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Duznik: BRODOSPLIT d.d., OIB:18556905592, Ulica Velimira Skorpika 
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Nadiezni sud i broj spisa: 

Vjerovnik:

Trgovacki sud u Zagrebu，posl.br. St-1035/2025

MED TOWAGE & TRANSPORT SERVICES LTD, OIB： 
35225755123, REACH BUILDING, LEVEL 2, TRIQ L-GHAJN 

TAN-NOFSTRIQ, MRIEHEL，MALTA，BIRKIRKARA, BKR，3000 
MALTA, zastupano po direktom Karl Joseph Naudi, svi zastupani po 
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PODNESAK VJEROVNIKA

Vjerovnik MED TOWAGE & TRANSPORT SERVICES LTD, po punomocniku Viktom Makovcu, 
odvjetniku u Odvjetnickom drustvu RASICA & PARTOERI d.o.o.，Praska ulica 10, Zagreb, u prilogu 

ovog podneska dostavlja:

1• punomoc za zastupanje,
2. ispunjeni obrazac prijave trazbine u predstecajnom postupku (Obrazac 3),
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3. pravomocno rjesenje o ovrsi Trgovackog suda u Zagrebu, posl.br. Ovr-141/2024, od 6. 
prosinca 2024.,

4. ispunjeni obrazac prijave trazbine u predstecajnom postupku (Obrazac 3),
5. ovjereni prijevod arbitraznog pravorijeka u odnosu na trazbinu na ime troskova 

arbitra^nog suda (toe. C pravorijeka, str.13)
6. ispunjeni obrazac prijave trazbine u predstecajnom postupku (Obrazac 3),
7. ovjereni prijevod arbitraznog pravorijeka u pogledu odluke o troskovima arbitraznog 

postupka.

Zagreb, 6.lipnja 2025.

MED TOWAGE & TRANSPORT SERVICES LTD
po puiftmocniku

odvjetniCko dru§tvo
RASICA & PARTNERI d.o. 

Zagreb, PraSka 10 
Odvjetnik Vrktor Makova<
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PUN0M06
/Power of attorney/

Ovlascujemo da nas pravno zastupa
AA/e empower to legally represent us/

Viktor Makovac, odvjetnik u
Odvjetnickom dru§tvu RA§ICA & PARTNER! d.0.0. u Zagrebu, Praska ulica 10

/Viktor Makovao, ABombyat Law, RA&ICA& PARTNER Ud.,in Zagreb. Pra&ka ulica W

MED TOWAGE & TRANSPORT SERVICES LTD, OIB: 35225755123 

brod°GRA£)EVNA INDUSTRUA SPLIT, d.d.,OIB:18556905592

koji se vodi kod
/Wifch/sp/DcessedafTRG0VACKISUD U ZAGREBU, posl.br. St-1035/2025

prijave traibine u predsteeajnom postupku izastupanja

Ov!ascujem(o) ga (njih), da me (nas) zastupa(ju) u svim mojim (nasim) pravnim poslovima u 
AVe empower him (them) to represent us in all my (our) legal matters h •.ノ •
,udu i izvan suda, kao i kod svih drugih tijela radi zastite prava i na zakonu osnovanlh 
V"^® court andoutfide ^fit> ^ in any other..,/ government bodies, and to, for my (our) protection and realization of rights andtegally based. J 
nteresa poduzimaOu) sve pravne radnje i upotrijebl(e) sva po zakonu predvidena sredstva, a 

/...interests, take all legal actions and use all legally determent means and..../ 
narocito da podnosi(e) tuzbe, prijedloge i ostale podneske 
/...patliculaiiyto arraign claims, proposals, andotherfega/reports..../

(MED^OVWto&tfTR/ 
RtACH BUILt 

し’ TRIQL-GHAJNT；

FRANSPORT SERVICE ltd 
■ILDING, LEVEL 2 

JN TAN-MOPS, ZONE 3
MEDTOWAG47LTD, 0旧: 35225755123

Nazi^ft脚capitals

Karl Joseph Naudi, direktor

Funkqa/ Corporate titie

03/06/2025

Datum/Date



FINANCIJSKAAGENCIJA

OIB:85821130368 

Vukovarska 70, Zagreb

(adresa nadleznejedinice)

Nadlezni trgovacki sud Trg°vacki sud u Zagrebu 

Poslovni broj spisa St-1035/2025 _ _ _ _ _ _ _

PRIJAVA TRA之BINE VJEROVNIKAU PREDSTECAJNOM POSTUPKU

PODACI O VJEROVNIKU:

Imei prezime / tvrtka Hi naziv

MED TOWAGE & TRANSPORT SERVICES LTD_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

OIB 35225755123 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Adresa/sjediste

REACH BUILDING, LEVEL 2, TRIQ L-GHAJN TAN-NOFSTRIQ, MRIEHEU MALTA, BIRKIRKARA

PODACI O DUZNIKU:

Imei prezime/tvrtka ili naziv

BRODOGRADEVNA INDUSTRIJA SPLIT，dionicko drustvo _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

OIB 18556905592 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Adresa/ sjediste

Ulica Velimira Skorpika 11,Zagreb

PODACI OTRAZBINI:

Pravna osnova trazbine (npr. ugovor, odluka suda ili drugog tijela, ako je u tijeku sudski 

postupak oznaku spisa i naznaku suda kod kojegse postupak vodi)

Arbitrazna odluka od 6.2.2023.

Iznos dospjele trazbine 24.500,00 

Glavnica 21-928,00

Kamate 2-572*00

(euro) 

(euro) 

-(euro)

Iznos trazbine koja dospijeva nakon otvaranja predstecajnog postupka 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - (euro)

Dokaz 〇 postojanju trazbine (npr. racun, izvadak iz poslovnih knjiga) 

Arbitrazna odluka od 6.2.2023.

Vjerovnik raspolaze ovrsnom ispravorp^^ NE 区Jzaiznoc —
(euro)



(i

Naziv ovrsne isprave

PODACI O RAZLUCNOM PRAVU：

Pravna osnova razlucnog prava

Dio imovine na koji se odnosi razlucno pravo

Iznos trazbine (euro)

Razlucni vjerovnik odrice se prava na odvojeno namirenje 

Nf-OORICtM-i^p

Razlucni vjerovnik pristaje da se odgodi namirenje iz predmeta na koji se odnosi njegovo 

razlucno pravo radi provedbe plana restrukturiranja PRISTAJEM □ NE PRISTAJEM □

PODACI OIZLUCNOM PRAVU：

Pravna osnova izlucnog prava

Dio imovine na koji se odnosi izlucno pravo

Izlucni vjerovnik pristaje da se izdvoji predmetna koji se odnosi njegovo izlucno pravo 

radi provedbe plana restrukturiranja PRISTAJEM □ NE PRISTAJEM □

Mjesto i datum 

Zagreb, 4. lipnja 2025.

Potpisvjerovnika

odvjetniCko druStvo
RASICA & PARTNERI d.o.« 

Zagreb, PraSka 10 
Odvietnik Viktor Mokovay



Ovaj se pnjevod sastoji od 
20 stranica 
Br. ov.: 219-1/2023 
Datum: 25. sronja 2023.—

Oviereni prijevod s enaleskoaiezika
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Str. 1/20
Br. ov.: 219-1/2023 
Datum: 25. 7. 2023.
CHEESWRIGHTS

JAVNI BIUEiNICI, PARTNHRSTVO

SVIMA KOJIMA OVA ISPRAVA BUDE PREDOCENA, JA, JAVNI BIUE之NIK EDWARD 
GARDINER, City of London, Engleska, JAVNI BILJE之NIK propisno ov!a§ten i 
zaprisegnut s dozvolom za rad u Engleskoj i Walesu, OVIME POTVRDUJEM istinitost 
potpisa kojije na priloienu arbitraznu odluku vlastorueno stavio ALAN PETER OAKLEY 
arbitarkojije naveden uispravi.

U POTVRDU NAVEDENOG, ja, javni biljeznik, stavljam svoj potpis i slu之beni pefiat, u 
Londonu, u Engleskoj, na dana§nji dan, dvanaestog srpnja dvije tisu6e dvadeset trede 
godine.

/suhi 3tig/
/potpis neditljiv/

Askst na dnu stranlce ispu§ten je kao nepotreban, op. prev./



Str. 2/20
Br. ov.: 219-1/2023 
Datum: 25. 7. 2023,

APOSTILLE
(Convention de laHayedu 5 octobre 1961)

Ujedinjeno Kraljevstvo Velike Britanije i SjeVerhe Irske

Da je ovo javna Isprava

2. koju Je potplsao Edward Gardiner

3. u svojstvu javnog bitjeznika

4. ovjereha peCatom/zigom navedenog javnog bilje 之 nika —...

…：二二:：:：一福:.：. ,
5. u Londonu 6. dana 13. svibnja 2023. j.

!
7, glavni ar^avm tajmk Njegova Veli6anstva

za vanjske poslove i poslove Commonwealtha '

8. pod brojem
APO-8MTU-VQZC-JJ02-6H5N

9. Pe&at/21g:

/tekst pedata:
Ur&dza vanjske poslove i 
poslove Commonwealtha, 

London/

10. Potpis: A. Khan

/potpis ne6_/ '

芝 iga 打a刺 寧和減和v 知！:1印 ravi izdanoj u^Ujedinjenom Kratjevstvu., Ne potvrduje autehti6nost prilo^ene isprave. 
Apostille koje su prilo^ene ispravama koje su fotokopirane i ovjerene u Ujedinjenom Kraljevstvu ovjeravaju samo 
potpis javnog slu^benika u Ujedinjenom Kraljevstvu kojije ovjerio ispravu te ni na koji naろin ne ovjeravaju potpis

na Izvornoj Ispravi nlti sadほaj izvorne !sprave.

