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I. INTRODUCTION

1. The establishment of the Dubai International Financial Centre Courts
("DIFC Courts"”) in 2004 introduced a novel judicial forum into the
commercial landscape of the Gulf. It was an independent court system
for the Dubai International Financial Centre ("DIFC"), located within
the region itself, which conducted its proceedings in English and within
a common-law framework familiar to international commercial parties.

2. Comparable institutions have since emerged elsewhere in the United
Arab Emirates ("UAE") and beyond, including the Qatar Financial
Centre ("QFC") Court, the Abu Dhabi Global Market ("ADGM")
Courts, the Singapore International Commercial Court (“SICC"), the
Astana International Financial Centre ("AIFC"”) Court, the Bahrain
International Commercial Court (“BICC"”), and the International
Financial Centre of Oman (“IFC Oman") Courts, established in 2026,
which are yet to open.' Existing academic studies broadly classify these
courts into two categories: those established to attract investment and
those created by jurisdictions seeking greater control over the

resolution of commercial disputes within their special economic zones."

3. These courts offer parties similar assurances, including English-
language proceedings, judges with international commercial
experience, and procedures designed for cross-border litigation.
However, behind that common surface they differ in how a dispute
reaches them, in their relationship with the national courts, and in
whether their orders reach the assets they concern, among several

other variances.

4. This chapter asks a more practical question, measuring each court
against the DIFC Courts: how farits jurisdiction reaches, where that
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jurisdiction stops against the national courts, and whether what it
orders can be recovered. The chapter’s contention is that these courts
converge on the features users see first, namely opt-in jurisdiction,
English-language process and common thresholds for interim relief.
However, they diverge where each court meets its host system: at the
boundary with the national courts, in the route from an order to the
assets it concerns, and in the use of recognition to reach national
execution. The comparison begins, however, on the surface.

Il. SURFACE TENSION

5. First, the constitution of the bench: The ADGM Courts and the
AIFC Court draw their judges from the common-law jurisdictions. The
DIFC Courts and the QFC Court combine international judges and local
judges trained in their national legal systems. The SICC and the BICC
go furthest, the SICC joining Singapore’s judges with international
judges from eleven jurisdictions, and the BICC's first panel having
Bahraini judges beside members from the United States, France, Egypt
and India."”

6. Second, cost and language: The QFC Court stands apart, charging
no fee to issue a claim or make an application. The DIFC, ADGM and
AIFC courts charge by the value of the claim, with caps; in the DIFC,
the filing fee falls from 5% of a USD 100,000 claim to about 0.13% of a
USD 100 million claim. The SICC and the BICC charge for judicial time
instead, by filing and hearing fees unrelated to the sum claimed. A
dispute requiring less judicial time (even if the quantum of the dispute
is large) is therefore cheap in Singapore or Bahrain, and a long one is
expensive whatever it is worth. Every operating court proceeds in
English, but the QFC Court and the BICC also admit Arabic, and in the
BICC a local lawyer must act alongside foreign counsel when the
proceedings are in Arabic.”
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7. Third, the position within their respective national legal systems,
and the application of “common law”: Some operate within financial
centres with their own legal frameworks, while others form part of the
national judiciary or function as specially established commercial
courts. Although several follow common-law principles, the legal basis

for doing so differs. Table 1 summarises these distinctions.”

Table 1: The Courts in Their Legal Orders"”

Court Position Within National Pyaaseedh o Catite (57
Legal System

Courts of a financial free zone DIFC statutes supplemented by

DIFC . .. common law, with reference to
with its own civil and .
Courts . English and other common-law
commercial legal framework I
jurisdictions

Courts of a financial free zone English common law applies

ADGM o . . . .

Courts with its own civil and directly, alongside applicable
commercial legal framework legislation

OFC Court Specialist court within Qatar’s Appll.es QFC laws and regul.atlf)ns,
QFC legal framework drawing on common-law principles

Independent court outside
AIFC Court | Kazakhstan's ordinary judicial
system

Applies AIFC law, which draws on
English common-law principles

Applies Singapore common law,

Divisi f the Si High
Ivision of the Singapore Hig subject to the applicable

SicC

Court .
governing law
Independent commercial court Applies the law chosen by the
BICC ) - . .
established under Bahraini law parties, which may be common law
Intended to operate under a
Independent courts established | dedicated common-law
IFC Oman e , . .
courts within Oman'’s new financial framework. However, the bounds
centre (not yet operational) of common law are yet to be
determined.
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lll. ACCESS: CONSENT, STATUS, AND JOINDER

