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Re: State of Texas v. Norvergence, Inc.

Dear Counsel:

On April 29, 2005, a state court judge in Harris County, Texas,
entered a default judgment and made certain findings in the case of
State of Texas v. Norvergence, Inc., Docket No. 2004-65357. A copy of
the opinion signed by the court is enclosed for your convenience. I call
your attention to Page 4 of the opinion in which the court Ordered,
Adjudged and Decreed that all contracts or agreements between
Norvergence and Texas consumers, businesses or persons are declared
void ab initio and unenforceable.

We represent those Texas consumers, businesses and persons
("Clients"), identified on the enclosed list, who entered into equipment
rental agreements ("ERAs") with Norvergence, Inc. that were
subsequently assigned, purchased, or were otherwise transferred to
CCL/Commerce Commercial Leasing (the “Company”).

Because our Clients’ ERAs were held to be void ab initio, on behalf
of our Clients we demand:

1. That all collection activities related to or arising out of
the ERAs by the Company directed to our Clients cease immediately.
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2. That all collection suits commenced by the Company
against our Clients cease immediately. Please provide us with a list of
those of our Clients against whom the Company has previously
commenced collection or other suits or even may have obtained default
judgments so that we can ascertain the costs incurred by our Clients in
the defense thereof, which costs we also demand be reimbursed by the
Company.

3. That an accounting be performed immediately of all
sums paid to the Company by our Clients including rentals, insurance
charges, late fees, sales or use taxes, returned item fees, collection
expenses, attorney fees, and the like, and that all such sums as have
improperly been collected by the Company be remitted to us promptly
with such accounting for forwarding to our Clients.

4. That any adverse credit or other reports by the
Company regarding our Clients or any of them to any third person be
corrected to reflect no adverse information regarding the ERAs.

Please note that Vernon’s Texas Statutes And Codes Annotated,
Title 2, Chapter 17, which governs Deceptive Trade Practices and
Consumer Protection (the “Deceptive Practices Law”) defines as a false,
misleading or deceptive act or practice, among other things,
“representing that an agreement confers or involves rights, remedies or
obligations with it does not have or involve...”. As a result of the above
decision in which the ERAs were declared void ab initio, should the
Company not act in accordance with this letter but instead continue to
enforce the “void” ERAs in accordance with their terms, the Company

may be in violation of the Texas Deceptive Practices Law.

We intend to advise them of the Company’s position with regard to
their void ERAs. For this reason, we hope to hear from you, and
promptly, with regard to how the Company will respond to this letter.

Sincerely,

Sigmund|(J.\Fle¢

SJF:grt
Enclosures
cc: Leela R. Fireside, Esquire
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