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GOVERNMENT OF DUBAI

Application No. 002/2025 (CJT)

In the name of Allah, the Gracious, the Merciful

In the name of His Highness Sheikh Mohammad

Bin Rashid Al Maktoum, Ruler of Dubai

In the hearing session held in the Remote
Litigation Chamber, on Tuesday, 2 September

2025

1. Presided by H.E. Justice Abdul Qader Mossa,
Chairman of the Conflict of
Jurisdiction Tribunal

2. H.E. Justice Ali Shamis Al Madhani, Deputy
Chairman of the Conflict of
Jurisdiction Tribunal

3. H.E. Dr Abdullah Saif Al Sabousi Secretary
General of the Dubai Judicial Council,

4, H.E. Justice Omar Juma Al Mheiri, member of the
Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal

5. H.E. Justice Essa Mohamad Sharif, member of
the Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal

6. H.E. Justice Shamlan Abdulrahman Al Sawalehi,
member of the Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal
DIFC Courts

7. H.E. Justice Khalid Yahya Taher Al Hosani,
member of the Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal

8. And in the presence of the Registrars Mr
Mohamed Abdelrahman, and Ms Ayesha
Bin Kalban
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Applicant / Serene Resources DMCC.

0P S yguayy psaen [ deslizall

Respondent / Energen DMCC

Preface

The facts of the case, as is evident from the case
documents and in accordance with what is
necessary to support the operative part of this
judgment, can be summarized as follows: The
Applicant / Serene Resources DMCC filed this
lawsuit through a memorandum submitted at the

court and duly notified the Respondent Energen

DMCC, requesting a judgment as follows:

1. Duly accepting the application regarding conflict
of jurisdiction, notifying the Respondent, and
setting the nearest session for hearing the
case.

2. lIssuing an urgent order suspending the
implementation of all decisions, procedures,
and interim measures related to Case No. ARB-

the Dubai

024-2025 pending before

International  Financial Centre  Courts,

including:

-
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- Suspending the enforcement order of Arbitral

Award No. 455 of 2023 (ARB455/23/ALS)

issued by the Singapore International

Arbitration Centre ("SIAC") dated

11/06/2025. Issued on 09/07/2025.

Suspending the global freezing order on the

Applicant’s assets issued on 21/07/2025,

until the issuance of a final decision by the

Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal.

3. Ruling that the Dubai Courts have exclusive

jurisdiction to hear all matters relating to

Arbitral Award No. 455 of 2023
(ARB455/23/ALS) issued by the Singapore
International Arbitration Centre (“SIAC”) and
dated 11/06/2025, including claims for

annulment, enforcement, and interim

measures arising therefrom.

. Ruling that the Dubai International Financial
Centre (DIFC) Courts have no jurisdiction in
respect of Arbitral Award No. 455 of 2023
(ARB455/23/ALS) issued by the Singapore
International Arbitration Centre (“SIAC”) dated
11/06/2025, or the orders issued therein,

including the enforcement order and the global
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This was for the following reasons: Both parties to
the present dispute are entities registered with the
Dubai Multi Commaodities Centre (DMCC), which is
headquartered in the Emirate of Dubai, and the
Respondent had previously filed an application -
before the Dubai International Financial Centre
Courts - in Case No. ARB-024-2025 to uphold and
Award No.

enforce Arbitral 455 of 2023

(ARB455/23/ALS) issued by the Singapore
International Arbitration Centre (“SIAC”) dated

11/06/2025.

On 09/07/2025, the Dubai International Financial
Centre Courts issued an order to uphold and
enforce the aforementioned Arbitral Award, and
on 21/07/2025, it also issued an order to freeze
the assets of the Applicant globally. Both decisions
were issued in violation of the law, as the Dubai
International Financial Centre Courts do not have
jurisdiction to hear the dispute, and the Dubai

Courts have legal jurisdiction.

On 16/7/2025, the Applicant filed lawsuit No.
28/2025 before the Dubai Courts, against the
Respondent, requesting a ruling to invalidate

Arbitral Award No. 455 of 2023

(ARB455/23/ALS) issued by the Singapore
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International Arbitration Centre (“SIAC”) and
requested to postpone its implementation until a
final judgment is issued in the lawsuit. The
Applicant also filed a request on 23/07/2025 with
the Dubai International Financial Centre Courts to
postpone the implementation of the award until
the decision is made in Case No. 28/2025-
(Invalidation the Arbitral Award), registered

before the Dubai Courts. To date, no decision has

been issued on the Applicant’s request.

