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ABSTRACT:

Oppression actions in Singapore have been the subject of empirical research in light of the possibility
that the use of ‘commercial unfairness’ as the test for oppression in Singapore has favoured plaintiffs to
the extent that businesses have been damaged by successful or even unsuccessful oppression suits. The
findings, however, only prove that the complexity of oppression actions has increased. Consideration
should still be given to whether some form of contractarianism ought to guide this area of law.
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