Koristi li se ova isprava u zemlji koja nije potpisnica HaSke konvencije od 05. tistopada 1961.,predo6ava se 
konzularnom odjelu koji predstavtja tu zemtju.

provjeru ove potvrde Apostille vidi www.verifyapostIlle.servlce.gov.uk

http://www.verifyapostIlle.servlce.gov.uk


'Stf.'3/20 ——
Br. ov.: 219-1/2023 
Datum: 25. 7. 2023.

/pedat/ 
/suhi zig/

Ja，g. Brian Rudie de Randamie, javni biljefnik za gradansko-pravne poslove u Rotterdamu 
(Nizozemska), pregledao sam potpis g. Rutgera Alexandera Davida Blaauwa na prilozenoj ispravi radi 
provedbe ovjere potpisa.

Ovom ovjerom potvrdujemjedino potpis g. Rutgera Alexandera Davida Blaauwa, ali ne iznosim misljenje 
o sadrzaju prilozenog dokumenta.

Potpisano u Rotterdamu na danaSnji dan, 5. srpnja 2023.

/pedat javnog biljetnika g. B. R. de Randamie/ /potpis neCitljiv/

1.

2.
3.
4.

APOSTILLE

(Convention de La Haye du 5 Octobre 1961)

Zemlja: NIZOZEMSKA
Da je ova javna isprava
koju je potpisao g. B. R. de Randamie
u svojstvu javnog bilj©之nika u Rotterdamu
ovjerena peeatom/iigom navedenog javnog bilje之nika

tvrdi

5. u Rotterdamu 6. dana 5. 7. 2023.
7. voditelj pisamice Okm之nog suda u Rotterdamu
8. pod brojem 23-5302

9.之 ig/pe6at

/pedat: Rechtbank Amsterdam/

10. Potpis:

W. N. Kole 
/potpis neditljiv/



NA TEMELJU ZAKONA O ARBITRAZIIZ 1996. GODINE 
U ARBITRA之NOM PREDMETU

izmedu

Tu 乏 itelja/Brodovlasnika
MED TOWAGE & TRANSPORT SERVICES LTD

Tu 乏 enika/Zakupca 
BRODOSPLIT D.D.

Stn；4/20 - -
iBr. ov.: 219-1/2023 
Datum: 25. 7. 2023.

Konsolidirani arbitrazm postupci o sporovima koji su proizasli iz sljede6ih brodarskih ugovora: 

1.Brodarski ugovor za motorni tegljac „STORIONE" od 15. prosinca 2021.

2. Brodarski ugovor za teglenicu ..GOLIA" od 12. prosinca 2021.

KONA6NI ARBITRA之Nl PRAVORIJEK

Bududi da:

1.Na temelju brodarskog ugovora prema obrascu BIMCO SUPPLYTIME 2017 i brodarskog 
ugovora prema obrascu BARGEHIRE 2008, oba s izmjenama i dopunama zabiljezenima u 
jednoj biljesci o zakljucenju ugovora od 14. studenog 2021 godine (zajedno ,.Brodarski 
ugovori"), Brodovlasnik se obvezao staviti na raspolaganje svoj tegljac ..STORIONE'1(,.Tegljac") 

zajedno s teglenicom s ravnom platformom „GOUA“(,,Teglenica“)



Str 5/20
Br. ov.: 219-1/2023 
Datum: 25.7. 2023,

Zakupcu na podetno razdoblje zakupa od 30 dana, pri cemu Zakupac ima pravo iskoristiti 
mogucnost „minimaInogtt produzenja od 7 dana (ako su mu bili potrebni dodatni rokovi za 
isporuku robe), pri cemu ce navedena plovila biti isporucena i vracena u Luku Split, u Hrvatskojy 
Tegljacem i Teglenicom trebali su upravljati Brodovlasnik i Zakupac kao jedna jedinica (koju 
cemo zajedno nazvati „KonvojK), pri cemu su Brodarski ugovori izvrsavani usporedno i bill su 
efektivno ovism jedan o drugom, sto objasnjava zasto su ovi arbitrazni postupci konsolidirani 
na temelju sporazuma stranaka. Brodovlasnik i Zakupac iste su stranke u obama Brodarskim 
ugovorima.

. ... ... ■ - .. . ...... . . ■ ..

2. U obama Brodarskim ugovorima i biljesci o zakljucenju ugovora utvrdeno je da 6e se sporovi 
koji iz njih proizidu uputiti na arbitrazu u London, u skladu s engleskim zakonodavstvom, a 
ukljucuju i klauzulu o rjesavanju sporova BIMCO koja propisuje primjenu trenutno vazecih 
Uvjeta Londonske udruge za pomorsku arbitrazu (engl. London Maritime Arbitration 
Association, ..LMAA") u svim arbitrainim postupcima.

. ..... -. :... .. .. .....
3. Doslo je do spora izmedu stranaka i 11. ozujka 2022. godine Brodovlasnik je mene, Alana 
Oakleyja, imenovao svojim arbitrom. Zakupac je potom imenovao gospodina Dona Marshalla 
svojim arbitrom, iako se on ubrzo povukao s ove funkcije kada je doslo do problema zbog 
sukoba interesa. Zakupac je zatim imenovao gospodina Rutgera Blaauwa svojim arbitrom, cije 
je imenovanje prihvatio Brodovlasnik.

. ■"-

4. U skladu sa st. 6. Uvjeta LMAA iz 2021. godine koji se primjenjuju na ovu arbitrazu, ovi 
arbitra乏ni postupci provode se u skladu s engleskim zakonodavstvom, a mjesto arbitrage je u 
Engleskoj.

5. Stranke su naknadno razmijenile podneske koji sadrze tuzbene zahtjeve, obranu i odgovore, 
nakon cega su obje strane dostavile zavrsne podneske. Nijedna strana nije zatrazila 
saslusanje.

6. Obje su strane zastupali branitelji. Brodovlasnik je imenovao drustvo Chiotelis &Co iz Pireja, 
dok.je Zak叩ac imenovao dfu§tvo Bezmalinovic Legal Ways B.V. iz Rotterdama.

2



Sin 6/20
Br. ov.: 219-1/2023 
Datum: 25. 7. 2023.

7. S obzirom na skromnost zahtjeva Brodovlasnika, necemo detaljno navoditi argumente 
stranaka, iako cemo objasniti svoje odiuke i uputi na dokaze koji ih podupiru. Nadalje, necemo 
navoditi opsirne klauzule Brodarskih ugovora, osim ako su izravno relevantne za nase odiuke.

. .. ■ . - ■.. , ...

8. Brodovlasnik u svojim podnesenim tuzbenim zahtjevima zahtijeva naknadu u iznosu od 
57.960,60 eura koja ukljucuje iznos zakupnine, dodatne troskove i naknade nastale zbog 

promjene mjesta vracanja plovila te razlike izmedu cijena goriva prilikom isporuke i vracanja 
plovila. Takoder je zahtijevao isplatu kamata i troskova. Zakupacje poricao odgovomost.

9. U ovom trenutku trebamo objasniti da je Zakupac, prije nego sto je dostavio svoje podneske 
obrane, podnio zahtjev da se postupci odgode zbog trenutnih predstecajnih postupaka koji se 
protiv njega vode u Hrvatskoj. Medutim, odbili smo odobriti zahtjev jer nas nije uvjerio da 

imamo ovlasti odgoditi postupke u okolnostima koje je naveo u svom zahtjevu. Stoga smo 
zahtjev odbili, a Zakupac je potom dostavio svoje podneske obrane i zavrsne podneske kao 
sto mu je nalo乏eno_

10. Brodovlasnik je dostavio Godisnje financijsko izvjesce od 31.svibnja 2022.，u kojem je 
naveo svoje kombinirane poslovne racune vezane uz Brodarske ugovore koji su se, prema 
njegovim dokazima, provodili od 14. sijecnja do 3. ozujka 2022, godine, ukijucujuci jedno 
produljenje od 7 dana，plus spomi period od 6 dana za koji je Brodovlasnik tvrdio da bi trebao 
biti tretiran kao trece produljenje od 7 dana. Zakupac je tvrdio da se vracanje plovila trebalo 
odviti mnogo ranije, odnosno 24. veljace 2022., sto je bio posljednji dan prvog produljenja 
zakupa od 7 dana. U biti, Zakupac je tvrdio da je Brodovlasnik odgodio Konvoj kako bi 
posljednji teret mogao biti istovaren tek nakon 24. veljace 2022., sto je (kako je tvrdio 
Brodovlasnik) pokrenulo dodatno produljenje zakupa do 3. ozujka 2022. godine.

11.Stoga, srz spora su zakupnina i tro§kovi za koje Brodovlasnik tvrdi da su nastali nakon 24., 
veljace 2022., o kojima raspravljamo kako slijedi:



Str.7/20 ——
Bしov.: 219-1/2023 
Datum: 25. 7. 2023.：

Iznos zakupnine;
. ■ , ..

