
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 
 
HER IMPORTS 
 
                                         Plaintiff,  
vs.  
 
CABELLO REAL, LTD  
incorporated in the United Arab 
Emirates, CABELLO REAL FZE, 
incorporated in the United Arab 
Emirates, JOHN DOES 1-10 and Roe 
Corporations 1-10.  
 
                                         Defendants. 
  

 )  
 )  
 )  
 )  Case No. 1:22-cv-03243  
 )  
 )  Honorable Nancy L. Maldonado 
 )  
 )                 
 )  
 )  
 ) 
 ) 
 ) 

 
POST JUDGMENT RELIEF MOTION 

 
Plaintiff, Her Imports, by and through the undersigned counsel hereby submits this Post 

Judgment Relief Motion.  In support of this Motion, the Plaintiff states:  

I.  Procedural Background 

1. On January 18, 2023, the Court granted the Plaintiff’s Motion for a default 

judgment against the Defendants, Cabello Real, Ltd., and Cabello Rela FZE to pay Plaintiff, Her 

Imports $657,771 [Dkt. 34].  

2. At the time of ruling, the Plaintiff explained to the Honorable Nancy L. Maldonado, 

the difficultly in collecting a monetary judgment from the Cabello entities who are domiciled in 

the United Arab Emirates, and that the Cabello entities had U.S assets, which included: a non-

functioning internet site (www.herimports.com); share ownership in Her Imports; and a Instagram 

account in Her Imports name that they would like to attach to the default judgment. 
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3. The Honorable Nancy L. Maldonado directed the Plaintiff to take the necessary 

steps to collect the judgment, and if unable to so, after 60 days, file a Post Judgment Relief Motion 

with the Court. 

II.  Background on Collection Efforts  

4.  Following the Default Judgment, the Plaintiff notified the Defendants via email and 

notice through their Facebook and WhatsApp account of the Default Judgment of $657,771  

5. In addition to notice, the Plaintiff’s attorney, posted the case filings and Notice of 

Default on their website, at., www.312legal.com.  A copy of this link was sent electronically to 

the Defendants.  As of the date of this Motion, the Defendants have make any payments on the 

judgment, let alone respond to notice of the judgment. 

6. Rather than waiting for a response, the Plaintiff took immediate action to collect 

this default judgment.  See:  Exhibit A - Barry Hall Affidavit. 

7. The Plaintiff investigated the history of the Cabello entities and its control person, 

Patrick Terry to discover: 

a. Patrick Terry has a history of unpaid judgments against him, i.e, U.S. District Court 
for Central California, Case No. CV 10-2170-R, for $632,372.58, consisting of 
$285,694.78 for breach of contract and 346,677.80 for conversion, fraud, and 
negligent misrepresentation.   Hall Affidavit ¶ 15(a). 

 
b. The Cabello entities own common stock in the Plaintiff, Her Imports.  Hall 

Affidavit ¶ 8. 
 
c. The Cabello entities have administrative of the Plaintiff’s non-operating website, 

i.e. www.herimports.com.  Hall Affidavit ¶ 9. 
 
d. The Cabello entities have administrative control the Plaintiff’s Cabello.divino 

Instagram account. Hall Affidavit ¶ 9. 
 
e. Patrick Terry has defaulted on his child supports payments.  Hall Affidavit ¶15(b). 
 
f. Patrick Terry has defaulted on legal bills related to unsuccessful lawsuits.  Hall 

Affidavit ¶15(e). 
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8. The Plaintiff recognized that since the Cabello Defendants are foreign entities, 

domiciled in the United Arab Emirates, it will be difficult to collect the monies owed, even with a 

U. S. Court Order.  

9. Terry Patrick and the Cabello entities have a history of not paying their debts.  Hall 

Affidavit ¶16. 

10. The Plaintiff engaged the services of Legal Document Management, Inc. in 

Chicago, IL, who has a good history in helping Plaintiffs collect on outstanding Court Orders.   See 

Exhibit B – Verella Osborne Affidavit. 

11. Legal Document Management tackled the collection of the outstanding Default 

Judgement for $$657,771 Court Order from multiple angles.   

a. They contacted, attorney Tom McLean, an international agent for process service.  
This attorney explained that service of process of a foreign lawsuit, alone, is 
extremely difficult in the UAE as the application must be reviewed and approved 
by the royal family members, which frequently hold ownership interest in the 
defendant company.  Osborne Affidavit ¶ 2. 

 
b. Next, they contacted the UAE Embassy in Washington, D.C. and spoke to an agent 

and requested any written procedures the Embassy could provide regarding the 
process of collecting a foreign judgment issued on a UAE corporation.  They were 
informed the Embassy had no such information available.  Effective February 1, 
2023, the designed agent for UAE was changed to a member of the royal family.   
Osborne Affidavit ¶ 3. 

 
c. They emailed a similar request to the U.S. Secretary of State, Department of 

Commerce, and have not received a reply.  Osborne Affidavit ¶ 4. 
 
d. They contacted the U.S. Commercial Service, the U.S. government’s largest trade 

promotion agency and made the same request for information on procedures to 
collect a U.S. judgment on a UAE corporation and have not received a reply to date.  
Osborne Affidavit ¶ 5. 

 
e. They telephoned the U.S. Consulate in Dubai and they have not received any email 

or telephone reply to date.  Osborne Affidavit ¶ 6. 
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f. They researched a published article from Thomas Reuters and Practical Law 
Country the same article by Susie Abdel-Nabi and Lucy Nash of the U.K. law firm, 
Clyde & Co., entitled “Enforcement of Judgments in the United Arab Emirates,” 
and found there is no treaty or agreement on this topic between the UAE and the 
USA.  Osborne Affidavit ¶ 7. 

 
g. They found that the enforcement of foreign judgments in the UAE are governed by 

“Article 85 of the Executive Regulations” [of the Code of Civil Procedure], which 
contains the substantive law and procedure for the enforcement of a foreign 
judgment.:  And that, excluded Judgments, i.e., The types of foreign judgments in 
commercial matters that appear to be automatically excluded for collection are:  --
"Default judgments.”  Osbone Affidavit ¶ 8. 

 
12. Based on this research, the laws of the UAE will prevent the Plaintiff from 

collecting on this Default Judgment. 

13. Therefore, the only remaining method to collect on this default judgment is to attach 

the Cabello entities U.S. assets. 

III.  Equitable Remedy in the Alternative of Legal Remedy 

14. As the Seventh Circuit notes, “[a]n injunction is an equitable remedy that does not 

issue as a matter of course, but rather a remedy that courts may grant at their discretion in the 

extraordinary situations where legal remedies such as monetary damages are inadequate.  

Bedrossian v. Northwestern Memorial Hosp. 409 F.3d 840, 842 (7th Cir. 2005). 

15. In this instant case, the Plaintiff anticipates that monetary damages will be difficult 

to recover from foreign entities; and, would be “seriously deficient as a remedy for the harm 

suffered.” Roland Mach. Co. v. Dresser Indus., Inc., 749 F.2d 380, 386 (7th Cir. 1984).   

16. Further, the Plaintiff believes that since the Cabello entities did not answer or 

respond to this lawsuit, it is highly unlikely that will pay any default money damages.  And, based 

on the work conducted by Legal Document Services (cited above) it is not possible to enforce a 

U.S. Court Order in the United Arab Emirates. 

17. This makes this legal remedy inadequate. 
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18.  The Cabello entities collectively own 6,022,696 shares of common stock of Her 

Imports.  The last public sale of the common stock on August 25, 2021.  The average price of the 

stock was $0.05 per share.  $0.05 a share times 6,022,696 shares equals $301,135, far less than the 

$657,771 owed to Her Imports by the Cabello entities.  Hall Affidavit ¶ 25.    

