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AWARD

In this city of Kyiv, this 2nd day of September 2016

The Intemational Commercial Arbitration Court under the Ukrainian the Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, being composed Ьу: Anatoliy Ivanovich Dmitriev, the Umpire,
Yulia Sergeyevna Chemykh, an Arbitrator, and Ksenia Olegovna Datsenko, ал
Arbitrator, has heard, in judicial sitting, а lawsuit initiated Ьу virtue of а claim of JUПХ
LLC, of Ukraine, vs. the Messrs. BRIJLALL SHIVNATH,of India, for collection of an
indebtedness in the aтount of USD 7,370 and the attomey's fee in the aтount of USD
500 as well as the expenses related to payment ofthe arbitration fee.

At the judicial sitting that has Ьееп held this 2nd of September 2016, JUTIX LLC
(hereinafter referred to as the РlаintifЛ has Ьееп represented Ьу Mr. У.Р. Ponomarenko,
an Attomey-in-Fact, acting Ьу virtue of а Power of Attorney dated September 1, 2016
and valid till September 1, 2017.

An attorney of the Respondent, the Messrs. BRIJLALLSHIVNATH(hereinafter referred to
as the Respondent), has not appeared at the judicial sitting of the Arbltration Court. The
Respondent was properly served with а summons specifying the date, hour and place of
hearing; the Respondent did not informed the Arbitration Court about the reasons of its
default.

The Plaintiffs Attomey-in-Fact insisted оп hearing Ьу default, with reference to the fact
that the Respondent had Ьееп duly summonsed in advance; however, the latter did not
exercise its right to attend the hearing and failed to inform the Arbitration Court whether
it had anу reasonable excuse for such default or not.

The wапant of law for hearing the case at the Intemational Commercial Arbltration
Court under the Ukrainian Chaтber of Commerce and Industry (hereinafter referred to
as the ICAC under the UCCI) lies in an arbitration clause contained in Cl. 10 of Supply
Contract NQBSJ/2312/2015 dated December 23, 2015 (hereinafter referred to as the
Contract), which says:

«Аlldisputes and controversies arising out о! and in connection with this Contract shall Ье
solved та negotiations Ьеtwееn the Parties.

Аnу dispute that cannot Ье so solved shall Ье referred to the Inteтational Coттercial
Arbitration Соип for settleтent in accordance with the Regulations о! this Arbitration
соип.
This Contract shall Ье regulated Ьу the inteтational lаw.

It has Ьееп noted Ьу the Arbitration Court that the Parties have not mentioned the full
пате of the arbitration institution in the said arbitration clause stating that all disputes
shall Ье solved Ьу «the Inteтational Coттercial Arbitration соип". The official full пате
of the arbitration institution is the International Commercial Arbitration Court under the
Ukrainian Chaтber of Commerce and Industry.

In view of the wording actually used Ьу the parties and the existence of the only
arbitration institution under the Ukrainian Chaтber of Commerce and Industry, that is
naтed "the Intemational Commercial Arbitration Court", as well as given the fact that
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the Ukrainian party, JUTIX LLC, lodged its claim to the Internationa1 Com.mercial
Arbitration Court under the Ukrainian Chaтber of Commerce and Industry and те
Respondent did not objected to the competence of the Internationa1 Commercial
Arbitration Court under the Ukrainian Chaтber of Commerce and Industry, the
Arbitration Court has concluded that ироп conclusion of the said Contract, when
coming to an agreement as to the arbitration clause, the Parties meant the International
Commercia1 Arbitration Court under the Ukrainian Chaтber of Commerce and Industry
of Ukraine as an arbitration institution competent to settle disputes.

The Arbitration Court states that the imprecise пате of the arbitration institution
mentioned in the arbitration clause of the Contract shall not Ье deemed as а hindrance
to establishing the Parties' free МП when the saтe chose the Internationa1 Commercial
Arbitration Court under the Ukrainian Chamber of Commerce and Industry.