12. Brodovlasnikje zahtijevao zakupninu za razdoblje od 7 dana, od 25. veljace do 3. ozujka 
2022. godme (prema njegovim tvrdnjama, radilo se o Bdrugomlt produljenju od 7 dana kojeje 
iskoristio Zakupac｝，kako slijedi:

i) za Tegljac po cijeni od 3.500 eura dnevno x 7 dana
ii) za Teglenicu po cijeni od 2.500 eura dnevno x 7 dana
iii) ukupno

= 25.500 eura 
=17.500 eura 
= 42.000 eura

13. Relevantne odredbe Brodarskih ugovora bile su sljedece:
• - .. ........ . . . -• ..

a) BIMCO SUPPLYTIME 2017 
I. Wo
8. Luka Hi mjesto vracanja plovila/obavijest o vracanju (Klauzula 2. (d)):
(i) Luka Hi mjesto vracanja plovila: SPLIT, HRVATSKA
Opcija za Zakupca: Dogovor oko sidrista koje 6e biti dovoljno sigurno za pristup tegljaCa 
GSB AAA
(ii) Obavijesto vracanju §alje se:15 dana unaprijed

9. Razdoblje zakupa (Kl.1.(a)): Najmanje 30 kalendarskih dana

17. Namjena plovila ogranidena na (navesti prirodu usluga) (Kl. 6. (a)):
Tegljenje i Op6e pomoCne usluge za teglenicu GOLIA tijekom prijevoza tereta

20. Zakupnina (Kl.12. (a), (d), (e) i Kl. 33 (e)):
(i) Cijena i valuta
3.500,00 eura po kalendarskom danu + PDVpo danu pro rata (PDPR) ako je primjenjivo za 
navigaciju i pomoc na lieu mjesta
I. 500,00 eura po kalendarskom danu + PDVpo c/any pro rata ako je primjenjivo za razdoblje 
cekanja ...

21. Produljenje zakupa (ako je ugovoreno, navesti iznos) (Kl.12. (b)):
(i) Razdoblje produljenja
Produljenje od najmanje 7 kalendarskih dana, uz obvezu slanja obavijesti o vradanju
(ii) Obavijesto koristenju opeije produzenja potrebnoje poslati (dana) 7 dana unaprijed.

II. dio
1-Razdoblje zakupa (b): Podlozno uvjetima iz Kl.12. st.'b) (Zakup i pladanja - Produljenje 
zakupa), Zakupci imaju moguenost produzenja Razdoblje zakupa na razdoblje koje 

neposredno slijedi razdoblje zakupa, u trajanju navedenom u Polju 10. (i), ali ova se opcija 
more prijaviti u skladu s Poljem 10. (ii).
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Str. 8/20
Br. ov；： 219-1/2023 
Datuni: 25. 7‘ 2023.

(c) Razdoblje zakupa automatski ce se produziti za vrijeme potrebno za zavrsetak putovanja 
Hi busenja，ispitivanja, dovrsavanja i/ili napustanja pojedinacne busotine, ukljucujudi bilo koja 
sporedna busenja u tijeku (kako je navedeno u Polju 11.(i))r a navedeni produzetak ne smije 
biti duzi od razdoblja navedenog u Polju 11.(ii). Zakupci ne smiju naloziti Plovilu da zapocne 
'putovanje tii busenje, osim ako razumno ocekuju da ce predmetni postupak zavrsiti unutar 

Razdoblja zakupa.
2. Isporuka i vracanje: (d) Vracanje - Plovilo ce biti vraceno po isteku Hi ranijem prestanku ovog 
Brodarskog ugovora 74, bez tereta, s teretnim spremnicima ociscenima u skladu s primjenjivim 
industrijskim standardima, u luku Hi mjesto navedeno u Polju 8. (i) Hi u drugu luku ill mjesto 
prema medusobnom dogovoru stranaka. Zakupci ce obavijest o namjeri vracanja Plovila 
poslati pismenim putem najmanje u roku od (broj dana) navedenom u Polju 8. (ii).

b) BIMCO BARGEHIRE 2008 
I. dio
13. Trajanje Brodarskog ugovora (ako postoje, takoder navesti opcije) (Kl. 2.)
Najmanje 30 kalendarskih dana
Produljenja od najmanje 7 kalendarskih dana, uz obvezu slanja obavijesti 7 dana unaphjed i 
u svakom slucaju uz obvezu slanja obavijesti o vracanju.
15. Luka Hi mjesto vracanja (KL 22.)
SPLIT- HRVATSKA
Opcija za Zakupca: Dogovor oko sidrista koje 6e biti dovoljno sigumo za pristup tegljaca 

GSB AAAA
21 Iznos po danu po balastnom inzenjeru (KL 14.)
1.500,00 eura po kalendarskom danu + putni troskoviprema stvarnom trosku 

24. Zakupnina (Kl.15. (a))
2.500,00 eura po kalendarskom danu + PDV，ako je primjenjivo po danu pro rata (PDPR) 
Dodatna razdoblja pladaju se 2.500100 eura po kalendarskom danu + PDV，akoje 

primjenjivo...

OdEKIVANO TRAJANJE ZAKUPA: Ugovoreno minimalno razdoblje od 30 dana od predaje, 
uz eventualna produljenja od tjedan dana koja predstavljaju opciju za Zakupca, uz prethodnu 
obavijest od najmanje 7 dana unaprijed i uz obvezu slanja obavijesti o vracanju.
MJESTO ISPORUKE: SPLIT, HRVATSKA, sidriste koje 6e biti dogovoreno AAAA 

MJESTO VRACANJA: SPLIT, HRVATSKA, sidriSte koje ce biti dogovoreno AAAA 
SLANJE OBAVIJESTI O VRACANJU/RANIJEM VRACANJU: 15-7-3 dana unaprijed.

14. Zakupi su stoga bili ugovoreni na minimalno 30 kalendarskih dana, pn cemu je Zakupac 
imao mogucnost produzetka za minimalno 7 kalendarskih dana, uz obvezu slanja obavijesti o 

vracanju.
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15. Za ovaj su tuzbeni zahtjev relevantni sljedeci datumば

')Dana.14. sijecnja 2022. godine (u 08:00), Konvoj je stigao u Split i isporucen je Zakupcu u 
skladu s povezanim Brodarskim ugovorima.

ii) Dana 2. veljace2022. Zakupacje poslao obavijest o vracanju 15dana unaprijed za vracanje 
plovila 17. veljace, u slucaju ako ne bude potrebno dodatno produljenje od 7 dana.

iii) Takoder, 2. velja6e 2022. (u 12:21 po lokalnom vremenu), Brodovlasnik je obustavio oba 
Brodarska ugovora zbog neplacanja najma od strane Zakupca.

iv) Dana 6. veljace 2022. Brodovlasnik je zaprimio uplatu za neplaceni zakup i u 12:28 po 
lokalnom vremenu ukinuo obustave.

- . - ■ .

v) Dana 7. veljace 2022. Zakupacje obavijestio Brodovlasnika o produzenju razdoblja zakupa 
.za 7 dana, pri cemu je datum vracanja 24. veljace („prvo produljenje od 7 dana").

.vi) Dana 24. veljace 2022. Zakupacje obavijestio Brodovlasnika da je Konvoj na putu prema 
gradilistu u okviru posljednjeg putovanja. Takoder ga je obavijestio o tome da ce iskoristiti 
dod.a.tno produljenje za 2 dana u odnosu na redovan datum vracanja, zbog csga ce se vra6anje 
odviti 26. veljace, pri cemuje mjesto vracanja promijenjeno iz Splita u Ston: vidi 
，，0vim putem dostavljamo obavijest o tome daje teglenica na putu prema gradilistu u Stonu. 
Nasa je namjera istovariti segments sutra i osloboditi teret kada zavrsimo sve dogovorene 
formalnosti：
... Teglenica ce biti slobodna hakon sto se svi segmetiti istovare, a najkasnije do 26. veljace".

vii) Kasnije, 24. veljace 2022. Brodovlasnik je odbio prijedlog Zakupca da se Konvoj vrati u 
Stonu 26. veljace i naveo nekoliko kr§enja Brodarskih ugovora, poput promjene luke vracanja, 
postivanja obveze trajanja produljenja od minimalno 7 dana i obveze slanja obavijesti o 
vracanju 7 dana unaprijed.

viii) Dana 25. veljade 2022. Brodovlasnik je ponovno obustavio Brodarske ugovore zbog 

neuspjeha Zakupca da formalno produzi Brodarske ugovore za minimalno 7 dana i plati zakup
.za to razdoblje (od 25. veljade do 3. ozujka 2022.), iako je ta bbustava ubrzo nakon toga 
ponistena iz poslovnih razloga, kada su strane pokusale rijesiti nesuglasice.

6
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ix) Dana 28. veljace 2022. Zakupac je od Brodovlasnika zatrazio upute za odgovarajucu 
alternativnu luku vracanja.

x) Dana 1. ozujka 2022.，nakon 会to je Zakupac pristao na odredene uvjete, Brodovlasnik je 
naredio Konvoju da otplovi prema Dubrovniku kako bi mu bio vracen.

16. Iz ovog dokaza proizlazi da (i) Zakupac nije formalno proglasio da 6e iskoristiti daljnje 
produljenje od minimalno 7 dana, odnosno za razdoblje od 26. veljade do 3. oiujka 2022. i (ii) 
Brodovlasnik nije bio spreman prihvatiti prijedlog Zakupca za vracanje Konvoja u Ston.

17. Vezano uz prvu tocku u kojoj je navedeno da Zakupac nije formalno proglasio da ce 
iskoristiti drugo minimalno produljenje od 7 dana za razdoblje od 26. veljace do 3. ozujka 2022., 
zakljufiujemo da je bio obvezan to uciniti, unatoc einjenici tome sto je mislio da mo之e poslati 
obavijest o vracanju 2 dana unaprijed, prema kojem bi vradanje bilo 26. veljafie. U svakom 
slucaju, dokazano je da nije mogao istovariti teret i vratiti Konvoj u ugovorenoj Luci Split i da 
mu je bilo potrebno produljenje za punih 7 dana, bez obzira na to sto to nije formalno zatrazio.