19.  Since monetary damages are not recoverable as a legal remedy from foreign entities, 

this will cause irreparable harm to the Plaintiff and its shareholders.  Therefore, the Plaintiff 

respectfully requests this Court to restore its status quo via injunctive relief, whereby NATCO, 

Her Import’s authorized transfer agent cancel the Defendants share ownership of Her Imports to 

the amount of the monies owed, which would include any and all shares issued to the Cabello 

entities; transfer the administrative control in the Cabello.divino Instagram account to Her Imports; 

and transfer the administrative control over in the non-functioning URL www.herimports.com to 

Her Imports.  Hall Affidavit ¶ 24. 

20. Therefore, based on this extraordinary situation, in attempting to recover damages 

from two United Arab Emirates entities, the Plaintiff respectfully requests this Court’s discretion 

to grant the Plaintiff injunctive relief to recover a portion of the Defendants holdings located in the 

United States, as an equitable remedy.    

IV.  Injunctive Relief 

21. A party seeking a preliminary injunction must show (1) that its case has “some 

likelihood of success on the merits,” and (2) that it has “no adequate remedy at law and will suffer 

irreparable harm if a preliminary injunction is denied.”  Ezell v. City of Chi., 651 F.3d 684, 694 

(7th Cir. 2011). The threshold for establishing likelihood of success is relatively low. Mich. v. U.S. 

Army Corps of Eng’rs, 667 F.3d 765, 782 (7th Cir. 2011).  The moving party must only “present 

a claim plausible enough that (if the other preliminary injunction factors cut in their favor), the 
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entry of a preliminary injunction would be an appropriate step.” Id. at 783. If the moving party 

meets these threshold requirements, the district court “weighs the factors against one another, 

assessing whether the balance of harms favors the moving party or whether the harm to the 

nonmoving party or the public is sufficiently weighty that the injunction should be denied.” Id.  

The district court’s weighing of the factors is not mathematical in nature; rather, it is “more 

properly characterized as subjective and intuitive, one which permits district courts to weigh the 

competing considerations and mold appropriate relief.”  Ty, Inc. v. Jones Group, Inc., 237 F.3d 

891, 895–96 (7th Cir. 2001) (quoting Abbott Labs. v. Mead Johnson & Co., 971 F.2d 6, 12 (7th 

Cir. 1992)).  

22. An injunction is an equitable remedy warranted only when the plaintiff does not 

have an adequate remedy at law, such as monetary damages.  See Morales v. Trans World Airlines, 

505 U.S. 374, 381 (1992); Franklin v. Gwinnett Co. Pub. Sch., 503 U.S. 60 75-76 (1992) 

V.  Adequate Remedy At Law  

23.  Plaintiffs do not have a remedy at law.  Girl Scouts of Manitou Council v. Girl Scouts 

of the United States of America, Inc., 549 F.3d 1079 at 1095 (7th Cir. 2008).  In other words, the 

Plaintiffs have demonstrated that, in this instant case, money damages are inadequate, since they 

cannot be collected.  Plaintiff has demonstrate that: (1) absent injunctive relief, it will suffer 

irreparable harm; (2) traditional legal remedies are inadequate; and (3) its claim has some 

likelihood of success on the merits.  Id.  The court also must consider the public interest in either 

the grant or denial of the injunctive relief. Id. 

24.  Plaintiffs need not show traditional legal remedies would be “wholly ineffectual,” but, 

rather, that they would be “seriously deficient as compared to the harm suffered.”  Foodcomm Int’l 

v. Barry, 328 F.3d 300, 304 (7th Cir. 2003). “[S]howing irreparable harm is ‘[p]robably the most 
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common method of demonstrating that there is no adequate legal remedy.’” Campbell v. Miller, 

373 F.3d 834, 840 (7th Cir. 2004) (Williams, J., dissenting) (quoting 11A Charles A. Wright, 

Arthur R. Miller & Mary K. Kane, Federal Practice and Procedure § 2944 (2d ed. 1995)); see also 

Fleet Wholesale Supply Co. v. Remington Arms Co., 846 F.2d 1095, 1098 (7th Cir. 1988); Wil-

Kar, Inc. v. Vill. of Germantown, 153 F. Supp. 2d 982, 987 (E.D. Wis. 2001). 

VI.  Injunctive Relief Analysis 

A.  Likelihood of Success on the Merits 

25. To prevail on injunctive relief, the Plaintiff must show some likelihood of success on 

the merits.  This is a low threshold, as the Plaintiff need only demonstrate that its chances of 

prevailing are “better than negligible.” Roland Mach. Co., 749 F.2d at 387 (quoting Omega 

Satellite Prods Co. v. City of Indianapolis, 694 F.2d 119, 123 (7th Cir. 1982)). 

26. The Plaintiff argues and demonstrates that the Defendants misappropriated $657,771. 

Based on this unjust enrichment by the Cabello entities, there is a high likelihood on the success 

of the merits of this case.   

B.  Irreparable Harm/Inadequate Legal Remedy 

27.  To show lack of an adequate remedy at law, the moving party must show that monetary 

damages would be “seriously deficient as a remedy for the harm suffered.” Roland Mach. Co. v. 

Dresser Indus., Inc., 749 F.2d 380, 386 (7th Cir. 1984).  “A damages remedy may be inadequate 

if it comes ‘too late to save the plaintiff’s business or if the nature of the plaintiff’s loss may make 

damages very difficult to calculate.’” Gateway E. Ry. Co. v. Terminal R.R. Ass’n of St. Louis, 35 

F.3d 1134, 1140 (7th Cir. 1994) (quoting Roland Mach. Co., 749 F.2d at 386).  The same principle 

applies in the context of irreparable harm; indeed, a business is said to suffer irreparable harm if it 

is forced to shut down while awaiting trial.  Roland Mach. Co., 749 F.2d at 386; see also United 
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Air Lines, Inc. v. Air Line Pilots Ass’n, No. 08-cv-4317, 2008 WL 4936847, at * 45 (N.D. Ill. Nov. 

17, 2008). 

28.  To show lack of an adequate remedy at law, the moving party must show that monetary 

damages would be “seriously deficient as a remedy for the harm suffered.” Roland Mach. Co. v. 

Dresser Indus., Inc., 749 F.2d 380, 386 (7th Cir. 1984).  “A damages remedy may be inadequate 

if it comes ‘too late to save the plaintiff’s business or if the nature of the plaintiff’s loss may make 

damages very difficult to calculate.’” Gateway E. Ry. Co. v. Terminal R.R. Ass’n of St. Louis, 35 

F.3d 1134, 1140 (7th Cir. 1994) (quoting Roland Mach. Co., 749 F.2d at 386).  

29.  In this instant case, the Plaintiff has suffered a financial loss of $657,771.  Hall 

Affidavit ¶ 13.  These funds were wrongfully taken at the expense of Plaintiff, Her Imports and its 

200 shareholders.  Hall Affidavit ¶ 26.  The two Cabello entries are domiciled in the United Arab 

Emirates.  Hall Affidavit ¶ 8.  Based on attempted collection endeavors, the laws of the UAE will 

prevent the Plaintiff from collecting on this Default Judgment..   

30.  Therefore, based on these circumstances, it is not possible to collect on any monetary 

damages awarded from entities domiciled in the United Arab Emirates.  Failure to reclaim financial 

loss of $657,771 would cause irreparable harm to the Plaintiff and its shareholders.  Hall Affidavit 

¶ 26.   Therefore, based on these circumstances, since the $657,771 cannot be recovered, this would 

make this legal remedy inadequate. 

C.  Balance of Harms and Public Interest  

31.  Once a moving party has satisfied the threshold requirements for injunctive relief, a 

court must balance the threatened injury to the moving party with the threatened harm that the 

injunction may inflict on the nonmovant. Girl Scouts of Manitou Council, 549 F.3d at 1085. 
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32.  In this instant case, the Plaintiff believes it has made a satisfactory showing of the 

likelihood of success, the irreparable harm this has cause the Plaintiff under these circumstances 

there is inadequate legal remedy to collect a judgment against entities where the laws of the UAE 

prevent the Plaintiff from collecting on this Default Judgment.  Therefore, this is now in the hands 

of the District Court to balance the harm the injunction would impose on the defendant against 

the injury the Plaintiff would suffer without the injunction.  See Vencor, Inc. v. Webb, 33 F.3d 

840, 845 (7th Cir.1994).  