8. The DIFC Courts derive jurisdiction from several gateways under
Article 14 of the Courts Law 2025, including a party's status as a DIFC
Establishment under Article 14(A) and the parties’ written consent
under Article 14(B)."" This chapter takes up these two, alongside joinder
which is covered under Article 14(A)(7) read with rule 20.7 of the Rules
of the DIFC Courts ("RDC"). On consent and joinder, the DIFC Courts
go as far as any of their peers, and on status even further. Table 2
compares the corresponding jurisdictional gateways of the other

courts.
Table 2: Access by Consent, Status, and Joinder"”
ISSUE DIFC | ADGM | QFC | AIFC | sicc | BICC
Consent
Opt-in by
written Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes
agreement
Submission
h
after the Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes
dispute has
arisen
Status
Parties subject AIEC
to jurisdiction DIFC Body or | ADGM . ..
. . QFC entity | Participant None None
based on Establishment | entity
x or Body
status
Is one party's
status alone
sufficient to Yes Yes No No N/A N/A
establish
jurisdiction?
Joinder
Joinder of a Within Within
non-consenting Yes, except
art Yes Yes statutory | statutory a State Untested
party heads only | heads only
(discretionary)
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A. Opt-in jurisdiction

9. The DIFC accepts jurisdiction by written agreement, made before or
after the dispute arises. ADGM, the AIFC and IFC Oman follow this
model. However: (a) the SICC and the BICC accept jurisdiction only
over disputes that are international and commercial, having been built
to draw disputes from abroad and to leave domestic ones to the
onshore courts; (b) the QFC has no opt-in jurisdiction in its legislation.”
The nature of the DIFC in that it is a centre within Dubai automatically
creates a scope of jurisdictional challenge with the onshore courts. (see
[15] below).

10. The DIFC Courts also adopt a flexible approach to interpreting
jurisdiction clauses. In Goel v Credit Suisse, a reference to the “Courts
of Dubai” was held to include the DIFC Courts, while Investment Group
Private Limited v Standard Chartered Bank confirmed that a reference
to the “courts of the UAE"” does not exclude them (see Paragraph 19

of Chapter 2). As discussed in Singularity Legal's 2025 review, the

ADGM Courts have adopted a similar approach to clauses referring to
the “Courts of Abu Dhabi”. Even without a written agreement, the
BICC Law allows jurisdiction to arise where, once proceedings have
been brought, the other party accepts it expressly or impliedly, as by
defending without objection, provided that the dispute falls within
Article 10(a).”

B. Status

11. The second gateway turns on the parties’ identity. A claim by or
against an entity holding a centre’s status may be brought before its
court without an agreement to that court. The DIFC's gateway is
particularly broad as it reaches claims by or against any DIFC Body or
DIFC Establishment. The breadth of this gateway was illustrated in
Emirates NBD v Almakhawi, where the Court of First Instance (“CFI")
held that Emirates NBD's membership of Nasdaq Dubai qualified it as a
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DIFC Establishment, notwithstanding that the underlying dispute was
unrelated to that membership (see Paragraph 7 of Chapter 2 on

Jurisdiction).™ Further, the gateway attaches to the entire legal entity,
even beyond its DIFC branch. Accordingly, a bank with a licensed
branch in the DIFC may itself be sued before the DIFC Courts for
transactions conducted through its branches elsewhere, although a
separately incorporated subsidiary must independently qualify as a
DIFC Establishment.” In Corinth Pipeworks v Barclays, the Court of
Appeal did not regard this breadth as exorbitant, noting that forum
non conveniens could operate as a safeguard. However, Almakhawi has
removed that safeguard where the alternative forum is another Dubai
court and leaves open whether it survives where the forum lies outside
Dubai (see [18] below).™ Entities with a DIFC presence should therefore
consider the potential jurisdictional implications for their wider

operations.

12. Although ADGM has a similar jurisdictional gateway, the Abu Dhabi
Court of Cassation, in its decision dated 1 April 2026, confined it to
entities and branches licensed or registered in ADGM, excluding their
head offices and other branches.™ Unlike the DIFC Courts therefore,
ADGM jurisdiction does not extend to transactions conducted through
other branches of the same entity. The QFC and AIFC adopt a more
streamlined approach, requiring a qualifying relationship between an
entity of the centre and specified counterparties.™" The SICC and the
BICC, functioning different from the other finance-centre courts, have
no equivalent status-based gateway.

