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SECTION 1      FRAMEWORK OF ARBITRATION IN SINGAPORE 
    
4.1.1     Two separate legal regimes govern the conduct of arbitration in 
Singapore. Where the situs of arbitration is Singapore, the Arbitration Act 
(Cap. 10) (Revised Edition 2002) (Arbitration Act) or the International 
Arbitration Act (Cap. 143A) (IAA) will regulate the conduct of the arbitral 
proceedings. Domestic arbitration is governed by the Arbitration Act which 
came into force on 1 March 2002 and repealed the former Arbitration Act (Cap. 
10) in its entirety. The Arbitration Act applies to any arbitration where the 
place of arbitration is Singapore and where Part II of the IAA does not apply.1  
The Arbitration Act was enacted to align the laws applicable to domestic 
arbitration with the UNCITRAL Model Law on International Commercial 
Arbitration (Model Law). For international arbitration agreements, the 
applicable statute is the IAA which applies to international arbitrations as well 
as non-international arbitrations where parties have a written agreement for 
Part II of the IAA and the Model Law to apply.2  The IAA gives the Model Law, 
with the exception of Chapter VIII thereof, “the force of law in Singapore.”3   
Under the IAA, an arbitration is international if -  
    
(a) at least one of the parties has its place of business4 in any state other than 
Singapore, at the time the arbitration agreement was concluded; or 
(b) the agreed place of arbitration is situated outside the state in which the 
parties have their place of business; or  
(c) any place where a substantial part of the obligation of the commercial 
relationship is to be performed or the place to which the subject matter of the 
dispute is most closely connected is situated outside the state in which the 
parties have their place of business; or  
(d) the parties have expressly agreed that the subject matter of the arbitration 
agreement relates to more than one country.5  
    
4.1.2     The distinction between the two legal regimes primarily lies in the 
degree of court intervention in the arbitral process and respect for party 
autonomy.6  Under the international arbitration regime, court intervention is 
limited and restricted to instances expressly provided by law. The court does 
not possess any residual power to grant an application which the law does not 
expressly provide.7  There are also limited instances of recourse against the 
arbitral award under the IAA. By comparison, under the Arbitration Act, a party 
may appeal an award on a question of law arising out of the award by 



agreement of the parties or by leave of court as well.8  It should be noted 
however that not every decision of law made in an award is appealable. An 
appeal on a question of law must be premised on the findings of fact in the 
award.  The attempts of any parties to couch factual findings by framing them 
into question of law will not find favour before the Singapore Court.9  The 
Arbitration Act also allows the parties to apply to the court for a determination 
any question of law arising in the course of the arbitration proceedings which 
substantially affects the rights of the parties.10   
    
4.1.3     The operation of the dual-track arbitration regime in Singapore allows 
the parties the facility of opting into or out of a particular regime when so 
agreed by them. Thus, the parties may specifically “opt out” of the regime 
which would otherwise be applicable by the terms of the respective Acts by 
referring to the arbitration regime (IAA or the Arbitration Act) that they wish to 
“opt into” in their arbitration agreement. Where, for example, the parties to the 
agreement have places of business outside Singapore and wish to have their 
arbitration in Singapore, the law applicable to the arbitration would be the IAA. 
If the parties wish for a greater degree of court supervision, they could “opt 
out” of the IAA by stipulating in the arbitration agreement that the Arbitration 
Act applies.11  Similarly, where the parties have places of business in 
Singapore, but wish to have less court supervision over the arbitration, they 
could “opt in” to the IAA by stating that the IAA applies.12 
    
Conduct of Arbitration 
    
4.1.4     Arbitration in Singapore may be conducted under ad hoc rules or 
administered by an arbitration institution. The Singapore International 
Arbitration Centre (SIAC) is the only arbitration institution in Singapore. The 
SIAC administers most of its cases under its own Rules of Arbitration which 
are adopted by parties in their arbitration agreement. The SIAC is also able to 
administer arbitrations under any other rules agreed to by the parties such as 
the UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules 1976.13 
    
4.1.5     The SIAC maintains a Panel of Accredited Arbitrators composed of a 
regional panel and an international panel of experts from which most 
appointments are made for arbitrations administered by it.14  SIAC will also 
appoint arbitrators for ad hoc arbitrations. The Deputy Chairman of the SIAC 
is the default statutory appointing authority for arbitrators under the IAA and 
the Arbitration Act.15  Aside from the appointment of the arbitrator,16  other 
services offered by the SIAC include financial management,17  administrative 
functions and the provision of facilities and logistics in connection with 
arbitration hearings.  
    
