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GOVERNMENT OF DUBAI

Application No. 06/2025 Judicial Authority

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, 26 January 2026

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 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,

7. H.E. Justice Khalid Yahya Taher Al Hosani,
Chief Justice, 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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GOVERNMENT OF DUBAI Conflicts of Jurisdiction Tribunal
Dubai National Insurance and Reinsurance Co. £ p0d L,mL,JI sslelg MLJJ duiboll (35 &Sy
PJSC
1. Sukoon Insurance Company PJSC, formerly &-p-0b QmLzlJ OoSwws dS5d -1

known as Oman Insurance Company PJSC. §-p-00 L).I.ALI.U Olac &858 @by L:.,L,...n d9g,=0ll

2. Liva Insurance Company PSC (Closed) — Dubai (33 29 (A1280) rp.uy ._,mL,JJ Lad 48, & -2
Branch, formerly known as Royal & Sun o o sl Jhgy &35 ol (L 489,20l
Alliance Insurance Middle East. bwsodl Gl uth oS

3. Korea Reinsurance Company owyeiiyy bygS dsyd -3

Address: United Arab Emirates, Dubai Jloll (353850 ¢ Baxiall duy=ll Ohlogl :olgisl!

International Financial Centre (DIFC). Sl
4. Samsung Reinsurance Pte. Ltd. Sld g el 8sle) pig ol _w dS, & -4
5. Barents Re Reinsurance Company IXYRCON |

ouoldl B3led (55 Guiinly -5

Preface KV7IN]
Having reviewed the case documents and after Aglsally Glyg3l ole gbil a2
deliberation:

The Tribunal finds that the present application Jodo 949 dJSiJl Glogso éwl bl ;)i G
fulfilling the required formalities and is therefore s
admissible in form.

The Applicant is a licensed insurance company, dJgs .3 dn>y09 dwn L)ml_» S b dcjlinedl

registered in the United Arab Emirates. smiall duyell Olylad



The Respondents One, Two, and Three are
licensed insurance or reinsurance companies
operating in the UAE. The Fourth Respondent
is a reinsurance company incorporated and
licensed in Singapore, while the Fifth
Respondent is an exempted company licensed
in the Cayman Islands (Registration No.
336224) and operating in the field of

reinsurance.

The Applicant issued an All Risks property
insurance policy, No. 2023/11/101/09/393,
in favour of Al Habtoor Motors LLC and its
subsidiaries (hereinafter referred to as the
“Insured”), all of which are registered in the
Departments of Economy and Tourism in the
Emirate of Dubai and Abu Dhabi. The policy
covers all risks of physical loss or damage,
including but not limited to theft, floods,
storms, water damage, hail, earthquakes,
tsunamis, and business interruption, for the

period from 01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024.

b Ally dlly Jo¥l madde enas glizell
Uos § Jaxd Ladse aali 3le] ol ual o185
dbl lade Leaall ol Basiall &gyl Ol
e Cliasg Cuwali el Sole] 4S5 ed
leade Gesall of e § Brgdliin § pards
G vossyi Ll s Blaws 4558 Lo duwolil
d Josiy (336224 Jmudll 65)) olals i

ol B3le] Jlro

shlae 2> 35 el dide dcaall Oyaol
393/09/ 101/11/2023 @)l Jaxi olSlzonll
leilSrdig (pp3) Srgise seinl 4S5l dxlnal
("oa) oball"s 3 Logd gl HLiall) dsylill
sLazddl ey 3 dlawo o) Godall OIS zeax
Lol iy bols (3 Bilel § doledly
oo oSl (s3lall Calill ol 8yluusl sblie grax
huolgally Slilagilly sl e x>l ssal
J5dills 350l badluss elsall e daxll shusdl
i wll e gldl JlacYl Cabyiy abigadly

.2024/07/31 1 2023/08/01 (4o 8yial)



—3 d—0gS>
GOVERNMENT OF DUBAI

- Later on, the Applicant entered into
reinsurance  agreements  with  several
reinsurance  companies, including the
Respondents, through Howden Insurance
Brokers LLC (“Howden”), on the same

coverage terms and for the same policy period.