18. S obzirom na odredbe obaju Brodarskih ugovora u vezi s mogu6noscu Zakupca da koristi 
produljenja, zakljucujemo da (i) svako produljenje mora biti minimalno 7 dana, (ii) da je 
Zakupac bio duzan poslati obavijest o vracanju prije isteka 7. dana takvog produljenja，pri 
cemuje bio obvezan platiti zakup za punih 7 danat (iii) da je Zakupac bio obvezan vratiti Konvoj 
u skladu s uvjetima Brodarskih ugovora, odnosno u Splitu, pri cemu je za vra6anje u drugoj 
luci trebao odobrenje Brodovlasnika，i (iv) da je u nedostatku formalnog proglasa Zakupca o 
koristenju produijenja od minimalno 7 dana, u slucaju da Konvoj nije mogao biti vracen prema 
prethodnom produljenju (u ovom slucaju, do 25. veljace 2022.), automatski nastupilo daljnje 
produljenje od minimalno 7 dana za koje je Zakupac duzan platiti najam za cyelo razdoblje 

produijenja.
•. ■ - • .

19. §to se ties druge tocke, istidemo da je Zakupac bio obvezan vratiti Konvoj u Split.
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20. Dokazano je da je 1. o之ujka 2022. godine (u 10:03 po lokalnom vremenu) Brodovlasnik
pristao narediti Konvoju da otplovi prema Dubrovniku kako bi bio vracen. Medutim, toje u5inio 
.pod uvjetom da Zakupac „prihvati promjenu mjesta vradanja, S^MO mm a) bude moguce 
potpuno obnovititeglenicu u Stonu inatqcitidizelgorivo bez trosarina iPDV-a, b) ako Zakupac 
Plati ekvivalentnu naknadu za tranzit Sfms do na ime povecanih troskova
demobilizacije, jednodnevni zakup za tegljac, jednodnevni zakup za teglenicu i odgovarajuce 
troskove osiguranja i c) ako Zakupac plati 3000 kg dizel goriva po cijeni ekvivalentnoj 
posljednjoj cijeni opskrbe broda brodskim gorivom prije vradanja i odlaska u inozemstvo, kao 
ekvivalent potrosnji za tranzit od Stona do Splita na ime povedanih troskova demobHizacije".

21. Brodovlasnik se pozvao na slucajeve Brogden protiv Metropolitan Railway Co (1877) 2. 
zalbeni slucaj 666; Taylor protiv Alton [1966]1 Q.B. 304, 311, Nissan UK Ltd protiv Nissan 
Motor Manufacturing (UK) Ltd [1994] Lexis Citation 1710) i mcdimぎ 
i£M&MMM，/pnzivni sud, op. prevJkako bi podriao sve tvrdnje da je Zakupac"prihvatio* 

uvjete koje je on nametnulo u zamjenu za svoju suglasnost za nastavak plovidbe prema 
Dubrovniku. S obzirom na to da je Zakupac 2. ozujka 2022. godine narediozapovjedniku broda 

i agentu da Konvoj nastavi plovidbu prema Dubrovniku kako bi bio vracen, Brodovlasnik je 
konstatirao da je Zakupac prihvatio njegove uvjete..

. ._ ■ 、.- ' ' ' . . . . . . .

22. Dana 3. ozujka 2022. Konvoj je pristao u Dubrovniku, a tegljac je tada opskrbljen gorivom,
ocarmjen i vraden Brodovlasniku u 14:00 po lokalnom vremenu. ’

.... .-.，ノ ハ.」'..'.:…..... - ン ノ ' . ■ .

23. Unato6 svim relevantnim dokazima i argumentima koje su strane pruzile u vezi s 
dogadajima nakon 24. veljace 2022., dolazimo do jednog neizbjeznog zakljucka, a to je da je 
(i) Zakupac u razdoblju od 25. veljace do 3. ozujka 2022. prakticki koristio drugi produzetak od 

mimmalno 7 dana i (ii) da Zakupac za to razdoblje mora platiti punu zakupninu. Naime, 
dokazano je da je Zakupac pokuiao vratiti Konvoj u Ston 1.ili 2. ozujka 2022. ili oko tih datuma’ 
sto nije bio ovlasten udiniti.
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Kako bismo ovo objasnili, navodimo da bi Zakupac, u slucaju da je vratio Konvoj u Ston, bio u 
povredi Brodarskih ugovora koja bi dovela do njihova raskida. U takvim okolnostima, zakup bi 
i dalje tekao dok (i) Zakupac ne vrati Konvoj u Split u skladu s odredbama Brodarskih ugovora 
ili (ii) dok Brodovlasnik ne prihvati vracanje Konvoj a u drugu luku (sto je ucimo tek 1.ili 2. 
ozujka 2022., iako nametanjem uvjeta za koje tvrdi da ih je Zakupac prihvatio: vidi dolje).

24. Prema tome, Konvoj je u svakom slucaju provodio operacije u skladu s Brodarskim 
ugovorima do 14:00 po lokalnom vremenu 2. ozujka 2022., kada je vracen u Dubrovnik uz 
suglasnost Brodovlasnika. Iz toga proizlazi da je argument Zakupca da je Konvoj mogao biti 
vracen 24. (ili cak 26.) veljace u Ston neutemeljen, bez obzira na to je li Brodovlasnik odgodio 
putovanje, kao sto je tvrdio Zakupac (iako nismo pronasli dokaze kojl bi podrzali tvrdnje 

Zakupca u tom pogledu).

25. Stoga je jedino pitanje koje trebamo rijesiti to je li Zakupac duian platiti puno razdoblje 
drugog minimalnog produljenja od 7 dana: vidi zavrsnu izjavu Brodovlasnika od 31.svibnja 

2022. godine.

26. Dokazi pokazuju da Zakupac nikada nije ponudio vracanje Konvoja na ugovornom 
pristanistu u Splitu. Stoga je svako stajaliste da je Zakupac 24. veljace 2022. mogao produziti 
ugovore za 2 dana i vratiti Konvoj u Ston pogresno. Buduci da je Konvoj vracen tek 2. ozujka 
u 14:00 po lokalnom vremenu, jasno je da je Zakupac iskoristio ve6i dio drugog produljenja i 
stoga je za to razdoblje duzan platiti zakupninu kako je tvrdio Brodovlasnik.

27. Stoga smo odlucili da Brodovlasniku pripada odSteta u iznosu od 42.000 eura za neplaceni 
najam do 3. ozujka 2022. kada je Konvoj zakonito vra6en uz suglasnost Brodovlasnika.

28. Takoder bismo dodali da su razlozi Brodovlasnika za odbijanje prihvata vracanja plovila u 

Stonu irelevantni. To nije bila ugovorna luka i o tome vise ne treba sporiti.
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S obzirom na sve, pretpostavljamo da je valjano objasnjenje Brodovlasnika da luka nije bila 
pogodna za carmjenje, imigracijske poslove i opskrbu gorivom i da jednostavno nije bilo 
moguce prihvatiti vracanje u toj luci.

Dodatni troskovi:

29- Iz razloga objasnjenih u naprijed navedenoj tocki 8., Brodovlasnik je zahtijevao naknadu 
za sljede6e dodatne troskove koji su bill uvjet za njegovo davanje pristanka za prihvat vracanja 
Konvoja u Dubrovnik.

i) 2.500,00 eura — dodatna zakupnina za Teglenicu za jedan dan
ii) 42,30 eura - trosak dodatnog osiguranja za Teglenicu za jedan dan 
jii) 3.500,00 eura - dodatna najamnina za Tegljac za jedan dan
iv) 2.275,00 eura - dodatni trosak goriva
v) 8.317,50 eura-ukupno.

30. Problem uvjetne naknade bio je predmet spora izmedu stranaka jerZakupac nije prihvatio 
da Brodovlasnik treba poslati Konvoj u Dubrovnik kako bi bio vracen, nego su (prema njegovoj 
tvrdnji) postojale blize opcije dostupne Brodovlasniku. Medutim, Zakupac mora shvatiti da je 
(i) imao obvezu vratiti Konvoj u Split, stoje odbio uciniti, (ii) pokusavajuci vratiti Konvoj u Ston, 
b!oje u riziku od poyrede Brodarskih ugovora koja bi dovela do njihova raskida, pri 6emu bi on 
bio odgovoran za stetu i (iii) Brodovlasnik nije morao prihvatiti vracanje na drugom mjestu 
pnmjerice, u luci koja je bila bli乏a Stonu ili u Veneciji (gdjeje Brodovlasnik zelio poslati Konvoj 
u tom trenutku) i (jv) dokazi su pokazali da je Zakupac 1.ili 2. ozujka 2.022_ naredio 
zapovjedniku broda i agentima da posalju Konvoj u Dubrovnik kako bi ga vratili, sto znaci da 
su na kraju prihvatili prijedloge/uvjete Brodovlasnika za promjenu luke vradanja. U takvim 
okolnostima, nije mogao ocekivati da nece snositi nikakve troskove za promjenu luke vra6anja, 
caki akoje smatrao da je iznos koji je zahtijevao Brodovlasnik bio nepotreban ili preveiik.'

31 _ Nakon sto smo razmotrili dokaze, usvajamo odluku da je Zakupac odgovoran za 
dodatne/uvjetne troskove koje imje obraSunao Brodovlasnik i stoga smo zakljucili da Zakupac 
mora platiti iznos od 8.317,50 eura kako je gore navedeno.