VI.  Notice to Defendants 

33.  Separately, the Plaintiff will serve a copy of this Post Judgment Relief Motion and 

corresponding Affidavits on the Defendants and file a separate Certificate of Service. 

VII.  Conclusion 
 

Wherefore, the Plaintiff respectfully requests this Court to grant its motion to restore its 

status quo via injunctive relief, whereby NATCO, Her Imports’ authorized transfer agent will 

cancel the Defendants share ownership of Her Imports to the amount of the monies owed, which 

would include any and all shares issued to the Cabello entities; transfer administrative control of 

the Cabello.divino Instagram account to Her Imports; and transfer the administrative control to 

Her Imports in the non-functioning URL www.herimports.com to Her Imports. 

 
Dated:  March 21, 2023     Respectfully submitted,  

 
By:  /s/ T. J. Jesky  
            T. J. Jesky 

T. J. Jesky (IL ARDC 6235691) 
Law Offices of T. J. Jesky 
205 N. Michigan Avenue, Suite 810  
Chicago, IL  60601-5902 
tj@jeskylaw.com 
Telephone:  312-894-0130, Ext. 3 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 

HER IMPORTS ) 
) 
) Plaintiff, 

CABELLO REAL, LTD 
incorporated in the United Arab 
Emirates, CABELLO REAL FZE, 
in~orporated in the United Arab 
Emirates, JOHN DOES 1-10 and Roe 
Cbrporations 1-10. 

Defendants. 

) Case No. 1 :22-cv-03243 
) 
) Honorable Nancy L. Maldonado 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF POST JUDGMENT RELIEF 

I, BARRY HALL, state under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct: 

1. I am an adult over the age of eighteen (18) years and that the following is true and 

correct and within my personal knowledge and that I can competently testify to the statements 

contained herein if called to do so. 

2. Except as otherwise expressly stated to the contrary, I have personal knowledge of 

the following facts and, if called as a witness to support damages sought in the above reference 

ca~e, I could and would competently testify as follows: 

3. I am the Chairman and Chief Executive Officer of Her Imports. 

4. Her Imports, operates a business that globally sources, markets and sells human 

hair as hair extensions and related haircare and beauty products. 

5. Its predecessor, Her Imports, LLC, a private limited liability company was 

originally formed and operated by Patrick Johnathan William Terry (hereinafter "Mr. Terry"). Mr. 
' 
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Terry is a Canadian citizen, with a residence in the United Arab Emirates, who currently resides 

in Mexico. 

6. Mr. Terry began working with Her Imports in 2015. It was not until April 9, 2018 

tliat Mr. Terry's Cabello entities took ownership in Her Imports. 

7. On April 9, 2018, Cabello Real, FZE took ownership of 1,250,000 common shares 

a1;1d Her Imports and on June 20, 2018, Cabello Real acquired another 3,500,000 common shares 

of Her Imports. On June 28, 2018, Cabello Real, Ltd. acquired 1,272,696 common shares of Her 

Imports. 

8. Cabello Real, Ltd, is domiciled in the United Arab Emirates. They currently own 

1,272,696 (13.5%) common shares of Her Imports and Cabello Real, FZE, domiciled in the United 

Arab Emirates currently owns 4,750,000 (50.3%) common shares of Her Imports. The Cabello 

entities also received 5,000,000 non-voting, non-cumulative, callable preferred stock. 

9. At or about the same time Cabello took stock ownership in Her Imports, Mr. Terry, 

under his Cabello entities took administrative control of Her Imports, now non-functioning 

website, URL (www.herimports.com) and took administrative control the Cabello.divino 

Instagram account, which sells Her Imports products. 

10. The Defendants, Cabello Real, Ltd, and Cabello Real, FZE are United Arab 

Emirates corporations, therefore, the Defendants are not minors, an incompetent person or in the 

military service. 

11. Based on a Form 4 SEC filing and their Schedule 13 D filings, the Cabello entities 

ar~ controlled and owned by Mr. Terry. 

2 
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12. Mr. Terry asked the Plaintiff, Her Imports to pay bills, and pay special bonuses 

under the pretense that he was helping build the business for Her Imports. The requests continued 

tci increase, and based on the past working relationship, Her Imports accommodated these requests. 

13. Based on these Cabello non-reimbursed expenses, on June 21, 2022, Her Imports 

Wed a Complaint against Cabello [Dkt. 1] and on January 18, 2023, the Court granted the 

Plaintiffs Motion for a default judgment against the Defendants, Cabello Real, Ltd., and Cabello 

Rela FZE to pay Plaintiff, Her Imports $657,771 [Dkt. 34]. 

14. Following the default judgment of $657,771, Her Imports began the process to 

ce>llect on this debt. Patrick Terry and his Cabello entities were notified of the debt via email and 

sending the link www.312lega1.com to their Facebook and WhatsApp accounts, which gave them 

notice of the $657,771 default judgment. 

15. The Cabello entities and Terry Patrick have a history of unpaid judgments against 

them. For example, they have defaulted and made no payments for: 

a. U.S. District Court for Central California, Case No. CV 10-2170-R, for 
$632,372.58, consisting of $285,694.78 for breach of contract and 346,677.80 for 
conversion, fraud, and negligent misrepresentation. 

b. Patrick Terry has defaulted on his child supports payments in: the United States, 
Canada, Jamaica and United Kingdom. According to Terry's own representations 
he has over 13 children in four different countries, only four of whom he provided 
the required support. 

c. Terry orchestrated three separate break-in and theft of products in excess of 
$160,000. 

d. Terry operates under at least six aliases on the "Dark Web" where he sells 
counterfeit currencies and passports. 

e. Terry has defaulted on legal bills related to unsuccessful lawsuits that he initiated 
simply to harass and intimidate former associates who refused to assist him in his 
nefarious plans. 
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f. Terry has used his administrative control of the Company's former Instagram 
account to slander and smear the current management of Her Imports. 

16. Terry Patrick and the Cabello entities have a history of not paying their debts. 

17. In order to collect the $657,771 default judgment, Her Imports hired the services of 

Legal Document Management, Inc. a legal support services company to the legal profession that 

has been in business since 1982. 

18. Legal Document Management for the past 60-days, have worked to collect this 

debt. See: Exhibit B -Affidavit ofVerella Osborne. 

19. Legal Document Management attempted to collect by: a) hiring outside services 

of a collection attorney; b) they contacted the UAE Embassy in Washington, D.C., the U.S. 

Secretary of State, the Department of Commerce, the U.S. Commercial Service, the U.S. 

government's largest trade promotion agency; and c) they contacted the U.S. Consulate in Dubai. 

20. After weeks of research, they found that the enforcement of foreign judgments in 

the UAE are governed by "Article 85 of the Executive Regulations" [ of the Code of Civil 

Procedure], which contains the substantive law and procedure for the enforcement of a foreign 

jm,lgment.: And that, excluded judgments, i.e., the types of foreign judgments in commercial 

m,:i.tters that appear to be automatically excluded for collection are: --"Default judgments." 

21. Said differently, the laws of U AE stop the collection of a default judgment. 

22. Based on the Defendants and Patrick Terry's history of non-payment of court 

orders, the only remaining way to satisfy this judgement is to seize Cabello's U.S. assets, which 

in itself will not totally satisfy the total $657,771 default judgment, but would provide Her Imports 

with an acceptable alternative. 

23. Based on our collection efforts and legal research, since the Cabello Defendants are 

fordgn UAE entities, it is not possible to collect the monies owed even with a U.S. Court Order;. 
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24. Therefore, on behalf of Her Imports, I respectfully ask the Court to grant an Order, 

that NATCO, Her Import's authorized transfer agent cancel the Defendants share ownership of 
i 
I 

I1er Imports to the amount of the monies owed, which would include any and all shares issued to 
I 

~e Cabello entities and their assignees; transfer the administrative control of the Cabello.di vino 

I~stagram account, which sells Her Imports products to Her Imports [this doesn't make sense]; 
i 

8fd the transfer administrative control of the non-functioning website called www.herimports.com 
' 
i 

tq Her Imports. 