The Arbitration Court has noted that JUTIX LLC (the Plaintiff) has provided proper
evidence that the due endeavours were made to settle the dispute via negotiations. Thus,
the Plaintiff has furnished а сору of its correspondence Ьу е-тшl with the Respondent.

Taking into account the fact that the Contract concluded Ьу the Parties is an
intemationa1 Sa1e Contract (which теanв that а Seller undertakes to supply some goods
and а Buyer undertakes to accept and рау for the saтe), the Parties to such Contract
being а Ukrainian сотрanу, JUTIX LLC (the Plaintiff), as а Buyer and an Indian
сотрanу, BRIJLALLSHIVNATH(the Respondent) as а Sel1er, the Arbitration Court has
concluded that this dispute falls within the subject-matter and persona1 jurisdiction of
the ICAC under the UCCI as is defi.ned in Art. 1 of the Internationa1 Commercial
Arbitration Act of Ukraine and in Cl. 2 of the Regulation of the Internationa1 Commercial
Arbltration Court under the Ukrainian Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Ukraine.

Being guided Ьу the provisions of Art. 1, 7, 16 of the Internationa1 Com.mercial
Arbitration Act of Ukraine and Art. 3 of the Regulation of the Internationa1 Commercia1
Arbltration Court under the Ukrainian Chaтber of Commerce and Industry (hereiпajter
re/erred to as the Regulatioп о/ the ICAC uпder the UCCI), the Arbitration Court deems
that it has due competence to hear and settle the dispute arisen out of the said
Contract.

As regards the question of applicable law of substance, the Arbitration Court reasons
from the fact that the Parties to the Contract have not agreed ироп anу nationa1 law
whatsoever to Ье applied. As regards application of the internationa11aw as was agreed
ироп Ьу the Parties, the Arbitration Court has noted that the United Nations Convention
оп Contracts for the Internationa1 Sa1e of Goods 1980 тау not Ье applicable to the
ContI:act because India is not а country-party to this Convention and, therefore, the
provisions of the private internationa1 law a110wapplying neither this Convention nor
anу other internationa1 treaties.

Given the circumstances, the wording "the internationa1 law" used Ьу the Parties, the
Arbltration Court interpret as agreement ироп some соттоп genera11y accepted
principles of law, which makes possible to apply the Principles of Internationa1
Commercia1 Contracts UNIDROIT(hereiпajter re/erred to as the UNIDROIТPriпciples). In
conformity with the Preaтble of the UNIDROITPrinciples, they тау Ье used when the
parties have not chosen anу law to regulate а contract between them as well ав when
the parties have agreed that а contract between them sha11Ье regulated Ьу the genera1
principles oflaw, lех тercatoria or anу similar provisions.

The Parties have not agreed ироп the number of arbitrators in the arbitration clause. In
such case, Ьу virtue of Art. 10, рат. 1 of the Internationa1 Commercia1 Arbitration Act of
Ukraine and Art. 26, рат. 1 of the Regulation of the ICAC under the UCCI, the
arbitration рanеl shall Ье composed Ьу three arbitrators, each Party appointing its оwn
arbitrator. Arbitrators so appointed shall elect а third опе to perform the duties of an
umpire.

The Contract contains по data mentioning an agreement of the Parties as regards the
language of arbitration proceedings. In accordance with Art. 22, рат. 1 of the



Intemational Commercial Arbitration Act of Ukraine, if по such agreement exists, the
Arbitration Court shall define а language or languages to Ье used in the arbitration
proceedings. Choosing the language, the Arbitration Court reasons from the fact that
both the Contract signed Ьу the Parties and the Statement of Claim have Ьееп made in
Russian. In view of the foregoing, the Arbitration Court has chosen the Russian
language as the language of these arbitration proceedings.