!Str. 14/20
\Brr ov.: 219-1/2023
；；Datum: 25. 7. 2023;

Razlika izmedu troskova brodskog goriva prilikom isporuke i vracanja:

32. Brodovlasnik se pozvao na klauzulu 10.(a) II.dijela ugovora SUPPLYTIME 2017 za 
placanje, pripisivanje i obracun goriva koje ostajeTegljacuu trenutku isporuke i vracanja broda, 
sto treba biti provedeno u skladu sa stavcima (c)(i) kl.10. Hi stavcima (c)(ii) kl.10., kao sto je 
je naznafieno u Polju 19. (ii). Polje 19. (ii) I. dijela Brodarskog ugovora glasi: „Nacin pladanja 
za gorivo: kl. 10(c)(ii)' Klauzula 10(c)(ii) navodi: „Zakupac ce platiti Brodovlasniku，Hi ce 
Brodovlasnik pripisati u korist Zakupcat razliku u kolicini goriva na brodu tijekom Isporuke i 
vracanja Broda na temelju provedenog pregleda prilikom isporuke i vracanja (vidi klauzulu 5. 
(Pregledi, revizije i inspekcije)). U slucaju da je unaphjed ugovorena cijena koju je Zakupac 
platio za kolicinu potrosenog goriva Hi koju je Brodovlasnik pripisao u korist Zakupca za gorivo 
u Brodu, ta ce cijena biti navedena u Polju 19. (Hi). Ako cijena goriva nije unaprijed ugovorena, 
Polje 19. (Hi) 6e ostati prazno, a bit 6e pladena utvrdena cijena u iznosu posljednje opskrbe 
Broda gorivomtt. Iz Polja 19. (Hi) proizlazi da je ugovorena cijena goriva jednaka cijeni 
posljednje opskrte broda gorivom.

33. Provjera kolicine goriva prilikom isporuke, koja je obavljena u Splitu 14. sijecnja 2022.， 
pokazala je da je u Tegljacu prilikom isporuke bilo12.550 kg dizelskog goriva i 310 kg maziva, 
dok je na Teglenici bilo 3.000 kg dizelskog goriva. Provjera kolicine goriva nakon prestanka 
Brodarskih ugovora，koja je obavljena u Dubrovniku 2. pzujka 2022., pokazala je da je Tegljac 
vracen s 4.800 kg dizelskog goriva i 300 kg maziva, a Teglenica s 3.000 kg dizelskog goriva. 
Stoga je, prema tvrdnjama Brodovlasnika, razlika u kolicini goriva na Tegljacu prilikom 
isporuke i vracanja bila 7.750 kg dizelskog goriva, za sto su Tuzenici bill obvezni platiti razliku 
prema posljednjoj cijeni opskrbe broda gorivom, a koja je iznosila 948 eura po metrickoj toni u 
Hrvatskoj, sto je dokazano relevantnim racunom za tocenje goriva. Stoga je Brodovlasnik 
zahtijevao isplatu iznosa od 7.347 eura kao razliku, tj. 7.750 kg x 948 eura.

34. Buduci da Zakupac nije objasnio zasto nije platio ovaj iznos Brodovlasniku, zakljufiujemo 

da je taj iznos sada potrebno platiti.
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Svota:

35. Ukratko, zakljueili smo da je Brodovlasnik u potpunosti uspio sa svojim tuzbenim 
zahtjevima i da je Zakupac duzan platiti ukupan iznos od 57.960,60 eura u skladu sa 
zahtjevima, zajedno s kamatama po komercijalnoj stopi od 7 % godisnje.

Troskovi

36. Konacno, u skladu s uobicajenim pravilom da se troskovi dodjeljuju nakon ishoda postupka, 
Zakupac je duzan Brodovlasniku platiti razumne troskove vezane uz arbitrazu, zajedno s 
nasim troskovima.

SADA Ml, Alan Oakley i Rutger Blaauw, preuzimajuci na sebe teret ovog arbitraznog postupka, 
pafljivo i savjesno razmotrivsi podneske i dokaze (sve dokumentarne) stranaka i dajuci im 

duznu vaznost te s obzirom na to da smo se usuglasili (zbog cega nije potrebno imenovanje 
treceg arbitra: vidi stavak 8. (iv) Uvjeta LMAA iz 2021. godine), OVIME DONOS|MO, 
IZDAJEMO I OBJAVUUJEMO svoj KONACNI ARBITRAZNI PRAVORIJEK kako slijedi:

SMATRAMO I OVIM PUTEIUI IZJAVLJUJEMO da je Brodovlasnikov tuzbeni zahtjev u 
potpunosti uspio i da iznosi 57.960,60 eura. STOGA ODLUCUJEMO I NALAZEMO da:

A) Zak叩ac odmah mora platiti Brodovlasniku iznos od 57.960,60 eura (pedeset sedam tisu6a 
devetsto sezdeset eura i sezdeset centi), zajedno s kamatama po stopi od 7 % godisnje koje 
se obracunavaju pro-rata na tromjesecnoj bazi od 3. o2ujka 2022• do datuma placanja 
Brodovlasnicima;

B) zakupac snosi vlastite tro§kove, kao i troikove Brodovlasnika vezane uz ovaj Konacni 
arbitrazm pravorijek koji cemo, osim ako nije dogovoreno drugaaije, procijeniti mi na temelju 
odredbi cl. 63. st. 5. Zakona o arbitrazi iz 1996. godine u odluci o procijenjenim troskovima 
(koja 6e ukljucivati kamate na dodijeljene troskove), za sto ovime zadrzavamo svoiu 
nadleznost;
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C) Zakupac 6e platiti nase tro§kove ovog Konacnog arbitraznog pravorijeka koji iznose 18.450 
funti, uz uvjet da, ako je Brodovlasnik platio ove troskove nakon prvostupanjske odluke, ima 
pravo na neposrednu nadoknadu od Zakupca, zajedno s kamatama po stopi od 7 % godisnje 
koje se obracunavaju pro-rata na tromjesefinoj bazi od datuma izvrsene uplate do datuma 

isplate nadoknade.

Ovu ispravu vlastorucno potpisujemo u Londonu danasnjeg dana, 6. veljade 2023. godine.

/potpis necitljlv/ 
Alan Oakley

/potpis necitljiv/ 
Rutger Blaauw
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TO ALL TO WHOM THESE PRESENTS SHALL COME, i 

EDWARD GARDINER of the City of London, England NOTARY 

PUBLIC by royal authority duly admilted, sworn and holding a 

faculty to practise throughout England and Wales, DO 

HEREBY CERTIFY the genuineness of the signature subscribed 

fo the final arbitration award hereunto annexed, such 

signature being in the own, true and proper handwriting of 

ALAN PETER OAKLEY, the arbitrator therein named and 

described

IN FAITH AND TESTIMONY WHEREOF I the said notary have 

subscribed my name and set and affixed my seal of office in 

London, England this twelfth day of July in the year two 

thousand and twenty three.

_
fnLcrn^tion.d

Urihnt
SCWVTNER
Notaries

Racjuialed thrpugli [h!； Ri^ully OIJice of Ardt]>*^hOp Cam^tjury 
Bankside House,107 LfiarienhaN Street, London, EC3A 4AF ⑻ D20 7623 9477 
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Pays / Pate： Uriited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

1 This public document ■■■—
Le present acte public / El present© document© piibllco

厶 Mas been signed by
a 扮6 sign^ par 
ha stdo firmado por

Edward Gardiner

3. Acting fn the capacity of
aglssant en qualrt6 de 
quien actOa en caltdad de

Notary Public

4* Bears the seal/sfarnp of
eat revfitu du sceau / timbre de 
y es«i revestldo del sello / timbre de

The Said Notaty Public

Certified '~" ■

Attests i Certificado
5, f/en London

i

6' fe^eldfa 13 July 2023 |

人 by His Majesty^ Principal Secretary of Stale for ；
par por Foreign* Commonwealth and Development Affairs

8. Number
sous no / bajo el numero APO-8MTU-VQZC-JJ02-6H5N

9. Seal/stamp 1-
Sceau / timbre

10- Signature a. Khan へ
Signature
Firma 〜•

,f * WW^wrt p9ny toih« H的如 ConventfafVef lhe SJh Ofoa©b«r
1?61 _ should be pfenwntcd to Big coosuTar «c«o" of ⑽ niiaslon ro^os«mingihat county

To v«rtfjr thl* BpofltilUi go to www.v*ri^ape«tI|f«^«rv{e*.gov,uk
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虎.親聲_:#、稽鳳纖k

Seen for legalization by me, Mr Brian Rudie de Randamie, civil law notary in 

Rotterdam (the Netherlands), the signature set on the attached document of Mr 

Rutger Alexander David Blaauw,

This confirmation only certifies the signature of Mr Rutger Alexander David Blaauw, 

but does not give any opinion about the contents of the attached document

Signed in Rotterdam on this day, the 5th of July 2023.

APOSTILLE

(Convention de La Haye du 5 oclcbre 1961)

1.CourUrv: THE NETHERLANDS 
This public document

2* has been signed by rm. 6.R. de Randamie
3. acting in the capacity of notary at Rotterdam
4. bears the seal/starnp of aforesaid notary

Certified

5. in Rotterdam 6. on 05-07-2023
7, by the registrar of the district court of Rotterdam 
B. no. 23-5302

9. Seal/stamp: "10. Signature. 

W.N. Koie



IN THE MATTER OF THE ARBITRATION ACT 1996

IN THE MATTER OF AN ARBITRATION

BETWEEN

Claimants/Owners

MED TOWAGE & TRANSPORT SERVICES LTD

and

Respondents/Charterers 

BRODOSPLIT D.D.