25. The Cabello entities collectively own 6,022,696 shares of common stock of Her 

Imports. The last public sale of the common stock on August 25, 2021. The average price of the 
' 

stock was $0.05 per share. $0.05 a share times 6,022,696 shares equals $301,135, far less than the 

$~57,771 owed to Her Imports by the Cabello entities. 

26. This alternative represents an equitable method to protect the value of the Her 

Irµports, approximately 200 shareholders, whose ownership value in Her Imports suffered due to 

the misappropriation of $657,771. 

27. On behalf of Her Imports, I respectfully request this Court to grant the pending 

mption whereby NATCO, Her Imports' authorized transfer agent will cancel the Defendants share 

o~ership of Her Imports to the amount of the monies owed, which would include any and all 

shares issued to the Cabello entities; transfer their ownership rights and administrative control in 

thf Cabello.divino Instagram account to Her Imports; and transfer their ownership and 

' 

administrative control over to Her Imports in the non-functioning URL www.herimports.com to 

H~r Imports. 

Further, the affiant sayeth naught. 
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1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

fdregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

Dated this c).O day of March 2023 

S1fATE OF Net/RM ) 
) ss. 

qoUNTY OF Uft1...tK: ) 

BAAA Y HALL on behalf of himself 
and 1--Ier Imports 

I, Barry Hall, being first duly sworn according to law, depose and say: 

I have read the foregoing Affidavit in Support of Post Judgment Relief, know the contents 

thereof and state that the same is true of my own personal knowledge, except those matters stated upon 

information and belief, and as to those items, I belie:e~.!9-~!ll _ e~me. -----·-··••"·-· 
c 

Subscribed and sworn to me this 
of the month of March, 2023 

NOtary# 
,P-D day 

6 

BARRY HALL on behalf of himself 
and Her Imports 

j Notary Public - State Of Nevada j 
j COUNTY OF CLARK j 

! Araksya Vardevaryan i 
j My Appointment Expires 1 
j No. 21-4205-01 June 28, 2025 j ........... , ......................................... , ................................ , ....... , .. ,: 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 

 

HER IMPORTS 

 

                                         Plaintiff,  

vs.  

 

CABELLO REAL, LTD  

incorporated in the United Arab 

Emirates, CABELLO REAL FZE, 

incorporated in the United Arab 

Emirates, JOHN DOES 1-10 and Roe 

Corporations 1-10.  

 

                                         Defendants. 

  

 )  

 )  

 )  

 )  Case No. 1:22-cv-03243  

 )  

 )  Honorable Nancy L. Maldonado 

 )  

 )  

 )  

 )  

 ) 

 ) 

 ) 

 

AFFIDAVIT OF VERELLA OSBORNE 

 
I, Verella Osborne, being duly sworn on oath, do hereby attest as follows: 
 

1. I am President of Legal Document Management Inc., a company which has provided legal 
support services to the legal profession since 1982.  As requested by attorney T.J. Jesky in 
January 2023, who needs to provide the United States District Court For the Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, Case No. 1:22-cv-03243, with evidence as to what has 
taken place to collect the Default Judgment against Cabello Real, LTD and Cabello Real 
FZE, United Arab Emirates entities, I have researched a means by which a court-ordered 
judgment issued in the United States against a corporation situated in the United Arab 
Emirates (“UAE”) might be collected in the UAE by the U.S. plaintiff.  I contacted and 
researched several sources, as described herein. 
 

2. I contacted our firm’s international agent for process service, attorney Tom McLean, 
Senior Consultant for International Litigation Support for Legal Language Services in 
Leawood, KS.  This company has successfully handled international service of process for 
our clients for over 20 years.  His response to my inquiry was that, while his company has 
effected hundreds of services in countries throughout the world, it has never been 
requested to assist with judgment collection in the UAE or any Arab country.  He 
explained that service of process of a foreign lawsuit, alone, is extremely difficult in the 
UAE as the application must be reviewed and approved by the royal family members, 
which frequently hold ownership interest in the defendant company.   
 

3. I telephoned the UAE Embassy in Washington, D.C. and spoke to an agent and requested 
any written procedures the Embassy could provide regarding the process of collecting a 
foreign judgment issued on a UAE corporation.  I was informed the Embassy had no such 
information available.  I also searched the UAE Embassy website, which produced no 
results for judgment collection, but did provide a “Commercial Invoices Attestation 
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Process Route” to present regular invoices to UAE companies.  However, effective 
2/1/23, the UAE terminated the submission of foreign invoices directly  and have 
established a more restrictive process via UAE Ministry of Foreign Affairs & International 
Cooperation (MOFAIC), the contact for which is a member of the royal family. 
 

4. U.S. Secretary of State, Department of Commerce, International Trade Administration – I 
emailed a similar request to data_inquiries@trade.gov and have received no reply to 
date. 
 

5. U.S. Commercial Service, the U.S. government’s largest trade promotion agency 
(contact.us.state.gov) at “Export.Gov” – I emailed UAE Commercial Specialist Maya Najm 
at maya.najm@trade.gov and made the same request for information on procedures to 
collect a U.S. judgment on a UAE corporation and have received no reply to date. 
 

6. I telephoned the U.S. Consulate in Dubai (971-4-309-4000) and left a similar message and 
have received no email or telephone reply to date. 
 

7. Thomas Reuters and Practical Law Country published the same article by Susie Abdel-
Nabi and Lucy Nash of the U.K. law firm, Clyde & Co., entitled “Enforcement of 
Judgments in the United Arab Emirates”, which outlined the legal process as of May 2022 
(EXHIBIT A).  I could locate no subsequent revision.  The pertinent and governing 
procedures outlined in this legal publication in relation to the within default judgment 
are as follows: 
 
a.  Judgment collection in the UAE is first governed by any existing international 

convention, agreement or treaty.   “The UAE is party to a number of treaties 
facilitating the reciprocal enforcement of judgments.  The most relevant of these 
treaties are the GCC Convention for the Execution of Judgments, Delegations and 
Judicial Notifications 1996 (GCC Convention), and the Riyadh Convention on the 
Judicial Cooperation between the States of the Arab League 1983 (Riyadh 
Convention).  The UAE has also entered into bilateral treaties for the reciprocal 
recognition and enforcement of foreign judgments, including treaties with China, 
India and France.  The application of the above treaties extends to the financial free 
zones.  In addition, the financial free zone courts have entered into bilateral 
memoranda of guidance in relation to reciprocal enforcement arrangements with 
courts in several other jurisdictions: 
Memorandum of Guidance as to Enforcement with the High Court of England and 
Wales 
Memorandum on Enforcement with the Supreme Court of Singapore 
Memorandum of Guidance on Understanding the Enforcement of Money Judgments 
with the Federal Court of Malaysia 
Memorandum of Guidance as to Enforcement with the High Court of Hong Kong.” 
 
I could locate no treaty or agreement on this topic between the UAE and the USA. 
Also, the UAE does not subscribe to the Hague Convention. 
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8. Restrictions in the Enforcement of Qualifying Judgments: In the absence of a treaty or 
convention with the UAE and the USA, and barring the UAE subscribing to the Hague 
Convention, the enforcement of foreign judgments in the UAE must be governed by 
“Article 85 of the Executive Regulations [of the Code of Civil Procedure], which contains 
the substantive law and procedure for the enforcement of a foreign judgment.    Article 
85(1) of the Executive Regulations states that judgments and orders issued in a foreign 
state can be enforced in the UAE under the same conditions for the enforcement of 
judgments and orders that apply to the law of the jurisdiction that issued the judgment 
or order.  In other words, without a relevant treaty in force, there is still a need for 
reciprocity between the UAE and the issuing state of the judgment in respect of 
recognition and enforcement.” 

