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Jeremy specialises in commercial and modern chancery law. He is ranked as a leading barrister for Commercial

Litigation and Insolvency in The Legal 500 and has been described in Chambers and Partners as a “superb advocate”

whose “expertise in chancery, commercial and banking matters is a useful complement to his insolvency skills”.

Jeremy’s practice spans a broad range of commercial chancery and insolvency matters.  It encompasses company law

(including directors misfeasance), shareholder and joint venture disputes, banking law, sale of goods (both

international and domestic), fraud (with an emphasis on asset recovery) and all aspects of general commercial law. He

also has a specialisation in cross-border insolvency issues particularly in relation to the shipping, commodities,

insurance and aviation sectors. Jeremy has advised and / or appeared for key parties in OW Bunker, Hanjin Shipping,

STX Pan Ocean, Alpha Insurance and Arik Airlines. He regularly appears in the Chancery Division as well as in the

Commercial and Circuit Commercial Courts. Jeremy often works in conjunction with Counsel from other jurisdictions

and with experts. 

Many of his cases involve a cross-over between ‘modern’ chancery and commercial litigation. 

Jeremy was admitted to the New York Bar in 1996 and has worked as a New York lawyer for blue chip law firms in

Manhattan and then the City.  

"Jeremy Richmond is technically excellent, a fantastic case strategist, quick on his feet and someone who has an
ability to understand enormously complex factual situations." (Chambers UK, 2024)

 "Jeremy is great on his feet and a thorough advocate. He is measured and his technical expertise is wide
ranging." (Legal 500, 2024)

"Jeremy is technically superb. He drives cases forward strategically with his robust advocacy." (Chambers UK,

2023)

“A highly skilled draftsman, who is very strong both at handling complex matters and the management of case
strategy. He is highly responsive, user-friendly and very good at communicating clearly in conference with
instructing clients.” (Chambers UK, 2022)

"A great combo of a hard hitter and a deep thinker. Ideal choice for clients who face a real fight." (Legal 500,

2022)

“Extremely commercial, great tactically and someone who consistently adds value.” (Chambers UK, 2021)

"He is one of the rising stars at the bar. He has a superb grip of technical issues and is a go-to counsel." (Legal

500, 2021)
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"Very impressive junior silk who is user friendly and really gets stuck in." (Legal 500, 2021)

"He is excellent - tactically astute, client-friendly and knowledgeable." (Legal 500, 2020)

"A very clever and determined opponent." (Legal 500, 2019)

"An exceptional junior to work with." (Legal 500, 2019)

"...Very good tactically, very realistic and very client-friendly." "He gives excellent commercial, pragmatic advice
and has a winning client manner..." (Chambers UK, 2018)

"...He has excellent client skills combined with tactical awareness and a pragmatic approach...." (Legal 500, 2017)

“He is able to articulate complex legal issues into everyday language, and always takes a pragmatic and well-
reasoned approach to his work.”...“Good for legally complex disputes where the client faces a real
fight.” (Chambers UK, 2017)

"...Great in a crisis and clearly a senior junior in high demand..." (Legal 500 2016)

"...excellent commercial all-rounder, who is responsive, informal and good with clients" "He's good for legally
complex disputes where the client faces a real fight.." (Chambers UK, 2016)

"...impressive with clients and really sharp in terms of his work..." (Chambers UK, 2015)

"...very quick and responsive; a pleasure to work with..." (Legal 500, 2015)

“...always pragmatic and efficient” and as “having an assured manner...” (Chambers UK, 2014)

"...pragmatic and bullish litigator" who delivers "thorough and analytical advice aimed at meeting the client's
needs..." (Chambers UK, 2012)

Jeremy has a broad commercial and modern chancery practice with substantial experience in shareholder and joint

venture disputes, directors misfeasance, derivative proceedings, disputes arising from share and asset purchase

agreements, warranty claims and fraud (with an emphasis on asset recovery). Jeremy also has wide experience of all

types of applications for interim injunctive relief including Freezing Orders and Search and Seize Orders. Illustrative

cases include:

Union Properties P.J.S.C. et. al. v. Khouri et. al. [2023] ADGMCFI 0009. Jeremy, leading Ben Joseph, represented
Mr Khouri in the Abu Dhabi General Markets Courts in an alleged £70M fraud claim against him and a number
of other alleged co-conspirators.  Jeremy successfully set aside the proprietary injunction against Mr Khouri and
also successfully resisted the Claimants’ application for further information over and above the standard
direction for information contained in Worldwide Freezing Orders.
HC Trading Malta Limited v KI (International) Limited et al [2022] EWHC 1387 (Comm). Challenge to
jurisdiction under CPR 11. Jeremy represented the second defendant in its application to challenge the
jurisdiction of the English Courts to hear a claim against Jeremy's client as an alleged surety to the anchor
defendant’s debt for sale of coal cargoes. 
L&T Electrical & Automation FZE v. Synectics [2022] 2 WLUK 152. Jeremy leading William Mitchell successfully
represented L&T in obtaining relief from sanction in respect of its witness statements and a Notice to Prove that
had been served and filed out of time for trial of L&T’s claim against Synectics in the English Technology and
Construction Court arising from the construction of the IPR-II pipleline between Ruwais Refinery, Abu Dhabi and
Al-ain Mussafah terminal.
Selevision Saudi Company v beIN Media Group LLC [2021] EWHC 2802 (Comm). Jeremy leading Koye Akoni
successfully represented Selevision in its application to enforce a US$8 million DIFC-LCIA arbitration award in
England and in the dismissal of beIN’s application to stay enforcement of the Award pending the resolution of a
proposed counterclaim by beIN.
Glint Pay Limited v Messrs. Baker and Rowley [2020] EWHC 3078 (Ch)(Jeremy represented tech start-up
company, Glint, in its proposed claim for £21M against the Defendants for trespass, conversion and breach of
duty as invalidly appointed purported administrators. The decision considers the scope, effect and application
of an order discharging the purported administrators from liability (pursuant to para.98 of Sch.B1 to the
Insolvency Act 1986) to the proposed claims).
Andrew v Kingsway Asset Finance [2020] BPIR 1069 (Jeremy successfully represented Kingsway in opposing an
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application for a validation order for prospective and past payments by the application pursuant to section 284
of the Insolvency Act 1986. The decision considered the applicable relevant principles in the context of a
personal (as opposed to a corporate) insolvency). 
Khalifeh v Blom Bank [2020] EWHC 2427 (QB) (Jeremy successfully represented Mr Khalifeh on the question of
whether his banking contract was a consumer contract under Art.17 of the EU Recast Judgments Regulation so
that England, and not Lebanon, had jurisdiction over his claim).
Damazein Global Investments Ltd v Salamanca Capital Ltd and another [2019] EWHC 2730 (Comm).  Jeremy
leading Max Davidson acted for the successful second defendant in the London Circuit Commercial Court trial of
a fraudulent misrepresentation / deceit claim arising out of a US$3m investment in the United States. Jeremy’s
client was awarded his costs on the indemnity basis.
Rees v Oliver [2019] EWHC 922 (Ch). Jeremy represented Mr. Oliver in his defence to a multi-million pound
petition for relief concerning a Formula One joint venture under section 994 of the Companies Act 2006. 
Miles Smith Broking Limited v Barclays Bank Plc [2017] EWHC  3338 (Ch) – Jeremy successfully represented
the claimant, a reinsurance broker, in its application under the Norwich Pharmacal and Bankers Trust
jurisdictions for disclosure from the Bank of certain documents to enable it to follow and / or trace a
reinsurance premium. The reinsurance premium had been paid away in complex circumstances arising from an
historic run-off agreement. 
Tech 21 (UK) Limited v Design Blue Limited [2017] EWHC 2181 (Ch) and [2017] EWHC 2288 (Ch) – Jeremy
represented Design Blue in a dispute concerning a complex patent Licence and Supply Agreement.  Jeremy
successfully applied for an unusual order that the respondent re-do its entire standard disclosure. Indemnity
costs were also obtained against the respondent.
George Scarr-Hall v ISS (UK) Ltd [2017] EWHC 689 (Ch)– interim injunction to restrain expert determination
proceedings. The extent to which an exclusive expert determination clause can be waived by the filing of an
Acknowledgment of Service in court proceedings. 
Tablet Investments (Guernsey) Ltd v Brahma Finance (BVI) Ltd, Chancery Division, October 7 2016, unreported
- reverse summary judgment: a case concerning a claim based on unlawful means and simple conspiracy,
breach of confidence and malicious prosecution, in addition to payment into court as a condition for permission
to continue the claim.
Res Cogitans [2016] 1 Lloyd's Rep. 228 - the leading case arising from the collapse of OW Bunkers. Application
of SOGA to bunker supply contracts.
Cartus Corporation v Atlantic Mobility Limited [2014] EWHC 2868 (QB) - application concerning delivery up of
goods; the relevant tests for delivery up and the meaning of CPR 19.5A.
FG Wilson (Engineering) Ltd v John Holt & Co (Liverpool) Limited [2014] 1 Lloyd's Rep. 180 - Jeremy, led by
Stephen Cogley QC, appeared successfully for Holt in its appeal against the decision in [2012] EWHC 2477
(Comm). The appeal concerned (among other things) the construction of a retention of title clause.
Levin v Tannenbaum [2013] EWHC 4457 (Ch) - Jeremy appeared for the defendant in a 4-day reverse summary
judgment application and application for security for costs in a claim for around US$44 million on personal
guarantees – the case concerned questions of forgery and express and ostensible authority.
The Pensions Regulator v Dalriada, Fellowes et. al. [2013] EWHC 4346 (Ch) - Jeremy, led by Stephen Cogley QC,
appeared for certain of the Defendants seeking to discharge a freezing order against them. The Defendants
were alleged to have been involved in pensions liberation.

