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EU Judgments Enforceable In 
Singapore With Effect From 1 October 
2016 
 

Introduction 
 
On 14 April 2016, Singapore Parliament enacted the Choice of Court Agreements Act 2016 (“CCAA”), 
which provides for the implementation into Singapore law of the 2005 Hague Convention on Choice of 
Court Agreements (“Hague Convention”).  Singapore ratified the Hague Convention on 2 June 2016, 
and it will come into force on 1 October 2016.    
 
The Hague Convention establishes an international legal regime for upholding choice of court agreements 
in international civil or commercial cases among contracting states (“Contracting States”).    One of the 
most significant effects of the Hague Convention is that court judgments emanating from a Contracting 
State must now be recognised and enforced in another Contracting State, subject to very limited 
exceptions. This note focuses on this latter enforcement aspect of the Hague Convention. 
 

EU judgments can now be enforced in Singapore 
 
When the Hague Convention comes into force in Singapore on 1 October 2016, the number of countries 
with which Singapore has reciprocal arrangements for the enforcement of judgments will increase 
significantly. There are currently 11 countries recognised under the Recognition of Commonwealth 
Judgments Act (“RECJA”) and the Recognition of Foreign Judgments Act (“REFJA”).  After 1 October 
2016, the number of countries will increase to 39.    
 
The European Union (“EU”), with the exception of Denmark, forms the main bulk of the countries that 
have ratified the Hague Convention. 
 

Enforcement of EU judgments under the CCAA  
 
Broadly, where a foreign judgment is valid and enforceable in the Contracting State in which it originated, 
it will be recognised and enforced by other Contracting States.  There are limited grounds on which the 
Singapore courts may refuse to recognise or enforce such a judgment.  Examples include where the 
foreign judgment was obtained by fraud, or where recognition and enforcement would be against public 
policy. 
 
While the rules governing enforcement under the CCAA have not yet been published, it is anticipated that 
it will be fairly straightforward, requiring an application to court together with a supporting affidavit 
exhibiting the foreign judgment and stating that it is enforceable in the original jurisdiction. 
 

Scenarios where the Hague Convention may be relevant 
 
Some scenarios where the Hague Convention would apply include the following: 
 

• Where parties to a transaction are from a Contracting State or have assets in a 
Contracting State 

• Where parties choose a court in a Contracting State as the exclusive forum for disputes 
• Where parties to a dispute have assets in a Contracting State 
 

https://www.linkedin.com/company/rajah-&-tann


 
 
 
CLIENT UPDATE 
2016 SEPTEMBER 

DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

 

© Rajah & Tann Singapore LLP 2 

Differences between Enforcement under the CCAA and 
RECJA / REFJA 
 
CCAA does not require judgment of a superior court: Unlike the RECJA and REFJA, the Hague 
Convention regime is not restricted to judgments emanating from superior courts of Contracting States.   
Any court of a Contracting State chosen by the parties as the exclusive forum for their disputes will fall 
within the ambit of the Hague Convention.   This will include the equivalent of the State Courts in 
Singapore. 
 
Enforceability of non-monetary judgments: A significant difference between the CCAA 
framework and the RECJA/REFJA is that non-monetary judgments may be enforced under the Hague 
Convention, whereas under the RECJA and REFJA, only judgments for payment of a monetary sum are 
enforceable. 
 
No legalisation / apostille needed: The Hague Convention expressly provides that all documents 
forwarded or delivered under it are exempted from the legalisation / apostille process.    This would mean 
cost and time savings for parties.    
 

The Hague Convention versus the New York Convention 
 
The Hague Convention often draws comparisons to the New York Convention on the Recognition and 
Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards (“New York Convention”).  In many ways, they share 
conceptual roots, except that the Hague Convention applies to litigation, while the New York Convention 
applies to arbitration.  
 
However, there are a number of key differences between the New York Convention and the Hague 
Convention.  
 
Membership:  There are currently 156 countries that have acceded to the New York Convention, 
compared to 28 under the Hague Convention.  However, if the United States (which has been a signatory 
of the Hague Convention since 2009) chooses to ratify, this may signal a future wave of signatories and 
ratifications to the Hague Convention. 
 