 
“Article 85(2) contains further conditions to enforcement, including that the UAE 
onshore courts must not have had (under UAE law) exclusive jurisdiction to hear the 
subject matter of the judgment.” 
 
“Another important condition is that the foreign judgment must not conflict with a 
judgment or order rendered by a UAE court (this is important in the context of the 
likelihood of parallel proceedings before the UAE courts), and must not contain anything 
contrary to public order or morals.”  The scope of “public order or morals” is not defined. 
 
Challenging Enforcement:  In a foreign judgment, “the execution court can review the 
service of proceedings.  Article 85(2)(c) of the Executive Regulations explicitly requires 
the court to verify that the parties to the proceedings in respect of which the foreign 
judgment is issued had been required to appear.”   
 

9. Excluded Judgments:  The types of foreign judgments in commercial matters that appear 
to be automatically excluded for collection are: 
--"Default judgments 
--Judgments made without notice (ex parte)” 
As the underlying court judgment in this instance is a default judgment, the governing 
Executive Regulations exclude the within judgment from any possibility of being 
collected, as it stands, in the UAE.  The Regulations classifies foreign judgments “as 
judgments and orders that have been issued by a foreign country which are capable of 
enforcement and execution in the UAE.”  Article 85(2) defines the judgments which are 
excluded and not “capable of enforcement and execution in the UAE” and includes the 
type of default judgment entered in the subject lawsuit. 

 
10.  All foreign judgments, according to this legal brief, are subject to “formal proceedings”, 

rather than “simplified proceedings” for enforcement.  “However, if the requirements of 
Article 85(2) of the Civil Procedure Code are not satisfied, a (new) civil claim must be filed 
in the competent UAE court, with the foreign judgment being filed as evidence.” As 
default judgments do not meet the stipulated requirements, it appears the judgment in 
this matter could not be collected under current prevailing regulations and new litigation 
would have to be initiated within the UAE. 
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Judgments: Legal Framework 

  

1. What is the definition of judgment in your jurisdiction for the purpose of enforcement 

proceedings? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

Onshore courts. UAE law does not provide a standalone definition of “judgment”. However, for the purposes of enforcement, 

Article 75 of Cabinet Resolution No.57 of 2018 Concerning the Executive Regulations of Federal Law No.11 of 1992 on the 

Civil Procedure Law (Executive Regulations) provides that coercive execution (that is, enforcement) may be carried out only 

under a writ of execution in fulfilment of a right that is well established, of a specified value and immediately due for 

payment. 

  

DIFC courts. Rules 45.2(3) and 45.2(4) of the Rules of the DIFC Courts (RDC) provide that a “judgment or order” includes 

an award that the DIFC courts have: 

  

• Ratified for enforcement. 

• Ordered to be enforced. 

• Given permission to enforce. 

A “judgment or order for the payment of money” includes a judgment or order for the payment of costs but does not include 

a judgment or order for the payment of money into the DIFC courts. 

  

ADGM courts. Rules 245(2)(c) and 245(2)(d) of the ADGM Court Procedure Rules 2016 (as amended) (ADGMC Rules) 

contain similar provisions to the RDC. 

  

Foreign 
  

Onshore courts. For the purposes of enforcement, Article 85 of the Executive Regulations classifies foreign judgments 

(including orders) as judgments and orders that have been issued by a foreign country which are capable of enforcement and 

execution in the UAE. 

  

DIFC courts. RDC 45.8(1) classifies a foreign judgment as an award of a sum of money or other decision made by any court, 

tribunal, body or person other than the DIFC courts. 

  

ADGM courts. Similarly, rule 249(1) of the ADGMC Rules classifies a foreign judgment as a decision of a tribunal, panel, 

body or person other than the ADGM courts. 

  

International Conventions/Agreements 
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2. What international conventions and agreements on enforcement of judgments is your 

jurisdiction a party to? 

 

 

  

The UAE is party to a number of treaties facilitating the reciprocal enforcement of judgments. The most relevant of these 

treaties are the: 

  

• GCC Convention for the Execution of Judgments, Delegations and Judicial Notifications 1996 (GCC Convention). 

• Riyadh Convention on the Judicial Cooperation between the States of the Arab League 1983 (Riyadh Convention). 

The UAE has also entered into bilateral treaties for the reciprocal recognition and enforcement of foreign judgments, 

including treaties with China, India and France. 

  

The application of the above treaties extends to the financial free zones. In addition, the financial free zone courts have 

entered into bilateral memoranda of guidance in relation to reciprocal enforcement arrangements with courts in several other 

jurisdictions. For example, the DIFC Courts have entered into a: 

  

• Memorandum of Guidance as to Enforcement with the High Court of England and Wales. 

• Memorandum on Enforcement with the Supreme Court of Singapore. 

• Memorandum of Guidance on Understanding the Enforcement of Money Judgments with the Federal Court of 

Malaysia. 

• Memorandum of Guidance as to Enforcement with the High Court of Hong Kong. 

The ADGM Courts have entered into similar memoranda. 

  

Domestic Framework 
  

 

3. What is the applicable domestic legislative framework for enforcement of judgments? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

The UAE’s court structure and jurisdictional regimes are complex. Each of the UAE’s seven Emirates has its own 

independent jurisdiction for matters devolved on them by the UAE Constitution. Three of the Emirates (Dubai, Abu Dhabi 

and Ras Al Khaimah), operate their own court system. The remainder rely on the UAE federal court structure. In addition, 

Dubai and Abu Dhabi have established financial free zones within their territories: the Dubai International Financial Centre 

(DIFC) and the Abu Dhabi Global Markets (ADGM). These financial free zones operate a common-law based legal system 
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with their own civil and commercial laws which differ from those in the non-free zone areas. 

  

Different procedures apply to the enforcement of judgments depending on whether the court in which the judgment was 

rendered was “onshore” in the UAE (that is, an Emirate or federal court of the UAE), or the DIFC or ADGM courts. 

Judgments of the onshore courts, the DIFC courts, and the ADGM courts are not considered to be domestic judgments with 

regard to each other. However, for the purposes of this chapter, we consider enforcement of judgments between the onshore 

courts and the financial free zone courts as “domestic”, and judgments issued by courts outside of the UAE as “foreign”. 

  

Onshore courts. The courts of the Emirates of the UAE and the federal courts are bound by federal laws relating to civil 

procedure in the UAE. The framework for the execution and enforcement of judgments is contained in Federal Law No. 11 of 

1992 on the Civil Procedures Law (Civil Procedure Code), and Book 3 of the Executive Regulations. 

  

In particular, the Executive Regulations deal with matters such as: 

  

• The role of the execution judge and the enforcement officers (Articles 69 to 74). 

• The form of the writ of execution (Articles 75 to 76). 

• Immediate enforcement (Articles 77 to 84). 

• Enforcement procedures (Articles 97 to 102). 

Enforcement of judgments between the courts of the different Emirates is covered under Federal Law No. 10 of 2019 on 

Regulating Judicial Relations among the Judicial, Federal and Local Authorities (Judicial Relations Law). Article 10 of the 

Judicial Relations Law provides that all final or enforceable judgments or orders of the federal or Emirate courts are 

enforceable throughout the UAE, in accordance with relevant legislation (that is, the Civil Procedure Code and the Executive 

Regulations). 

  

Financial free zone courts. The legislative framework for each of the DIFC courts and the ADGM courts is as follows: 

  

• DIFC courts. Judgments rendered by the DIFC courts are governed by: 

• DIFC Law No. 10 of 2004 (DIFC Court Law); and 

• Rules of the Dubai International Financial Centre Courts 2014 (RDC). 

• ADGM courts. Judgments rendered by the ADGM courts are governed by: 

• ADGM Courts, Civil Evidence, Judgments, Enforcement and Judicial Appointments Regulations 2015 (ADGM 

Court Regulations); and 

• ADGM Court Procedure Rules 2016 (as amended) (ADGMC Rules). 

