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In the name of Allah, the Gracious, the Merciful ] I U/

In the name of His Highness Sheikh Mohammad  agiS» JLadsly o saxe éu‘le souudl colo puwly
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Bin Rashid Al Maktoum, Ruler of Dubai

In the hearing session held in the Remote Litigation 21 pgy wazy e bl 83513y Gade Ll ddally

Chamber on 21 August 2024 2024 Ludoutl

1. Presided by H.E. Justice Abdul Qader Mossa, 38 sue /LBl L)l 83l dwlsy
Chairman of the Conflict of wwolaisyl &jl.b" Lod sy (w50
Jurisdiction Tribunal N E S5 | dzox soc 83l /ol |
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Chairman of the Conflict of . .
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Jurisdiction Tribunal,
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3. H.E. Justice Essa Mohamad Sharif, member of o & N 2
the Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal ‘QBWI oueld “’L: Bale /ol !

4. H.E. Justice Ali Shamis Al Madhani, member ol e 4 gudcg
of the Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal oallae o bl /Lol

5. H.E. Justice Shamlan Abdulrahman Al wolaindl g5 & guacy «llgunll
Sawalehi, member of the Conflict of salb Guso A Bsleaw /yliciwall
Jurisdiction Tribunal wolaizdl gl L sics (iwsl

6. H.E. Justice Khalid Yahya Taher Al hosani, gl Caes dllsce /59388l 3Ll
member of the Conflict of Jurisdiction e ) - £
Tribunal
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7. H.E. Dr Abdullah Saif Al Sabousi Secretary I I
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General of the Dubai Judicial Council and Oell se sane 3 sl eliol g9
member of the Conflict of Jurisdiction OldS &y dldle Bagaalls
Tribunal
8. And in the presence of the Registrars Mr

Mohamed Abdulrahman, and Ms Ayesha
Bin Kalban
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Decision Hlall

Having reviewed the files and documents, and
after deliberation, and since the appeal has

fulfilled its formal conditions.

The facts can be summarised - as indicated in the
files and documents, and according to what is
necessary to carry the operative part of this
provision: that the Applicant and the Respondent
entered into an agreement for attorney fees and
legal consultations on 26/6/2019, in order to
represent the Applicant before the Dubai Courts of
First Instance in a lawsuit for terminating purchase
contracts for a number of villas, in exchange for the
Respondent receiving its fees according to a
specific method included in the

aforementioned fees agreement, and the method
of entitlement to fees was amended several times

later on 18/9/2019 and then on 2/2/2023.

The Agreement between the parties provides that
this Agreement shall be governed by and
construed in accordance with the laws of England
and Wales, and that any dispute arising out of this
Agreement or in connection with it, including any
inquiry about its validity, shall be referred to the
DIFC Courts exclusively. No subsequent
amendments were made to the DIFC Courts
Exclusive Jurisdiction clause when amending the
agreement on the method of fees accrual, between

the two parties.
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Upon the Respondent filing a claim o. (2024-100
SCT) before the Small Claims Tribunal of the DIFC
Courts, which issued its judgment obliging the
Applicant to pay an amount of (500,000) dirhams
to the Respondent based on the fees agreement
concluded between the two parties dated
26/6/2029 and its amendments, and later the
judgment was revoked on 11/6/2024.

The Applicant filed lawsuit No. (1540-2024) Civil
-Dubai, before the Civil Courts in Dubai, claiming
the invalidity of the fee agreement concluded
between him and the Eespondent law firm, which

was postponed by the esteemed court to

26/6/2024.

The Applicant submitted a request to determine
the competent judicial authority, and demanded at
the end of his requests for a judgment (1) to
suspend and cancel all legal and executive effects
in relation to the judicial order issued by the DIFC
courts in lawsuit No. (2024-100 SCT), and (2) to
issue an order that the Dubai Courts have exclusive
jurisdiction to consider all disputes that have
arisen or may arise regarding the fees agreement
the disputant and the

26/6/2029

concluded between

respondent, dated and its

amendments.

The Respondent was duly served notice and it
submitted a memorandum on time, arguing that
the judicial body had no jurisdiction as it lacks

conditions contained in Decree No. 29 of 2024
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regarding the formation of the Judicial tribunal to 3 &lasll wlaally Galladl Jladl (35 5550 @Sls

resolve the conflict of jurisdiction between the
DIFC courts and the judicial authorities in the
Emirate of Dubai, in addition to other substantive

defenses.

As for the Applicant, it is established in the files
and documents, that the parties to the fee
agreement between the parties, have agreed on
the jurisdiction of the DIFC Courts and not to
amend this condition, despite the modification of
the method of calculating the fees which occured
several times. Therefore, the competent court to
consider and decide on the invalidity of the entire
fee agreement or any condition therein, is the
subject court with which the parties have
consented to resort to it, as per the general rules
of jurisdiction in accordance with the legislation in
force in the Emirate of Dubai. This makes the
request unjustifiable by reality and law. Therefore,

it is rejected.

1. The Applicant’s requests must be rejected.

2. The DIFC Courts are the competent authority
to consider and adjudicate the dispute arising
of the agreement concluded between the
Applicant and the Respondent dated
26/6/2019, as amended.

3. The Dubai Courts shall stop considering

lawsuit No. (1540-2024) - Dubai Civil.
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4. The security deposit of AED 3000 paid by the go93all ooys (3000) o-,eo‘lJJI &luo Joss 4
disputant shall be transferred to the treasury 32 350 Sk &3> Ul giliall S8 (o
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authorities in the Emirate of Dubai

Government of Dubai
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This order is to be sent in digital form to the parties without the  .elaac¥) (e (sl @ 55 ¢ s ol LYY ) &add 53 ) gy I3 138 Jus
tribunal members’ signature.