Jeremy has extensive experience in insolvency law. He acts in and advises on a wide variety of cross-border insolvency

issues in particular in relation to insolvency / restructuring in Chambers’ core areas of shipping, commodities,

insurance and aviation. Jeremy has advised and / or appeared for key parties in OW Bunker, Hanjin Shipping, STX Pan

Ocean, Alpha Insurance and Arik Airlines. Jeremy regularly advises and represents clients in the following areas:

directors misfeasance;  directors disqualification; retention of title clauses; all aspects of cross-border insolvency

including recognition and enforcement of overseas insolvency proceedings; sub-freight liens; preferences;

transactions at undervalue, phoenix companies and applications under section 423, IA 1986; all aspects of company

administrations (including pre-pack administrations); compulsory winding up petitions; applications to rescind winding

up orders; validation orders and the sale of assets from insolvency practitioners (and claims arising from such

agreements). Jeremy’s insolvency practice frequently crosses over with and complements his commercial litigation

practice. Illustrative cases include:

Glint Pay Limited v Messrs. Baker and Rowley [2020] EWHC 3078 (Ch)(Jeremy represented tech start-up
company, Glint, in its proposed claim for £21M against the Defendants for trespass, conversion and breach of
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duty as invalidly appointed purported administrators. The decision considers the scope, effect and application
of an order discharging the purported administrators from liability (pursuant to para.98 of Sch.B1 to the
Insolvency Act 1986) to the proposed claims).
Andrew v Kingsway Asset Finance [2020] BPIR 1069 (Jeremy successfully represented Kingsway in opposing an
application for a validation order for prospective and past payments by the application pursuant to section 284
of the Insolvency Act 1986. The decision considered the applicable relevant principles in the context of a
personal (as opposed to a corporate) insolvency). 
Advising an airline leasing company in respect of a major airline’s prospective Restructuring Plan
under Corporate Insolvency and Governance Act 2020.
Agarwal v ABN AMRO [2017] B.P.I.R. 816 – application to set aside a statutory demand for US$ 5M based on a
personal guarantee for credit facilities for an iron ore mine in Brazil.  The case addresses issues of the
requirement of a valid demand, the need for compliance with the contractual provisions for a demand notice,
estoppel by convention and presumed undue influence.
Agarwal v Canara Bank [2017] B.P.I.R. 842 – application to set aside a statutory demand for US$ 50M based on
a personal guarantee for credit facilities for an iron ore mine in Brazil.  The case addresses issues concerning
the extent to which a guarantor can rely on a defence of the principal debtor (notwithstanding an anti-set off
clause in the guarantee), and whether an interest under a discretionary trust is “property” within the meaning of
section 436 of the Insolvency Act 1986.
Res Cogitans [2016] 1 Lloyd's Rep. 228 - the leading case arising from the collapse of OW Bunkers. Application
of SOGA to bunker supply contracts.
STX Pan Ocean [2014] EWHC 2783 - application for retrospective permission to continue arbitral proceedings
under the Cross-Border Insolvency Regulations 2006.
FG Wilson (Engineering) Ltd v John Holt & Co (Liverpool) Limited [2014] 1 Lloyd's Rep. 180 - Jeremy, led by
Stephen Cogley QC, appeared successfully for Holt in its appeal against the decision in [2012] EWHC 2477
(Comm). The appeal concerned (among other things) the construction of a retention of title clause.
Bruce v Gartlan [2011] EWHC 4047 (Ch) - application to rectify a share register of a company in administration.
Re Tulsesense Limited [2010] EWHC 1990 (Ch) - just and equitable winding up of a company/section 125(2) of
the Insolvency Act 1986 - whether the applicant was reasonable to reject an offer to purchase shares in light of
a third party offer to purchase the same shares.