C. Joinder without agreement

13. The DIFC Courts may also exercise jurisdiction over a defendant
who has not consented to it. In Nest Investments v Deloitte, the Court
of Appeal held that RDC 20.7, read with what is now Article 14(A)(7),
permits the joinder of an additional defendant even where that
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defendant does not independently fall within a jurisdictional gateway.
More recently, in a case where Singularity has acted for one of the

xviii

parties,”" the CFl extended this principle to cases where jurisdiction
over the original defendant arises solely through contractual consent
under Article 14(B). ADGM has recognised a similar power in Abu
Dhabi Commercial Bank v Manghat, although joinder was refused on
the facts. The SICC also permits, subject to its procedural
requirements, joinder of non-consenting defendants other than a
State.™ The BICC expressly provides for joinder, although the extent to
which its rules permit joining a non-consenting party remains
unclarified in published decisions. The QFC and AIFC courts have held
that their rules cannot extend their jurisdiction, so a party can be joined
there only if a statutory head already covers it These differences
make the DIFC, ADGM and SICC potentially more attractive for parties
seeking to resolve related claims against multiple defendants in a
single proceeding.

IV. THE COMMERCIAL COURTS AND THE NATIONAL COURTS

14. The jurisdictional gateways may create overlaps with the national
courts over which of them should proceed. The impact of these
conflicts on the parties depends on the body that resolves them, on
whether the parallel proceedings are stayed pending their resolution,
and on whether the centre court may decline jurisdiction in favour of
another court of the same state.

15. The DIFC's answer is the Conflicts of Jurisdictions Tribunal ("CJT")
established by Dubai Decree No. 29 of 2024 to resolve conflicts of
jurisdiction between the DIFC Courts and the other judicial bodies of
Dubai. Once it takes up an application, the parallel proceedings are
stayed, and the principles its decisions lay down bind the DIFC Courts
as judicial precedent.” Because the CJT's rulings bind as precedent,
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part of the DIFC's jurisdictional law is now made outside the DIFC
Courts. Singularity’s 2025 DAW Book chapter on the boundary
examines the CJT's decisions in detail.

16. No other court has a forum like the CJT. Singapore has no need of
one, since the SICC is a division of the High Court, and cases move
between the two by transfer, so that forum is a matter of case

Xxii

management.”™ The QFC Court settles it alone, referring the dispute to

the competent court of Qatar where a claim falls outside its heads.”"
The ADGM Courts treat conflicts with other UAE courts as matters for
the Federal Supreme Court, and the line is drawn from the onshore
side, as under the principles laid down by the Court of Cassation, with
no stay while it is drawn. A6 v Bé shows the conflict that can result, with
each court treating the case as the other’s. The onshore courts, up to
the Court of Cassation, declined to hear a challenge to an Abu Dhabi-
seated award, treating it as a matter for ADGM. The ADGM Court
found the seat to be onshore, and heard the challenge only because

both parties then agreed in writing that it should.*"

17. The AIFC Court, by contrast, decides the boundary itself. Its
Regulations make it the judge of its own jurisdiction. In Freschette v
Enegix, the Court of Appeal, refusing permission to appeal, accepted
that “it was for the AIFC Court, not the state court, to resolve any
jurisdictional conflict”. Further, the breadth of jurisdiction of the AIFC
specifically regarding the enforcement of awards is now being decided
by the Court of Appeal in Posco and Naftogaz (see [30] below).

18. Declining jurisdiction is the other side of the boundary, and here
the DIFC's list is arguably the shortest. Article 14(C) identifies two
grounds for declining jurisdiction: (a) where the parties have agreed in
writing on another court, or (b) where a final judgment of another court
is enforceable in the DIFC. In Almakhawi, the Court refused to
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recognize a general discretion beyond the specified grounds, holding
that, “at least within the Emirate of Dubai”, questions of the
appropriate forum are for the CJT rather than for determination
through forum non conveniens. IFC Oman has adopted the same
provision in its statute. By contrast, the AIFC Court may decline
jurisdiction or refer proceedings to another court in Kazakhstan where
it “considers it desirable or appropriate”, which gives it a wide
discretion. The SICC and BICC generally restrict their jurisdiction to
international commercial disputes. However, the SICC cannot decline
jurisdiction over a dispute submitted to it by written agreement merely
because it is connected with another jurisdiction. Similarly, the ADGM
Courts do not apply forum non conveniens in favour of other UAE
courts, while the BICC framework permits stays of proceedings but
does not expressly provide for declining jurisdiction on the ground of
forum non conveniens.*

