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In Name of His Highness Sheikh Mohammed

bin Rashid Al Maktoum, Ruler of Dubai

In the session held in Dubai Courts
building, (Rashid Hall), on the 19"
December 2016

Presided by Dr. Ali Ibrahim Al Imam,
Chief Justice of the Cassation Court, and
Chairman of the Judicial Tribunal for
Dubai Courts and Dubai International

Financial Center Courts;

and membered by Mr. Michael Hwang,
Chief Justice of Dubai

Financial Center Courts;

International

Mr. Essa Mohammad Sharif, Chief
Justice, of the Appeal Court;

Mr. Omar Juma Al Mubhairi, Appeal Court
Judge at DIFC;

Sir David Steel, Judge of the First
Instance Court, DIFC;

Mr. Jassim Bager, Chief Justice of the
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Dr. Ali Ibrahim Al Imam,
Chairman of the Judicial Tribunal for
Dubai Courts and DIFC Courts
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First Instance Court;

And in the presence of Mr. Abdul Rahim
Mubarak Al Bolooshi, Registrar.

Cassation No. 3/2016 (JT)

Appellants: (1) Marin Logistics Solutions LL.C
and other

Respondents: Wadi Woraya LLC and others

has issued the following judgment:

Having perused the file and documents, and
after deliberation.

The appeal had satisfied the necessary
requisites of form and accepted in form.

The relevant facts — in brief — are as follows:-
The appellants lodged this application before
the Judicial Tribunal (JT) to determine which
of the two courts has jurisdiction to entertain
the case concerning the award issued in a
foreign arbitration.

The appellants said that the first appellant is a
registered company in Dubai and it had
chartered ten vessels from the respondent,
and the payment of hire was guaranteed by
the
between the parties; the respondents raised an

second appellant. A dispute arose
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Dr. Ali Ibrahim Al Imam,
Chairman of the Judicial Tribunal for
Dubai Courts and DIFC Courts




Dubai
International
Financial
Centre

3 S e e e
DUBAI COURTS = TR
—

Cassation No. 3/2016 (Judicial Tribunal)
Page 3 of 4 A/M

() 2016/3 a3y Gatal)

arbitration case in London. On 12" October
2012, an award was issued in their favour
awarding them US §$ 26.5 million plus
interest.

They sought to enforce the arbitration award
before the DIFC Courts.

The appellants argued that the DIFC Courts
are not competent to determine this case.
They challenged its jurisdiction to entertain
the case and asked for its referral to the
Union Supreme Court. Its application was
rejected.

The appellants admit that there are no parallel
proceeding conducted in both courts i.e.
Dubai Courts and The DIFC Courts.

The respondents lodged — in time- their
memorandum of defense requesting the
dismissal of the cassation.

Since the appellants have not raised a case
before Dubai Courts, then there is no dispute
or conflict regarding jurisdiction between the
two courts to be considered and resolved by
the Judicial Tribunal in pursuance of Section
4 of The Decree No. 19 for 2016. Hence the
cassation should be dismissed.
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Dr. Ali Ibrahim Al Imam,
Chairman of the Judicial Tribunal for
Dubai Courts and DIFC Courts
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For the forgoing reasons b o21gt
The Judicial Tribunal decides: -aiilaaat el CaSoa

(1) The cassation should be dismissed.

-Oalalt a9 (1)

(2) The appellants must pay the court fees e o .
and Two Thousand dirhams as | *®* A a9ty Giliallall all) (2)

advocate costs. -3lalmalt ooladi Jslae
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Dr. Ali Ibrahim Al Imam,
Chairman of the Judicial Tribunal for
Dubai Courts and DIFC Courts