Exclusions: The Hague Convention applies only to international civil or commercial disputes. It 
excludes family and probate, insolvency, competition and anti-trust, personal injury, property damage 
(not arising from a contractual relationship), and intellectual property rights (other than copyright).   
These exclusions are reflected and adopted in the CCAA.  
 
In contrast, the New York Convention does not contain any similar exclusion in terms of party or subject 
matter. A dispute may be arbitrated if it is “arbitrable” accordingly to the law of the seat of the arbitration 
proceeding. In Singapore, the International Arbitration Act does not contain a comprehensive list of what 
is not arbitrable, but does exclude matters which are contrary to public policy or capable of settlement by 
arbitration. The courts have interpreted this to include family and probate disputes and certain 
insolvency-related matters.  
 
Interim measures: Neither the Hague Convention nor the CCAA applies to an interim measure of 
protection. This means that interim orders by a foreign court, unlike final orders, cannot be directly 
enforced.   The New York Convention does not exclude the enforcement of interim measures of 
protection. In fact, in Singapore, the International Arbitration Act specifically allows for the enforcement 
of both interim and interlocutory awards as well as final awards. The International Arbitration Act also 
allows the Singapore courts to grant interim orders in support of arbitral proceedings. 
 
Arbitration versus Litigation: Reliance on the New York Convention or the Hague Convention of 
course depends on whether the parties have chosen arbitration or litigation as a dispute resolution 
mechanism.  
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Broadly speaking, the appeal of arbitration lies largely in the confidentiality of proceedings, and well as 
the flexibility of the arbitral process. Parties are also able to select their own arbitral tribunal and appoint 
experts with specialist knowledge. 
 
Parties opting for litigation often do so because of the advantages of the court structure. The court tends 
to have a greater range of powers on joinder and consolidation, and parties who are dissatisfied with a 
judgment usually have the option of an appeal on the merits of the judgment, which is not available in 
respect of an arbitration award. Further, in certain jurisdictions, the litigation process can be more cost 
and time efficient.  
 
With the ratification of the Hague Convention, parties who choose to litigate will now have a more 
encompassing legislative framework to support the recognition and enforcement of foreign court 
judgments.  This should provide parties with greater assurance that the court chosen by them under an 
exclusive choice of court agreement will determine their dispute, and that the courts in Contracting States 
will enforce the judgment of the chosen court. 
 

Conclusion 
 
Despite (or perhaps because of) current economic conditions, it is expected that in the long term, the 
demand for effective international dispute resolution services will grow.   
 
The enactment of the CCAA will undoubtedly provide a more robust framework through which 
commercial parties may approach the Singapore courts for the resolution of their transnational disputes, 
particularly those involving EU countries.   
 
The CCAA will also provide a boost to Singapore’s position as a dispute resolution hub as there is now 
greater international recognition and enforceability of Singapore court judgments. 
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Our regional presence 

 
 

Our regional contacts 
RAJAH & TANN  Singapore RAJAH & TANN REPRESENTATIVE OFFICE China 

  

Rajah & Tann Singapore LLP 

9 Battery Road #25-01 

Straits Trading Building 

Singapore 049910 

T  +65 6535 3600  F  +65 6225 9630 

sg.rajahtannasia.com 

Rajah & Tann Singapore LLP 

Shanghai Representative Office 

Unit 1905-1906, Shui On Plaza, 333 Huai Hai Middle Road 

Shanghai 200021, People's Republic of China 

T  +86 21 6120 8818   F  +86 21 6120 8820 

cn.rajahtannasia.com 

  

R&T SOK & HENG  Cambodia RAJAH & TANN NK LEGAL Myanmar 

  

R&T Sok & Heng Law Office 

Vattanac Capital Office Tower, Level 17, No. 66 

Preah Monivong Boulevard, Sangkat Wat Phnom 

Khan Daun Penh, 12202 Phnom Penh, Cambodia 

T  +855 23 963 112 / 113   F  +855 963 116 

kh.rajahtannasia.com 

*in association with Rajah & Tann Singapore LLP 

Rajah & Tann NK Legal Myanmar Company Limited 

Myanmar Centre Tower 1, Floor 07, Unit 08, 

192 Kaba Aye Pagoda Road, Bahan Township, 

Yangon, Myanmar 

T  +95 9 73040763 / +95 1 657902 / +95 1 657903 

F  +95 1 9665537 

mm.rajahtannasia.com 
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ASSEGAF HAMZAH & PARTNERS Indonesia RAJAH & TANN Thailand 