19. A court with jurisdiction should exercise it, and a party that chose
the DIFC Courts is entitled to know that they will hear its dispute. The
price is that the DIFC Courts cannot give way to another Dubai court
for convenience, and a contest over forum with the onshore courts,
once pressed, goes to the CJT. That reference costs less than the CJT's
composition might suggest: although it is chaired from the onshore
side, and four of its seven members come from Dubai’s judicial
establishment, its decisions have been very even-handed, running both

Xxvii

ways, as Singularity's 2025 chapter records.

V. INTERIM RELIEF: REACH AND EXECUTION

20. The practical value of a claim depends ultimately on whether the
claimant can recover against the defendant’'s assets, and the
recoverability is directly linked to the courts’ power to grant injunctions
to safeguard the asset. The DIFC, ADGM and Singapore courts apply
broadly similar standards for freezing relief, requiring a good arguable
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case, a real risk of unjustified dissipation, and that the grant of relief be
just and convenient. They also impose a duty of full and frank
disclosure in applications made without notice. ™" However, important
differences arise in the scope of such relief, particularly whether it is
available in support of ongoing or future foreign proceedings, what
nexus with the forum is required, and whether the resulting orders can
be enforced where the assets are located.

21. The DIFC's position on this has been strengthened by Article 15(4)
of the Courts Law 2025, which provides for interim measures in support
of claims and future arbitral proceedings brought outside the DIFC.
The Court of Appeal in Trafigura v Gupta has clarified that assets in the
DIFC are not a requirement for granting relief under Article 15(4) (see
Chapter 2 on Jurisdiction at Paragraphs 15 — 17).** Techteryx v Aria

Commodities also supports this proposition. A claimant pursuing
proceedings in Hong Kong obtained a freezing order against a Dubai
company (outside the DIFC) and three onshore banks. Following
Carmon v Cuenda, the Court held that assets outside the DIFC could
be frozen where a judgment in the foreign proceedings could reach
those assets through a DIFC enforcement process.”™

22. ADGM appears to adopt an even broader approach. The ADGM
CFl in A17 v B17, relying on Carmon, recognised that the ADGM
Courts may grant freestanding freezing injunctions without requiring
personal jurisdiction over the defendants or assets in ADGM. However,
unlike Carmon, which linked such relief to the DIFC Courts’ prospective
enforcement jurisdiction, the ADGM Court held that a worldwide
freezing order could also support enforcement of the underlying award
in a jurisdiction other than ADGM.™ Singapore reached a similar result
by legislation. Its Civil Law Act empowers the General Division of the
High Court to grant interim relief in aid of proceedings “which have
been or are to be commenced outside Singapore”, though only against
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a defendant within its in personam jurisdiction.*"

23. The position of the other courts differs. The QFC Court does not
have the jurisdiction to grant interim relief if the party is outside its
statutory heads. Despite the AIFC Court Rules providing for interim
relief in support of foreign proceedings, Posco v National Centre
suggests that these Rules cannot extend the Court’s jurisdiction
beyond its Constitutional Statute (although that case concerned the
enforcement of arbitral awards). The BICC Law permits interim
measures in its own proceedings and in arbitration but does not
expressly provide for such relief in support of foreign proceedings.”™"
24. Anti-suit injunctions raise a distinct question, as they restrain
proceedings rather than preserve assets. In Oran v Oved, the DIFC
Court of Appeal held that, absent another jurisdictional gateway, the
power to grant anti-suit injunctions in support of arbitration requires
the arbitration to be seated in the DIFC. Oran was decided under the
earlier law, and whether Article 15(4) of the Courts Law 2025 extends
to anti-suit relief is an open question. By contrast, in A22 & B22 v C22,
the ADGM Court found the power to grant such injunctions in section
41 of its Courts Regulations, though it assumed, without deciding, that
the arbitration was seated in ADGM, so that whether the power
extends to arbitrations seated elsewhere remains open. The SICC has
also exercised this power, restraining overlapping proceedings in
Shanghai in Xu Xiangrong v Fu Xianwei. "