Jeremy has a broad commercial and modern chancery practice with substantial experience in sale of goods (both

international and domestic), guarantee and indemnity disputes, shareholder and joint venture disputes, directors

misfeasance, and fraud (with an emphasis on asset recovery). Jeremy also has wide experience of all types of

applications for interim injunctive relief. Illustrative cases include:

Union Properties P.J.S.C. et. al. v. Khouri et. al. [2023] ADGMCFI 0009. Jeremy, leading Ben Joseph, represented
Mr Khouri in the Abu Dhabi General Markets Courts in an alleged £70M fraud claim against him and a number
of other alleged co-conspirators.  Jeremy successfully set aside the proprietary injunction against Mr Khouri and
also successfully resisted the Claimants’ application for further information over and above the standard
direction for information contained in Worldwide Freezing Orders.
HC Trading Malta Limited v KI (International) Limited et al [2022] EWHC 1387 (Comm). Challenge to
jurisdiction under CPR 11. Jeremy represented the second defendant in its application to challenge the
jurisdiction of the English Courts to hear a claim against Jeremy's client as an alleged surety to the anchor
defendant’s debt for sale of coal cargoes. 
L&T Electrical & Automation FZE v Synectics [2022] 2 WLUK 152. Jeremy leading William Mitchell successfully
represented L&T in obtaining relief from sanction in respect of its witness statements and a Notice to Prove that
had been served and filed out of time.
Selevision Saudi Company v beIN Media Group LLC [2021] EWHC 2802 (Comm). Jeremy leading Koye Akoni
successfully represented Selevision in its application to enforce a US$8 million DIFC-LCIA arbitration award in
England and in the dismissal of beIN’s application to stay enforcement of the Award pending the resolution of a
proposed counterclaim by beIN.
Khalifeh v Blom Bank [2020] EWHC 2427 (QB) (Jeremy successfully represented Mr Khalifeh on the question of
whether his banking contract was a consumer contract under Art.17 of the EU Recast Judgments Regulation so
that England, and not Lebanon, had jurisdiction over his claim).
Damazein Global Investments Ltd v Salamanca Capital Ltd and another [2019] EWHC 2730 (Comm).  Jeremy
leading Max Davidson acted for the successful second defendant in the London Circuit Commercial Court trial of
a fraudulent misrepresentation / deceit claim arising out of a US$3m investment in the United States.   Jeremy’s

