


1. The DIFC was established as part of Dubai’s broader strategy to
diversify its economy and strengthen its status as a global financial
hub. Drawing on the success of earlier free zones, such as the
Jebel Ali Free Zone, which focused on trade and industry, Dubai
sought to replicate this model in the financial sector. The DIFC
was designed to attract international banks, financial institutions,
and multinational corporations by offering key incentives such as
full foreign ownership, profit repatriation, and exemption from
income taxes. Additionally, the legal and regulatory framework of
DIFC has been crafted to provide a stable and transparent
environment for both conventional and Islamic finance,
distinguishing it from other regional financial centres.

2. The key difference between the DIFC and other free zones in
Dubai is that the DIFC has an independent legal system. This
system includes a specialised judiciary in the form of DIFC Courts,
which have been instrumental in developing DIFC Law and
shaping principles adopted from various common law jurisdictions.

3. Over the past decade, the DIFC Courts have assumed a unique
role in facilitating the enforcement of judgments, orders, and
awards both within and outside the UAE, colloquially referred to
as the “conduit jurisdiction”. This role stems primarily from the
broadening of the DIFC Court’s jurisdiction under its laws and
regulations.  Notably,  actions  or  claims  for  the  recognition  
and 
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enforcement of judgments, orders, and arbitral awards do not
require any geographic nexus to the DIFC. 

4. The DIFC Court’s conduit jurisdiction swiftly emerged as the
preferred mechanism for executing foreign arbitral awards and
judgments within Dubai. Since the DIFC is part of Dubai, the
judgment of the DIFC can be considered equivalent to that of
Dubai Courts. The conduit jurisdiction enables onward execution
both within and outside the UAE, leveraging several bilateral and
multilateral treaties. This paper explores the role of DIFC Courts in
enforcing judgments beyond their immediate jurisdiction.
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II. DEVELOPMENT OF CONDUIT JURISDICTION IN THE DIFC
    COURTS 

5. To understand how the conduit jurisdiction of the DIFC Court
pans out, it is important first to understand the relevant statutory
framework:

The Dubai Judicial Authority Law No. 12 of 2004 (“JAL”)
establishes the DIFC Courts of First Instance and Appeal and  
the jurisdiction of the DIFC Courts. Article 5(A)(1)(e)
empowers the DIFC Courts to assert jurisdiction over any
action or claim within the scope of DIFC laws and
regulations. Article 7 of the JAL earlier provided for the
execution of DIFC judgments, decisions, orders, and ratified
arbitral awards only within Dubai, but was later amended to
permit enforcement in the rest of the Emirates and other
jurisdictions. 
These amendments, introduced in 2011, expanded the DIFC
Courts’ jurisdiction beyond disputes with a direct connection
to the DIFC and introduced a wider cross-border
enforcement regime.

(a)

(b)
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Article 24(1)(a) of the DIFC Law No. 10 of 2004 (“Court
Law”), read with Articles 7(4)-(6) of the JAL,   grants the DIFC
Courts jurisdiction to ratify judgments, orders, and awards
issued by any recognised foreign courts and tribunals.
Article 42(1) of the DIFC Law No. 1 of 2008 (“Arbitration
Law”) permits the recognition and enforcement of foreign
arbitral awards, subject to the limited grounds for refusal
outlined in the New York Convention, without requiring a link
to the DIFC. Article 42(4) of the Arbitration Law ensures that
awards recognised by the DIFC Court may be enforced
outside the DIFC in accordance with the JAL.
Since 2011, Article 7(2) of the JAL specifically provides that
judgments, orders, and ratified awards issued by the DIFC
Courts can be enforced by “competent entities” outside the
DIFC, in accordance with their procedure, as well as any
agreements or MOUs between the DIFC Courts and these
entities, without needing to reconsider the merits of the
underlying decision.