Whereas, the Respondent filed a request on
14/07 /2025 before the Dubai Courts to seize the
funds and properties of the Applicant in Case No.

259/2025-Commercial Seizure. However, the

Dubai Courts decided on 15/07 /2025 to reject the
Respondent's request. The latter then filed an

appeal against the rejection decision on

17/07/2025 wunder Appeal No. 242/2025
Commercial Appeal, and the next hearing is

scheduled for 04/08/2025.

To avoid issuing conflicting rulings and to preserve
its rights, the Applicant came forward with this

application with its above mentioned requests.
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Whereas the attorney for the Respondent filed a
response memorandum in which he defended the
inadmissibility of the application, in form, on the
grounds of lack of conflict, and on the subject
matter, he insisted on the jurisdiction of the DIFC
courts to consider and adjudicate Case No. ARB-
024-2025 by upholding and enforcing Arbitral
Award No. 455 of 2023 (ARB455/23/ALS) issued
by the Singapore International Arbitration Centre
(“SIAC™), as well as on its jurisdiction to issue a
global freezing order on the Applicant’s funds, on
the basis of factual and legal reasons that leads the
interpretation of the meaning of the ‘Emirate of
Dubai as the seat of the arbitration proceedings’ to
the International Financial Centre and within the

jurisdiction of its Courts, and not the Dubai courts.

Then he concluded his memorandum by requesting
that the application be rejected in form, and in
substance, and to reject all the requests of the
Applicant.

The court reviewed the documents of both parties
submitted in the file and decided to reserve the

case for judgment in today’s session.

Whereas it is clear from the present dispute that
the Respondent had previously filed a request -

before the Dubai International Financial Centre
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Courts in Case No. ARB-024-2025 to uphold and
enforce Arbitral Award No. 455 of 2023
(ARB455/23/ALS) issued by the Singapore
International Arbitration Centre (“SIAC”) and on
09/07/2025 the Dubai International Financial
Centre Courts issued an order to uphold and
enforce the aforementioned Arbitral Award. On

21/07/2025, it also issued a global freeze order on

the Applicant’s assets.

The Applicant also filed lawsuit No. 28/2025
before the Dubai Courts, against the Respondent
requesting a ruling to invalidate Arbitral Award No.
455 of 2023 (ARB455/23/ALS) issued by the
Arbitration  Centre

Singapore  International

(“SIAC?).

The Respondent also submitted a petition to the
Dubai Courts requesting a precautionary seizure of
the bank accounts and commercial licenses of the
Applicant. The request was rejected and an appeal
was filed against it under appeal No. 242/2025-
commercial appeal. However, the Respondent
requested that the litigation in the appeal be
and a issued on

abandoned, ruling was

18/08/2025.

The decision

oo ‘
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Whereas, starting with Case No. ARB-024-2025
regarding the ratification and enforcement of the
Arbitral Award (filed at the International Financial
Centre Courts) and Case No. 28/2025 regarding
the invalidation of the Arbitral Award (filed at the
Dubai Courts) and both relating to the same
Arbitral  Award No. 455 of 2023
(ARB455/23/ALS), and whereas one of them is
regarding ratification and enforcement and the
other regarding its invalidity, which has
established the existence of a case of positive
conflict between the International Financial Centre
Courts and the Dubai Courts, which demands
admissibility of the application, in form, in the
aspect thereof and, as a result, the rejection of the
defense raised by the attorney of the Respondent
in this aspect.

Regarding its subject, and in the light of the
aforementioned reasons, on determining the
jurisdiction of either court to hear the dispute
related to Arbitral Award No. 455 of 2023
(ARB455/23/ALS): It is stipulated in Article (1) of
Federal Law No. (6) of 2018 regarding Arbitration,
which explicitly states that: “ The competent court
under the law is the federal or local court of appeal

(in this case, the Dubai Courts), agreed upon by the
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parties or within whose jurisdiction the arbitration
is conducted,” which means that the Dubai Courts
are competent to hear the arbitration case as the
holder of general jurisdiction in accordance with
the law applicable to it. It is also stipulated in the
meaning of Article 5 of Law No. 2 of 2025
regarding the Dubai International Financial Centre
Courts, in Article 14 of the law that (the courts -
i.e. the International Financial Centre Courts - have
jurisdiction to hear and adjudicate cases if one of
the cases stipulated in Article 14 applies to them,
and among these cases is what is stated in
Paragraph 5 regarding claims and requests for
recognition or ratification of Arbitral Awards in
accordance with the applicable arbitration law

Inside the center.