4.1.6     Where a case is conducted according to SIAC's arbitration rules,18 
parties pay an administration fee. In cases falling outside SIAC's arbitration 
rules, where SIAC is only asked to appoint an arbitrator, only an appointment 
fee is charged. The administration fee is pegged to the amount of the claim or 
counterclaim ascertained according to a published schedule.19  The arbitrator 
appointment fee, on the other hand, is a flat fee, not dependent on the amount 
of claim. For international arbitrations, the maximum administration fee 



chargeable is now capped at S$ 60,250. Where a case is administered by 
SIAC, no separate fee has to be paid for the appointment of the arbitrator. 
    
Representation in Arbitration Proceedings; Foreign Lawyers  
    
4.1.7     While lawyers are normally engaged in arbitration proceedings, 
parties may be represented by any person of their choice in any arbitration 
who may not be lawyers. Where the applicable law is Singapore law, an 
amendment made in 2004 to the Legal Profession Act (Cap. 161)20 enable 
foreign lawyers who are not admitted to practise law in Singapore to represent 
a party in arbitration proceedings conducted in Singapore and may give 
advice, prepare documents and render any other assistance in relation to or 
arising out of arbitration proceedings. This includes cases where the 
substantive law involved in the dispute is the law of Singapore.  
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SECTION 2      THE ARBITRAL PROCESS  
    
Arbitration Agreement 
    
4.2.1     There is no distinction between a submission (an agreement to 
submit existing disputes to arbitration) and a pre-dispute arbitration clause in 
either the Arbitration Act or the IAA. An “arbitration agreement” is defined in 
both statues as an agreement by the parties to submit to arbitration all or 
certain disputes which have arisen or which may arise between them whether 
contractual or not.21  It may take the form of an arbitration clause in a contract 
or the form of a separate agreement.22  The arbitration agreement must be in 
writing contained in a document signed by the parties or in an exchange of 
letters, telex, telefacsimile or other means of communication which provide a 
record of the agreement.23   
    
4.2.2     Both the Arbitration Act and the IAA further provides that an 
arbitration agreement is deemed constituted in the following situations: 
    
(a) Where a party asserts the existence of an arbitration agreement in a 
pleading, statement of case or any other document in circumstances in which 
the assertion calls for a reply but is not denied, an effective arbitration 
agreement is deemed to exist.24 
(b) A reference in a bill of lading to a charterparty or some other document 
containing an arbitration clause constitutes an arbitration agreement if the 
reference is such as to make that clause part of the bill of lading.25  
    
4.2.3     No specific words or form are required to give effect to an arbitration 
agreement but the intention to arbitrate must be clear and unequivocal.26 
    
4.2.4     The IAA and the Arbitration Act expressly provides that an arbitration 
agreement is independent of the other terms of the contract.27   The doctrine 



of separability facilitates the concept of kompetenz-kompetenz, which gives 
the arbitrator the power to rule on his own jurisdiction. 
    