(c)

(d)

(e)

   The Court Law mentions only Article 7(4) of JAL, but post the 2011 amendment, this reference ought to be read as Articles 
   7(4)-6) of the JAL.
   Article 7(2) of the JAL states that such execution is subject to the judgment, decision, order or ratified award being a) final 
   and executory; b) translated into the official language of the entity through which execution is carried out; c) affix with the 
   executory formula by the DIFC Courts. 
   Banyan Tree Corporate Pte Ltd., v. Meydan Group LLC [2013] DIFC ARB 003 (27 May 2014)
   DNB Bank ASA v (1) Gulf Eyadah Corporation (2) Gulf Navigation Holdings PJSC [2015] DIFC CA 007 (25 February 2016). 
   This has also recently been confirmed in (1) Lateef (2) Lukman v (1) Liyela (2) Liyani [2020] DIFC ARB 017 (24 March 2022).

1

2

6. Significantly, none of these provisions require a connection to
the DIFC or the presence of assets in the DIFC as a precondition
for enforcing foreign judgments or arbitral awards. This approach
was confirmed in Banyan Tree Corporation v Meydan Group  and
DNB Bank ASA v Gulf Eyadah, where the DIFC Courts upheld the
conduit jurisdiction without the need for a substantive link to the
DIFC.

3
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   For challenge to constitutionality, see Fiske v Firuzeh [2014] DIFC ARB 001 (5 January 2015), and for breach of public policy, 
   see Egan v Eava [2013] DIFC ARB 002 (29 July 2015).
   See for e.g. Mohammed Usman Saleem v. Oasis Crescent Capital (DIFC) Limited and HSBC Bank Middle East Limited 
   (CFI – enforcement no. 002/2008), where a branch of HSBC Bank located in Dubai was ordered to freeze the amount of 
   AED 70,809 in the account of the judgment debtor. In this case, a. letter of execution was issued by the DIFC Courts to the  
   Dubai Courts.

5

7. There has been some criticism of the conduit jurisdiction of the
DIFC Court for being unconstitutional and violative of public
policy. However, such criticism has been consistently rejected by
the DIFC Courts.

III. ENFORCEMENT AND EXECUTION WITHIN THE UAE

8. Within the UAE, factors such as the broad right of appeal, the
potential for merit-based reviews and the limited adverse cost
implications for the losing party on appeal often can act as
deterrents for judgment and award creditors. This is one reason
parties favour the DIFC Courts as a conduit for enforcement.

9. The DIFC Courts’ judgments, orders, and awards can be directly
sent to the Dubai courts for execution. Article 7(3) of the JAL
imposes specific procedural requirements for filing an execution
application in Dubai, and Dubai courts are expressly precluded
from reconsidering the merits. Several DIFC Court’s judgments,
decisions, and orders, including freezing orders, have been
enforced in Dubai.

10. For enforcement in other emirates, parties had to enforce their
DIFC judgment, orders and awards through the long-drawn
process of “deputisation” or “referral” under Article 221 of the
UAE Federal Civil Procedures Law, whereby the onshore Dubai
execution judge would have to refer the decision to another judge
within the emirate for execution.

6

5
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   [19], DIFC Courts Enforcement Guide (2018)
   [34] – [35], Investment Group Private Limited v Standard Chartered Bank [2015] DIFC CA 004
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11. However, with the introduction of the new Article 7(2) to the
JAL in 2011, the DIFC Enforcement Guide suggests there is a
debate about whether this provision permits DIFC Court
judgments to be sent directly to the UAE’s competent entity for
execution, bypassing the Dubai execution judge and the referral
process under Article 221 of the Federal Civil Procedure Law, or
whether the law already allowed this, and the new provision simply
confirms the DIFC execution judge as a “competent execution
judge” under Article 221.

12. The MOUs entered into by the DIFC Courts with the Ras Al
Khaimah courts and the UAE Ministry of Justice potentially assist
in the enforcement of DIFC Courts judgments, decisions and
orders within the UAE. There are also MOUs entered into by the
DIFC Dispute Resolution Authority with the Ras Al Khaimah
Department of Economic Development, the Jebel Ali Free Zone
Authority (JAFZA), and the Dubai International Arbitration Centre
(DIAC). However, there is little to no literature on the use of these
MOUs for enforcement.

