement did actually come to an end ) Mr Thackwell was only ever paid his referral commission when the invoiced monies were received by Mr Carpet Ltd. So, obviously, no commission is payable.
Given the above, I would be grateful if you would let me know whether within your client’s former business there were other clients of his whom we have overlooked and, furthermore, whether your client has any other ‘alleged’ contracts in mind for which he believes he is now due commission monies and in relation to which you are contemplating the issuance of proceedings.
Since this is the crux of the matter I shall confine my response to you today to the matters raised in this letter. 

It would be certainly our intention to address the other matters you raise when I am in receipt of your response ;I look forward to hearing from you and for the record, it should be said that my client is equally unhappy at the way matters have evolved.
Yours sincerely

Susan Forster

P.S. Please be aware that I shall be out of the office for the week commencing January 30th, 2006