Onshore court judgments in the financial free zones (and vice versa). The enforcement of judgments between the onshore and 

financial free zone regimes in the UAE is subject to special rules, which provide a streamlined procedure between the 

financial free zone and the Emirate in which it is located. The following rules apply depending on which of the financial free 

zones is applicable: 

  

• DIFC. The procedures for the enforcement of Dubai court judgments and arbitral awards ratified by the Dubai courts in 

the DIFC (and vice versa) are set out in Article 7 of Dubai Law No. 12 of 2004 in respect of the Judicial Authority at 

Dubai International Financial Centre (as amended) (Judicial Authority Law). In addition, RDC 45.18 to 45.24 outline 

the procedures for the enforcement of DIFC court judgments, decisions and orders outside the DIFC under Articles 7(2) 

and/or 7(3) of the Judicial Authority Law. 

• ADGM. The enforcement of judgments of the ADGM courts by the Abu Dhabi onshore courts (and vice versa) is 
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covered in the ADGM Court Regulations and is the subject of a Memorandum of Understanding between the ADGM 

Courts and the Abu Dhabi Judicial Department (ADJD) on the mutual and reciprocal recognition and enforcement of 

judgments, decisions, orders and ratified arbitral awards (2018 MoU). 

  

Foreign 
  

Onshore courts. The regime for the enforcement of foreign judgments, orders and bonds is contained in Book 3, Chapter 4 of 

the Executive Regulations. 

  

Financial free zone courts. The DIFC and ADGM courts have the power to enforce foreign judgments under the following 

laws: 

  

• DIFC. The DIFC Court of First Instance has jurisdiction to ratify judgments, orders or awards of a foreign court under 

Article 24(1)(a) of the DIFC Court Law. 

• ADGM. The ADGM courts have jurisdiction to ratify and enforce judgments of a foreign court under Chapter 10 of the 

ADGM Court Regulations. 

  

Enforceable/Excluded Types of Judgment 
  

 

4. What types of judgments in commercial matters are enforceable, and what types are 

excluded? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

Enforceable. All domestic judgments (See Question 1, Domestic) are enforceable, provided they meet the enforcement 

requirements and the relevant procedures are followed (see Question 3, Domestic and Question 5, Domestic). 

  

Excluded. See above, Domestic: Enforceable. 

  

Foreign 
  

Enforceable. Foreign money judgments and notarised instruments/deeds of settlement endorsed by courts in a foreign 

jurisdiction can be recognised in the UAE and enforced onshore in the UAE courts in accordance with any treaty for the 

mutual recognition and enforcement of judgments entered into between the UAE and the relevant foreign jurisdiction (see 

Question 2). 

  

In the absence of a treaty, Article 85 of the Executive Regulations applies, which contains the substantive law and procedure 

for the enforcement of a foreign judgment. Article 85(1) of the Executive Regulations states that judgments and orders issued 

in a foreign state can be enforced in the UAE under the same conditions for the enforcement of judgments and orders that 

apply to the law of the jurisdiction that issued the judgment or order. In other words, without a relevant treaty in force, there 

is still a need for reciprocity between the UAE and the issuing state of the judgment in respect of recognition and 

enforcement. 

  

Article 85(2) contains further conditions to enforcement, including that the UAE onshore courts must not have had (under 
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UAE law) exclusive jurisdiction to hear the subject matter of the judgment. 

  

Another important condition is that the foreign judgment must not conflict with a judgment or order rendered by a UAE court 

(this is important in the context of the likelihood of parallel proceedings before the UAE courts), and must not contain 

anything contrary to public order or morals. 

  

Excluded. In the onshore UAE courts, the types of foreign judgments in commercial matters that appear to be excluded are: 

  

• Default judgments. 

• Judgments made without notice (ex parte). 

It is difficult to enforce judgments for specific performance or injunctive relief from the UAE onshore courts, as the UAE 

courts do not typically order such remedies themselves. However, under Federal Law No. 6 of 2018 on Arbitration 

(Arbitration Law), the UAE courts have powers to issue orders in support of interim measures ordered by an arbitral tribunal 

in a UAE onshore seated arbitration. These measures include orders to take action to prevent, or to refrain from taking action 

that is likely to cause, current or imminent harm or prejudice to the arbitral process (Article 21 Arbitration Law). 

  

See also above: Foreign: Enforceable. 

  

The position in the free zones has not been considered for the purposes of this chapter. 

   

Judgments: Procedure for Enforcement 
  

  

Overview 
  

 

5. What is the general outline of enforcement proceedings? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

Enforcement of onshore UAE judgments in the same Emirate. Unlike common law proceedings, a judgment creditor must 

take the additional step of applying to the execution court for an execution order of the substantive judgment. 

  

Under the Executive Regulations, the execution process starts with an order by the execution judge to serve a writ of 

execution on the judgment debtor. There is a requirement for a certain executory formula to be affixed to the writ. The 

judgment debtor is also served with (among other things) a description of the amount claimed and a request for payment 

within 15 days from the date of service (Article 97, Executive Regulations). Following the expiration of the 15-day period, 

the judgment creditor can request that the court identifies the assets of the debtor to enforce the judgment. 

  

Jurisdiction over enforcement is vested in the execution judge of the court that issued the writ of execution in the UAE 

(Article 70(2), Executive Regulations), unless the judge delegates enforcement to an execution judge in another Emirate. 

  

Articles 77 to 84 of the Executive Regulations allow for immediate enforcement under an express provision of the Civil 

Procedure Code, or if awarded by the court (such as by way of judgment). However, the judgment debtor can file for a stay of 

execution if the execution would result in serious damage (Articles 83 and 84, Executive Regulations). In this case, a bond or 
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other sufficient safeguard can be ordered by the court to protect the right of the judgment creditor. 

  

Article 72(1) of the Executive Regulations lists the situations and details the procedure by which decisions of the execution 

judge can be challenged. Articles 72(2) and 72(3) of the Executive Regulations set out the types of decisions that can be 

appealed directly to the Court of Appeal. 

  

Enforcement of onshore UAE judgments in another Emirate. Under the Judicial Relations Law, the courts in one Emirate are 

required to enforce the orders of the courts of other Emirates (see Question 3, Domestic: Onshore courts). A judgment issued 

by any of the UAE onshore courts can be enforced in another Emirate by the original execution judge, or by way of 

delegation of certain tasks to an execution judge in the other Emirate (Articles 70(3) and 71, Executive Regulations). 

  

Enforcement of a financial free zone judgment in the same financial free zone. The enforcement process in the financial free 

zones broadly follows the typical common law procedure. A judgment takes immediate effect from the time it is given or 

made (save where the court orders a later effective date) and there is no separate step in which the judgment must be the 

subject of an execution order, as is the case under the UAE onshore civil procedure (see above, Domestic: Enforcement of 

onshore UAE judgments in the same Emirate). The enforcement processes for the DIFC and ADGM are as follows: 

  

• DIFC. Article 42 of the DIFC Court Law states that judgments, orders and awards issued or ratified by the DIFC courts 

can be enforced within the DIFC in the manner prescribed in the RDC. Part 45 of the RDC sets out general rules 

relating to the enforcement of judgments and orders. Part 36 of the RDC on judgment and orders is also relevant. 

• ADGM. Rule 302 of the ADGMC Rules provides that a judgment creditor must: 

• make an application for a certified copy of the judgment of the Court of First Instance or the Court of Appeal of the 

ADGM (as applicable), supported by the documents as set out in the relevant practice direction; and 

• comply with the applicable provisions of any relevant law, memorandum of understanding and practice direction. 

Enforcement of a financial free zone judgment in onshore UAE (and vice versa). There are streamlined enforcement 

procedures available for the enforcement of financial free zone judgments in the Emirate in which the financial free zone is 

established (and vice versa) (see Question 3, Domestic: Financial free zone courts). The relevant procedures are as follows: 

  

• DIFC. Article 7(2) of the Judicial Authority Law requires the following three conditions to be satisfied in order for a 

DIFC court judgment to be enforceable in onshore Dubai: 

• the judgment must be final and executory; 

• the judgment must be legally translated into Arabic; and 

• the judgment must be certified by the DIFC courts for execution and have a formula of execution affixed by the 

courts. 