IV. ENFORCEMENT AND EXECUTION OUTSIDE THE UAE

13. 1.Article 7(2) of the JAL would apply even to enforcement
outside of the Emirates. As the DIFC Courts are technically part of
Dubai’s judicial system, their decisions carry the same authority as
those of the Dubai courts. The enforcement of DIFC Courts’
judgments, decisions, orders, and ratified arbitral awards outside
the UAE would thus follow the same process as the enforcement
of judgments issued by the Dubai Courts. Therefore, if a treaty or
agreement   exists  between  the  UAE  and  another  country,  the
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enforcement and execution of DIFC Court judgments would be
governed by the terms of that treaty in the signatory state.

14. The UAE is a party to several treaties covering the
enforcement of foreign judgments. Countries such as India have
specifically notified the DIFC Courts as superior courts of UAE for
mutual reciprocity. The DIFC Courts have also entered into
guidance memoranda with the courts of several foreign
jurisdictions. These guidance memoranda are intended to provide
a framework regarding how the parties may expect the signatory
courts to treat each other’s judgments. The first guidance
memorandum signed by the DIFC Courts was in 2013 with the
Commercial Court of England and Wales. Thereafter, the DIFC
Courts have signed many other memoranda.  However, since
these memoranda are signed between the courts directly and not
by the states, they are not legally binding.

15. Two key multilateral treaties for the enforcement of judgments
and arbitral awards that the UAE is part of are the 1983 Riyadh –
Arab Agreement for Judicial Co-operation (“Riyadh Convention”)
and the 1996 Gulf Co-operation Council Convention for the
Execution of Judgments, Delegations and Judicial Notifications
(“GCC Convention”). Both conventions have overlapping topics
on  judicial  cooperation,  but  the  signatories  differ.   The  Riyadh 
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   The Agreement on Judicial Cooperation, Execution of Judgments and Extradition of Criminals between the United Arab 
   Emirates and the Tunisian Republic (1975); The Convention on Judicial Assistance, Recognition and Enforcement of 
   Judgments in Civil and Commercial matters signed between France and the UAE; The Agreement on Juridical Cooperation 
   in Civil and Commercial Matters with India (2000); The Legal and Judicial Cooperation Agreement between the UAE and    
   the Arab Republic of Egypt (2000) (“Treaty with Egypt”); The Convention on Judicial Assistance in Civil and Commercial 
   Matters between the United Arab Emirates and the Republic of China (PRC) (2004); The Agreement between the Republic 
   of Kazakhstan and the United Arab Emirates on Judicial Assistance in Civil and Commercial Matters (2009).
   Including the New South Wales Supreme Court, the Federal Court of Australia, the High Court of Kenya, the United States 
   District Court for the Southern District of New York, the Supreme Court of Singapore, the Supreme Court of the Republic of 
   Kazakhstan, the National Court Administration of the Supreme Court of Korea, the Federal Court of Malaysia, the High 
   Court of Zambia, the High Court of Hong Kong, Courts of the People’s Republic of China.
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https://www.difccourts.ae/about/memoranda/judicial/mou-between-the-difc-courts-and-the-supreme-court-of-new-south-wales
https://www.difccourts.ae/application/files/3916/0576/5819/Memorandum_of_Guidance_Between_The_Federal_Court_of_Australia_and_DIFC_Courts.pdf
https://www.difccourts.ae/about/memoranda/judicial/mog-between-the-difc-courts-and-the-high-court-of-kenya-commercial-admiralty-division
https://www.difccourts.ae/about/memoranda/judicial/mog-between-the-difc-courts-and-united-states-district-court-for-the-southern-district-of-new-york
https://www.difccourts.ae/about/memoranda/judicial/mog-between-the-difc-courts-and-united-states-district-court-for-the-southern-district-of-new-york
https://www.difccourts.ae/about/memoranda/judicial/mog-between-the-difc-courts-and-united-states-district-court-for-the-southern-district-of-new-york
https://www.difccourts.ae/about/memoranda/judicial/mog-between-the-difc-courts-and-the-supreme-court-of-singapore
https://www.difccourts.ae/about/memoranda/judicial/mog-between-the-difc-courts-and-the-supreme-court-of-the-republic-of-kazakhstan
https://www.difccourts.ae/about/memoranda/judicial/mog-between-the-difc-courts-and-the-supreme-court-of-the-republic-of-kazakhstan
https://www.difccourts.ae/about/memoranda/judicial/mog-between-the-difc-courts-and-the-supreme-court-of-the-republic-of-kazakhstan
https://www.difccourts.ae/about/memoranda/judicial/mog-between-the-difc-courts-and-the-national-court-administration-of-the-supreme-court-of-korea
https://www.difccourts.ae/application/files/3116/1881/0705/memorandum-of-guidance-mog-on-understanding-the-enforcement-of-money-judgements-between-the-federal-court-of-malaysia-and-difc-courts.pdf
https://www.difccourts.ae/application/files/4316/1881/0880/memorandum-of-guidance-between-difc-courts-and-the-high-court-for-zambia.pdf
https://www.difccourts.ae/application/files/4316/1881/0880/memorandum-of-guidance-between-difc-courts-and-the-high-court-for-zambia.pdf
https://www.difccourts.ae/application/files/4316/1881/0880/memorandum-of-guidance-between-difc-courts-and-the-high-court-for-zambia.pdf
https://www.difccourts.ae/application/files/1716/9710/5591/final-mog-hong-kong-2018.pdf#:~:text=High%20Court%20judgment.-,The%20judgment%20may%20not%20be%20challenged%20on%20the%20grounds%20that,of%20the%20HK%20High%20Court.