- During the policy period, heavy rains, storms,
strong winds, and floods occurred across the
UAE between 16-18 April 2024, causing
significant damage to the Insured’s properties.
(The losses occurred in the Emirate of Dubai
and outside the Dubai International Financial
Centre). These events clearly fall within the

scope of coverage under the insurance policy.

The Insured notified the Applicant of the losses,
who in turn notified the reinsurance companies,
including the Respondents, through Howden, in

accordance with standard industry practices.

- Due to the magnitude of the losses, a Claims
Steering Committee was formed, including the
Applicant and several reinsurers, and

‘Sedgwick’ was appointed as the loss adjuster
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regarding the insurance claim, with the
approval of the reinsurers, including the
Respondents. Sedgwick issued several reports,
including a fourth report dated 6 March 2025,
along with a final business interruption loss
report issued by M/s. ‘Baker Tilly - the
investigation expert appointed by Sedgwick,

estimating total losses at approximately AED

770 million.

The reinsurers, including the Respondents,
also appointed ‘Crawford’ as an additional
settlement expert, despite Sedgwick being the
reinsurance

appointed expert under the

contracts. Crawford collaborated with
Sedgwick and its appointed advisors in the
and settlement

investigation, assessment,

procedures, and participated directly in
responding to inquiries from the Respondents

and approving loss assessment reports.

On 1 July 2025, after several meetings
attended by the Respondents’ representatives,
issued a settlement

Sedgwick report

confirming the parties’ agreement to settle the

dadloay <l (rpald] dllony Bl Lagd Ll
cede Gesall s & Loy weldl Bsle] cilSys
0383l lgiass G oyld5 Bac "elyo s’ ol
085 il> 12025 Gosle 6 gl salall gib
se o o Jlaell glhsl Slus o Slg
ohs Celstiw” U e oizall Olighn
iglondl Sluidl )38 28g oL HSe" Bnd

PRy ug.:.Lo 770 J|9AJ

wesall 3 8 lay) Gealdl sole] ilSps cuige LS -

0L 1 L] Lguus 1unS "3)989lS" dSss (oasle
ssic Cuzoay aaizall sl 68 "yl s O
&o "s8ghS"  Culac 3By .oeldl  Bilel
J8 oo siumall gpliiuelly "ebglaw”
dyguilly eusiilly Gaindl Olebal Lle 353l
Ohlwsiol Gle ull G sdle JSiy cS)lag

Sl 39285 5585 e dadlgally mgele (eall

035 "elygdspw” Dyvuol ipaale Gesall sline

Sl dygus e BLbI Blasl 1S5y dows



—3 d—0gS>
GOVERNMENT OF DUBAI

losses for AED 555 million, to be paid before
31 July 2025.

The Respondents did not object to the
settlement report, and Crawford confirmed its

acceptance of the settlement amount.

Based on the settlement report accepted by all
reinsurers, including the Respondents, the
Applicant executed an Acceptance Form with
the Insured confirming the agreement to settle
at AED 555 million, which was sent to the
Respondents and they accepted it without

objection.

The Respondents later breached the

settlement report by failing to pay their shares
of the settlement amount. This breach
constitutes a violation of the binding
settlement report and exposes the Applicant
to claims from the Insured for the full amount

of estimated losses.
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Accordingly, the Applicant was compelled, on
30 September 2025, to file a lawsuit under No.
531/2025 — Civil —General, before the Dubai
Courts, seeking a judgment confirming the
Respondents’ liability and validating the
binding effects of Sedgwick’s settlement
report dated 1 July 2025. Alternatively, the
Applicant requested confirmation of the
Respondents’ liability under the reinsurance

contracts to pay compensation for losses

according to their participation shares.

On 31 October 2025, the Applicant was

surprised by the Respondents’ filing a
statement of claim at DIFC Court No. CFI-077-
2025 against the Applicant, claiming they were
not liable under the reinsurance contract or
seeking to exclude certain claims from the

coverage scope.