During the arbitration proceedings попе of the Parties has made anу statements alleging
the incompetence of the ICAC under the UCCI for hearing of this case or anу excess of
the limits of its competence Ьу the Arbitration Court, in accordance with the procedure
established Ьу Art. 16 of the Intemationa1 Commercial Arbitration Act of Ukraine.

Besides, the Arbitration Court takes note that during the arbitration hearing попе of the
Parties has made anу objections as regards anу failure to comply with the requirements
contained in the arbitration clause in the Contract, the Regulation of the ICACunder the
UCCI and the Intemational Commercial Arbitration Act of Ukraine. Therefore, Ьу virtue
of Art. 4 of the Intemational Commercial Arbitration Act of Ukraine the Parties shall Ье
deemed to waive their right to state anу counterclaims ог defence.

Taking into consideration the fact of the due service of summons to the Respondent, and
Ьу virtue of Art. 38 of the Regulation of the ICAC under the UCCI, the Arbitration Court
deems it possible to continue the proceedings and to approve an award оп the basis of
the existing documents furnished, not considering the failure to file а counterclaim or
defence as admission of the Plaintiffs assertions per se.

Upon а thorough consideration о! the Ж'есоrds, and having heard the explanations
о! the Plaintiff's Attomey-in-fact, the .Arbitration Court has Ьееп satisfied that:

А Statement of Claim was filed Ьу JUTIX LLC, of Ukraine, to Ье Regulation of the ICAC
under the UCCI оп April 26, 2016 for rescission of Supply Contract NQBSJ/2312/2015
dated December 23, 2015 and collection of an amount of 7,370 US dollars and all
expenses related to payment of the arbitration fee, as well as USD 500 as аН costs
related to defence of their interests at the ICAC under the UCCI, from the Messrs.
BRIJLALL SHIVNATH. ТЬе Statement of Claim is grounded оп Supply Contract NQ
BSJ/2312/2015 dated December 23,2015.

Iп its Statement of Claim, the Plaintiff refers to the Supply Contract that was concluded
for the purpose of delivery of jute scrim and provides that the Respondent (the Seller
under the said Contract) undertook to supply the Goods in question and the Plaintiff
(the Buyer under the said Contract) undertook to accept and рау for the same.

ТЬе Plaintiff asserts that in accordance with the terms and conditions of the Contract
the Plaintiff made an advance payment in the amount of USD 7,370, which is confirmed
Ьу Payment Order NQll09 dated January 18, 2016. ТЬе Plaintiff asserts also that ироп
receipt of the advance payment the Respondent fumished опе document only of the four
documents required to the Plaintiff in contravention of Art. 8 of the Contract.

ТЬе Plaintiff states that the Respondent has not fulfilled its obligation to supply the
Goods prepaid and has not supplied the Goods. Therefore, the amount of the
Respondent's indebtedness to the Plaintiff shall Ье USD 7,370.

Besides, the Plaintiff says that it has incurred additional expenses related to the fees for
the services of а Attomey at law, in the amount of UAH 12,600, which was equivalent to
USD 500 as of April 25, 2016 - the date of fIling of the Statement of Claim.

Iп view of the foregoing, the Plaintiff requests the ICAC under the UCCI to rescind the
Supply Contract and to collect the amount of the principal debt of USD 7,370, and
reimbursement of the expenses for the Attomey's services in defending the Plaintiffs
interests at the ICAC under the UCCI in the amount of USD 500, as well as
reimbursement of the arbitration fee from the Respondent.

Оп April25, 2016 the Plaintiffpaid the registration fee in the amount ofUAH 15,206.19,
which was equivalent to USD 600 at the rate of the National Bank of Ukraine as of the



of payment. Payment of the registration fee is confirmed Ьу Payment Order No. 1204
~(JI.АрrП25, 2016.

ап Order dated Арn! 26, 2016 of the President of the ICAC under the UCCI the
:cedmgs were initiated under NQ208и/2016.

