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SUMMARY

The Tennessee Supreme Court held that Tennessee courts lack subject matter jurisdiction to confirm an
arbitration award when the parties’ agreement provides that arbitration will occur exclusively in
another state. Because the agreement required arbitration in Pennsylvania, the Shelby County
Chancery Court lacked jurisdiction to confirm the award. The court vacated the lower-court judgments
and dismissed the petition to confirm the award.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Tennessee courts have subject matter jurisdiction under the Uniform Arbitration Act to confirm
an arbitration award when the parties' agreement requires arbitration to occur exclusively in another
state.

2. Whether the court had personal jurisdiction over Southern based on the arbitration agreement's provision
that judgment on an award may be entered by any state or federal court having jurisdiction.

HOLDINGS

1. Under Tennessee's Uniform Arbitration Act, Tennessee courts have subject matter jurisdiction to confirm
an arbitration award only when the arbitration agreement provides for arbitration in Tennessee. Because
the parties' agreement required arbitration exclusively in Pennsylvania, the Shelby County Chancery
Court lacked subject matter jurisdiction to confirm the award.

2. The Court did not decide whether Southern had sufficient contacts with Tennessee or consented to
personal jurisdiction by contract because the lack of subject matter jurisdiction was dispositive.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We agree with the Hogan court that under the plain language of Tennessee Code Annotated section 29-5-
302, the agreement must “provid[e] for arbitration in this state” for Tennessee courts to have subject matter
jurisdiction to confirm an arbitration award.” (at 5)

“The Uniform Arbitration Act confers subject matter jurisdiction on our courts to confirm arbitration awards
when the arbitration agreement provides for arbitration in Tennessee.” (at 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Berkeley and Southern entered a 2019 consulting-services contract containing an arbitration clause governed by
Delaware law. The clause required arbitration to take place exclusively in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and
permitted judgment on an award in a court having jurisdiction. After a payment dispute, the parties arbitrated by
Zoom while the arbitrator was located in Philadelphia, and the arbitrator awarded Berkeley $433,815.34.
Berkeley then sought confirmation of the award in Shelby County Chancery Court.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Berkeley petitioned the Shelby County Chancery Court to confirm a $433,815.34 arbitration award. The
chancery court denied Southern's motion to dismiss, confirmed the award, and entered judgment. The Court of
Appeals held that the chancery court had subject matter jurisdiction but lacked personal jurisdiction over
Southern, and it reversed and remanded for dismissal. The Tennessee Supreme Court granted permission to
appeal and addressed subject matter jurisdiction first.

DISPOSITION

vacated



REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The judgments of the lower courts were vacated, and the petition to confirm the arbitration award was dismissed.
No further remand instructions were stated.
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