25. Scope is one question and execution another. Article 32 of the
Courts Law 2025 permits the Dubai Courts to execute a DIFC
“judgement, order, or decision” only if it is “final and executory”.
Whether freezing orders satisfied this requirement remained uncertain,
although such orders had, in practice, been implemented by the
onshore Dubai Courts. This issue arose in Trafigura, where a Dubai
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execution judge attached properties on the strength of a DIFC freezing
order. The DIFC Court subsequently clarified that a freezing order,
being an interim remedy, “is not final and executory and does not
qualify for execution” under Article 32, and that the DIFC Courts are
not “a conduit for interim relief”. Accordingly, the power to freeze
assets outside the DIFC does not make the resulting order directly
executable onshore. Given that the interim order is not final and
executory, a party can only seek relief corresponding to the one
granted by the DIFC Courts and can seek relief “no more extensive”
than the original order. However, this is subject to a separate
application to the onshore courts, and obtaining the DIFC Courts’
permission in this regard. This distinction is examined further in

XXXV

Chapter 5 on Enforcement.

26. The interim orders of the QFC and AIFC courts, by contrast, are
enforced as those of the national courts, and those of the SICC are the
national court’'s own. ADGM'’s arrangements extend to orders as well
as judgments, though whether they carry interim orders is as yet
untested. The BICC Law deems the Court’s judgments to be those of a
competent Bahraini authority, immediately enforceable, but does not

XXXVi

mention whether interim orders are enforced as judgments.

VI. ENFORCEMENT AND THE CONDUIT

27. Recognition gives a decision legal effect, and execution applies
coercion to assets, with recovery dependent upon the route between
them. Every court connects its own judgments to national execution
without review of the merits. At the DIFC, Article 32 of the Courts Law
2025 sends a judgment that is final and executory to the Dubai Courts,
with an official Arabic translation, an executory formula and a letter of
deputation, on which the Dubai Courts have long acted routinely. The
Abu Dhabi courts execute ADGM'’s own judgments and awards, and

QFC and AIFC judgments are executed as those of the national courts.
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BICC judgments are executable in the Bahrain courts, and appeals
decided in Singapore are treated as BICC judgments. The SICC, as part
of Singapore’s Supreme Court, needs no route at all.**""

28. The conduit question is where the courts diverge most. The DIFC
Courts recognise foreign judgments and awards without any assets in
the DIFC, and the recognition then travels to the Dubai Courts for
execution like any other DIFC judgment. Singularity’s 2024 DAW Book
traced how it was built, and our April 2026 note shows how it survived
the Courts Law 2025.°" However, the DIFC's conduit jurisdiction may
be affected where competing proceedings before the onshore Dubai

Courts give rise to a conflict requiring determination by the CJT. In
Serene Resources, involving a Dubai-seated arbitral award, the CJT
held that the Dubai Courts, rather than the DIFC Courts, had
jurisdiction over its recognition and enforcement. In reaching this
conclusion, the CJT considered the absence of an express written
agreement conferring DIFC jurisdiction, the lack of a sufficient
connection with the DIFC, and the pending annulment proceedings
before the Dubai Courts. By contrast, in Guangzhou Salvage v Global
Marketing, involving a foreign-seated award, the CJT confirmed the
DIFC Courts’ recognition jurisdiction but held that compulsory
execution against assets outside the DIFC belonged to the Dubai
Courts.”™ At the core of it, the DIFC's recognition jurisdiction remains
broad, but the allocation of compulsory execution is less
straightforward and may be affected by competing onshore
proceedings.

29. Abu Dhabi and Oman have closed the conduit by statute: the
ADGM Courts will not endorse for onward execution a recognition of
judgments from outside the Emirate, or of arbitral awards seated
outside ADGM; and IFC Oman excludes from its mainland route

recognitions of judgments from outside Oman and of awards seated
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outside the Centre.” Elsewhere, the QFC Rules make no provision for
the question. Although the BICC's jurisdiction to recognise arbitral
awards requires party consent, the implications for onward execution
remain uncertain. In Singapore the question cannot arise, since the
SICC is part of the very court that would execute.