Order stated that it was required to рау the arbitration fee in an aтount in UAН
"aJ!ent to USD 3,000 at the rate of the Nationa1 Bank of Ukraine as of а date of
lrlent 'Within30 days from а date of receipt of the said Order, and to provide evidence
lе КСАС under the UCCI that negotiations have Ьееп held with the Respondent for
ement of the dispute pursuant to Cl. 10 of the Contract, as well as to appoint an
trator for the case and to notify an arbitrator's пате and surnaтe to the ICAC
~r the UCCI. The Regulation, а Recommended List of Arbitrators, and the Order of
mencement of the proceedings were received Ьу the Plaintiffs Attorney-in-fact оп
I 30, 2016 together with Accompanying Letter NQ3276/14-7 dated Apnl 27, 2016
the УСАСunder the UCCI.

\Лау23, 2016 the Plaintiff partly paid the arbitration fee in the aтount of UAH
69.27, which was equiva1ent to USD 840 at the rate of the Nationa1 Bank of Ukraine
the day of payment. Payment of the arbitration [ее is confirmed Ьу Payment Order
222 dated Мау 23, 2016.

mended Statement of Claim was filed to the ICACunder the UCCI оп Мау 25, 2016
еЬу те Plaintiff refused his claim to rescind the Contract in view of expiry thereof
prH30,2016. The Amended Statement ofClaim contain the claim to collect from the
ondent те prepayment under the Contract in the aтount of USD 7,370.00 and
БОО.ООas payment of the expenses related to the Attorney's services in defending
)Iaintiffs interests at the ICAC under the UCCI, as well as expenses related to
lent of the arbitration fee that, given the Amended Statement of Claim, amounts to
1,800.00.

1 Order dated Мау 25, 2016 of the President of the ICACunder the UCCI the Order
April 26, 2016 about commencement of proceedings under case NQ208и/2016

ппепdеd. The Order stated that it was required to рау an additiona1 sum to the
ation [ее in an aтount in UAHequiva1ent to USD 360.00 at the rate ofthe Nationa1
о!Ukraine as of а date of payment within 1Оdays from а date of receipt of the said
. ТЬе Order of Amendment dated Мау 25, 2016 was received Ьу the Plaintiffs
ley-m-fact оп June 90, 2016 together with Accompanying Letter NQ3954/14-7
Мау27,2016 from the ICACunder the UCCI.

ау 31, 2016 the Plaintiff made the additiona1 payment of UAH9,059.76, which was
uent to USD 360.00 at the rate of the Nationa1 Bank of Ukraine as of the day of
~nt, as required оп account of the arbitration fee. Payment of the arbitration fee in
confinned Ьу Payment Order No. 1222 dated Мау 31,2016.

не 2, 2016 the ICACunder the UCCI sent copies of the Statement of Claim with а1!
!iCumentsenclosed to the Respondent, the Regulation and the Recommended List
1irators of the ICAC under the UCCI, Ьу courier, viz.: DHL Internationa1 Ukraine
.~Сотрапу (with Air Waybill NQ2355604602).The ICACunder the UCCI suggested,
:)mpanying letter NQ4080/14-6 dated June 1, 2016, that the Respondent should
within 30 days from а date of receipt of that letter, the пате and sumame of an
ted arbitrator from the enclosed Recommended List to the ICACunder the UCCI
as furmsh, in three copies, а statement of defence (explanations) оп the merits.

formity with the accompanying letter dated June 3, 2016 of the courier service,
lternationa1 Ukraine Private Сотрanу, the package of documents sent under Air

NQ2355604602 was delivered to the addressee (the Respondent) Ьу persona1
оп June 4, 2016.

of accompanying letter NQ4080/14-6 dated June 1, 2016 that contained the
ment for the Respondent to notify the пате and surnaтe of an arbitrator
:.edЬу the former to the ICAC under the UCCI was sent to the Respondent Ьу
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registered mail No. 0405329491617 and was delivered to the addressee Ьу persona1
эемсе оп June 9, 2016, which is evidenced Ьу the signatures of the addressee and an
етрl0уее of the posta1 service аэ well аэ Ьу а postage mark impression of the Posta1
Service of Ukraine affIXedunto an acknowledgement of receipt.