4.2.5     In Singapore, arbitrators in both domestic and international 
arbitrations are given express statutory power to decide on their “own 
jurisdiction including any objections with respect to the existence or validity of 
the arbitration agreement. A decision by the arbitral tribunal that the contract 
is null and void shall not entail ipso jure the invalidity of the arbitration 
clause”.28  If the arbitral tribunal rules as a preliminary question, that it has 
jurisdiction, that decision is subject to a review by the High Court.29  An appeal 
to the Court of Appeal on this issue is permitted with leave of the High Court.30  
A decision by the tribunal that it has no jurisdiction is not subject to such a 
review as such a decision is not an “award’ which is subject to appeal or 
setting aside by the court.31  
    
4.2.6     To enforce arbitration agreements, the Arbitration Act and the IAA 
both provide for the stay of court proceedings which are commenced in 
breach of such agreements. The concept of a “stay” operates effectively to 
suspend court proceedings by the court’s restraint in exercising jurisdiction 
over the matter.32 If the parties do not subsequently proceed with the 
arbitration, they may revive the court proceedings. Under the Arbitration Act, 
the right to apply for a stay of court proceedings exists only if:33   
    
a) the applicant is a party to the arbitration agreement;  
b) the agreement covers the matter in dispute before the court;  
c) the applicant enters an appearance to the court proceedings;  
d) the applicant has not delivered pleadings or taken any step in the 
proceedings; and  
e) the applicant remains ready and willing to arbitrate.  
    
4.2.7     The power to grant stay under the Arbitration Act is discretionary.34  
    
4.2.8     The conditions for the right to stay proceedings commenced in breach 
of an arbitration agreement under the IAA are generally similar to those under 
the Arbitration Act. However, the court’s power is not discretionary and the 
court must grant a stay if the conditions are fulfilled and direct the parties to 
proceed to arbitration unless the “the arbitration agreement is null and void, 
inoperative or incapable of being performed”.35 Apart from the loss of right to 
stay on the ground of having filed pleadings or taken steps in the proceedings 
(as in domestic arbitration agreements), challenges to applications for stay 
must be directed to the enforceability of the arbitration agreement. This 
means that, even in cases where there are allegations of fraud, multiplicity of 
actions or difficult legal issues to be contested, the court has no discretion to 
refuse a stay.  
    
4.2.9     Where the court orders a stay, the court may issue orders in relation 
to the property subject to the dispute for the purpose of preserving the rights 
of the parties.36  Under the IAA and the Arbitration Act, the court has the 
power to discontinue proceedings in respect of which no further step has been 
taken for at least two years after a stay order was made.37 



    
Appointment of Arbitrators 
    
4.2.10     Apart from specific requirements imposed by the parties, there are 
no special qualifications (other than independence and impartiality) required 
of any arbitrator.38  Arbitrators may be of any nationality39 and need not be 
legally trained although many of the arbitrators in Singapore are lawyers. Most 
arbitrators in Singapore would also have had some training in the law and 
conduct of arbitration.40  
    
4.2.11     Disclosure of all circumstances likely to give rise to justifiable doubts 
as to the arbitrator’s impartiality or independence is required of arbitrators 
acting under the Arbitration Act,41  the IAA42 and the SIAC Rules.43  The duty 
to disclose is ongoing, and runs from the time of appointment and continues 
throughout the arbitration proceedings.44  
    
4.2.12     The arbitrator’s appointment may be challenged only if 
circumstances exist which give rise to justifiable doubts as to his impartiality 
or independence or he does not possess the qualifications agreed to by the 
parties.45  Such circumstances include any personal, business or professional 
relationship with the parties to the dispute or an interest in the outcome of the 
dispute.46  The standard of bias or partiality that has been applied by the 
Singapore courts is whether a reasonable and fair-minded person sitting in 
court and knowing all the reasonable facts would have a reasonable suspicion 
that a fair trial for the applicant would not be possible.47  In domestic 
arbitration under the Arbitration Act Although the court is empowered to 
remove an arbitrator due to his failure or impossibility to act, it should be 
noted that the approach taken by Singapore court remains that of minimal 
judicial interference with ongoing process of the arbitration.48  
    
4.2.13     Parties are at liberty to agree on the number of arbitrators. In the 
absence of an agreed number, a single arbitrator is presumed.49  There is no 
rule against having a tribunal of two or even numbers although, in most cases, 
parties agree to either a single or a three-man tribunal. Where an even 
number of arbitrators is agreed, and there is a deadlock, there can be no 
enforceable award.50   
    
