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There are two main categories of proceedings in Mauritius: 

 > the applications filed by CJI in September 2018 to (i) recognise and enforce 
the NY Revesting Orders in Mauritius (“Exequatur” or “CJI Exequatur 
Application”) and (ii) obtain various interim reliefs against Weston (“CJI 
Interim Application”) (together “CJI Proceedings”);

 > the suits filed by Weston in 2017 and 2018 against a large number of 
defendants, including the JTrust group (the “Weston Suits”): Weston 
initiated a first proceeding in 2017 for USD 400 million in damages for 
fraud and conspiracy (the “2017 Main Case”) and a similar proceeding in 
2018 for USD 280 million in damages (the “2018 Main Case”). Weston also 
filed contempt proceedings against the JTrust group in 2018 (the “2018 
Contempt Case”). The JTrust-related entities and individuals (other than BJI 
and JTrust) have appeared to contest service and jurisdiction. 

The key proceeding is the Exequatur, as it would allow the JTrust group to take 
control of the Weston companies incorporated in Mauritius and terminate the 
Weston Suits. The main strategy is to ensure the progress of the Exequatur, 
while using it to disrupt the Weston Suit. 

In parallel, we have also successfully used the WCAI representation/ownership 
issue (“WCAI Issue”) to disrupt the Weston Suits. As the WCAI Issue arose 
in most proceedings, we sought a determination of the WCAI Issue in the 
Exequatur and requested that the other proceedings be stayed and follow that 
determination.

We set out below a summary of the strategy and approach for each 
proceeding, with the estimated timelines1.

Executive Summary Overview

Click on each proceeding to read more



We expect the exchange of affidavits to end shortly. 

 > Option 1: If the Court decides to hear the WCAI Issue as a 
preliminary issue: WCAI Issue to be heard mid-2021 (with a 
judgment mid-2022); and merits of Exequatur to be heard 
early 2023, with a judgment issued mid-2024. 

 > Option 2: If the Court hears the WCAI Issue together with the 
merits of the Exequatur, the hearings are likely to take place 
mid-2021 and a judgment issued mid/end 2022.

Active

 > CJI filed a 5th affidavit and WCAI a 4th affidavit. 

 > Weston to indicate whether they will rebut the above affidavits 
at the next hearing.

 > Next hearing postponed because of Covid-19. New date not 
fixed yet.

 > The objective is to take control of the Weston companies 
incorporated in Mauritius and terminate the Weston Suits. 

 > CJI is a claimant to avoid BJI appearance. There was a 
risk that BJI be held to have submitted to the Mauritian 
court’s jurisdiction (therefore rendering the 2013 and 2015 
Mauritian Judgments enforceable in Singapore) if BJI had 
brought the Exequatur.

WCAI strategy:

 > In 2018, we started taking steps in Mauritius to assert CJI’s 
ownership over WCAI and we successfully used WCAI to 
disrupt the Weston Suits2.

 > In 2019, as the WCAI Issue arose in multiple proceedings 
(including the Exequatur), we formally requested the Court 
that (a) the WCAI Issue be fully heard and determined in 
the Exequatur (by a bench of two judges) and (b) the other 
proceedings in which the WCAI Issue arose follow that 
determination and be stayed pending the determination of 
the WCAI Issue. Since then, the other proceedings have been 
successfully on hold and the WCAI Issue is progressing in the 
Exequatur3. 

 > WCAI’s new counsel has not appeared in all Mauritian 
proceedings4, as we agreed to focus on the Exequatur and 
proceedings with scheduled hearings. We will continue to 
monitor the proceedings with Mauritian counsel and assess 
whether any further appearance is needed. 

 > As the question of WCAI’s ownership is not disputed any more 
before the Singapore courts, the determination of the WCAI 
Issue in Mauritius will have no prejudicial effect in Singapore.

CJI Exequatur Application

2  The withdrawal of WCAI’s claims from the Weston Suits is not the main objective, as it will have no major impact. Even if WCAI’s claims are withdrawn, the remaining 
Weston plaintiffs will pursue the Suits and the amount of damages will not significantly decrease (the damages claimed are not substantiated and are linked to all Weston 
plaintiffs). 

3  As a reminder, we initially followed a low-key approach to the WCAI Issue in Mauritius, because the Singapore court was due to hear the challenge of counsel and 
withdrawal of claim by WCAI late 2018/early 2019. At first, we simply notified Weston’s counsel of a substitution of counsel for WCAI in proceedings with upcoming 
hearings. Our aim was to ensure that the Singapore court determined the WCAI ownership before the Mauritian court. In January 2019, we agreed that we would proceed 
with seeking a determination of the WCAI Issue in all relevant Mauritian proceedings. In parallel, in March 2019, the Singapore court rejected Weston’s challenge against 
WCAI’s change of counsel and Weston has to-date not taken any steps to have the question of WCAI ownership determined by the Singapore courts. 