• The procedure for enforcement is set out in Article 7(3) of the Judicial Authority Law. 

• The Dubai courts must enforce the judgment, decision or order in accordance with the procedure under the Executive 

Regulations. Importantly, any DIFC court judgment must be executed without the onshore execution judge 

reconsidering the merits of the judgment (Article 7(3)(c), Judicial Authority Law). 

• ADGM. The 2018 MoU sets out the process by which a judgment of the ADGM court can be enforced by the Abu 

Dhabi courts, and vice versa. For an ADGM court judgment to be enforced onshore in Abu Dhabi, a particular 

executory formula must be affixed onto the judgment, and the judgment must be translated into Arabic by a certified 

translator. Under paragraph 13 of the 2018 MoU, the Abu Dhabi onshore execution judge may be directly delegated to 

undertake enforcement within the Emirate, or under paragraph 14 the ADGM court may deputise an Abu Dhabi 

execution judge to take certain actions onshore in respect of a judgment to be otherwise executed within the ADGM. 
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In both financial free zones, the most commonly used enforcement route for judgments rendered in those courts in other 

Emirates is for the judgment to be enforced onshore through the streamlined procedures outlined above, so that the execution 

judge in the onshore court can apply for enforcement assistance from any of the other Emirate courts under the delegation 

powers in the Executive Regulations. However, both the DIFC and ADGM courts have entered into memoranda of 

understanding in relation to enforcement with the courts of certain Emirates of the UAE, notably the Ras Al Khaimah courts, 

as well as the federal Ministry of Justice. 

  

Foreign 
  

Onshore. Article 85 of the Executive Regulations provides that the foreign judgment or order must be enforced in the UAE 

courts in accordance with standard litigation procedures in force in the UAE, but also sets certain minimum requirements 

which must be met. These minimum requirements include that: 

  

• The UAE courts do not have exclusive jurisdiction in relation to the subject matter of the judgment. 

• The judgment does not conflict with a UAE court judgment, or public order or morals of the UAE. 

See Question 4, Foreign: Enforceable. 

  

However, these conditions are expressly without prejudice to the terms of any treaties and agreements between the UAE and 

other states on the enforcement of foreign judgments, orders and bonds (Article 88, Executive Regulations). 

  

An application for an enforcement order must be made by the foreign judgment creditor directly to the execution judge. The 

application form must contain the same information prescribed for the contents of the statement of claim. The execution 

judge must issue an order within three days. The execution judge can request documents to support the application before 

making any order. 

  

The enforcement order can be appealed according to the rules and procedures set out for appealing a judgment. 

  

Recognition and enforcement in the DIFC. Article 7(6) of the Judicial Authority Law requires that judgments rendered 

outside the DIFC be executed within the DIFC in accordance with the procedure prescribed in the RDC. 

  

A separate enforcement application must be made to the DIFC Courts’ Enforcement Division for the ratification and 

enforcement of a foreign judgment by the DIFC courts. The procedure for enforcement varies depending on the type of assets 

being used as the basis for the enforcement. 

  

The streamlined procedure under the Judicial Authority Law for the mutual enforcement of judgments between the DIFC 

courts and the onshore Dubai courts led to a number of cases in which foreign judgment creditors sought an order from the 

DIFC courts to ratify a foreign judgment, and then sought an enforcement order from the Dubai courts. An order from the 

DIFC courts ratifying the foreign judgment was sought, in some circumstances, where there were no assets in the DIFC 

against which the judgment creditor could enforce, and no other nexus existed to the DIFC. These cases were known as the 

“conduit jurisdiction” cases. In 2016, the Dubai Government established the Joint Judicial Tribunal for the Dubai Courts and 

DIFC Courts (under Decree No. 19 of 2016), which is tasked with deciding conflicts of jurisdiction and judgment between 

the DIFC courts and the Dubai courts. Subsequently, the use of the DIFC courts as a conduit jurisdiction to enforce foreign 

judgments has been curtailed. 

  

Recognition and enforcement in the ADGM. The process to enforce foreign judgments in the ADGM courts is similar to the 

process in the DIFC courts. 

  

Foreign Judgments: Formal/Simplified Proceedings 
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6. Is the enforcement of a foreign judgment subject to formal proceedings or simplified 

procedures? 

 

 

  

The enforcement of a foreign judgment is subject to formal proceedings (see Question 3 and Question 5). 

 

7. Must applicants institute a new action on the foreign judgment in the form of main 

proceedings instead of making an application for enforcement based on the judgment? 

 

 

  

Enforcement proceedings are initiated by opening an execution file in accordance with section 3 of the Executive Regulations 

(see Question 3, Domestic and Question 5, Domestic). However, if the requirements of Article 85(2) of the Civil Procedure 

Code are not satisfied, a (new) civil claim must be filed in the competent UAE court, with the foreign judgment being filed as 

evidence. 

  

Form of Application 
  

 

8. What documents and information must be provided with an application for enforcement? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

Onshore UAE. The following documents and information must be provided for enforcement of a domestic judgment by the 

onshore UAE courts: 

  

• Writ of execution with the appropriate executory formula (see Question 5). 

• The applicant’s power of attorney in favour of their legal representative, duly notarised and legalised (where 

applicable). 

• Completed application form. 

Financial free zones. If enforcement is sought in the financial free zones, the documentation required depends on whether it is 

an onshore judgment or a judgment of the free zone itself (see Question 5). 

  

Foreign 
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If the enforcement relates to a foreign judgment, the following documents and information must be provided: 

  

• Petition (see Question 5). 

• The applicant’s power of attorney in favour of their legal representative. 

• A certified, notarised and legalised copy of the foreign judgment. 

• Supporting documents. This generally includes proof that the judgment is final and not capable of being appealed, 

along with any other evidence required to prove that all procedural rules and service to the defendant were respected. 

The documents supporting the submissions must be translated into Arabic by a certified translator. 

 

9. What information must be included in the application regarding the judgment, the claim as 

awarded in the judgment, the facts and legal grounds of the case, and that the judgment is no 

longer appealable? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

See Question 8, Domestic. 

  

Foreign 
  

The information to be included in the petition includes the following: 

  

• The name, ID number (or any other form of identification), details of occupation, profession, place of domicile and 

work, and contact information of the judgment creditor and debtor. If the claimant has no domicile in the UAE, an 

elected domicile must be provided, as well as the contact details of its legal representatives. If the defendant or its legal 

representatives have no domicile, the last known details of their domicile must be provided. 

• The details of the court before which enforcement proceedings are initiated. 

• The date of depositing the claim with the case management office. 

• Details of the substance of the claim and relevant grounds. 

• Signature of the claimant or their legal representative. 

(Article 16, Executive Regulations.) 

   

Challenging Enforcement 
  

  

Service 
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10. Does the enforcing court review service of the proceedings? What conditions regarding 

service of the proceedings must be satisfied? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

In a domestic judgment, the enforcing court will not review the service of proceedings. See also Question 5, Domestic. 

  

Foreign 
  

In a foreign judgment, the execution court can review the service of proceedings. Article 85(2)(c) of the Executive 

Regulations explicitly requires the court to verify that the parties to the proceedings in respect of which the foreign judgment 

is issued had been required to appear. See also Question 5, Foreign. 

  

Final/Provisional Judgments 
  

 

11. Must a judgment be final and have conclusive effect, and what is the effect of pending 

appeal proceedings? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

Judgments must generally be final and have conclusive effect. However, UAE law will recognise a Court of Appeal judgment 

as a final judgment, even where the judgment has been appealed to the Court of Cassation.  

  

Foreign 
  

Article 85(2)(d) of the Executive Regulations states that enforcement can only be ordered after it is verified that the judgment 

or order has acquired the legal effect of res judicata according to the law of the issuing court, which can be proven by a 

certificate, or by a statement in the judgment itself. 