4.2.14     Where parties fail to agree on an appointing procedure or fail to 
jointly appoint a sole arbitrator, either party, in domestic or international 
arbitration, may apply to the Deputy Chairman of the SIAC for appointment.51  
Where the SIAC Rules are applicable, the process and the appointment will 
be made by the Chairman of the SIAC.52  
    
4.2.15     Where the reference which comes within the IAA is to a panel of 
three arbitrators, and the parties have not agreed on an appointment 
procedure, each party shall appoint an arbitrator and the third arbitrator shall 
be appointed by agreement of the parties.53  If the parties cannot agree on the 
appointment of the third arbitrator, the appointment will be made (upon the 
request of a party) by the Deputy Chairman of the SIAC as the statutory 
appointing authority.54   



    
4.2.16     In any other case where, under an appointment procedure, a party 
or contractual appointing body fails to take such steps as may be required 
(and the parties have not agreed on a default procedure), the Deputy 
Chairman of the SIAC is empowered to take the necessary measures.55   
    
4.2.17     Under the IAA, the decision of the Deputy Chairman of the SIAC 
with regard to the appointment of arbitrators is not subject to any appeal.56  
However, under the Arbitration Act, appointments by the Deputy Chairman of 
the SIAC may be challenged under the statutory grounds set out in Sect. 14(3) 
Arbitration Act, namely (a) justifiable doubts as to independence and 
impartiality and (b) lack of qualifications agreed by the parties.57   
    
Arbitral Procedure 
    
4.2.18     Where Singapore is the place of arbitration, the parties are generally 
free to choose the procedure of arbitration.58  If there is no agreement 
between the parties as to the procedure, the tribunal conducts the arbitration 
in a manner that it considers appropriate.59  Both the Arbitration Act and the 
IAA require the filing and service of statements of claim and defence within 
the period of time agreed or prescribed by the tribunal.60  Where the SIAC 
Rules are adopted, and in the absence of any directions from the tribunal, the 
claimant is required to file and serve the statement of case within thirty days 
of the constitution of the tribunal. The respondents would be required to file 
and serve the statement of defence within thirty days on receipt of the case.61  
The tribunal is thereafter required to draw up a memorandum of issues setting 
out the questions of fact or law that requires determination.62  
    
4.2.19     Oral hearings are normally held in arbitrations under the Arbitration 
Act unless parties have agreed to allow the tribunal to make its finding on 
documents only. In arbitrations under the Arbitration Act, the IAA63 and/or the 
SIAC Rules,64  the tribunal has the power to decide whether to hold oral 
hearings for the presentation of evidence or for oral arguments, or to proceed 
on the basis of documents only, subject to any contrary agreement. 
    
4.2.20     Arbitrators in Singapore are not bound by judicial rules of evidence. 
The Evidence Act, which applies to all proceedings in court, expressly 
excludes its own application to arbitral proceedings.65  Rules such as those 
against hearsay, extrinsic evidence or illegally obtained evidence do not have 
application in an arbitration. The power to determine the admissibility, 
relevance, materiality and weight of any evidence lies with the arbitral 
tribunal.66  
    
4.2.21     For arbitrations under the domestic Arbitration Act, the parties may 
agree on the powers to be exercised by the tribunal. The Arbitration Act 
confers certain powers on the tribunal (which are without prejudice to any 
powers conferred by the parties) which include the power to make orders or 
give directions for security for costs, discovery, the preservation and interim 
custody of evidence for the purposes of the proceedings and to administer 
oaths or affirmations.67 The powers conferred by the IAA on the tribunal are 



similar.68  In addition, under the IAA, the tribunal has the power to grant an 
interim injunction or any other interim measure or to secure the amount in 
dispute.69  Security may be furnished by cash deposits70 or by way of bank 
guarantees or solicitor’s undertaking. Further, arbitrators acting in arbitrations 
under the IAA, the Arbitration Act or the SIAC Rules have been given specific 
powers to make orders for the interim preservation, storage, custody, sale or 
other disposal of any goods or property which is or forms part of the subject 
matter of the reference.71   
    
4.2.22     Orders or directions made by the tribunal, both under the Arbitration 
Act and the IAA, are enforceable by leave of the High Court, in the same 
manner as if they were made by the court. Where leave is given, judgment 
may be entered in terms of the order or direction.72   
    
4.2.23     The powers granted to arbitrators in the Arbitration Act and the IAA 
are concurrently exercisable by the High Court.73  Parties are therefore at 
liberty to apply either to the tribunal or the court as may be expedient. 
However, certain orders may be more appropriate to be granted by the court, 
e.g., injunctions. 
  
