
FAO: Steven Downes
Editor, Inside Croydon
‘Inside Croydon’
WWW.INSIDECROYDON.COM

BY E-MAIL: INSIDE.CROYDON@BTINTERNET.COM
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Our Ref: RKS/VB/BOXPARK
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3 November 2016

Dear Sirs

OUR CLIENT: BOXPARK

We are retained by Boxpark Ltd.

This Letter is written in accordance with the CPR Pre-Action Protocol for Defamation and paragraph 6
(a) of the CPR Practice Direction to Pre-Action Conduct and Protocols (“the Practice Direction”). We
recommend you take advice on this letter as soon as possible.

For reasons we set out below, we require an immediate response to this letter.

In the absence of a response, or if that response is unsatisfactory, our client will prosecute a claim
against you. For the avoidance of doubt this action may include (but will not be limited to) an
application for an injunction.

1. BACKGROUND

1.1 On 26 October 2016, you published an article on the Inside Croydon website (the “Website”)
dated 26 October 2016 (the “Article”). A copy of this Article can be found at the following URL
address: “https://insidecroydon.com/2016/10/26/unit-rents-in-boxpark-set-to-triple-following-
its-glitzy-opening/”



1.2 We equally attach a printed copy of the Article with this letter.

1.3 In addition to this article, our client has drawn our attention to 2 fake Twitter Accounts:
@MrBoxkrap and @BoxkrapCroydon. Our client has been advised that you are equally the
author of those accounts.

2. DEFAMATION / MALICIOUS FALSEHOOD / CONSPIRACY TO INJURE BY UNLAWFUL MEANS

2.1 In the Article, you publish the following statements:

2.1.1 “Rents for units in Boxpark could be set to triple after initial lease periods, Inside
Croydon has been informed.”

(Emphasis Added)

2.1.2 “…[s]ome pop-up bars and street food traders have been advised that the introductory
offer of £20,000 per year fixed rent (plus VAT, service charges and utility bills), is set to
be hiked to more than £60,000 per year – or around £1,200 per week”.

(Emphasis Added)

2.2 Suffice it to say, our clients are extremely concerned by the article you have published. The
information you have reported is false and unquestionably defamatory.

2.3 It is unequivocally denied that our client possessed any intention to triple its rental charges as
you have alleged in the Article. Indeed, our client denies that there is no way anyone could
reasonably interpret anything it has said or done so as to justify such an allegation.

2.4 Further, we do not believe you possessed any sensible basis to reasonably believe or conclude
that the allegations referred to above were, or could be, true. At the very least, we believe you
did not take any reasonable precautions to ensure that the source of those allegations (if they
do exist) are credible.

2.5 Equally, we reserve our client’s position regarding the defamatory nature of the statements
made on Twitter Accounts referred to at paragraph 1.3 above.  A number of false and
defamatory statements have been published on those feeds which we are advised have been
authored by you.

2.6 Suffice it to say, our client believes it possesses grounds to launch a trident of claims against you
for defamation; malicious falsehood and conspiracy. If the commencement of judicial
proceedings proves to be necessary, these allegations will be particularised in further detail.



3. DAMAGE

3.1 The Article has caused, and is likely to continue to cause, our client damage in relation to its
reputation and goodwill.

3.2 This specifically includes financial harm.

3.3 Our client is monitoring the impact of the Article and, particularly in the absence of a
constructive response, reserves it position to seek those damages from you entirely.

4. ACTION YOU MUST UNDERTAKE TO AVOID PROCEEDINGS

4.1 To avoid immediate action (which will be prosecuted with extreme prejudice), we require the
following:

4.1.1 An immediate acknowledgment of this letter;

4.1.2 The immediate removal of the Article from the Website;

4.1.3 Your immediate agreement to provide a written undertaking (the terms of which to be
agreed by us) not to repeat the allegations complained of.

4.1.4 An explanation of your involvement and/or association with the fake twitter accounts
referenced at paragraphs 1.3 and 2.5 of this letter.

4.2 Alternatively, if you seek to challenge our client’s case (as stipulated in this letter) then we
require you to set out your position, with the particularity to be relied upon at trial, explaining
what those grounds are. We specifically require details regarding the purported sources you
refer in your article (if they exist) and the checks you undertook to ensure they were credible
and the allegations purported were verifiable by corroborative evidence.

5. CONSEQUENCES OF FAILING TO ACT

5.1 In the event that you refuse to abide by the requirements set out above and/or fail to explain
your position, then we are instructed to proceed with issuing proceedings against you seeking:

5.1.1 Injunctive relief;

5.1.2 Financial Damages for the injuries caused to our client’s goodwill and reputation.

5.2 If it is necessary to prosecute this claim we will seek that you are responsible for our client’s
costs on an indemnity basis due to your continued and flagrant breach of our client’s rights.



As we make clear from the outset, please respond to this letter by return.

Yours sincerely

Metis Law LLP