ТЬе Plaintifffi1ed а petition to the ICACunder the UCCI оп July 4,2016 for appointment
ofYulia Sergeyevna Chemykh аэ an Arbitrator in this саэе.

In accordance with Art. 6.1 and 11.3 of the Intemationa1 Commercia1 Arbitration Act of
Ukraine, the President of the UCCI approved an Order оп July 21, 2016 appointing
Ksenia 01egovna Datsenko аэ an Arbitrator for the Respondent. The said Order was
adopted Ьесаuэе 48 days had passed since the date of receipt Ьу the Respondent of the
letter from the ICACunder the UCCI proposing an appointment of an arbitrator and the
Respondent had failed to furnish anу information about an arbitrator эо appointed to
the ICACunder the UCCIwithin the 30-day period аэ required.

In accordance with Art. 6, par. 1 and Art. 11, par. 3 of the Internationa1 Commercia1
Arbitration Act of Ukraine and Art. 26, 27 of the Regulation of the ICACunder the UCCI,
the arbitrators Y.S. Chemykh and КО. Datsenko adopted а decision to appoint Anatoliy
Ivanovich Dmitriev аэ an Umpire оп June 21,2016.

ТЬе hearing ofthe саэе ofwas appointed for September 2,2016 at 12:00 at the address:
33 Bolshaya Zhitomirskaya Str., Kyiv,Ukraine.

Summons NQ5223/14-6 dated July 21, 2016 specifying the date, hour and рlасе of
hearing, аэ well аэ the members of the arbitration рanеl, together with the
accompanying letter and the Order about the appointment of an arbitrator for the
Respondent was sent to the Plaintiff оп July 25,2016 Ьу registered mail 045331598615
that was delivered to the addressee Ьу persona1 service оп August 6, 2016, which is
evidenced Ьу the signatures of the addressee and an етрl0уее of the posta1 service аэ
well аэ Ьу а postage mark impression of the Posta1 Service of Ukraine аШхеd unto an
acknowledgement of receipt.

Summons NQ5223/14-6 dated July 21, 2016 specifying the date, hour and рlасе of
hearing, аэ well аэ the members of the arbitration рanеl, together with the
accompanying letter and the Order about the appointment of an arbitrator for the
Respondent was sent to the Respondent Ьу courier, DHL Intemationa1 Ukraine Private
Сатрanу, under Air Waybi11NQ2813615486. The said correspondence was delivered to
the Respondent оп July 25, 2016, which is confirmed Ьу а letter dated July 25, 2016 of
DHLInternationa1 Ukraine Private Сотрапу, the courier service.

Whereas:

1. А Contract was concluded Ьу and between the Plaintiff and the Respondent оп
December 23, 2015 under which the Seller (the Respondent) undertook to transfer jute
эслт and the Buyer undertook to accept and рау for the эате (аэ per Сl. 1 of the
Contract).

ТЬе Parties agreed, in Сl. 3 of the Contract, that the Goods should Ье supplied оп the
terms of FOB Kolkata, India, in а 20-feet container. Port of destination: Odessa, Ukraine
(аэ per Сl. 3 of the Contract).

ТЬе tota1volume of эиррlу ofthe Goods under the Contract sha11Ье 70,000 m (аэ per Сl.
2 afthe Contract).

In conformity with Сl. 6 of the Contract, the jute scrim to Ье supplied эЬа11Ье 100%jute
and Ье 39.5 inches (100 ст) wide and have density of250 g/m2.