The Applicant requested finally :

1. To urgently stay the DIFC proceedings,
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GOVERNMENT OF DUBAI

2. To decide that the Dubai Courts have
jurisdiction to hear the subject matter of
Case No. 531/2025 - Civil (General), as
the competent authority for disputes
arising under insurance and reinsurance
contracts between the parties;

3. To decide that the DIFC Courts lack
jurisdiction to hear and determine case No.
(CF1-077-2025), revoke all decisions

issued therein, and render all related

actions void and without effect;

4, To obligate the Respondents to bear court
fees, legal costs, and return the security

amount to the Applicant.

The Respondents submitted their

reply
memorandum, stating that the Third Respondent,
Korea Re, is a private licensed entity registered
within the Dubai International Financial Centre
(DIFC) and is considered one of the “DIFC
Establishments” as defined by law. In accordance
with the provisions of Article 14(a) of the DIFC
Courts Law, the DIFC Courts have jurisdiction over
claims brought by or such

any against

establishments.
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Article 14(a) of Law No. 2 of 2025 concerning the
DIFC Courts explicitly provides that the DIFC
Courts shall have exclusive jurisdiction over civil
and commercial claims and applications by or
against DIFC bodies or DIFC Establishments, or
which DIFC bodies or

those to DIFC

Establishments are a party.

The same law, in Article 2, defines DIFC Entities to
include any establishment or contracts whether
concluded, completed or performed, or allowed to
perform within the DIFC, in accordance with the

laws and regulations of the Centre.

It is evident from the documents submitted that
the Third Respondent, Korea Re, is a registered
establishment with its office located within the
DIFC, which places it within the definition of a

“DIFC Establishment” under Law No. 2 of 2025.

The legislator, through the clear and decisive
wording of Article 14, established that the mere
status of a party as a DIFC Establishment is
sufficient to confer jurisdiction to the DIFC Courts,

without requiring that the dispute arise within the
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Centre or that the subject of the obligation or

performance of the contract be located there.

Jurisdiction of the DIFC Courts under Law No. 2 of
2025 is original and direct, derived from a specific
statutory provision, and prevails over the general
jurisdiction of the Dubai Courts whenever any of
the jurisdictional conditions stipulated in Article

14 of the law are met.

Since the validity of DIFC Courts’ jurisdiction has
been established by the operation of law, hearing
the case before the Dubai Courts would
contravene the correct application of the law.
Accordingly, this court lacks specific jurisdiction to
hear the case, and the DIFC Courts have
jurisdiction to hear and determine Case No. CFI-

077-2025.

For these reasons:
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Conflicts of Jurisdiction Tribunal
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The Tribunal has decided to accept the dispute in

form; and, on the merits, rules as follows:

1. The Dubai Courts shall
hearing Case No. 531/2025 - Civil

refrain from

(General) due to lack of jurisdiction.
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2. The DIFC Courts shall have exclusive  olll Jll 35 Sy eSbwe poleisl 2
jurisdiction to hear and determine Case CFI- oy sl & Joilly il (DIFC)
No. CFI-077-2025. i

.077-2025
3. The security deposit shall be confiscated wellall Jloll 2 S50 gllead pelall Bislae 3
for the account of DIFC Courts and the (1000) &lws Wlégranlly dejliall ol o

Applicant is ordered to bear the costs and

pay AED 1,000 as legal fees.

Date of issue plaodl 3,6

26 January 2026 2026 4L, 26
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H.E. Justice Abdulqader Moosa Mohammed

The Judicial Tribunal to resolve
conflicts of jurisdiction between the
DIFC courts and the Judicial

Chairman of the Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal sutherities in the Emirate of Bubai

Government of Dubai

This order is to be sent in digital form to the e sl 2855 Hosy BlibIl J] dsad) byguay sl 1 Juoyy

parties without the Tribunal members’ signature. clacll
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