30. Kazakhstan is addressing the scope of the AIFC Court’s conduit
jurisdiction through litigation. In Posco, the AIFC Court declined
jurisdiction to enforce a Zurich-seated International Chamber of
Commerce ("ICC") award, holding that its Constitutional Statute did
not confer such jurisdiction and that subordinate regulations could not
extend it. The Court also considered its earlier decisions recognising
foreign awards to have been wrongly decided. Shortly afterwards, in
Naftogaz v Gazprom, the Court set aside an earlier order recognising
an ICC award worth approximately USD 1.4 billion. The AIFC Court had
also previously declined jurisdiction over foreign judgments in Elhassan
v Ahmed.” The conflicting approaches to foreign-award recognition
led to appeals in Posco and Naftogaz, which were heard together on
30 September 2026. The judgment is awaited.”" Their outcome will
determine whether the AIFC Court can serve as a route for recognising

and enforcing foreign arbitral awards.

31. Each jurisdiction has answered the conduit question in a way that
suits its own legal order: Abu Dhabi and Oman have closed the conduit
by statute, Dubai keeps it open, and in Kazakhstan the question is
before the AIFC Court of Appeal. A closed conduit keeps execution
with the national courts; an open conduit gives the creditor a further
avenue, carrying a recognition obtained in the centre court through to
execution onshore. Its one risk is to certainty, since the same judgment
or award may also come before the national courts, and the
jurisdictional pendulum between them must come to rest. In Dubai, it is
settled in a forum built for the purpose: the CJT.
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VIl. CONCLUSION

32. Most of the courts examined in this chapter allow parties to choose
their jurisdiction by agreement. This makes the choice of court an
important part of drafting commercial contracts. The comparison
therefore identifies the advantages and limitations of each forum. At
first sight, these courts have much in common. They offer
internationally experienced judges, familiar commercial procedures and
broadly similar approaches to litigation. However, these similarities are
less extensive than they appear. The differences in jurisdictional access,
relations with national courts, interim relief and enforcement are more
significant. One reason lies in the purposes for which these courts were
established. As Pamela Bookman has observed, some were established
to encourage investment, while others sought to attract international
litigation or strengthen the resolution of commercial disputes within

xliv

their jurisdictions”™ These objectives have influenced both the
jurisdiction conferred on the courts and the manner in which they

exercise it.

33. The differences begin with the composition of their benches, the
cost of proceedings, language and their approaches to common law.
All operating courts offer proceedings in English, although the QFC
Court and BICC also accommodate Arabic. The QFC Court charges no
filing or application fees, whereas the DIFC, ADGM and AIFC courts
generally charge by reference to claim value, and the SICC and BICC
use fee structures based on judicial time and procedural steps. Their
approaches to common law also differ, reflecting their respective legal
frameworks. These are relevant considerations, but the more important
differences emerge when a dispute reaches the court.

34. On access to jurisdiction, the DIFC Courts offer genuine flexibility.
They have interpreted their statutory gateways broadly, permitting
jurisdiction through contractual consent, the status of an entire legal
entity and the joinder of non-consenting parties. This makes the DIFC
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attractive where disputes involve several parties or transactions beyond
the financial centre. On the other hand, as satisfying a more targeted
approach as defined in its founding statutes, the QFC Court has
confined jurisdiction to its legislatively prescribed categories. The other
courts fall between these approaches, with varying requirements

concerning party status, consent and the nature of the dispute.

35. On jurisdictional conflicts, Dubai provides a dedicated mechanism
reflecting its dual-court structure. The SICC forms part of Singapore’s
national judiciary, while the BICC operates within Bahrain’s judicial
framework. Neither encounters the same institutional boundary as the
financial-centre courts. The QFC Court must refer matters outside its
jurisdiction to the competent courts, while the ADGM Courts and the
AIFC Court have encountered jurisdictional conflicts with national
courts. Dubai has addressed this through the CJT, which determines
conflicts between the DIFC Courts and Dubai’s other judicial bodies.
Although a reference may increase costs and delay proceedings, it
offers parties a defined process for deciding which court should

proceed. This is in itself a unique institutional asset.

