




This document is called a Consent Order

The top and bottom of it was that I agreed to drop my first action against Fibly (and contribute £9,500 
towards his costs) in return for his Undertaking not to publish any further ‘articles’ about me or my 

products. I also agreed not to write about him or his products (which I’d never done). 

However, Fibly carried on publishing readers letters (and notices asking for letters of complaint). He 
argued that he had not agreed not to publish such letters; or the notices soliciting for them.

Needless to say that I was therefore unwilling to pay the £9,500.

That led to Fibly issuing proceedings against me. I had no choice but to Appeal the Order (being doubly 
difficult because it was an Order made with the consent of both parties - except, as can be seen, I hadn’t 
actually signed it. It was the fact that I hadn’t signed it that had escaped the notice of the first High Court 

Judge which led to the worst injustice in my opinion).

At the end of the day it was found to be a valid agreement, but that the meaning of the word ‘article’ was 
deemed, by the Court of Appeal, to include readers letters and the notices by which they were solicited).

The Court of Appeal effectively established that Fibly had published in Breach of Contract, but I’d already 
issued proceedings on the grounds that those letters were, in any event, libelous.

Incidentally, the article that Fibly published in March 2003 (attacking Kit Car magazine) was also in 
breach of this contract/Court Order.

This agreement was disolved (at my behest) in the final judgement of April 2003. Since then, I’ve adopted 
Fibly’s methods (except my words have been truthful).    




