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Judgment

1. Having reviewed the case documents and after

deliberation,

The appeal has fulfilled its formal requirements.

The respondent company instituted the

arbitration proceedings before the Dubai
International Arbitration Centre under Case No.
230186, in accordance with the laws of the
Emirate of Dubai, being the law applicable to the
subject matter of the dispute, and selecting the
Dubai International Financial Centre as the seat of

arbitration.

The Arbitral Tribunal commenced consideration of
the arbitration proceedings. Both the applicant
and the respondent appeared before the Tribunal,
and each submitted their memoranda, documents,
and full legal and procedural defences,
subsequently the Arbitral Tribunal issued its
arbitral award dated 11/08/2025, which was

rendered in favour of the respondent.

After obtaining the aforementioned arbitral award,
the respondent company submitted an application
to the Dubai Courts requesting ratification of the
arbitral award and an order for its enforcement,
pursuant to the provisions of the Arbitration Law

in force in the Emirate of Dubai. The Dubai Courts,
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then, issued its decision ratifying the arbitral

award and ordering its enforcement on
10/10/2025, by way of Order on Petition No. 172

of 2025.

The applicant did not accept the above-mentioned
decision of the Dubai Courts and appealed it by
filing Grievance No. 9 of 2025 before the Court of
Appeal, relying basically, on the lack of jurisdiction
of the Dubai Courts to hear the dispute, and,
alternatively, on the issue of arbitral award not
satisfying the requirements of an enforceable
instrument. The applicant also filed an
independent case before the DIFC Courts under
Case No. ARB-043/2025, seeking annulment of
the arbitral award referred to above, issued on
11/08/2025, concurrently with the grievance filed

before the Court of Appeal of the Dubai Courts.

Upon reviewing the case filed by the applicant
before the DIFC Courts, it is evident that the
applicant seeks annulment of the arbitral award,
and requests a decision that no other court has
jurisdiction to ratify or enforce the arbitral award

between the parties to the dispute.
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The annulment case filed before the DIFC Courts
remains pending. As for the ratification and
enforcement request filed before the Dubai Courts,
as previously stated, the Court of Appeal initially
decided to ratify the arbitral award and ordered its
enforcement. However, the claimant challenged
that decision. Following referral to the Conflict of
Jurisdiction Tribunal, the Court of Appeal, on 15
December 2025, accepted the grievance filed by
the claimant/applicant under Grievance No. 9 of
2025 and ruled that the Dubai Courts lack
jurisdiction to hear the case for ratification or
enforcement of the arbitral award, on the basis
that the seat of arbitration agreed by the parties is

the DIFC.

In the conclusion of its memoranda, the applicant
requested the issuance of a decision, staying the
continuation of proceedings in Order on Petition
No. 172 of 2025, which ordered ratification and
enforcement of the arbitral award, and further
requested the immediate issuance of a decision
suspending enforcement procedures taken under
Execution File No. 4472 of 2025, until the issuance
of this Tribunal's decision determining the

competent court.
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The respondent did not dispute the jurisdiction of
the DIFC Courts to hear the annulment case,
considering that the DIFC is the seat of arbitration.
However, it maintains that, in the interest of the
proper administration of justice with respect to
enforcement of the arbitral award, intervention by
the Dubai Courts is required, as they are the
competent authority, under whose territorial
jurisdiction, enforcement of judgments in the

Emirate of Dubai takes place.

In support of its argument that enforcement
procedures before the Dubai Courts should be
maintained, the respondent states that the asset,
subject to enforcement, is a real property located
in the Emirate of Dubai and outside the jurisdiction
of the DIFC Courts, and that the role of the DIFC
Courts is limited to a narrow function consisting of
deciding the annulment appeal, pursuant to the
Arbitration Law. Accordingly, there is no conflict or
real contradiction requiring the intervention of this
Tribunal or consideration its jurisdiction, and

therefore the application should be dismissed.

With respect to the jurisdiction of this Tribunal to
hear the dispute, it is obvious from the documents

that there are two cases concerning the same
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dispute between the applicant and the respondent
(ratification of the arbitral award issued by the
Dubai International Arbitration Centre or an
appeal seeking its annulment): one pending before
the Court of First Instance of the DIFC Courts
under Case No. ARB-043/2025, and the other
before the Dubai Courts (Court of Appeal) under
Case No. 172/2025 -Arbitration. Neither of the
two courts had definitively relinquished its
jurisdiction over the dispute as of the date this
application was filed and considered before this
Tribunal. Accordingly, the jurisdiction of this
Tribunal is established to intervene and determine
the competent court to hear the dispute, in order
to prevent an existing or potential conflict of
jurisdiction, pursuant to Article 6 of Decree-Law
No. 29 of 2024 concerning the formation of the
Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal to resolve

conflicts of Jurisdiction between the Dubai Courts,

the DIFC Courts, and other judicial bodies.

Whereas this Tribunal, by virtue of its authority to
determine the competent judicial authority to hear
cases in which a conflict of jurisdiction arises
between the DIFC Courts and the Dubai Courts,
hereby determines that the DIFC Courts are the
courts with jurisdiction to hear the dispute, based

on the fact that the seat of arbitration was agreed
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by the parties to be the DIFC. Accordingly,
jurisdiction is exclusively vested in the DIFC Courts
pursuant to Article 14 of DIFC Courts Law No. 2 of

2025, which provides as follows:

Jurisdiction of the DIFC Courts:

A. The DIFC Courts have exclusive jurisdiction to

hear and determine:

(6)Claims and applications arising from or related

to arbitration procedures where:

i The seat or legal place of arbitration is the
DIFC

ii. The arbitration proceedings take place
within the DIFC, and the parties have not
agreed on the seat or legal place of
arbitration; or

iii., ~The parties agree to DIFC Court’s

Jurisdiction for disputes arising out of

arbitration proceedings.

Whereas this Tribunal has determined its
jurisdiction to consider the conflict of jurisdiction
appeal, it approves the applicant’s request to

determine the competent court to hear the
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dispute; and therefore orders the refund of the
security deposit to the applicant, pursuant to
Article 8(b) of Local Decree No. 29 of 2024.

As for expenses, the tribunal orders the
respondent to bear them, being the losing party in
the positive conflict of jurisdiction proceedings,

pursuant to Article 133(2) of Federal Decree-Law

No. 42 of 2022 concerning Civil Procedures.

The Tribunal has concluded

Conflicts of Jurisdiction Tribunal
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For these reasons:

The Tribunal has decided the following:
First: The application is accepted in form.
Second: The DIFC Courts have jurisdiction
to hear the application, and the Dubai Courts are
not the competent authority to hear it and, Dubai

Courts should cease proceedings in Arbitration

Case No. 172/2025 and all related procedures.

Third: The security deposit is to be returned to
the applicant, and the respondent is ordered to pay

the expenses.
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H.E. Justice Abdulgader Moosa Mohammed The Judicial Tribunal e resolve

conflicts of jurisdiction between the
DIFC courts and the Judicial
authorities in the Emirate of Dubai

Chairman of the Conflict of Jurisdiction Tribunal Government of Dubai
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