Clause 7 of the Contract stipulates that the price of the Goods sha11Ье fIxed in US
dollars per 250 g/m2 of jute scrim. The tota1 amount of the Contract has Ьееп fIxed Ьу
the Parties in USD 24,500.00.

The payments for the Goods supplied Ьу the Seller to the Buyer sha11 Ье made Ьу
prepayment in the amount of USD 7,370. The remaining эит of USD 17,130.00 sha11



Ье paid after the Buyer receives scanned copies of documents such as: three copies of
signed commercia1 invoices, а сору of the signed Contract, а fu1l package of сlеan
onboard master bills of lading, а packing list and а certificate of origin.

ТЬе Contract was agreed to Ье va1id ti1lApri130,2016 (as per Сl. 11 ofthe Contract).

2. In accordance with the terms and conditions agreed, the Plaintiff made an
advance payment in the amount of USD 7,370 оп January 18,2016, which is confirmed
Ьу Payment Order NQII09 dated January 18,2016.

As of the date of this hearing, the Respondent has failed to perform its obligations to
supply the Goods and has not fumished the documents required to the Plaintiff. Given
the prepayment of the Goods in the tota1 amount of USD 7,370 made Ьу the Plaintiff in
favour of the Respondent, and given the Respondent's failure to furnish the documents
stipulated Ьу the terms and conditions of the Contract and to supply the Goods, the
Respondent's debt under the Contract amounts to USD 7,370.

In conformity with Art. 7.1.1 of the UNIDROIT Principles, а failure Ьу either of the
Parties to fulШanу of its respective obligations under а Contract, including an improper
fuШlтепt and а delay in fulШmепt, sha11Ье deemed а non-fulft.lment.

Iп conformity with Art. 7.4.1 of the UNIDROITPrinciples, anу поп-fulШmепt entit1es an
aggrieved Party to get indemnification of its losses, either exclusively or in combination
with anу other remedies, save cases when in accordance with the UNIDROITPrinciples
responsibi1ity for поп-fulШmепt sha11not arise.

Pursuant to Сl. 7.4.2 of the UNIDROITPrinciples, an aggrieved Party sha1l Ье entitled to
а compensation in fu1l or damage arisen as а result of such поп-fulШmепt. Such
daтage shall include anу 10sses as mау Ье incurred Ьу а Party and а1110ss of profit,
taking into account a1l profit of an aggrieved Party gained Ьу such aggrieved Party as а
result of avoidance of anу expenses or damage.

Thus, the Arbitration Court concludes that the Plaintiffs сlшm for co1lection from the
Respondent of the principa1 debt in the amount о! USD 7,370 sha1l Ье satisfied in fu1l.

3. In respect of the Plaintiffs сlшm to co1lect а11the expenses incurred in relation to
defence of the Plaintiffs interests at the ICACunder the иССI from the Respondent, the
Arbitration Court takes note that:

А Contract for Lega1Assistance was concluded Ьу and between the Plaintiff and Mr. У.Р.
Ponomarenko оп Apri122, 2016 under No. 19. In conformity with Сl. 3.1 ofthe Contract
aforementioned, the cost of the services to Ье rendered to the Plaintiff pleading its case
shal1 Ье иАН 12,600.00, which was equiva1ent not to USD 500, but to USD 497.17 as of
April 25, 2016 - the date of execution of the Statement of Сlшm at the officia1rate of the
Nationa1 Bank of Ukraine. The Arbitration Court takes note that the said cost of the lega1
services has Ьееп paid ир Ьу the Plaintiff, which is confirmed Ьу an electronic statement
of account related to card account No. 0141008095.980 dated Apri1 25, 2016 and а
Completion Report dated September 2,2016.