Commercial Dispute Resolution



client was awarded his costs on the indemnity basis. 
Miles Smith Broking Limited v Barclays Bank Plc [2017] EWHC  3338 (Ch) – Jeremy successfully represented
the claimant, a reinsurance broker, in its application under the Norwich Pharmacal and Bankers Trust
jurisdictions for disclosure from the Bank of certain documents to enable it to follow and / or trace a
reinsurance premium.   The reinsurance premium had been paid away in complex circumstances arising from
an historic run-off agreement. 
Tech 21 (UK) Limited v Design Blue Limited [2017] EWHC 2181 (Ch) and [2017] EWHC 2288 (Ch) – Jeremy
represented Design Blue in a dispute concerning a complex patent Licence and Supply Agreement.  Jeremy
successfully applied for an unusual order that the respondent re-do its entire standard disclosure. Indemnity
costs were also obtained against the respondent.
A v B [2017] EWHC 2116 (Comm) - Jeremy successfully represented Mr. B. in his application for the full
remission of an 18-month prison sentence for contempt of court for breaches of world wide freezing orders
notwithstanding that Mr. B had not served any of his sentence and did not appear personally before the Court
at the hearing of his application.
George Scarr-Hall v ISS (UK) Ltd [2017] EWHC 689 (Ch) – interim injunction to restrain expert determination
proceedings.  The extent to which an exclusive expert determination clause can be waived by the filing of an
Acknowledgment of Service in court proceedings.
Tablet Investments (Guernsey) Ltd v Brahma Finance (BVI) Ltd, Chancery Division, October 7 2016, unreported
(reverse summary judgment: a case concerning a claim based on unlawful means and simple conspiracy, breach
of confidence and malicious prosecution, in addition to payment into court as a condition for permission to
continue the claim).
Res Cogitans [2016] 1 Lloyd's Rep. 228 (the leading case arising from the collapse of OW Bunkers. Application of
SOGA to bunker supply contracts).
Cartus Corporation v Atlantic Mobility Limited [2014] EWHC 2868 (QB) (application concerning delivery up of
goods; the relevant tests for delivery up and the meaning  of CPR 19.5A).
FG Wilson (Engineering) Ltd v John Holt & Co (Liverpool) Limited [2014] 1 Lloyd's Rep. 180 - Jeremy, led by
Stephen Cogley QC, appeared successfully for Holt in its appeal against the decision in [2012] EWHC 2477
(Comm). The appeal concerned (among other things) the construction of a retention of title clause.
Levin v Tannenbaum [2013] EWHC 4457 (Ch) (Jeremy appeared for the defendant in a 4-day reverse summary
judgment application and application for security for costs in a claim for around US$44 million on personal
guarantees – the case concerned questions of forgery and express and ostensible authority).

Jeremy has a wide range of experience in advising and representing claimants and defendants in corporate and

commercial fraud matters (including cases involving allegations of bribery) from before the commencement of

proceedings through to trial. The business sectors in which Jeremy has acted to date include the pharmaceutical

industry, property development, shipping, aviation, computer/software, insurance, freight forwarding, pension and

other investment funds and general manufacturing sectors. Most of his cases involve a significant international

element. Jeremy has appeared in numerous applications for freezing and proprietary injunctions (in addition to the

occasional Search and Seize injunction) as well as representing both applicants and respondents in applications for

disclosure (both pre and post-commencement of proceedings), Norwich Pharmacal applications and applications

under the Bankers Trust jurisdiction. Jeremy also regularly acts for companies and directors in cases where it is

alleged that the directors have misappropriated corporate assets/opportunities in breach of their fiduciary duties.

Illustrative cases include:

