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consideration: Avenger and Straight are both µciSheUV¶ for H with no independent 
commercial existence of their own. Despite his ongoing duty of full and frank 
disclosure (under e.g. Jenkins v Livesey [1985] AC 424), H has disclosed no assets of 
these entities which could have enabled them to give full consideration for a transfer 
b\ H WR AYeQgeU b\ H Rf ¼260,000,000, RU b\ H WR SWUaighW  Rf a YeVVel ZRUWh 
$487,278,000 (on 2017 insurance values).  Second, I am satisfied that the real 
substantial purpose of the WUaQVacWiRQV ZaV WR Slace aVVeWV be\RQd Whe Ueach Rf W¶V 
claiPV, aV SaUW Rf ZhaW I haYe alUead\ UefeUUed WR aV Whe ³wider pattern of conduct by 
H designed to put his assets out of the reach of W´ (Vee JXdgPeQW, SaUagUaSh 100 and 
the findings at paragraphs 19 ± 20 WhaW H¶V cRQdXcW haV beeQ ³seriously iniquitous´ 
aQd WhaW he haV diVSla\ed a ³naked determination to hinder or prevent the 
eQfRUcePeQW Rf W¶V claiP´). ThiUd, I aP VaWiVfied WhaW QeiWheU WUaQVacWiRQ VeUYed aQ\ 
genuine commercial purpose.  Both transactions were between entities that are known 
corporate µciSheUV¶ of H.  It is clear that, in each case, H was on both sides of the 
transaction. Both transactions were undertaken in the shadow and wake Rf W¶V 
substantial ancillary relief claims against H.  In the case of the Avenger transaction, 
this was done after it became clear that there was no prospect of the marriage being 
revived.  In the case of the Straight transaction this was after there was a substantial 
money judgment against Qubo 2 and H.  In summary, I am satisfied that these 
WUaQVacWiRQV fRUP SaUW Rf H¶V continuing deliberate and dishonest campaign to avoid 
his liabilities under the Judgment. 

Relief  

80. I am satisfied that robust and immediate relief is required in this case for the 
following reasons.  FiUVW, Whe WUaQVacWiRQV fRUP SaUW Rf H¶V cRQWiQXiQg caPSaigQ WR 
defeat W by concealing his assets in a web of offshore companies; and, as such, the 
cRXUW VhRXld faVhiRQ Whe fXlleVW SRVVible UePed\ WR cRPbaW H¶V diVhRQeVW cRQdXcW  (c.f. 
Sales J in 4Eng).  Second, the relief and remedy should be fashioned in light of the 
facWV µRQ Whe gURXQd¶ aQd iQ a PaQQeU WhaW giYeV Whe beVW SURVSecWV Rf SURWecWiQg W¶V 
position as a creditor; and in practice, that means directing the orders against Avenger 
and Straight as the transferees.  Third, the Court should seek to make practical orders 
that stand the best prospect of being recognised and enforced in the jurisdictions in 
which it is intended to seek enforcement: namely, Isle of Man and DIFC and Dubai. 

81. In these circumstances, I am satisfied that the same or similar considerations and 
orders are appropriate as the Court made in relation to Qubo 1 and Qubo 2, i.e. 
declaring the transactions void under s. 37 MCA 1973 and setting them aside under 
s.425(1)(a) and makiQg RUdeUV SXUVXaQW WR V.425(1)(d) ³[UeTXiUiQg] any person to pay 
to any other person in respect of benefits received from the debtor such sums as the 
court may direct´.  

82. Accordingly, in default of the above Transfer Order being satisfied within 7 days, I 
make the following orders: 

(1) In respect of Avenger, an order that it pay W the sterling equivalent of 
¼260,000,000; aQd 