Consolidated arbitration proceedings in respect of disputes arising 

under the following charter parties:

1.M/TUG wSTOR!ONEH charter party dated 15th December 2021

and

2. BARGE "GOLIA*’ charter party dated 12th December 2021 

FINAL ARBITRATION AWARD

WHEREAS

By charter parties on the BIMCO SUPPLYTIME 2017 form and the BARGEHfRE 2008 

form, both with amendirients as recorded in a copy of a single fixture note dated 

14th November 2021 (collectively "The Charterparties"), the Owners agreed to 

provide their tug/pusher "STOmONEM ("the Tug”) together with their flat top barge



1,

nGOLIA" ("the Barge") to the Charterers for an initial period of 30 days time charter, 

with the Charterers^ option to declare "minimum" 7 day extensions (if the 

Charterers required such extra time to deliver their cargo) with delivery and 

redelivery at the port of Split, Croatia. The Tug and the Barge were to be operated 

by the Owners and the Charterers as one unit (which we refer to collectively as "the 

Convoy^) where the Charterparties were performed in tandem and were effectively 

dependent on each other, which explains why these arbitral proceedings are 

consolidated with the parties* agreements. The Owners and Charterers are the 

same parties in both Charterparties.

Both Charterparties and the Fixture Note provided for disputes arising thereunder 

to be referred to arbitration in London in accordance with English law and included 

provision for the BIMCO Dispute Resolution Clause which provides for the current 

London Maritime Arbitration Association rthe LMAA«) Terms to apply to any 

arbitral proceedings.

3. A dispute arose between the parties and on il>h March 2022, the Owners appointed 

賊 Alan Oakley as their nominated arbitrator. The Charterers than a_nte_r 

Don MarSKalt as their arbitrator, though he stood down shortlythereafterwhenan 

Jssueof conflict arose. The Charterers then appointed Mr Rutger Btaauw as their 

nominated arbitrator, whose appointment was accepted by the Owners.

4. pursuant to paragraph 6 of the LMAA Terms 2021,which to触 reference,

these arbitral proceedings are English and the seat of the arbitration is in England.

5. The parties subsequently exchanged claim, defence and replv submissions, after

which they both served dosing submissions. Neither party requested an oral

:. . . . . . -

hearing,

6. Both parties were legally represented. The Owners instrgcted the firm of Chlotells 

& co of Piraeus and the Charterers instructed Bezmalinovic Legal Ways B.V of

Rotterdam. ’



7. Given the modest nature of the Owners1 claim, we shall not recite the parties， 

arguments in detail； though we will explain our decisions and refer to the evidence 

which supports them. Furthermore, we shall not recite copious Gharterparty 

clauses unless they are directly relevant to our decisions.

8. The Owners’ claim submissions set out their claim for the sum of €57,960.60 

comprising of a balance of hire, additional and compensation costs for the change 

of redefivery place and the difference between delivery and redelivery bunker 

prices. They also claimed interest and costs. The Charterers denied liability.

■9. . At this point, we should explain that before the Charterers served their defence 

submissions, they made an application for these proceedings to be stayed as a 

result of pending pre-bankruptcy proceedings against themselves in Croatia. 

However, we refused to grant the application on the grounds that they failed to 

persuade us that we had the power to stay the proceedings in the circumstances 

that they cited in their application. We therefore refused the application and the 

Charterers then served their defence submissions and closing submissions as 

directed.
■ ..... ■ •. . ■ .

10. The Owners provided a Final Statement of Account dated 31st May 2022, which set 

■out their combined accounting for theCharterparties which, on their evidence, ran 

from 1が1' January to 3m March 2022, which included one 7 day extension, plus a 

disputed period of 6 days which the Owners said should be treated as a third 7 day 

extension. The Charterers claimed that fede|tyery should hcive been much sooner 

i.e. on 24th February 2022, which was the last day of the first 7 day extension to the 

charter. Essentially, the Charterers asserted that the Owners delayed the Convey 

sych that the last cargo could not be discharged until after 24th February 2022, 

which (as asserted by the Owners) triggered the further 7 day extension of the 

charter to 3rd March 2022,
' ■ . ■- . - .

11. Therefore, the focus of the dispute relates to hire and costs which the Owners say 

were incurred after 24th February 2022, which we deal with as follows:



Balance of hire:

12. The Owners claimed 7 days hire from 25th February to 3rd March 2022 (being, as 

they asserted, the "second” 7 day. extension declared by the Charterers), as 

follows:

i) For the Tug at €3,500 per day x 7 days =€25,500 

it) For the Barge at €2,500 per day x 7 days = €17,500 

iii) Total =€42,000

13. The relevant provisions of the Charterparties were as follows:

。、細OM纏PI^Wm2_
PARTI
8. Port or place redeHvcry/npUce of redetivery (CL 2 (d)):
(i) Port or place of redelivery SPLtT~CROA T1A
In Charterers' option Berth lo be Agreed safe enough for lug approach GSB 

AAA
(ii) Number of days1 notice ofredelivery 15 days

9. Period of hire (Cl. 1(a)): SV calendar iitmmmimum

/ 7. Employment qfvessel restricted to (slate name of service(s))

(Cl 6(a))
Towage and General Assistance Jo barge GOLIA during cargo operations 

. i ■ ■■ ■

20. Charter lure (Cl. 12(a). (d), (e) and CL 33 (e))

Miro/calendarday 3.500,(m VAT PDPR ^aipHcable far Navigatim and on 

Emo/calemiarday iMOO^V/a PDmgapplicable  jbr S齡dby period …

21. Exiension hire (if agreed, state rafe)(Cl J2(b))

(i)：Pcrioi^Exieimbn _
days minimum and subjected to redelivery notice

(H) Advance notice for declaration of option days
，.パ

imm
/. Charter Period (b) Subject to Subctause 12(b)(版 and Payments- 

Extension of Hire), the Charterers have the option to extend (he Charter 

Period in direct comimatlon for the period stated in Box J0(i), but such an



option mmi he dcdarciiin a<'cor<tancc with Bo100i). (c) The Charter Period 

•y/"/// auiomaticatly be extended jar the lime required lo complete the 

<)，• fhe (hilling, resting complefing ermf/or abcmcionini； ojlhe single horchoh 

including any side- (whichever is stated in Bo.\ J J(i)j in progress, such time 

⑽"0 the period staled in Box ll(U). The Charterers shall not imtrua
the Vessel to torniiience a voyage or M W/ unless they reasonahlv expec t if to 
he cotupleied within fhe CJwticr Period
2 Ddivery and Reddiv^y (<{) JiedeliYery the Vessel shall he vedeHvered on 

(ha expiraiionor earlier tenwmKioji of this Charier Party 74 free of cargo 

⑶jゴ with cargo temk^ deem to applicahle indushy sumdank at (he port or 
p!ace as stated in Box 8(i) or such other port or place as may be JtiuUtally 
agreed. The Charterers shall give twt less (han (he number of days' natic:e in 
writing o/rheir Mention (o reddfver (he Vessel, as siateef in Box 8(ii).

■細_淑_細■勵
Part!-

Charter Parly period (also sfate options (/ any) (Cl.2)
30 calendar days minimum

Exfensidns of 7 calendar (hys mimmuw subject to 7 days advance mticct and 

ht any case subjected lo redcUvcry notice,
/ J. Pori or Place afredelivcry (CL 22)
SPLH- CROATIA
/« Clmtierers" opHon Berth to he Agreed safe enough for mg approach GSB 

AAAA
21. State anwwtt per day per ballast engineer (Cl. J4)
Ewo/calefidaf day JJtHUMH(ravelfwg expenses af cost 

241 Charter hire (Ci 15(a))
Euro/calendar day 2j00,00 VAT if due PDPR
Further penoch to be paid Euro/caltmlar day 2J00JM)十 K4T (fdiw ”•

EXPECTED CHARTERING PERIOD: Agreed minimum period SO days, from 

d—h’ery foUirntnl by i^eruual yreckly exiemidm in chariererxr opfion to be 

notified at leasl with 7 days notice and subjected to redefiverv notice, 
DEfJVERYPUCE: SPUT，CROATM, bc"h to be agfeedAAAA 

REDEL1VERY PLACE: SPLmCROATIA bmh to be agreed AAAA 

NOTICE W REDEUKERrmRLYREDEUVERY： 15^3 days

14/The charters were therefore for 30 calendar days minimum periods with the 

Charterers* afallity to extend them by 7 calendar days minimum subject to giving 

the necessary redelivery notices.



15. The following dates are relevant to this head of claim:

i) On 14th January 2022 (08:00), the Convov arrived at Split and was delivered to 

the Charterers under the respective Charterparties.

ii) On 2nd February 2022, the Charterers gave 15 days redelivery notice for 17th

February, /アm?/wrther7 tfoy* ex於em/on was re叫/Verf:
. ■ . ' ■ :: ■ ' . .■-

iii) Also, on 2nd へFebruary 2022 (12:21 LT), the Owners suspended both

Charterparties due to the Charterers* failure to pay hire:
. . . . ；■ ■' .. .... .

iv) On 6,h February 2022, the Owners received payment of the outstanding hire 

and at 12:28 LT, they lifted the suspensions.

v) On 7th February 2022, the Charterers notified the Owners that they extended 

the charter period by 7 days, with effective redelivery on 24th February (,(the 

first 7 day extension'

vii) On 24"1 February 2022, the Charterers informed the Owners tiiat, the Convoy 

Weis on Us way lo the construction site for the last voyage； They also advised 

that there would be a further extension of 2 days of the redelivery date, which 

would then be on 26Ul February and that the place of redeliuery was to be 

changed from Split to Ston: see

"We hereby submit a notice that the barge is on its way to theconstructi0n site

.... ..... .. ' ' +- .

in Ston.