4  WCAI’s new counsel did not appear in the various set aside applications brought by (a) the JTrust group; (b) the LPS group in the 2017 Main Case (however, WCAI’s new 
counsel has appeared in the 2017 Main Case); and (c) the 2018 Main Case (however, WCAI’s new counsel has appeared in the 2018 SA Applications). Each proceeding is 
addressed in more detail below.

Strategy

CJI Proceedings 2

Applicants: CJI

Respondents: The Weston Mauritius Entities   
(as defined in Appendix 1)

Co-respondents include: WCAI and 3 Weston entities 
incorporated outside of Mauritius; Mr Liegey and Mr Udhin

Estimated timeline

Status



 > CJI is seeking (i) an injunction to prevent Weston from taking 
or continuing any actions against CJI’s affiliates and related 
individuals; (ii) a Mareva injunction; and (iii) the appointment 
of a receiver.

 > At the time of the filing, the key objectives of the CJI Interim 
Application were to ensure that the Weston Suits were stayed 
pending the Exequatur and to try to prevent Weston from 
taking new actions against the JTrust group.

 > WCAI’s new counsel has appeared in this proceeding  
(WCAI is a co-defendant, no relief is sought against it). 

 > The CJI Interim Application has been on hold for a few 
months. Tactically, there is no immediate need to reactivate it: 
the Weston Suits have been successfully stayed through the 
WCAI Issue and the prospects of obtaining the other reliefs 
in the CJI Interim Application are uncertain. Further, the 
proceedings are likely going to be put on hold given that the 
WCAI Issue should first be determined.

 > We will continue to liaise with Mauritian counsel to discuss  
the next steps and the timing of this proceeding in due  
course (the Exequatur is now more advanced than the CJI 
Interim Application).

Timeline subject to the determination of the WCAI Issue in  
the Exequatur.

Inactive 

 > As a reminder, in September 2018, the Court refused to grant 
the interim reliefs ex parte and ordered that the application be 
heard inter parte.

 > The latest developments were in February/March 2019, after 
Weston filed the 2018 Contempt Case and claimed that CJI 
had no right to pursue its application given the 2018 Contempt 
Case. CJI objected. Weston then filed a 2nd affidavit, 
reiterating that CJI has no right to be heard. No further 
developments since then.

Status

Strategy

Estimated timeline

CJI Proceedings 3

Applicants: CJI

Respondents: The Weston Mauritius Entities, Mr Liegey  
and Mr Udhin

Co-respondents include: WCAI and 3 Weston entities 
incorporated outside of Mauritius 

CJI Interim Application



 > The objective is to terminate the 2017 Main Case, either 
(a) by taking control of the Weston plaintiffs through the 
Exequatur and withdrawing the suit or (b) through the set 
aside applications.

 > WCAI’s new counsel has appeared in this proceeding.

Inactive 
 > In July 2019, the Court ordered to adjourn the proceedings 

until the WCAI Issue in the Exequatur is determined. 

Timeline subject to the determination of the WCAI Issue in the 
Exequatur.

 > The ultimate objective is to set aside the order granting Weston 
leave to serve the 2017 Main Case outside jurisdiction (the 
“Leave Order”), with a view to terminate the 2017 Main Case. 

 > We filed the 2017 SA Applications in May 2018 and we used 
them to request a stay of the 2017 Main Case. After the 
issuance of the NY Revesting Orders, we used the Exequatur 
to disrupt all Weston Suits and we also requested a stay of the 
2017 SA Applications. 

 > WCAI’s new counsel did not appear in this proceeding (no 
hearing at the time). There is no immediate need to do so now, 
given that the proceedings have been suspended and it will 
reactivate Weston’s objections, but we will continue to liaise 
with Mauritian counsel and assess whether WCAI’s appearance 
is needed in due course.

 > Note that in 2018, the LPS group filed a similar set aside 
application, which is currently on hold pending the 
determination of the Exequatur. The JTrust-related entities are 
not parties and we did not take steps to appear on behalf of 
WCAI in LPS’s application.

Currently inactive
 > In September 2018, Weston filed an affidavit in reply. The 

JTrust-related applicants then sought a stay of the 2017 SA 
Applications, pending the determination of the Exequatur 
and CJI Interim Application. 