4.2.24     Further, as regards the Arbitration Act, any order of the court made 
under Sect. 31 ceases to have effect if the arbitral tribunal, having power to 
act in relation to the subject matter of the order, makes an order to which the 
court order relates. In other words, the arbitral order would prevail over the 
court order under the domestic regime.74   
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SECTION 3     ARBITRAL AWARDS  
    
4.3.1     An award is defined in the IAA and the Arbitration Act as “a decision 
of the arbitral tribunal on the substance of the dispute and includes any 
interim, interlocutory or partial award”.75  The definition specifically excludes 
any orders or directions made pursuant to the statutory powers conferred on 
the arbitrator in both Acts.76  Moreover, any decisions, orders or directions 
which do not determine matters in dispute shall not be considered “awards” 
even they are labeled as such by the tribunal.77   “Interim” awards refer to an 
award that is not the final (last) award in the arbitration. The term “interim 
award” has been used on awards on the applicable law, time-bar defences, 
joinder of parties and arbitral jurisdiction. “Partial” awards generally mean 
awards in which only part of the claims submitted have been disposed of. 
“Interlocutory” awards are interim awards that deal with issues such as liability 
(being final on that issue) leaving quantum to be decided. Awards, including 
interim awards, are enforceable with leave of the High Court in the same 
manner as orders or judgments of court.78   
    
4.3.2     There is no statutorily imposed time limit for a tribunal to make its 
award either under the Arbitration Act or the IAA.79  Under the Arbitration Act, 
the court may, on the application of any party or the arbitral tribunal, extend 



the time limit provided for in the arbitration agreement, unless otherwise 
agreed by the parties.80  However, all available tribunal processes for 
application of extension of time must first be exhausted before making the 
application. Further, the court can only extend time if it is satisfied that 
substantial injustice would otherwise be done. The SIAC Rules, require the 
tribunal to make the award within forty-five days of the close of hearing, 
unless the Registrar extends time or the parties agree otherwise.81   
    
4.3.3     An arbitral award must be in writing and must be signed by the 
arbitrator or the arbitrators. In an arbitration where there is more than one 
arbitrator, the IAA requires only a majority of the arbitrators to have signed the 
award if the reason for the omission is stated.82  The award must give reasons 
unless the parties agree otherwise or the award is an award on agreed 
terms.83  The award must state the date and place of arbitration.84    
    
4.3.4     Where the SIAC Rules apply, the award is to be delivered to the 
Registrar of the SIAC, who will cause authenticated copies85 to be transmitted 
to the parties upon payment of all outstanding fees and expenses. As of 
January 2005, the SIAC provides authentication and certification service, not 
only to arbitrations administered by it, but to all arbitral awards issued 
pursuant to arbitration proceedings held in Singapore.  
    
4.3.5     An award once made86 is valid and binding on the parties87 and 
requires no further step of registration or fiat to give it effect. However, the law 
provides a party various remedies to challenge the arbitral award.  Further, if 
any party fails to voluntarily adhere to the terms of the award, the award may 
be enforced before the courts of Singapore.  
    
Correction, Interpretation and Additional Award 
    
4.3.6     In both domestic and international arbitrations, arbitrators are 
permitted to make corrections in any award of “any errors in computation, any 
clerical or typographical errors or other errors of similar nature”.88  Corrections 
may be made on the tribunal’s own initiative or at the request of any of the 
parties to the tribunal within thirty days of the receipt of the award.89  Under 
the Arbitration Act and the IAA, the period of thirty days may be extended by 
the tribunal, on the ground of necessity. In an arbitration under SIAC Rules 
the time limits may be extended by the Registrar of SIAC.90   
    
4.3.7     Parties may also apply to the tribunal for an interpretation of a specific 
point or part of the award.91  The correction or interpretation must be made by 
the tribunal within thirty days of the receipt of the request and the 
interpretation will form part of the award. 
    