  

Foreign Judgments: Jurisdiction 
  

 

12. Is the enforcing court entitled to consider the grounds on which the court assumed 

jurisdiction, and if so, on what jurisdictional grounds can enforcement be refused? 
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Onshore UAE 
  

Article 85(2)(a) of the Executive Regulations expressly provides that the UAE courts will look to establish, among other 

things, that the foreign court had jurisdiction over the dispute on which it issued the judgment according to the rules of 

international jurisdiction. 

  

In relation to the jurisdictional grounds on which enforcement may be refused, the UAE courts will look to establish that they 

did not have exclusive jurisdiction over the dispute, regardless of the grounds on which the foreign court established its 

jurisdiction. 

  

See also Question 4, Foreign. 

  

DIFC 
  

When enforcing the judgments of other courts, the DIFC courts will only look to ensure that the court that issued the 

judgment had jurisdiction to determine the dispute. The DIFC courts will assume that the foreign court had jurisdiction in 

circumstances where the defendant was: 

  

• Present in the jurisdiction when proceedings were commenced. 

• A party to the proceedings. 

• Otherwise submitted to the jurisdiction of the relevant court (that is, by filing a defence or party agreement). 

  

ADGM 
  

Section 175(1)(a)(ii) of the ADGM Court Regulations provides that, on an application made by any party against whom a 

registered judgment can be enforced, the registration of the judgment will be set aside if the ADGM Court of First Instance is 

satisfied that the original court had no jurisdiction in the circumstances of the case. Article 175(2) of the ADGM Courts 

Regulations sets out the criteria for an issuing court to assume jurisdiction. If these criteria are not met, at the request of the 

party against whom a judgment is made, the registration of the judgment will be set aside. 

 

13. If the court assumed jurisdiction on the basis of an exorbitant ground of jurisdiction, can 

the enforcing court review the judgment on that ground? 

 

 

  

Exorbitant Ground of Jurisdiction 
  

Onshore UAE. If the issuing court assumed jurisdiction on the basis of an exorbitant ground of jurisdiction, the enforcing 

court can review the judgment on that ground under Article 85(2)(a) of the Executive Regulations (see Question 12). 

  

Voluntary Acknowledgement 
  

It is immaterial if the defendant voluntarily appeared in the proceedings and acknowledged the jurisdiction. 

  

Foreign Judgments: Review of Judgment 
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14. Can the enforcing court review the judgment as to its substance if all formalities have been 

complied with and if the judgment meets all requirements? 

 

 

  

There are no provisions in the Civil Procedure Code or the Executive Regulations which prevent an onshore execution court 

from reviewing a foreign judgment as to its substance, even if all formalities have been complied with and if the judgment 

meets all requirements (see Question 12). 

  

Foreign Judgments: Public Policy 
  

 

15. Can enforcement of a judgment be refused on grounds of public policy? Does public policy 

include matters of substantive law? 

 

 

  

Onshore 
  

Article 85(2)(e) of the Executive Regulations expressly provides that enforcement can only be ordered if it is verified that 

(among other things) the foreign judgment does not involve anything that violates public order or morals in the UAE.  

  

Financial Free Zones 
  

Section 175(1)(a)(vi) of the ADGM Court Regulations provides that, on an application made by any party against whom a 

registered judgment may be enforced, the registration of the judgment will be set aside if the ADGM Court of First Instance 

is satisfied that the enforcement of the judgment would be contrary to public policy in the Emirate of Abu Dhabi or the 

ADGM. 

 

16. In what circumstances and against which types of judgments has the principle of public 

policy generally been applied? 

 

 

  

The concept of public order and morals is an expansive one in the UAE. The term is defined in Article 3 of Federal Law No.5 

of 1985 on the Civil Transactions Law of the UAE (Civil Code) and includes matters relating to personal status such as 

marriage, inheritance, lineage, and matters relating to systems of governance, freedom of trade, circulation of wealth, private 

ownership and other rules and foundations on which society is based, in such a manner as not to conflict with the definitive 

provisions and fundamental principles of the Islamic Sharia. Consequently, the application of the concept is guided by Sharia 
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principles. For example, the Dubai Court of Cassation has refused to recognise and enforce an English court judgment 

providing a ruling on the division of assets in divorce proceedings on the basis that sharing matrimonial wealth between 

spouses breaches Sharia principles and is therefore contrary to UAE public policy. 

  

Domestic and Foreign: Other Conditions for Recognition and Enforcement 
  

 

17. What other conditions must be satisfied for recognition and enforcement of judgments? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

See Question 3 and Question 5. 

  

Foreign 
  

See Question 3 and Question 5. 

   

Judgments: Methods of Enforcement 

  

18. What is the enforcement procedure after a declaration of enforceability is granted? 

 

 

  

Onshore Courts 
  

The writ of execution must be served together with a description of the amount claimed and (among other things) a request 

for payment within 15 days from the date of service (Article 97, Executive Regulations). Following the expiration of the 

15-day period, the judgment creditor can request that the court identifies the assets of the debtor to enforce the judgment. 

  

Financial Free Zone Courts 
  

The specific enforcement procedure depends on whether execution is to occur within that financial free zone, the Emirate in 

which the free zone is situated, or outside that Emirate (see Question 5). 

   

Judgments: Interim Remedies and Interest 
  

  

Interim Remedies 
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19. Is it possible to apply for interim measures from the enforcing court pending the 

enforcement proceedings? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

Pre-judgment remedies offered by the onshore UAE courts are generally limited to precautionary attachments over particular 

assets. Specific performance and injunctive relief are not generally awarded by the UAE courts. See Question 4, Foreign: 

Excluded. 

  

The financial free zone courts offer a wide range of interim orders (including charging orders, orders relating to execution 

against assets and the appointment of receivers). 

  

Foreign 
  

Pending the outcome of a claimant’s application seeking enforcement under Article 85 of the Executive Regulations, the 

claimant can apply for executory measures, such as an executory attachment over the respondent’s assets to secure the 

judgment debt. See Question 4, Foreign: Excluded. 

  

Interest 
  

 

20. Is the judgment creditor entitled to interest? If so, on what basis is it calculated? 

 

 

  

Domestic 
  

Onshore UAE.A judgment creditor is entitled to legal interest as provided in the judgment. Generally, compound interest is 

not awarded or upheld in the UAE, and Article 76 of Federal Law No. 18 of 1993 Issuing the Commercial Transactions Law 

(Commercial Code) sets a cap on interest at 12%.  

  

DIFC/ADGM. Judgment creditors are entitled to interest. RDC 45.26 and ADGMC Rule 179 deal with interest on judgments 

in the DIFC and ADGM courts respectively. 

  

Foreign 
  

Onshore UAE. The onshore UAE courts will not award interest on the damages award but will apply any interest awarded by 

foreign courts. The interest rate, if applicable, is usually governed by the laws of the jurisdiction that issued the judgment. 

  

DIFC. The DIFC courts can recognise and enforce interest awarded under a foreign judgment. Once the DIFC courts enter 

judgment recognising and enforcing the foreign judgment, post-judgment interest is determined in accordance with DIFC 

law. 
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ADGM. Section 173(4) of the ADGM Court Regulations provides that the sum for which a judgment is registered will carry 

interest. Section 173(8) also provides that the sum of money payable under the judgment of the original court will include 

any interest which, by the law of the country of the original court, becomes due under the judgment up to the time of 

registration. 

  

Currency 
  

 

21. Must the value of a foreign judgment be converted into the local currency? 

 

 

  

The value of the claim must be converted into UAE Dirhams in relation to matters before the onshore UAE courts (Article 

25(2), Executive Regulations). 

  

There is no requirement to convert the value of foreign awards in the DIFC or ADGM. 

   

Judgments: Proposals for Reform 

  

22. Are any changes to the law currently under consideration or being proposed? 

 

 

  

The authors are not aware of any plans for reform currently under consideration or being proposed. 
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