 > Weston objected, on basis that the JTrust applicants were in 
contempt. In October 2018, the Court took note of Weston’s 
objection. No development since. 

Timeline subject to the determination of the WCAI Issue in the 
Exequatur.

Estimated timeline

Estimated timeline

2017 Main Case 
2017 Set Aside Applications  
(“2017 SA Applications”)

Plaintiffs: 4 out of the Weston Mauritius Entities and WCAI 
(the “Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case”, as defined 
in Appendix 1)

Applicants: JTrust-related entities and individuals (who are the 
defendants in the 2017 Main Case). For tactical reasons, three 
separate applications have been filed: (1) Adachi-san; (2) Pak 
Felix/Pak Fajar; (3) JTA/Fujisawa-san/Asano-san

Defendants: 21 defendants and 18 third parties, including: BJI, 
JTrust, JTA, JTII, Fujisawa-san, Asano-san, Pak Felix, Pak Fajar 
and the LPS group Respondents: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case

Strategy
Strategy

Status

Status

2017 Main Case and related proceedings 4



 > Hearing of CJI’s request to stay the proceedings: mid-2021, 
with a ruling in 2022.

 > If the stay is rejected, hearing on the merits (i.e. CJI 2017 
Intervention) likely to be in 2023, with a judgment issued  
in 2024.

Inactive
 > After the appearance of WCAI’s new counsel, CJI sought 

a stay pending determination of the WCAI Issue in the 
Exequatur. A hearing was fixed on 14 February 2020 to hear 
CJI’s request for a stay pending the determination of the WCAI 
Issue. This hearing was postponed due to Weston counsel’s 
availability and no further date has been fixed yet. 

 > The CJI 2017 Intervention was filed in November 2018 for 
tactical reasons, i.e. to strengthen our objections against 
Weston’s previous request for a default judgment against 
BJI and JTII and Mr Saputro (i.e. JTrust-related defendants 
who did not appear before the Mauritian courts). Weston’s 
request for default judgment in the 2017 Main Case was 
successfully rejected by the Court in November 2018.

 > As the CJI 2017 Intervention was not procedurally essential 
and the default judgment against BJI was avoided, there is no 
immediate need to reactivate this proceeding. However, we will 
continue to liaise with Mauritian counsel to discuss the next 
steps, when reactivated.

 > WCAI’s new counsel has appeared in this proceeding. 

CJI’s Intervention in the 2017 Main Case 
(“CJI 2017 Intervention”)

Applicant: CJI

Respondents: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case

Strategy

Status

Estimated timeline

2017 Main Case and related proceedings 5



Timeline subject to the determination of the set aside 
applications/the Exequatur.

Timeline subject to the determination of the set aside 
applications/the Exequatur.

Currently inactive
 > In October 2018, the JTrust applicants filed letters requesting 

a stay of the proceedings pending determination of the 
Exequatur. Note that the JTrust applicants also requested for 
CJI’s intervention in the proceedings.

 > WCAI’s new counsel also sought stay of the proceedings. 
Weston objected to all the above and requested Security for 
Cost against the Applicants. 

 > In April 2019, the Court ruled that it will wait for the decision 
on the WCAI Issue in the Exequatur. 

Currently inactive
 > In May 2018, the JTrust group defendants filed letters 

requesting a stay of the 2018 Main Case, pending 
determination of the 2018 SA Applications. Weston did not 
reply.

 > The ultimate objective is to set aside the order granting 
Weston leave to serve the 2018 Main Case outside 
jurisdiction (the “Leave Order”), with a view to terminate the 
2018 Main Case. 

 > We filed the 2018 SA Applications in May 2018 and we used 
them to request a stay of the 2018 Main Case. After the 
issuance of the NY Revesting Orders, we used the Exequatur 
to disrupt all Weston Suits and we also requested a stay of 
the 2018 SA Applications. 

 > WCAI’s new counsel has appeared in this proceeding. 

 > The objective is to terminate the 2018 Main Case, either 
by (a) taking control of the Weston plaintiffs through the 
Exequatur and withdrawing the suit or (b) through the set 
aside applications. 

 > WCAI’s new counsel did not appear in the 2018 Main Case. 
We believe there is no tactical reason to do so now, as we  
do not want to reactivate this proceeding. WCAI’s new 
counsel has already appeared in the 2018 SA Applications 
(see below). 

 > Mauritian counsel previously confirmed that there was no 
need to formally apply for CJI’s intervention in the 2018 
Main Case at this stage. 