Our intention is topfibod the segments tomorrow and release the corgo when
. .. ...■ ノ ' . ' へ. .-

we have completed oil the agreed formalities.

.... The barge will befrqeto sail after ail segment is unlboded, and ho later than 

26/02,'

vii) Later, on 24th February 2022, the Owners rejected the Charterers^ proposal to

redeliver the Convoy at Ston on 26th Februairy and cited several breachesofthe
. .- • ■ - " ■ . . -

Charterparties, such as the change of redelivery port/ the requirements for a

minimum 7 day extension and? days notice for redelivery. 

viii) Qn 25th February 2022, the Owners again suspended the Charterparties due to 

the Charterer$, failure to formally extend the Charterparties by miniimim フ 

days and pay hire for thatperiod (25lh February to 3rd March 2022), though this 

suspension was lifted shortly thereafter for commercial considerations# when



the parties tried to resolve their differences.

ix) On 28lh February 2022, the Charterers requested the Owners to provide 

instructions for a suitable alternative redelivery port.

x) On 1st March 2022, subject to the Charterers agreeing on certain conditions, 

the Owners ordered the Convoy to sail to Dubrovnik for redelivery.

16. What emerges from this evidence is that (i) the Charterers did not formally declare 

a further extension of a minimum 7 days for the period 26lh February to 3rd March 

2022) and (ii) the Owners were not prepared to accept the Charterers* proposal to 

redeliver the Convoy at Ston.

+ • ■ . . ■ ■ . -- .

17. Dealing with the first point, which is that the Charterers did not formally declare a 

second minimum 7 day extension for the period 26th February to 3rd March 2022, 

we find that they were obliged to do so despite the fact that they thought they 

could give a 2 day redelivery notice for 26th February. In any event, the evidence is 

that they were unable to discharge the cargo arid redeliver the Convoy at the 

contractual port of Split and that they required an extension for the full 7 days 

regardless that they dW not formally request ft.

. • •

18- Given the provisions of both Charterparties In regards to the Charterers^ option of 

extensions, we therefore find that (i) any extension had to be for minimum 7 days 

(ii) the Charterers were entitled to give notice of redelivery earlier than the 7th day 

under such an extension, but had to pay hire for the full 7 days (iii) the Charterers 

were, required to redeliver the Convoy in accordance with the terms of the 

Charterparties, which was at Split, subject to the Owners, agreement to accept

■ V

redetivery at another port) and (iv) in the absence of a formal declaration by the 

Charterers for an extension of minimum 7 days, if the Convoy could not be 

redelivered within the previously declared extension (in this case, by 25th February 

2022}, 'a further minimum 7 day extension automatically fell due for which the 

Charterers had to pay hire for the,full period.

19, Turning to the second point, we can make the point that the Charterers were



驪穿.*寒1-1」1 "*

required to reddiver the Convoy at Split,

.., -

20. The evidence is that on Tl March 2022 (10:03 LT), the Owners agreed to order the 

Convoy to proceed to Dubrovnik for redelivery. However, they did so on the 

condition that the Charterers “accepted the change of the redelivery place, ONLY 

IF q) it would be possible to fully and completely restore the barge in Ston and to 

bunker diesel oil without excised and VAT, b) The Charterers would pay as 

equivalent compensation to the iransit itime ftdni Stori to細M for increased 

demobilization costs,1 day hire for the Tug,1 day hire for the Barge and relevant 

insurance costs and c} the Charterers would pay 3000kg of Diesel oil at equivalent 

last bunkering cost before the redelivery and departure for abroad, os equivalent 

consumption for th^ transit time from Ston to Split for increased demobilization 

costs'

21.The Owners relied on the cases oiBrogden v Metropolitan Railway Co {1877) 2 App. 

Cas. 666; Taylor s Alton [1966]1 Q.8. 304. 311 Nissan UK Ltd v Nissan Motor 

Manufacturing (UK) Ltd [1994] Lexis Citation 1710) and micdlerie v Simmorids 

ti95311 £4 to support their case that the Charterers had accepted the

conditions that they had imposed in exchange for agreeing to proceed to 

Dubrovnik. Therefore, by the Charterers’ conduct on 2nd March 2022, 0f instructing 

the master and the agent to direct the Convoy to proceed to Dubrovriik for

redelivery； the Owners asserted that the Charterers had accepted their conditions.

• • .. ... . ... . . ' ■ ■： -

22 On 3rd March 2022, the Convoy berthed at Dubrovnik and the Tug was then 

bunkered/customs cleared and redelivered to the Owners at 14:00 LT.

'> ■ .....

23. Despite all the background evidence and arguments provided by the parties of 

what happened on or after 24th February 2022/there is one inescapable conclusion 

which is that (i) the Charterers used the period 25^ February to 3rd March 2022 

as effectively"the second 7 day minim period .and (n) thst the Charterers must pay 

full hire for this period. This is because the evidence shows at the Chartered 

attempted to redeliver the Convoy at Ston on or about March 2021 which



they were not entitled to do. To put this into perspective, had the Charterers 

redelivered at Ston they would have been In repudiatory breach of the 

Charterparties. In such circumstances, hire would have continued to count until (i) 

the Charterers redelivered the Convoy at Split in accordance with the terms of the 

Charterparties or (ii) the Owners agreed to accept redelivery at an alternative port 

(which they only did on 15( or 2nd March 2022, albeit by imposing conditions which

they say the Charterers accepted: see below)‘

’ 't ■ ..... -

24. Therefore, on any view, the Convoy was operating within the service of the 

Charterparties until 14:00 LT on 2nd March 2022, when redeiivery took place at 

Dubrovnik with the Owners’ agreement. It follows that the Charter€rs# argument 

that the Convoy could have been redelivered on 24th (or even 26th) February, at 

Ston was misplaced regardless of whether the Owners delayed the voyage as the 

Charterers alleged (though, we found no evidence to support the Charterers' case 

in this regard).

.' .... ....... . . . •

25. Therefore, the only issue for us to decide is whether the Charterers are liable for 

the full period of the second minimum 7 day extension: see the Owners* final

Statement of Account dated 31st May 2022.

-■ ... _ • . . • . . ..... . . .

' . ; ■ . . ' ■.

26. The evidence is that the Charterers never offered to redeliver the Convoy at the

contractual port of Split. Therefore, any notion that on 24lh February 2022, the 

Charterers could extend the charters for 2 days and redeliver at Ston, was 

irMsplaced. Therefore, since the Convoy was only redelivered 14;00 LT on 2nd 

March, it is clear to us that the Charterers used the majority of the second 

extension and are therefore liable for hire for this period as claimed.

27. We have therefore awarded the Owners the sum of€42>006 byway of unpaid hire 

through to 3rd March 2022, by which time the Convoy had been lawfully 

redelivered with the agreement of the Owners,

28. We would further add that the reasons for the Owners refusal to accept redelivery 

at Stem are irrelevant. The port was non contradual and that is really the end of



the matter. As it is, we suspect that the Owners* explanation that the port was not 

suitable for custom, immigration and bunkering purposes were valid and it was 

simply not possible for them to take redelivery there.

Additional costs:

29. for the reasons explained at paragraph 8 above, the Owners sought to recover the 

following additional costs which were conditional for their agreeing to accept 

redeUvery of the Convoy at Dubrovnik.

i) €2,500.00 - additional hire for the Barge for one day

ii) € 42.30 - as additional Insurance cost for the Barge for one day

iii) €3,500 00 - as additional hire for the Tug for one day

iv) €2,275.00 - as addition cost of bunkers

v) €8,317.50-total,

30. The issue of conditional compensation was contentious between the parties, since 

the Charterers did not accept that the Owners needed to send the Convoy to 

Dubrovnik for redelivery, since (they asserted) there were closer options available 

to the Owners, However, the Charterers should realize that (i) they had an 

obligation to redeliver the Convoy at Split which they refused to do (ii) by seeking 

to redeliver the Convoy at Ston they were at riskof being in repudiatory breach for 

which they would be liable for damages and (iii) the Owners did Hot need to accept 

redelivery elsewhere ati, for instance, a port which was closer to Ston or Venice 

(which is where the Owners wanted to send the Convoy at that point) and (Iv) the 

evidence was that on 1st or 2nd March 2022, the Charterers directed the master and 

agents to send the convoy to Dubrovnik for redelivery, which infers that they finally 

agreed to fhe Owners’ proposals/conditions for that change of redeUvery port. In 

such circumstances, they cannot have expected that they would not incur any c6its 

for changing the redelivery port, even Ifthey thought that the sum claimed by the 

Owners was urmedessary or excessive,

31. Having considered the evidence, we accept that the Charterers are liable for the

10



additional/conditional costs charged by the Owners and have therefore found that 

the Charterers must pay the sum of €8,317.50 as set out above.

Difference between the cost of delivery and redelivery bunkers:

32. The Owners referred to Clause 10 (a) of Part II of the SUPPLYTIME 2017. for the 

payment, crediting and accounting of fuel remaining on board of the Tug at the time 

of delivery and rcdclivery of the vessel which should be either in accordance with 

Subclause I0(c)(i) or 10(c)(ii) as indicated in Box 19(ii). Box 19(ii) of Part I of the 

chartcqparty provided ''Paymenf nteflmd far fuel: dame 10(c)(ii). Clause I0(c)(H) 

provides the following: “The Chaneren shall pay (he Owners, or the (hviurx shall 

crcdU the Charterers, for the differatce m (he quantify of fuel on board between the 

tidivery and rcdclivay of the VesseJ by reference to the delivery and redelivery 

sunvys (see Clause 5 (Stin'eys. Audits ami Impediom). In the event that the price 

paid by the Charterers Jot the quamityoffuel consumed, or credited by the Ownets 

far (iiel haded, is a pre.-agreed price, this shall he the price stated in Box I9(iii). 