Convention has 20 signatories  as opposed to 6 members of the
GCC. There have been multiple instances of DIFC Courts
confirming the reciprocal obligations amongst member states to
recognise and enforce each other’s judgments, under the GCC
Convention  and the Riyadh Convention, provided there is no
violation of public policy or other exceptions.

16. DIFC Court judgments and orders are therefore enforceable in
all member states of the GCC and Riyadh Conventions. The DIFC
thus, could potentially act as a “conduit” for onward enforcement
in the Middle East.

17. Both the GCC Convention and the Riyadh Convention provide
that each contracting party shall execute the judgments issued by
the courts of the other contracting party. However, for the
judgment to be enforceable in the member state, the court giving
the decision must have jurisdiction either as per provisions of the
GCC Convention or the Riyadh Convention or as per the
applicable international jurisdiction in the country of enforcement.
Similar provisions can be found in treaties between UAE and other
jurisdictions.

18. The jurisdictional gateways are provided in Articles 4-6 of the
GCC Convention and Articles 26-29 of the Riyadh Convention.
These jurisdictional gateways, inter alia, include the following:
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   Algeria, Bahrain, Djibouti, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, Mauritania, Oman, Palestine, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, 
   Somalia, Sudan, Syria, Tunisia, UAE, and Yemen.
   UAE, Bahrain, Saudi Arabia, Oman, Qatar and Kuwait.
   Farooq Al Alawi v. Lloyds TSB Bank PLC and Credit Suisse AG DIFC Enforcement Order No. 02/2012 (19 January 2011)
   Murex Gulf Properties Company KSCC v The Investment Dar Company KSCC [2022] DIFC CFI 096 (6 October 2023); 
   Lahela v Lameez [2020] DIFC CA 007 (9 May 2021)
   Article 1, GCC Convention; and Article 25(b), Riyadh Convention 
   see e.g., Article XV.1 of the Treaty with India; Articles 13(1) and 14 of the Treaty with France; Articles 19 of the Treaty with 
   China; Article 29 of the Treaty with Egypt.
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if the domicile or residence of the defendant at the time of
filing the suit was in the jurisdiction of the issuing court;
if the defendant has an office or a branch in the territory of
the issuing court state at the time of filing the suit and if the
dispute is related to performing the activity of such office or
branch;
if the contractual obligation, the subject matter of the
dispute is executed or should be executed in such issue court
state;
in the event of non-contractual liability, if the act, the subject
matter of the liability, occurred in the territory of the issuing
court state;
if the defendant expressly accepts the jurisdiction of the
issuing court by giving a domicile or under an agreement,
provided the laws of the issuing court do not prohibit such
agreement;
if the defendant makes its defence on the merit of the suit
without pleading that the issuing court hearing the dispute
lacks the jurisdiction to hear it;

(a)