4.3.8     Where any claim made in the proceedings has been omitted from the 
award, and in the absence of any contrary agreement, any party may, by 
notice to the tribunal, request the tribunal to make additional awards as to the 
claims presented but omitted within thirty days of receipt of the award (with 
notice to the other party).92   If the tribunal considers the request to be justified, 
the SIAC Rules state that the additional award must be made within forty-five 



days of receipt of the request.93  The IAA and the Arbitration Act provide that 
the additional award may be made within sixty days.94  
    
Appeal Against the Award  
    
4.3.9     There is no legal impediment against an appeal process from one 
arbitral tribunal to an appellate arbitral tribunal in the event the parties so 
agree. However, there is no known institution in Singapore which employs 
such a mechanism. 
    
4.3.10     Appeals to a court against awards on the merits are permissible only 
in arbitrations under the domestic Arbitration Act.95  The right of appeal can be 
excluded by agreement.96  An appeal may be brought only if all the parties 
consent or with leave of the High Court and must be made within twenty eight 
days after the award has been made.97  
    
4.3.11     Before granting leave to appeal, the court must be satisfied that:98  
    
(a) the determination of the question will substantially affect the rights of one 
or more of the parties; 
(b) the question is one which the arbitral tribunal was asked to determine; 
(c) on the basis of findings of fact in the award: 
(i) the decision of the arbitral tribunal on the question is obviously wrong; or 
(ii) the question is one of general public importance and the decision of the 
arbitral tribunal is at least open to serious doubt; and 
(d) despite the agreement of the parties to resolve the matter by arbitration, it 
is just and proper in all the circumstances for the court to determine the 
question. 
    
4.3.12     In addition, before an appeal can be made, the applicant must first 
exhaust all available arbitral processes of appeal or review and any available 
recourse under Sect. 43 Arbitration Act.99  Where the High Court has made a 
decision on the merits of the appealand refuses leave to appeal further to the 
Court of Appeal, the right of further appeal terminates.100  
    
Setting Aside the Award    
    
4.3.13     Arbitral awards made under the Arbitration Act may, apart from 
being set aside on appeal, be also set aside if:101  
    
(a) the court is satisfied that:  
(i) a party to the arbitration agreement was under some incapacity; 
(ii) the arbitration agreement is not valid under the law to which the parties 
have subjected it, or failing any indication thereon, under the laws of 
Singapore;  
(iii) the party making the application was not given proper notice of the 
appointment of an arbitrator or the arbitration proceedings or was otherwise 
unable to present his case; 
(iv) the award deals with a dispute not contemplated by or not falling within 
the terms of the submission to arbitration, or contains decisions on matters 



beyond the scope of the submission to arbitration, except that, if the decisions 
on matters submitted to arbitration can be separated from those not so 
submitted, only that part of the award which contains decisions on matters not 
submitted to arbitration may be set aside; 
(v) the composition of the arbitral tribunal or the arbitral procedure is not in 
accordance with the agreement of the parties, unless such agreement is 
contrary to any provisions of this Act from which the parties cannot derogate, 
or, in the absence of such agreement, is contrary to the provisions of this Act; 
(vi) the making of the award was induced or affected by fraud or corruption; 
(vii) a breach of the rules of natural justice occurred in connection with the 
making of the award by which the rights of any party have been prejudiced; or 
(b) if the court finds that— 
(i) the subject matter of the dispute is not capable of settlement by arbitration 
under this Act; or 
(ii) the award is contrary to public policy.  
    