36. On interim relief, the DIFC and ADGM Courts have developed
particularly broad powers. The availability of freestanding freezing
relief in support of foreign proceedings before the QFC, AIFC and
BICC depends on their respective statutory frameworks and
developing case law. The DIFC Courts developed this jurisdiction
through Carmon, with Article 15(4) of the Courts Law 2025 providing
statutory support. Trafigura confirmed that DIFC assets are not
required for freezing relief in support of foreign proceedings. ADGM
has arguably gone further. In A17 v B17, the Court recognised that
neither personal jurisdiction over the defendants nor the presence of
assets in ADGM was an absolute requirement. It also accepted that a
worldwide freezing order could support enforcement of the underlying

award elsewhere, notwithstanding ADGM's restrictions on conduit
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enforcement. This reflects a particularly international approach to asset
preservation. Singapore also offers substantial interim powers through
legislation, with SICC orders having the status of Singapore High Court
orders. The DIFC, however, faces reasonable restrictions under Article
32 on executing interim orders through the Dubai Courts.

37. On enforcement, the DIFC offers a distinct enforcement route
among the financial-centre courts. Its conduit jurisdiction permits
recognition of foreign judgments without assets in the DIFC and
onward execution through the Dubai Courts. The CJT has qualified this
route, particularly for arbitral awards, without displacing the DIFC's
broad recognition jurisdiction. ADGM and IFC Oman restrict conduit
enforcement by statute, while the AIFC’s jurisdiction over foreign
awards remains unsettled. The SICC and BICC enjoy different
advantages through their national enforcement systems and the
potential application of the Hague Convention on Choice of Court
Agreements 2005." Nevertheless, for a creditor seeking recognition of
a foreign judgment and execution against assets in Dubai, the DIFC's

conduit remains a useful option.

38. These differences must inform commercial decisions from the
outset. Parties should expressly identify their chosen court in their
contracts and consider the applicable law. They should assess the cost
of proceedings, the language of litigation and the composition of the
judicial bench. Equally important is the location of the defendant's
assets. A claimant should determine whether the chosen court
can grant interim relief without local assets, assist proceedings
elsewhere and enforce its final judgment. The DIFC’s broad jurisdiction
makes it an attractive choice in many cases, but the appropriate forum
ultimately depends on the parties’ circumstances and the relief they

require.
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39. The DIFC Courts stand out for the breadth of their jurisdiction, the
depth of their commercial jurisprudence and the part they play in
carrying judgments and awards across borders; in a little over two
decades, a specialist forum has grown into a court of ordinary
commercial life. That growth is not theirs alone. ADGM and the other
courts considered here are building bodies of law of their own, each in
the image of the legal order it serves, and as they grow, they are
reshaping the field of commercial law itself: in the questions they ask of
jurisdiction, the remedies they fashion and the bridges they build
between legal systems. What may look like rivalry for the same
disputes is also a true collaborative shared enterprise, and as
commerce outgrows the borders that once contained it, these courts,

together, are giving cross-border disputes a home.
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ABOUT US

Singularity is an Asia and Africa focused international disputes
boutique, established in August 2017. Since then, we have handled
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Kazakhstan, Nigeria, Malaysia, Oman, Philippines, Russia, Turkey,
UAE, UK, USA, Saudi Arabia, Sierra Leone, Singapore and Somalia.
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International Arbitration, White collar crime, Construction,
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Recommended Firm" (2025)

(b) Benchmark Litigation (Asia Pacific - Singapore) — Recognised for
International Arbitration — International Firms and White-Collar
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(c) Chambers & Partners (Global) — Singularity for dispute resolution
practice (2025)

(d) Legal 500 (Asia Pacific) - Recognised for Dispute Resolution
practise in Arbitration (2025)
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resolution practice (2025)
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(9) LegalMedia 360 (India) — Recognised for Dispute Resolution
practice (Arbitration) (2024)
(h) Ranked as "Most Active in the Enforcement & Annulment of

Commercial Arbitration Awards" - Jus Connect’s 2023 Rankings
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), Abu Dhabi Global Market
(ADGM), and Bahrain International Commercial Court (BICC).

Our partner, Prateek Bagaria, has also been registered as a Part |l
lawyer with full rights of audience before the DIFC Courts and
heads 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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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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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.
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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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Lower Parel,
Mumbai - 400013

Tel: +91 22 4976 5861

United Arab Emirates

Level 41, Emirates Towers,
Sheikh Zayed Road,
Dubai, UAE

PO Box 31303

Tel: +971 4313 2043

w: www.singularitylegal.com

Singapore Office

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

Tel: +65 6679 6045

e: singularity@singularitylegal.com
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