  

Assegaf Hamzah & Partners 

 

Jakarta Office 

Menara Rajawali 16th Floor 

Jalan DR. Ide Anak Agung Gde Agung Lot #5.1 

Kawasan Mega Kuningan, Jakarta 12950, Indonesia 

T  +62 21 2555 7800   F  +62 21 2555 7899 

www.ahp.co.id 

Rajah & Tann (Thailand) Limited 

973 President Tower, 12th Floor, Units 12A-12F 

Ploenchit Road, Lumpini, Pathumwan 

Bangkok 10330, Thailand 

T  +66 2 656 1991   F  +66 2 656 0833 

th.rajahtannasia.com 

 RAJAH & TANN Lao PDR 

Surabaya Office 

Pakuwon Center, Superblok Tunjungan City 

Lantai 11, Unit 08 

Jalan Embong Malang No. 1, 3, 5, Surabaya 60261, Indonesia 

T +62 31 5116 4550   F +62 31 5116 4560 

 

Rajah & Tann (Laos) Sole Co., Ltd. 

Phonexay Village, 23 Singha Road, House Number 046/2 

Unit 4, Saysettha District, Vientiane Capital, Lao PDR 

T  +856 21 454 239   F  +856 21 285 261 

la.rajahtannasia.com 

* Assegaf Hamzah & Partners is an independent law firm in 

Indonesia and a member of the Rajah & Tann Asia network. 

 

 

CHRISTOPHER & LEE ONG Malaysia RAJAH & TANN LCT LAWYERS Vietnam 

  

Christopher & Lee Ong 

Level 22, Axiata Tower, No. 9 Jalan Stesen Sentral 5, 

Kuala Lumpur Sentral, 50470 Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia 

T  +60 3 2273 1919   F  +60 3 2273 8310 

www.christopherleeong.com 

*in association with Rajah & Tann Singapore LLP 

Rajah & Tann LCT Lawyers 

 

Ho Chi Minh City Office 

Saigon Centre, Level 13, Unit 2&3 

65 Le Loi Boulevard, District 1, HCMC, Vietnam 

T  +84 8 3821 2382 / +84 8 3821 2673   F  +84 8 3520 8206 

  

  Hanoi Office 

 Lotte Center Hanoi - East Tower, Level 30, Unit 3003,  

54 Lieu Giai St., Ba Dinh Dist., Hanoi, Vietnam 

 T +84 4 3267 6127   F +84 4 3267 6128 

www.rajahtannlct.com 

  

 
 

Rajah & Tann Singapore LLP is one of the largest full service law firms in Singapore, providing high quality advice to an impressive list of 
clients.  We place strong emphasis on promptness, accessibility and reliability in dealing with clients. At the same time, the firm strives 
towards a practical yet creative approach in dealing with business and commercial problems. As the Singapore member firm of the Lex 
Mundi Network, we are able to offer access to excellent legal expertise in more than 100 countries.  
 
Rajah & Tann Singapore LLP is part of Rajah & Tann Asia, a network of local law firms in Singapore, China, Cambodia, China, Indonesia, 
Lao PDR, Malaysia, Myanmar, Thailand and Vietnam. Our Asian network also includes Singapore-based regional desks focused on Japan 
and South Asia.    
 
The contents of this Update are owned by Rajah & Tann Singapore LLP and subject to copyright protection under the laws of Singapore 
and, through international treaties, other countries. No part of this Update may be reproduced, licensed, sold, published, transmitted, 
modified, adapted, publicly displayed, broadcast (including storage in any medium by electronic means whether or not transiently for any 
purpose save as permitted herein) without the prior written permission of Rajah & Tann Singapore LLP. 
 
Please note also that whilst the information in this Update is correct to the best of our knowledge and belief at the time of writing, it is 
only intended to provide a general guide to the subject matter and should not be treated as a substitute for specific professional advice for 
any particular course of action as such information may not suit your specific business and operational requirements. It is to your 
advantage to seek legal advice for your specific situation. In this regard, you may call the lawyer you normally deal with in Rajah & Tann 
Singapore LLP or e-mail Knowledge & Risk Management at eOASIS@rajahtann.com. 

 
 