Estimated timeline

Estimated timeline

2018 Main Case 
2018 Set Aside Applications  
(“2018 SA Applications”)

Plaintiffs: The 2017 Main Case Weston Plaintiffs
Applicants: JTrust-related entities and individuals (who are the 
defendants in the 2018 Main Case). For tactical reasons, two 
separate applications have been filed: (1) Adachi-san; and (2) 
JTA, Fujisawa Pte Ltd, Fujisawa-san and Asano-san

Defendants: JTrust-related entities and individuals: JTA, Fujisawa 
Pte Ltd, Fujisawa-san, Asano-san and Adachi-san. Note that 
JTrust is named only as a third party Respondents: The 2017 Main Case Weston Plaintiffs

Strategy
Strategy

Status

Status

2018 Main Case and related proceedings 6



Estimated timeline

2018 Contempt Case

 > The objective is to terminate the 2018 Contempt Case either by 
(a) taking control of the Weston plaintiffs through the Exequatur 
and withdrawing the suit or (b) through the setting aside 
applications. Weston has been using the 2018 Contempt Case 
to try to disrupt CJI applications. 

 > WCAI’s new counsel has appeared in this proceeding. 

Applicants: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case  
and Mr Udhin

Respondents: 13 defendants, including JTrust-related entities: 
BJI, JTA, CJI, Fujisawa-san, Asano-san, Adachi-san, Melissa 
Butarbutar, Pak Felix, Pak Helmi, and the LPS group

Strategy

Status

Timeline subject to the determination of the WCAI Issue in  
the Exequatur.

Inactive
 > In July 2019, the Court ordered a suspension of the 2018 

Contempt Case pending the outcome of the Exequatur 
proceedings in relation to the WCAI Issue. 

Estimated timeline

JTrust group’s Set Aside Applications 
(“2018 Contempt SA Applications”)

Applicants: JTrust and BJI-related entities and individuals.  
For tactical reasons, five separate applications have been filed:  
(1) Adachi-san and CJI, (2) JTA, Fujisawa-san and Asano-san,  
(3) Pak Felix, (4) Melissa Butarbutar, and (5) Pak Helmi

Respondents: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case 
and Mr Udhin. Note that the LPS group is not a party to  
this proceeding

Strategy

Active
 > WCAI’s new counsel sought a stay of the proceedings pending 

the determination of the WCAI Issue in the Exequatur.

 > Parties have been exchanging affidavits and the Court 
continues to fix hearings in this matter. 

 > A hearing was initially scheduled on 4 May 2020 for Weston to 
file affidavits in rebuttal, but it has been rescheduled due to the 
Covid-19 pandemic. No new date has been fixed yet.

Status

We expect the exchange of affidavits to end shortly. 
 > If the Court stays the proceedings based on WCAI’s request, 

the 2018 Contempt SA Applications are likely to be heard at 
the end of 2022/early 2023 (after the WCAI Issue has been 
determined). 

 > If Weston continues to object to the stay and we bring this issue 
for argument, then there will be a hearing on WCAI’s request for 
a stay by mid-2021, with a ruling in 2022. If the stay is rejected, 
there will be a hearing on the merits of the 2018 Contempt SA 
Applications in 2023, with a judgment in 2024. 

 > The ultimate objective is to set aside the Leave Order in the 
2018 Contempt Case, with a view to terminate the 2018 
Contempt Case. 

 > WCAI’s new counsel has appeared in this proceeding. 

2018 Contempt Case and related proceedings 7



At the last hearing on 9 March 2020, LPS and WCAI stated  
that they will file their respective affidavits to rebut Weston’s  
2nd affidavit.

 > WCAI’s new counsel has appeared to support LPS’s 
application to set aside the Leave Order insofar as WCAI 
never authorised seeking the Leave Order. WCAI raised 
that the Court ordered a suspension of the 2018 Contempt 
Case pending the determination of the WCAI Issue in  
the Exequatur. 

We expect the exchange of affidavits to end shortly. 
 > If the Court stays the proceedings based on WCAI’s request, 

the 2018 Contempt SA Applications are likely to be heard at 
the end of 2022/early 2023 (after the WCAI Issue has  
been determined). 

 > If Weston continues to object to the stay and we bring this 
issue for argument, then there will be a hearing on WCAI’s 
request for a stay by mid-2021, with a ruling in 2022. If the 
stay is rejected, there will be a hearing on the merits of the 
2018 Contempt SA Applications in 2023, with a judgment 
in 2024. 