(b)

   Article 4(A), GCC Convention; Article 28(A), Riyadh Convention
   Article 4(B), GCC Convention; Article 28(B), Riyadh Convention
   Article 4(C), GCC Convention; Article 28(C), Riyadh Convention
   Article 4(D), GCC Convention; Article 28(D), Riyadh Convention
   Article 4(E), GCC Convention; Article 28(E), Riyadh Convention
   Article 4(F), GCC Convention; Article 28(F), Riyadh Convention
   Article 25, Riyadh convention
   Article 10, GCC Convention

17

18

19

(c)

(d)

20
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22

(e)

(f)

19. The Riyadh Convention further clarifies that judgment means
every decision regardless of the nomenclature made in pursuance
of judicial or jurisdictional procedures of the courts or any
competent authority. The GCC Convention provides for the
execution of “final judgments”, and specifically notes settlements
made   before   the    competent    judicial   authorities,   executive
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deeds made in the territory of the member state,  and arbitral
awards issued in the member states  shall be executed by the
member states.

20. Notably, similar to the enforcement in Dubai, the Riyadh
Convention and the GCC Convention notes that the task of the
judicial authority of the member state, where the judgement is
sought to be enforced, shall be limited to confirming whether the
judgement fulfils the requirements as provided in the convention
without discussing the subject matter.

21. Since the DIFC Courts are a part of the courts of Dubai and
the UAE judgments of the DIFC Courts would come under the
definition of “…courts or any competent authority of any party”
under the Riyadh Convention  and “…courts of any member
states” under the GCC Convention.

22. Thus, arguable a party may be able to use the conduit
jurisdiction of the DIFC Courts to execute a foreign judgment or
award when the subject matter of enforcement or the assets of the
judgment debtor is present in the member states of the GCC or
the Riyadh Convention.
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   Article 11, GCC Convention
   Article 12, GCC Convention
   Similar provision can be found in Article XV (2) of the Treaty with India; Article 15 of the Treaty with France; 
   See Article 7, GCC Convention, and Article 32, Riyadh Convention; Similar provision can be found in Article XXII (1) of the 
   Treaty with India
   Article 25, GCC Convention; Article 28(D), Riyadh Convention
   Article 25, GCC Convention; Article 28(D), Riyadh Convention
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23. The DIFC Courts have continually interpreted Article 42 of the
Arbitration Law, Article 24(1)(a) of the Court Law and Article 7(2)
of the JAL in a way that allows the recognition and enforcement of
judgments/ awards in the DIFC Courts even if the assets against
which enforcement is sought are present outside the DIFC such as
the UAE except the DIFC or the Riyadh and GCC Convention
member states. While this mechanism of using DIFC courts as a
conduit has been tried and tested in the Dubai courts, its
applicability in the UAE outside Dubai and the other Riyadh and
GCC Convention member states by virtue of those conventions is
still nascent. However, recent judgments expanding or broadening
the jurisdiction of the DIFC Courts and interpreting the term
‘courts of Dubai’ or ‘courts of the UAE’ to include the DIFC Courts
(see [‎13] above) has given further impetus to the use of this
conduit jurisdiction for enforcement in countries outside the UAE.
This mechanism which is an embodiment of a pro-enforcement
approach has created a new possibility in the global enforcement
regime where judgments can be automatically enforced in the
UAE and outside the UAE by using DIFC Courts as conduit.

24. Although courts across the world have been slow in
recognising DIFC Courts as part of the UAE Judicial system, the
trend is in favour of recognising DIFC Courts’ conduit jurisdiction
for onward enforcement. Hence, we can soon see a regime where
judgments/ awards can be enforced in a country through the DIFC
Courts’ conduit jurisdiction without a review of the merits of the
case in the execution court if there is a treaty or agreement in
place between the two courts. 
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V. CONCLUSION 
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We are recognised as market leaders.