Union Properties P.J.S.C. et. al. v. Khouri et. al. [2023] ADGMCFI 0009. Jeremy, leading Ben Joseph, represented
Mr Khouri in the Abu Dhabi General Markets Courts in an alleged £70M fraud claim against him and a number
of other alleged co-conspirators.  Jeremy successfully set aside the proprietary injunction against Mr Khouri and
also successfully resisted the Claimants’ application for further information over and above the standard
direction for information contained in Worldwide Freezing Orders.
Damazein Global Investments Ltd v Salamanca Capital Ltd and another [2019] EWHC 2730 (Comm).  Jeremy
leading Max Davidson acted for the successful second defendant in the London Circuit Commercial Court trial of
a fraudulent misrepresentation / deceit claim arising out of a US$3m investment in the United States.   Jeremy’s
client was awarded his costs on the indemnity basis. 
Miles Smith Broking Limited v. Barclays Bank Plc [2017] EWHC  3338 (Ch) – Jeremy successfully represented
the claimant, a reinsurance broker, in its application under the Norwich Pharmacal and Bankers Trust
jurisdictions for disclosure from the Bank of certain documents to enable it to follow and / or trace a
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reinsurance premium.   The reinsurance premium had been paid away in complex circumstances arising from
an historic run-off agreement. 
A v B [2017] EWHC 2116 (Comm) - Jeremy successfully represented Mr. B. in his application for the full
remission of an 18-month prison sentence for contempt of court for breaches of world wide freezing orders
notwithstanding that Mr. B had not served any of his sentence and did not appear personally before the Court
at the hearing of his application.
Tablet Investments (Guernsey) Ltd v Brahma Finance (BVI) Ltd, Chancery Division, October 7 2016, unreported
(reverse summary judgment: a case concerning a claim based on unlawful means and simple conspiracy, breach
of confidence and malicious prosecution, in addition to payment into court as a condition for permission to
continue the claim).
Res Cogitans [2016] 1 Lloyd's Rep. 228 (the leading case arising from the collapse of OW Bunkers. Application of
SOGA to bunker supply contracts).
The Pensions Regulator v Dalriada, Fellowes et. al. [2013] EWHC 4346 (Ch) - Jeremy, led by Stephen Cogley QC,
appeared for certain of the Defendants seeking to discharge a freezing order against them. The Defendants
were alleged to have been involved in pensions liberation and/or pensions fraud.
Levin v Tannenbaum [2013] EWHC 4457 (Ch) (Jeremy appeared for the defendant in a 4-day reverse summary
judgment application and application for security for costs in a claim for around US$44 million on personal
guarantees – the case concerned questions of forgery and express and ostensible authority).
Hartley v The Registrar of Companies and 3 others (in re GDH Property Plc), Chancery Division, unreported, 7
November 2013 (Jeremy appeared in an application to restore a company and to seek a limitation direction so
as to allow the Company to pursue its claim against allegedly misfeasant directors in tort over and above the
claim based on fraudulent breach of duty).
Representing one of the UK’s leading tax product consultants in a claim against one of its former directors for
misappropriation of corporate assets (damages in the region of £15 million).
Representing a property developer whose senior employees have fraudulently conveyed a series of commercial
properties to themselves (involves the use of off-shore corporate vehicles in Belize and quantum in the region of
£2-3 million).
Represented an international freight forwarder in its claim for misappropriation of corporate opportunities by
one of its employee to the benefit of one of its major competitors in China (damages in excess of £5 million).

Jeremy has an established in international arbitration practice and experience advising and/or representing parties in

LCIA, ICC, LMAA, statutory arbitration (including under the Grocery Code), SIAC, HKIAC, ad hoc arbitrations, appeals /

permission to appeal applications concerning arbitral awards and the enforcement of arbitral awards.

Recent cases include:

Selevision Saudi Company v beIN Media Group LLC [2021] EWHC 2802 (Comm). Jeremy leading Koye Akoni
successfully represented Selevision in its application to enforce a US$8 million DIFC-LCIA arbitration award in
England and in the dismissal of beIN’s application to stay enforcement of the Award pending the resolution of a
proposed counterclaim by beIN.
Midnight Marine Ltd & Another v Thomas Miller Speciality Underwriting Agency (The “Labhauler”) [2019] 1
Lloyd’s Rep 399. Appeals under sections 68 and 69 of the Arbitration Act 1996.
"The Res Cogitans" under LMAA Rules and appeal up to the Court of Appeal [2016] 1 Lloyd's Rep 228. 
An insurance coverage dispute in the ICC for £15M.
USD100M shipbuilding dispute (ad hoc arbitration).
£2m claim under the Grocery Code involving a leading supermarket chain.
£5M “African-wide” accountancy partnership dispute in the LCIA.

Jeremy regularly advises and appears in a broad range of banking and finance disputes both on behalf of and against

banks and finance companies. The areas in which he is instructed include: claims under guarantees and indemnities,

sale of goods (both international and domestic); bills of exchange and cheques, the recovery of monies mistakenly

paid by banks, and hire purchase and conditional sales agreements. Jeremy also advises on the enforceability of high

value loans under the Consumer Credit Act 1974 / Financial Services and Markets Act 2000, and associated

regulations. Illustrative cases include:

International Arbitration

Banking



Union Properties P.J.S.C. et. al. v. Khouri et. al. [2023] ADGMCFI 0009. Jeremy, leading Ben Joseph, represented
Mr Khouri in the Abu Dhabi General Markets Courts in an alleged £70M fraud claim against him and a number
of other alleged co-conspirators.  Jeremy successfully set aside the proprietary injunction against Mr Khouri and
also successfully resisted the Claimants’ application for further information over and above the standard
direction for information contained in Worldwide Freezing Orders.
HC Trading Malta Limited v KI (International) Limited et al [2022] EWHC 1387 (Comm). Challenge to
jurisdiction under CPR 11. Jeremy represented the second defendant in its application to challenge the
jurisdiction of the English Courts to hear a claim against Jeremy's client as an alleged surety to the anchor
defendant’s debt for sale of coal cargoes. 
Andrew v Kingsway Asset Finance [2020] BPIR 1069 (Jeremy successfully represented Kingsway in opposing an
application for a validation order for prospective and past payments by the application pursuant to section 284
of the Insolvency Act 1986. The decision considered the applicable relevant principles in the context of a
personal (as opposed to a corporate) insolvency). 
Khalifeh v Blom Bank [2020] EWHC 2427 (QB) (Jeremy successfully represented Mr Khalifeh on the question of
whether his banking contract was a consumer contract under Art.17 of the EU Recast Judgments Regulation so
that England, and not Lebanon, had jurisdiction over his claim).
(2018) - Recently advised on the enforceability of a multi-million pound ‘Buy-to-Let’ loan in the light of a
contention that it was not FSMA / PERG compliant. 
Miles Smith Broking Limited v. Barclays Bank Plc [2017] EWHC  3338 (Ch) – Jeremy successfully represented
the claimant, a reinsurance broker, in its application under the Norwich Pharmacal and Bankers Trust
jurisdictions for disclosure from the Bank of certain documents to enable it to follow and / or trace a
reinsurance premium.   The reinsurance premium had been paid away in complex circumstances arising from
an historic run-off agreement. 
Tablet Investments (Guernsey) Ltd v Brahma Finance (BVI) Ltd, Chancery Division, October 7 2016, unreported
- reverse summary judgment: a case concerning a claim based on unlawful means and simple conspiracy,
breach of confidence and malicious prosecution, in addition to payment into court as a condition for permission
to continue the claim.
Cartus Corporation v Atlantic Mobility Limited [2014] EWHC 2868 (QB) - application concerning delivery up of
goods; the relevant tests for delivery up and the meaning  of CPR 19.5A).
Probiz Central Ltd v Beech [2013] EWHC 4782 - application concerning the powers and principles applied by
the court in considering an application for “topping up” security for costs.
John Holt & Co (Liverpool) Limited v Caterpillar (NI) Limited [2013] EWHC 4197 (Comm) - application for relief
from sanction post-Mitchell, before Cooke J). Led by Stephen Cogley QC.
Levin v Tannenbaum [2013] EWHC 4457 (Ch) (Jeremy appeared for the defendant in a 4-day reverse summary
judgment application and application for security for costs in a claim for around US$44 million on personal
guarantees – the case concerned questions of forgery and express and ostensible authority.
Eastern Counties Finance Limited v Mete, QBD, unreported, 11 December 2012 - Jeremy successfully appeared
for the Claimant in obtaining a final injunction for delivery up and the attachment of an unless order to the final
injunction.

Jeremy has a wide range of experience in professional negligence mainly in the solicitors, valuers / surveyors,

company directors and financial advisors sectors. Jeremy is familiar with all aspects of professional negligence actions

from inception (including tactical issues arising from the Pre-action Protocol (including Part 36 / Calderbank offers)),

the typical interim applications that arise in such actions, through to favourable settlement and / or trial.

His professional negligence practice is complemented by his modern Chancery practice where he often advises on

questions of share valuation in the context of, among other things, shareholder disputes.

Almost all cases on which he advises involve complex questions of expert evidence as to quantum. Many also include

questions of contributory negligence and claims for contributions from third parties or co-defendants.

