
	

Actor	No	1:

Raduga	Shipping	Limited:

	

	
	



	

Actor	No	2:

Netaman	Repair	Group	OÜ:

	

	
	



	

Coopera(on:

	

	
	



	

Altair	claim:
	
	



	

Problem:	Barge	„Jura“:

On	26	July	2024,	the	Par;es	signed	the	handover-acceptance	act,	by	which	Raduga
confirmed	 that	 it	 had	 accepted	 and	 approved	 the	works	 performed	 by	Netaman
under	the	Contract,	and	that	it	had	no	claims	regarding	the	;ming	or	quality	of	the
completed	works.

The	Par;es	do	not	dispute	 that	aMer	 the	handover	of	 the	work	performed	under
the	 Contract,	 it	 was	 discovered	 on	 30	 July	 2024	 that	 the	 dimensions	 of	 the
completed	 work	 were	 inconsistent	 with	 the	 drawings	 submiOed	 together	 with
Raduga’s	 order,	 and	 Netaman	 proposed	 to	 Raduga,	 pursuant	 to	 §	 646(1)	 of	 the
Estonian	Law	of	Obliga;ons	Act,	 to	 rec;fy	 the	completed	work.	Likewise,	 there	 is
no	dispute	that	Raduga	offered	Netaman	two	op;ons	for	rec;fying	the	works,	and
on	 2	 August	 2024,	 Netaman	 agreed	 with	 op;on	 1	 proposed	 by	 Raduga	 and
immediately	commenced	rec;fica;on	of	the	work	performed	under	the	Contract.

	



	

The	ORION	„arrest“:

	

	
	



	

The	ORION	„arrest“:

	

Under	cover	of	the	night,	the	vessel	leaves	the	port,	without	performing	sea	trials
and	without	signing	any	documents	about	repairs,	which	void	the	warranty	of	the
works.

	

	
	



	

The	claim	of	Raduga	Shipping	Limited:

	
A	repeated	contract	for	work	was	concluded	between	the	Client	and	the	Contractor
for	the	construc=on	of	the	Pla?orm.	The	Contractor	materially	breached	obliga=ons
arising	from	the	Work	Contract,	including	the	fact	that	the	subject	of	the	contract	did
not	comply	with	the	agreed	contractual	terms	and	condi=ons.	Furthermore,	the
Contractor	was	delayed	in	delivering	the	Pla?orm	during	the	period	from	02.07.2024
to	21.08.2024,	resul=ng	in	substan=al	financial	losses	for	the	Client,	including	lost
profits,	totaling	EUR	477,643.69.	Addi=onally,	the	Client	demands	the	payment	of	a
contractual	penalty	from	the	Contractor	in	the	amount	of	EUR	16,780.
The	Client	hereby	submits	an	offseRng	statement	to	the	Contractor,	as	a	result	of
which	mutual	claims	of	the	par=es	have	been	offset	in	the	overlapping	amount	of
EUR	116,268.57.	Following	the	offset,	the	Contractor	no	longer	holds	any	monetary
claims	against	the	Client.

	

	

	
	



	

Arrest	of	RADUGA	ALTAIR:

As	a	 total	 surprise	 to	Netaman	Reapair	Group	OÜ,	RADUGA	ALTAIR	arrives	 in	 the
Port	 of	 Paldiski	 and	 at	 the	 request	 of	 Netaman	 Reapair	 Group	 OÜ	 the	 vessel	 is
arrested	 for	 the	upaid	116	268,57	EUR,	 the	deposit	 to	 release	 the	arrest	 is	 set	at
160	000	EUR.	The	deposit	is	paid,	the	vessel	leaves	the	port.

Raduga	Shipping	Limited	challanges	the	arrest,	basing	it	on	their	counter-claim	and
that	there	is	no	claim.	Nothing	about	ownership	of	the	vessel	is	menQoned.

Netaman	 object	 the	 appeal	 and	 Tallinn	 Circuit	 Court	 (second	 instance	 court)
upholds	the	arrest.

Raduga	Shipping	Limited	challanges	the	arrest	at	the	NaQonal	Court	(highest	court)
claiming	that	the	owner	of	the	vessel	is	Raduga	Shipping	&	Barges	Limited	and	the
vessel	 could	 therefore	 not	 be	 arrested.	 NaQonal	 Court	 accepts	 the	 case	 for
processing	and	asks	for	observaQons	of	Nataman	Repair	Group	OÜ.

Netaman	repairs	that	they	have	been	mislead:

	

	
	



	

The	confirma,on:

	

	
	



	

The	decision	about	legality	of	the	arrest	by	the	Na5onal	Court:

	

Decision	s5ll	pending…

	

	
	