a. Ranked as "Most Active in the Enforcement & Annulment of
Commercial Arbitration Awards" - Jus Connect’s 2023 Rankings

b. Chambers Global - Dispute Resolution: Arbitration (2023)

c. Legal 500 - Tier 2 Dispute Resolution: Arbitration (2023)

d. Asian Legal Business - Fast 30: Fastest & Fierce Growing Law
Firms (2022)

e. AsiaLaw Profiles - Notable Firm (2022)

f. Benchmark Litigation (India) - Recognised for Commercials &
Transactions; Construction; International Arbitration; White Collar
Crime practice areas (2023); Top 6 Boutique Firms in Asia-Pacific
for Dispute Resolution; Tier 3 in India for International Arbitration
(2021)

g. Leaders' League - Best Law Firm in India for Intl’ Arbitration &
White-Collar Crime (2021)

Singularity is an Asia and Africa focused international disputes
boutique, established in August 2017. Since then, we have
handled over US$ 8 billion in cross-border disputes in various
sectors, including energy and resources, construction and
infrastructure, shipping and maritime, sports and entertainment,
international trade and business, and private equity and finance.
These disputes have arisen out of business relations and projects
in various parts of the world including the Bahamas, British Virgin
Islands, Cayman Islands, Canada, Egypt, Hong Kong, India, Israel,
Italy, Indonesia, Kazakhstan, Nigeria, Malaysia, Oman, Philippines,
Russia, Turkey, UAE, UK, USA, Saudi Arabia, Sierra Leone
Singapore and Somalia.

ABOUT US
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h. Financial Times - Recognised for moving the Litigation Finance
market forward (2021); Top 5 in Asia-Pacific for Innovation in
Dispute Resolution (2020)

i. Forbes India - Top Law Firm in India for White-Collar Crime and
Arbitration practice (2021)

j. BusinessWorld - Oil & Gas Law Firm of the Year (2021)

OUR MIDDLE EAST PRACTICE

Singularity Legal is licensed to practice as legal consultants in the
UAE, including as solicitors before the courts at Dubai
International Financial Centre (DIFC) and Abu Dhabi Global
Markets (ADGM).

Our partner, Prateek Bagaria, has also been registered as a Part II
lawyer with full rights of audience before the DIFC Courts and will
be heading the firm’s Middle East practice.

On the firm's entry into the UAE, he said:
“DIFC is an upcoming business and trade hub and has been a
priority center for Indian financial institutions, funds, family
businesses, multinational corporations, and trading houses, among
others, operating in the Asia-Africa corridor. Moreover, in light of
the new India-UAE Comprehensive Economic Partnership
Agreement (CEPA), business dealings in the DIFC are slated to
grow exponentially. We are thrilled to expand our practice to the
Middle East, where our clients increasingly require our assistance
with their disputes. This expansion will also give the clients more
immediate access to the firm’s specialists and wider network in the
MENA region.”
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ABOUT EXPERT TALK

The Expert Talk initiative seeks to provide quality continued digital
education to professionals, through freely accessible webinars,
and a digital library of blogs, alerts, insights and talks, on dispute
resolution and litigation finance.

Singularity now has the end-to-end ability to service clients across

the UAE, including DIFC and ADGM Courts, covering disputes

relating to:

(a) construction and infrastructure projects

(b) shipping and maritime

(c) bank guarantees and insurance

(d) debt recovery, enforcement, and insolvency

(e) intellectual property

(f) digital assets

(g) pro bono representation

In view of our remarkable achievements in the Middle East, we

have also been ranked as one of the “most active law firms in the

enforcement and annulment of commercial awards in the United

Arab Emirates”.
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DISCLAIMER

The contents of this insight should not be construed as a legal
opinion. This insight provides general information existing at the
time of preparation. Singularity Legal neither assumes nor accepts
any responsibility for any loss arising to any person acting or
refraining from acting as a result of any material contained in this
insight. It is recommended that professional advice be taken
based on the specific facts and circumstances. This insight does
not substitute the need to refer to the original pronouncements.
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South Asia Office

1809-1810, One Lodha Place,
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Mumbai - 400013

United Arab Emirates

Level 41, Emirates Towers,
Sheikh Zayed Road,
Dubai, UAE
PO Box 31303

Singapore Office

138 Market Street,
#24-01 CapitaGreen,
Singapore 048946

 e: singularity@singularitylegal.com
 w: www.singularitylegal.com
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