In accordance with Сl. 2 of Section VIII of the Regulation of Arbitration Fees and
Expenses, which is an Аппех to the Regulation of the ICACunder the UCCI, а11expenses
incurred Ьу а prevailing Party in relation to defence of its interests at the ICACunder the
исс! (Parties' trave1ling a1lowance, attomeys' fees, etc.) mау Ье imposed оп an adverse
Party to an extent as it mау Ье found reasonable and substantiated Ьу the Arbitration
Court.

In view of the foregoing in this Clause, the Arbitration Court finds the Plaintiffs expenses
reasonable and substantiated in relation to the attorney's fee in the amount of USD
497.17 or pleading the Plaintiffs case at the ICACunder the иССI and deems it possible
to impose them ироп the Respondent.

~. Iп conformity with Сl. 2 of Section VI of the Regulation of Arbltration Fees and
Expenses, if а сlшm is satisfied in part, an arbitration fee sha1l Ье imposed ироп а



respondent pro rata an amount of such claim so satisfied, and upon а plaintiff pro rata а
рт rejected of its claim.

ТЬе Plaintiff has paid the arbitration [ее in the amount of UAH 45,435.22, which is
equiva1ent to USD 1,800.00. ТЬе сlют has been satisfi.ed in [иП. Therefore, а11the
expenses related to the arbitration [ее in the Amount of USD 1,800.00 shall a1so Ье
imposed upon the Respondent.

In view of the foregoing, and being guided Ьу the provisions of Supply Contract NQ
BSJj2312j2015 dated December 23, 2015, the Principles of Intemationa1 Commercia1
Contracts UNIDROIT,Art. 31 of the Intemationa1 Commercia1 Arbitration Act of Ukraine,
Лrt. 38, 48-49 of the Regulation of the ICAC under the UCCI, the Regulation of
Arbitration Fees and Expenses,

ТНЕ ARВITRATION COURT НAS HELD:

to collect the indebtedness in the amount of USD 7,370.00, the arbitration [ее in the
amount of USD 1,800.00 and the expenses in the amount of and USD 497.17 for the
Attorney's services in defending the Plaintiffs interests at the ICAC under the UCCI, the
total amount being USD 9,667.17 (Nine thousand six hundred sixty-seven US dollars
seventeen cents), from BRIJLALLSHIVNATH,of 23А, NEТAJI SUBHAS ROAD, 6th floor,
room No.4, Kolkata - 700 001, India, in favour of JUTIX LLC, of 14 Topolevaya Str., Apt
37, Odessa 65114, Odessa region, Taxpayer Registration Card number: 37420475).

This Award has соте into force this 2nd day of September 2016 sha11 Ье fi.na1and
definitive and sha11have immediate effect.

The Awardhas been made and signed in three counterparts, one [ог the records in the
case, one for the Plaintiff, and one for the Respondent.

/Sigпed/

/Sigпed/

/Sigпed/

A.I.Dmitriev, Umpire

Y.S.Chernykh, Arbitrator

ко. Datsenko, Arbitrator

MicTO Оде-

Seal: lnteтauoпal Coттercial Arbitration Court
under the Ukraiпian Chaтber о!Coттerce and Industry

Текст документа перекладений з УКРЮНСЬКОlта росiЙСЬКОl мов на англiйську МОВУ
перекладачем Могил€вською Марi€ю ОАександрiвною.
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са, Украlна. ДвадЦЯТЬ четвертого листопада двi тисячi шiстнадrщтого року.

Я, Шклярук 3.М., приватний HOTapiyc Одеського MicbKOrO нотарiального
округу, засвiдчую справжнiсть пiдпису перекладача МогилеВСЬКОl МаРil
Олександрiвни, який зроблено у моlй присутностi.

Особу переКI\адача встановлено, його дiездатнiсть та квалiфiкацiю rrеревiрспо.

ош:шо в peecTpi за N[) i2~fb
плати за ДОМО13лснiстю

HOTapiyc
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/
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Всього rrрошито, пронумеровано

та скрiплено печаткою п'ятнадrщть аркушiв.

Приватний HOTapiyc