4.3.14     Under the IAA, the only recourse against an award made is to set it 
aside and the grounds to set aside are similar to the grounds to set aside an 
award under the Arbitration Act.102  The grounds to set aside an award are 
exhaustive and the court hearing an application to set aside an award under 
the IAA has no power to investigate the merits of the dispute or to review any 
decision of law or fact made by the tribunal. A policy of minimal curial 
intervention has consistently been adopted by the Singapore court even with 
regard to domestic cases. The Court of Appeal has always taken a generous 
approach and will not examine an award assiduously looking for blame or 
fault in the arbitral process.103  
    
4.3.15     Under both the Arbitration Act and the IAA, the application to set 
aside an award must be made by originating summons within three months 
from the date of receipt of the award by the applicant.104  
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SECTION 4     ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRAL AWARDS  
    
4.4.1     Enforcement of arbitral awards made in Singapore by way of 
execution proceedings, whether in a domestic105 or international arbitration,106 
requires the leave of the court. Applications are to be made to the High 
Court.107  In cases of urgency, ex parte applications are permissible on such 
terms as may be imposed by the court.108  If leave to enforce an award is 
refused, an appeal may be made to the Court of Appeal within one month 
from the date the order refusing leave is made.109  The application for leave to 
enforce the award must be made within six years after the making of the 
award.110   
    
4.4.2     Leave to enforce an award as a judgment or order of the court is often 
granted ex parte and the order so obtained served on the debtor. Within 
fourteen days after service of the order granting leave or such other period as 
the court granting leave may stipulate, the debtor may apply to set aside the 



order.111 The award shall not be enforced during that period or, if the debtor 
applies to set aside the order, until after the application is finally disposed of. 
  
4.4.3     A party who fails in its application to set aside the order granting leave 
to enforce the award may appeal to the Court of Appeal within one month of 
the date of the court’s decision.112  An appeal against the order granting leave 
to enforce the award would not operate as a stay or suspension of 
execution.113  The Court of Appeal may, however, order that execution be 
suspended upon security being furnished or make such order as may be 
appropriate to prevent prejudice to any of the parties pending the appeal.114   
    
4.4.4     The Arbitration Act is silent as to the grounds on which the court may 
refuse enforcement of the award. However, to keep within the spirit of Section 
47 of the Arbitration Act (which limits challenges to awards to those set out 
within the Arbitration Act) the grounds for refusal to enforce should be no 
wider than those that relate to the setting aside of the award.115 An award 
made under the IAA may only be refused enforcement if the grounds for 
setting aside, being the exclusive recourse against the award, exist.116  
    
4.4.5     The procedure for the enforcement of foreign arbitral awards made in 
a New York Convention country other than Singapore – Singapore having 
made the reciprocity reservation set out in Art I(3) of the New York 
Convention – is set out in Part III of the IAA. These awards may be enforced 
in Singapore either by action117 or in the same manner as a judgment or order 
to the same effect, with the leave of the High Court. If leave is granted, 
judgment will be entered in terms of the award.118  Such awards are also 
recognized as binding for all purposes upon the persons between whom they 
were made, and may accordingly be relied upon by any of those parties by 
way of defence, set-off or otherwise in any legal proceedings in Singapore.119   
    
4.4.6     Applications for leave to enforce a foreign award made in a New York 
Convention country must be made within six years after the making of the 
award.120 To enforce the award, the applicant must file an originating 
summons together with an affidavit —  
    
(a) exhibiting the arbitration agreement and the duly authenticated original 
award or a certified copy thereof;  
(b) stating the name and the usual or last known place of abode or business 
of the applicant and the person against whom enforcement is sought;  
(c) stating that the award has not, or the extent to which it has not, been 
complied with.  
    
