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The applicant ,the bareboat charterer of the MT “Foti ¥ Krylov™ had applied for an
order setting aside the respondent’s arrest of this vessel on 10 November 2006 pursuant
to which it commence an action in rem apainst the vessel under Case No. AC181/06
for damages allegedly arising out of a collision between the MT “Nikolay Chiker” and
the MT "Ruby Deliverer” on the 16 August 2005 .The applicant asserts that the
respondent does not enjoy a maritime lien in respect of its claim and therefore has not

made out a prima facie case in respect of its claim.
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prays that the amount of security furnished to the respondent in order Lo procure the

release of the MT “Fotiy Krvlov™ from arrest be reduced.

Factual Matrix

A number of facts are common cause and can be summarized accordingly:

On 16 August 2005 the tug MT “Nikoly Chiker“collided with the MT “Ruby
Deliverer” off Cape Town. At the time of the collision, the “Ruby Deliverer” was

owned by Bluebottle Navigation Limited (“Bluebottle™),

The “Nikolay Chiker™ was owed by Sovracht Joint Stock C ompany and bareboat (or
demise) charterered to the applicant. Tsavliris Russ (World Wide Salvage and Towing)
Limited (“Tsavliris”). On or about 10 November 2006 Bluebottle caused the tug
“Fotiy Krylov “ to be arrested, thereby instituting an action in rem in which Bluebottle

claimed payment of the sum of UUS$1 625 716.06 together with interest and costs

In its writ of Summons, Bluebottle contended as follows:
I The collision between the "Ruby Deliverer” and the “Nikolay Chiker”
occurred as a result of the negligence of the master and crew of the “Nikolay

Chiker,”

2. Bluebottle had a maritime lien enforced against the *Nikolay Chiker “.






