—3 dngS>
GOVERNMENT OF DUBAI

In the name of Allah the Gracious, the pa ) Cran ) A vy
Merciful
In the name of His Highness Sheikh i aSka g% JT 2 ( daaa el sanad] calia acily
Mohammad Bin Rashid Al Maktoum, Ruler
of Dubai

In the hearing session held in the Remote
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Litigation Chamber, on Tuesday, February 27, 2024 8 27 R e
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Presided by HE Justice Abdul Qader Mossa, ¢ pabaidy)

Chairman of the Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal
HE Justice Omar Juma Al Mheiri, Deputy = <o i s s

Chairman of the Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal

c‘fiém;umy‘@wj (@l daae e /Ll
HE Justice Essa Mohamad Shareaf, Chief
Justice of Appeal Courts at Dubai Courts, (o oSkaay AN ASlaall G ¢ gall ala sy allA /Uil

HE Justice Khalid Yahya Taher A Alhosani,
Chief Justice, First Instance Courts at Dubai
Courts,

el Al ) gaany
And in the presence of Mr. Mohamed oo e D e e 2l i
Abdelrahman Mohamed Ali.
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Lara Basem Musa Khoury
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Respondent:
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Judgement:
Having reviewed the files and documents and

after deliberations:

The facts, evident from the documents and to
the extent needed to carry out the operative part
of this ruling, can be summarized as follows: The
Appellant established this dispute by filing a
statement of claim against the Respondent,
having notified him legally, where she requested
a ruling that only DIFC Court shall have the
jurisdiction to consider any dispute arising from
the agreement concluded between both parties,
and to stop the proceedings before the Dubai
Courts, the Appellant must pay expenses and
attorney’s fees.

This is for the reasons as follows: The Appellant
had a banking relationship with the Respondent,
with the latter managing the wealth and other
services for the Appellant. However, the
Respondent surpassed the powers assigned to
it under the authorization letter and made
investment decisions on her behalf without
informing her about these transactions, which
made the Appellant file a Lawsuit No. 1341/2019
before Dubai Courts. Later, the Appellant found
out that the DIFC Courts have the jurisdiction,
which made her abandon the case, to be
cancelled and she filed a lawsuit before the DIFC
Courts, that was registered with case No. CFI-
046-2021. However, on 29/03/2022, the DIFC
Courts issued a ruling that it lacked jurisdiction
to hear the case. Then the Respondent bank
renewed the case, from being cancelled, before
the Dubai Courts, determined to obtain a
decision in the case. On 28/04/2021, the Dubai
Courts issued a primary ruling rejecting its claim.
Then the Appellant appealed the ruling by
appeal No. 1403/2021, and she registered a
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dispute before this tribunal regarding the
jurisdiction, which resulted in withholding the
appeal, until the dispute of jurisdiction shall be

decided.

The Tribunal decided to issue the decision at
today’s hearing.

First of all, the Tribunal addresses the issue of
deciding its jurisdiction to hear the dispute,
whereas according to the resolution of its
formation in Article 2 of Decree No. 19 of 2016,
its jurisdiction consists ‘specifying the competent
court to hear any case or request that may arise
a dispute over the jurisdiction to look into it,
between the Dubai Courts and the DIFC Courts.
Since this was the case, and the dispute before
the DIFC Courts was given a judgements that
the case is not under its jurisdiction, while the
dispute before the Dubai Courts got rejected by
the Court of First Instance, and the case still
pending before the appeal court, which means
that there is no conflict or contradiction in the
rulings between the two courts that would
require the intervention of the Tribunal to make
a decision. This demands a ruling dismissing the
appeal.
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Therefore, the Judicial Tribunal has decided: 5 yeaally dieUall Can 315 padall (b Al Coala LY o3¢
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Appellant should pay the charges and an
amount of two thousand Dirhams for legal fees,
along with confiscating the security deposit.
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Counselor Justice Abdulqader Moosa Mohammed | = corermmemerousi

Chairman of the Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal
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tribunal members’ signature.