Where thi> price fuel is not pre-agreed. Box 19(Hi} shall be left blank, and the price 

shall be Ihe sub.mmUatecl price paid for (he Vessel's last ItHitiing offue}. Box 19(iii) 

provides that as pre-agreed price of fuel is the last bunkering price.

33. The on Hire bunker survey which took place at Split on 14山 January 2022, 

provided that on the delivery of the Tug there were 12,550 kg D.O. and 3.10 kg 

し0.，while in the Barge, 3,000 kg D.O. The oflf-hire bunker survey, which took 

place in Dubrovnik, on 2m, March 2022, provided that the.Tug was redelivered 

with D.O. 4,800 kg and L.0. 300 kg, and the Barge with D.O, 3,000 kg. Therefore, 

the Owners3 evidence was that thedifference in the quantity of the bunkers of the 

Tug on delivery and redelivery was 7,750 kg D.O. for which the Respondents had 

the obligation to pay the difference of the bunkers in the last bunkering price, 

which was €948 rat in Croatia, as proved from the relevant bunkers* invoice. 

Therefore, the Owners claimed the sum of €7,347 as the difference, i.e., 7,750 kg 

x 6948.

34. Since the Charterers failed to explain why they had not paid this sum to the 

Owners, we find that the sum is now payable.

li



Quantumr
--

35. In summary, we have found that the Owners1 claims succeed in their entirely and 

that the Charterers must pay them the overall sum of €57,960.60 as claimed, 

together with interest payable at a commercial rate of 7% per annum.

Costs

36, Finally, in accordance with the normal rule that costs follow the event, the 

Charterers shall pay the Owners' reasonable costs of the reference, together with 

our costs.

NOW WE the said Alan Oakley and Rutger Blaainw, having taken upon ourselves the 

burden of this reference and having carefully and conscientiously considered the parties' 

submissions and evidence (all documentary) and having given due weight thereto and 

being In agreement (thus not necessitating the appointment of the third arbitrator: see 

paragraph 8(iv) of the LMAA Terms 2021) DO HEREBY MAKE, ISSUE AND PUBLISH this 

our FINAL ARBITRATION AWARD as follows:

• ■ ' • ■ ■ ■ ■ . 1 .

• . • - ■ . ■ . • • ■ . ■

WE HND AND DECLARE that the Owners' claim succeeds in full in the sum of €57,960,60.

WE THEREFORE AWARD AND DIRECT that:

A) the Charterers shall forthwith pay the Owners the sum of €57>960*60 (fifty-seven

thousand, nine hundred and sixty European Euros and sixty cents) together with interest
.. ' .：. ■ .. ■... ...

payable at the rate of 7% per annum and pro-rata compounded at three monthly rests 

from 3rd March 2022 until the date of payment to the Owners;

B) the Charterers shall bear their own costs and shall pay the Owners* costs of this Final 

Arbitration Award which unless agreed, shall be assessed by us on the basis set out in



Section 63(5) of the Arbitration Act 1996 in an award of assessed costs (which will make 

provision for interest payable on the costs awarded), for which purpose we hereby 

reserve our jurisdiction;

the Charterers shall pay our costs of this Final Arbitration Award which amount to 

£18,450, provided that if, in the first instance, the Owners shall have paid these costs, 

they shall be entitled to the immediate reimbursement from the Charterers, together 

with interest payable at the rate of 7% per annum and pro-rata compounded at three 

monthly rests from the date of payment to the date of reimbursement.

Given under our hands in London on this 6,h day of February 2023

Alan Oakley

Rutger Blaauw
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Auiomnled Document CheckE；

Actwe Authefit[calion, Lda',a己-AA successful' ihe d^ra oi th? chip are auUienti^

Bfighines? ChecK;,Brightness MRZ - Check successfully clone,： measured brighiness value is as e>:卩ecneri 

Bi'icjm^ess Che.tk： B叩_?ss Photo Area - Check suc^sjuljy done, measured brightness veiiue1 is as expected 

Brkjhtness Check; Brightness VIZ - Check successfully dene: measured brightness value ts as expected,

Bnghln-ess Cli^cK;, Bng.hine^VIZ ' Check r.uGCQsr^ully done..measured brighinesji value is as-oxpect^d 

Brightness Check： Brightness VIZ Pattern - Check saccossf^ily 亡one: measured brightness value is as expected 

Brightness Check Brightness VI2 VIZ - Check successfully done； measured brightne^ value is as expecied

CW卩 Auihenticationi Lds_ca - CA successful; the data of the chip are authentic, '

Data Comparison Check; Date of Birth Chip CHIP. Date of Bfrth MRZ- Check successfufiy done: content of data fields 
match—

Data Comparison Check: Dale of Birth MRZ, Date of Birth VIZ- Check successfully done;； content of data fields match.

■. Data Comparison Check; Dale of Expiry Chip CHIP, Date of Expiry MRZ- Check successfully done: conteni of daUj fields 
match..

Daは Comparison Check- Date of Expiry MRZ, Date of Expiry VI? - Check successfully done: content of data fields match.

Data Comparison Check* Document Number Chip CHIP. Document Number MRZ • Check successfully done; contprit of 
data fields ma^ch

D扣a Comparison Check; Given Name Chip CHIP. Given Name MR2 - Qheck successfully done: content of data fields match. 

Dats Comparison Check:. MRZ MRZ- Check successfully done: content of data fields maich.

Data Comparison Check: Surname phipCHlP/Siifname MRZ- Check successfully done: content of data fields match 

Data Group Hash Value Cheek: Hashvaiue Dgレ Check successful; hash value is correct.

Delta Gro叩 Hash Value Check: Hashvafue Dgi 4- Check successful: hash value is correct.

Data Group Hash Value Check; Hashvalue DgT5- Check successful: hash value is correct 

Dala Group Hash Value Check Hashvalue Dg2，Check successful; hash value is correct.

Data Group Hash Value Check: Hashvalue Sod - Check successful1 hash value is .correct.

Date of expiry Check; Date of Expiry MRZ- Check successfully done; document or license Is not expired 

pate of expiry Check; Dale of Expiry VIZ - Check successfully done: documenl or license is not expired.

Document classification - The document type is supported (Premium)

Existence Check, Face: Fac;e Photo Area ' Check successfully done: biometric feature (face) found at the expected position

Existence Ch^ck Face: Face Photo Area IR VCheck successfully done; biometric feature (face) found at the expected 
position.

Existence Check Face Face VIZ SecondPortrall-Check successfully done： biometric feature (face) found ai the expected 
position.

Existence Check Feature Pattern; Pattern VIZ - Check successfully done: optical feature (pattern) found/verified.

Existence Check Feature Pattern: Pattern ViZ AUTHORITY - Check successfully done: optical feature (pattern) 
found/verified.

Existence Check Feature Pattern: Pattern VIZ CircfesJR - Check successfully dane: optical feature (pattern) found/verified.

Existence Check Feature Patterns Pattern VIZ. NEDERLANDEN- Check successfully done; opticai feature (pattern) 
found/verified,

Existence Check Feature Pattern; Pattern VlZ.Vi$_rfid - Check successfully done; optical feature (pattern) found/verified, 

Extended Access Control： Lds_eac - PACE/EAC successful: The chip data could be accessed

feご.
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■薇_團画麗疆
,11 Pnnied-RFID - Check successiully done, the compared racial images match 

,'cition Delection, Blob - Check successfully done No manipulated areas found 

が■Checksum Check： Check Digil MRZ Oateofbirth - Check successfully done: check sum correct
，...ぐ

J:J^Z Checksum Cher丸 Check Digit MRZ Dateofexpiry- Check successfully done: check sum correct 

MRZ Checksum Check; Check Digit MRZ Documentnumber - Check successfully done; check sum correct.

MRZ Checksum Check, Checkdigit OpUonalclata - Check successfully done, check sum correct 

MRZ Checksum Check: MRZ MRZ- Check successfully done; check sum correct.

MRZ Length Check: MRZ Line MRZ - Check successfully done: Length of all MRZ Lines correct

MRZ Length Check: MRZ Line MRZ- Check successfully done:. Length of all MRZ Lines correct.

MRZ Length Check: MRZ Line MRZ' Check successfully done； Length of all MRZ Lines correct

Non-Existence Check Feature Pattern: Pattern VIZ CheckPatternauthorithyIRO - Check successfuHy done: optical feature 
(pattern) not found.
Non-Existence Check Feaiure Pattern: Pattern VIZ NEDERLANDENJR - Check successfully done; optical feature (pntlern) 
not found.

Optical Feature Verification: Lfeature Normal- Check successfully done: Optical properties met.

Sample Document Check: Given Name MRZ- Check successfully done: no specific sample document data found

Sample Document Check: Givenname Samplecheck - Check successfully done: no specific sample document data found.

Sample Document Check: Pattern VIZ CheckPatternSampleO - Check successfully done: no specific sample document 
features found,
Sample Document Check: PatteirrV&Samplecheck- Check successfully done: no specific sample document features 
found.

Sample Document Check： Placeofbirth Samplecheck - Check successfully done: no specific sample document data found. 

Sample Document Check; Surname MRZ - Check successfully done: no specific sample document data found.

Sample Document Check: Surname Samplecheck > Check successfully done: no specific sample aocumeht data found.
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