Illustrative cases include:

Glint Pay Limited v. Messrs. Baker and Rowley [2020] EWHC 3078 (Ch)(Jeremy represented tech start-up
company, Glint, in its proposed claim for £21M against the Defendants for trespass, conversion and breach of
duty as invalidly appointed purported administrators. The decision considers the scope, effect and application
of an order discharging the purported administrators from liability  (pursuant to para.98 of Sch.B1 to the
Insolvency Act 1986) to the proposed claims).
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Jeremy advised clients in their successful claim against two barristers for their failure to advise to apply for the
restoration of the clients’ company (that had held valuable farming land) to the Companies Register within the
time limit set out in the Companies Act 2006.  The case involved complex questions of quantum, reflective loss
and bona vacantia.
A multi-handed action against valuers / solicitors / barristers involving negligence in obtaining a land valuation
and its subsequent use in the LVT.
An action against two sets of solicitors who successively failed to advise Jeremy’s client as to the meaning and
effect of a secured personal guarantee provided to secure her husband’s business debt: the cases raises
complex valuation issues and also of causation / contribution.
Defending an action for directors professional negligence as regards the valuation of a sale of assets from a
business: an application for reverse summary judgment for part of the action is reported at Peter v
Menzies [2009] EWHC 3079 (Ch) (Jeremy was led in this case).
Representing one of the main Banks in a series of claims based on an allegation of failure to advise as to the
prudence of certain complex financial instruments.
Countless advices on quantum further to settlement negotiations.

Jeremy advises and represents clients in a variety of insurance matters with an emphasis on issues arising respectively

from the insolvency of both insurers and insureds and shareholder/company disputes.  Jeremy has a niche practice in

trade credit insurance.  He has successfully represented (as both Leading and Junior Counsel) one of the world’s

leading trade credit insurers in numerous coverage disputes including defending claims by  insolvency practitioners

where the insured itself has entered into insolvency.  High profile cases include multi-million pound claims arising

from the insolvencies of Phones-4-U, Edinburgh Woollen Mill, Peabody Stores and Tullis Russell.   Jeremy typically

represents insurers from the early stages of pre-action correspondence (advising on tactical matters) all the way the

through to mediation and / or early determination in the Commercial Court or arbitration.  Jeremy’s experience and

expertise in insolvency complements his experience representing trade credit insurers. Some of Jeremy’s recent cases

include:

Advising one of the world’s leading trade credit insurers on issues arising from the insolvencies of Phones-4-U,
Edinburgh Woollen Mill, Peabody Stores and Tullis Russell.
Advising a UK-based authorised representative of the insolvent Danish insurer, Alpha Insurance A/S, on on-
going coverage issues in the UK and on its potential claims against the Danish Guarantee Fund and the Danish
Financial Supervisory Authority. 
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Miles Smith Broking Limited v. Barclays Bank Plc [2017] EWHC  3338 (Ch) – Jeremy successfully represented
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jurisdictions for disclosure from a bank of certain documents to enable it to follow and / or trace a reinsurance
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Jeremy’s expertise in the field of energy includes disputes arising out of the sale, purchase and transport of oil and gas

cargoes, and on shore construction disputes. 
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HC Trading Malta Limited v KI (International) Limited et al [2022] EWHC 1387 (Comm). Challenge to
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L&T Electrical & Automation FZE v. Synectics [2022] 2 WLUK 152. Jeremy leading William Mitchell successfully
represented L&T in obtaining relief from sanction in respect of its witness statements and a Notice to Prove that
had been served and filed out of time for trial of L&T’s claim against Synectics in the English Technology and
Construction Court arising from the construction of the IPR-II pipleline between Ruwais Refinery, Abu Dhabi and
Al-ain Mussafah terminal.
Advising one of the leading energy companies in an on-going claim in respect of the sale and delivery of a cargo
of Bonny Condensate and related claim under a Standby Letter of Credit. Quantum USD11M.
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Confidential arbitration: Korean ship building dispute.  Claim for USD 100M (ad hoc arbitration).
Res Cogitans [2016] 1 Lloyd's Rep. 228 - the leading test case arising from the collapse of OW Bunkers.
Application of the Sale of Goods Act 1979 to bunker supply contracts.
FG Wilson (Engineering) Ltd v John Holt & Co (Liverpool) Limited [2014] 1 Lloyd's Rep. 180 – Jeremy appeared
successfully for Holt in its appeal against the decision in [2012] EWHC 2477 (Comm).  The case concerned the
sale and distribution of Caterpillar generators worldwide. Quantum in excess of US$20M.
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