Whereas, upon reviewing the previous texts, both
courts have jurisdiction to hear the dispute related
to the Arbitral Award issued by Singapore,
whether for ratification or nullification. As for the
Tribunal, given that the request for nullification is
an inseparably linked request to the lawsuit related
to ratification of the same Arbitral Award, which is
the counterclaim and the other side of the request
for ratification, while Dubai Courts have general
jurisdiction to ratify and enforce, and the two

parties mentioned in this dispute are not entities
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affiliated with the bodies or institutions of the
Dubai International Financial Centre, and it has not
been proven that there is an explicit written
agreement between them stipulating the
jurisdiction of the Dubai International Financial
Centre Courts to hear the dispute, moreover, the
enforcement will be on objects outside the
jurisdiction of the Dubai International Financial
Centre. Therefore, for the proper administration of
justice and in consideration of the rules of
consistency, the Tribunal believes that the Dubai
Courts, as the holder of general jurisdiction, are the
most suitable to hear the lawsuits related to
Arbitral Award No. 455

of 2023

(ARB455/23/ALS) issued by the Singapore
International Arbitration Centre (“SIAC”), as well
as its enforcement. The Tribunal, therefore,
endorse its jurisdiction to hear the lawsuit before
it, and as a result, it must decide that the Dubai
International Financial Centre Courts do not have
jurisdiction to consider the dispute before it, and
should suspend the implementation of the ruling
issued by it approving the Arbitral Award, in
in the

accordance with what will be stated

operative part of the ruling.

Regarding the global freezing order issued by the

International Financial Centre Courts and the

11

3920 Cady s allall Ll s 330 Oluwba ol
(Sbae polaisl Ule paiy logis uro GlS Glasl
ol Jle sodle ghiall by Gallall Jldl s 3Sie
Jloll (333550 polaisl zyls olel e gisw Laul
sclsd) bleliog Aamll sy uund €] Cumg Lallzll
il bylicl 43 eSbe ol 35 Lsell 06 doclgal
(oS dalsiall solesll i) xlo¥l Lo dalsll &3l
(ARB455/23/ALS) 2023 diw 455 o8 puSaill
("SIAC") o)l puSanill By98liias 3Ss0 (o 3Ll
sbiy lgwolais] digll )85 @5 (o oisais cllisy
2585 o dngiilly a0 aming ¢ Lolol 8rokiinll (soc
shiy Gallell Jladl 33 38500 Sae polazs pac
laio s3lall @Sl 4as CaBy o lgalel alanll gliill

Gohiall § 33 o B3 puSadll oS> e d8sLaall

0Sbao o sslall Gallell sgandl ol He &l g

plaall Slasdll sasdl Clb ooy Gelladl Jladl 3S5all



—3 d—0gS>
GOVERNMENT OF DUBAI

request for precautionary attachment filed before
the Dubai Courts, which was previously rejected
and the ruling was issued to abandon the litigation
in the appeal filed against it: Since these requests
are temporary and urgent requests and it has not
been proven to the Tribunal the existence of a case
of conflict of jurisdiction as stipulated in Article 5
of Decree-Law No. 29/2024 regarding the
establishment of this Authority, therefore, the
Tribunal decides not to accept the request in this
regard.

As for the expenses, the Tribunal shall oblige the
Respondent to pay them, in accordance with
Article (133) of the Procedures Law, and shall
return the security amount to the Applicant, in

accordance with Article 8, Paragraph B of Decree-

Law No. 29/2024.

The Tribunal has decided as follows:
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The Tribunal decided to accept - in form - the

application to consider the case of ratification as

well as the annulment claim against Arbitral Award

No. 455 of 2023 issued by Singapore, and to give

the following ruling on subject matter:

1- The Dubai Courts have jurisdiction to hear
Annulment Case No. (28/2025- Annulment of
Arbitral Award) related to the Arbitral Award

the International

issued by Singapore

Arbitration Centre ("SIAC").
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Courts lack jurisdiction to hear and adjudicate
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H.E. Justice Abdulgader Moosa Mohammed -
The Judicial Tribunal to resolve
conflicts of jurisdiction between

Chairman — Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal the DIFC courts and the Judicial

authorities in the Emirate of Dubai

Government of Dubai
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