LPS group’s Set Aside Application

Applicant: The LPS group

Respondents: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case and 
Mr Udhin. Note that the JTrust-related entities and individuals are 
not parties in this proceeding

Status

Strategy

Estimated timeline

2018 Contempt Case and related proceedings 8



CJI Exequatur Application
Applicant: CJI

Respondents: First Global Funds Ltd PCC (“FGFL”), Weston International 
Asset Recovery Co Ltd (“WIARCO”), Weston International Asset Recovery 
Corporation, Inc. (“WIARCI”), Weston International Capital Ltd (“WICL”), 
First Capital Management Ltd (“FCML”), Weston International Capital 
(Mauritius) Ltd (“WICML”) and Weston International Investments Limited 
(“WIIL”, together with FGFL, WIARCO, WIARCI, FCML, WICML and WIIL 
(the “Weston Mauritius Entities”)

Co-Respondents include: WCAI, 3 Weston entities incorporated outside 
of Mauritius (i.e. Weston International Capital Management (Luxembourg) 
SA, Weston Capital Services Ltd, Arlington Assets Investments Ltd (In 
Liquidation)), Mr. Liegey and Mr. Udhin

CJI Interim Application
Applicant: CJI

Respondents: The Weston Mauritius Entities, Mr Liegey and Mr Udhin 

Co-Respondents: WCAI and the same 3 Weston entities 
incorporated outside of Mauritius as in CJI Exequatur Application

2018 Main Case 
Plaintiffs: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case 

Defendants: JTA, Fujisawa Pte Ltd, Fujisawa-san, Asano-san and Adachi-
san (JTrust is named only as a third party)

2018 Set Aside Applications  
(“2018 SA Applications”)
Applicants: (1) Adachi-san; and (2) JTA, Fujisawa Pte Ltd, Fujisawa-san 
and Asano-san

Respondents: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case

2017 Main Case
Plaintiffs: FGFL, WIARCO, WCAI, WIARCI and WICL (the “Weston 
Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case”)

Defendants: BJI, JTrust, JTA, JTII, Fujisawa-san, Asano-san, Pak Felix, 
Pak Fajar (21 defendants in total and 18 third parties)

2017 Set Aside Applications  
(“2017 SA Applications”)
Applicants: (1) Adachi-san; (2) Pak Felix/Pak Fajar; (3) JTA/  
Fujisawa-san/Asano-san

Respondents: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case

CJI 2017 Intervention
Applicant: CJI

Respondents: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case

2018 Contempt Case
Applicants: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case and Mr Udhin

Respondents: BJI, JTA, CJI, Fujisawa-san, Asano-san, Adachi-san, 
Melissa Butarbutar, Pak Felix, Pak Helmi (13 defendants in total)

JTrust group’s 2018 Contempt SA Applications
Applicants: (1) Adachi-san and CJI, (2) JTA, Fujisawa-san and  
Asano-san, (3) Pak Felix, (4) Melissa Butarbutar, and (5) Pak Helmi

Respondents: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case and  
Mr Udhin

LPS group’s 2018 Contempt SA Applications
Applicants: LPS, Fauzi Ichsan and Robertus Bilitea 

Respondents: The Weston Plaintiffs in the 2017 Main Case and  
Mr Udhin

Appendix 1:
List of proceedings5

9

5  We have not detailed herein all the third parties / Co-respondents / Co-defendants (we focused on Weston and  the JTrust-related parties). 



1 BJI 2017 Main Case

2018 Contempt Case

2 CJI CJI Proceedings

CJI 2017 Intervention

2018 Contempt Case and related proceedings

3 Fujisawa Pte Ltd 2018 Main Case and related proceedings

4 JTA 2017 Main Case and related proceedings

2018 Main Case and related proceedings

2018 Contempt Case and related proceedings

5 JTII 2017 Main Case

6 JTrust 2017 Main Case

7 Adachi-san 2017 Main Case and related proceedings

2018 Main Case and related proceedings

2018 Contempt Case and related proceedings

8 Asano-san 2017 Main Case and related proceedings

2018 Main Case and related proceedings

2018 Contempt Case and related proceedings

9 Fujisawa-san 2017 Main Case and related proceedings

2018 Main Case and related proceedings

2018 Contempt Case and related proceedings

10 Pak Fajar 2017 Main Case and related proceedings

11 Pak Felix 2017 Main Case and related proceedings

2018 Contempt Case and related proceedings

12 Pak Helmi 2018 Contempt Case and related proceedings

13 Melissa Butarbutar 2018 Contempt Case and related proceedings

Appendix 2:
List of JTrust-related parties involved in the proceedings

Companies

Individuals

Party Proceedings

10
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