4.4.7     Leave to enforce a foreign award as a judgment or order of the court 
is often granted ex parte and the order so obtained served on the debtor. 
Within fourteen days after service of the order granting leave or such other 
period as the court granting leave may stipulate, the debtor may apply to set 
aside the order.121  The award shall not be enforced during the pendency of 
the application and until after it is finally disposed of.122   
    



4.4.8     A court hearing the application for enforcement of a foreign award 
cannot review the case on the merits. It may, however, refuse to grant 
enforcement of the award in Singapore if the grounds set out in Sect. 31(2) 
IAA are proven.123  These grounds are identical to those set out in Art. V of 
the New York Convention.124 An appeal against the decision of the High Court 
on the enforcement of a foreign award can be made to the Court of Appeal.125   
    
4.4.9     Following an amendment to the Arbitration Act (Cap. 10) which came 
into effect on 16 May 2003, foreign awards made in countries or territories 
which are not signatories to the New York Convention, may also be enforced 
in Singapore in the same manner as a judgment or order to the same effect, 
with the leave of the High Court. If leave is granted, judgment will be entered 
in terms of the award.126   
    
4.4.10     The procedure for the enforcement of awards made under the 
International Convention for the Settlement of Investment Disputes between 
States and Nationals of Other States (ICSID Convention) is set out in the 
Arbitration (International Investment Disputes) Rules127 read with Order 67 of 
the Rules of Court (1997 ed.).128 To date, no attempt has been made to 
enforce an ICSID award in Singapore. 
    
4.4.11     An arbitral award made in England or in any of those 
Commonwealth jurisdictions129 with which Singapore has reciprocal 
arrangements for the recognition of judgments may be enforced if the award 
has in pursuance of the law in force in the place where it was made, become 
enforceable as a judgment of that court.130 As the procedure is more onerous 
on the applicant and because many of the Commonwealth jurisdictions are 
now parties to the New York Convention, this procedure now has less 
practical importance.131   
  
4.4.12     An application for registration of a judgment based on such an 
award must be made within twelve months after the date of the judgment. The 
court hearing the application has the discretion on a “just and convenient” 
principle, to allow enforcement of the judgment in Singapore.132 The court 
shall not allow registration of a judgment if the original court acted without 
jurisdiction; if the debtor did not voluntarily appear or otherwise submit or 
agree to submit to the jurisdiction of that court; if the debtor was not duly 
served with the process; if judgment was obtained by fraud; if an appeal is 
pending; or if it is contrary to the public policy of Singapore.133   
    
Certification and Authentication of Awards for Enforcement Overseas  
    
4.4.13     A party seeking to enforce an arbitral award outside Singapore will 
be required under Article IV(1) UN Convention for the recognition and 
Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, New York 1958 (“New York 
Convention”) by the foreign court before which enforcement is sought, to 
tender - 
• A duly authenticated original award or a duly certified copy thereof; and 
• The original arbitration agreement or a duly certified copy thereof. 
    



4.4.14     Courts of different jurisdictions may interpret these provisions 
differently and may require certain formalities to be adhered to before giving 
cognizance to the awards sought to be enforced. Awards made in SIAC 
arbitrations are certified and authenticated by SIAC Registrar whenever so 
requested by a party. Such certification and authentication have been 
accepted by many jurisdictions worldwide. There is however no public body 
certifying or authenticating awards made in ad hoc arbitrations in Singapore. 
The SIAC has since extended this service to ad hoc arbitrations. 
    
4.4.15     With effect from 1 January 2005, arbitral awards made in Singapore 
in ad hoc arbitration may be deposited with the SIAC and a certification 
obtained subject to the following: 
    
a. The award is made in Singapore or is an award made in an arbitration 
where the seat is Singapore. 
b. The original signed award is lodged by the sole arbitrator or in the case 
of a 3-person tribunal, by any member of the tribunal accompanied by the 
arbitration agreement or the document in which the arbitration clause is 
embodied 
c. The award should be lodged within 3 months after the award is made.  
d. The Registrar may refuse lodgment of any award if he has some 
reason to doubt its authenticity. 
      
4.4.16     The SIAC Registry of Arbitral Awards is a closed registry. 
Confidentiality is strictly maintained. Only parties to the arbitration and their 
authorised representative may inspect the award made in their arbitration. 
    
Return to the top 
    
    
Useful Links 
    

1. Singapore International Arbitration Centre   [http://www.siac.org.sg/]  
2. The Arbitration Chambers [http://www.arbiter.com.sg/]  
3. Singapore Chamber of Maritime Arbitration [http://www.scma.org.sg/]  
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