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1. This interlocutory application is filed by the
petitioner/plaintiff under Order XXXIX Rules 1 and 2
read with Section 151 of the Code of Civil
Procedure, by invoking the admiralty jurisdiction of
this Court under Section 5(1)(a) read with Section
4(1)(h) of the Admiralty (Jurisdiction and Settlement
of Maritime Claims) Act, 2017, to arrest and detain
the respondent No.l/defendant No.1 - “M.V.
HOANG ANH (IMO No0.9331751), a motor vessel,
currently at Kakinada Port, flying the flag of Tuvalu,
along with her hull, tackle, boats, machinery,
appurtenances and all other paraphernalia, till the 1°
respondent/1* defendant deposits USD 914,767.4.

2. The petitioner/plaintiff is a company
incorporated under foreign laws and is engaged in
the business of bunker trading and supplying
bunkers to vessels. The respondent No.1l/defendant
No.l vessel is a seagoing vessel, flying the flag of
Tuvalu. The respondent No.1/defendant No.1 vessel
and M.V. HOANG ANH 18, M.V. HOANG ANH 02,
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M.V. HOANG ANH 03 and M.V. HOANG ANH 05
are all sister vessels and are owned by Hoang
Giang Shipping Corporation Limited, Son Ca
Trading Transport Company Limited and H.A.S.
Container Shipping Limited Company (hereinafter
referred to as ‘owners’).

3. In the months of September and October,
2025, the owners approached the petitioner/plaintiff
for the purpose of supplying VLSFO and Marine gas
oil to the 1% respondent’s/1® defendant’s sister
vessel ‘M.V. HOANG ANH 03’ at Singapore, which
was accepted by the petitioner/plaintiff and issued
sales order confirmation on 25.09.2025. Pursuant to
the same, the petitioner/plaintiff supplied the
bunkers on 18.10.2025 and raised an invoice on
18.10.2025 for USD 178,687.86. As per the invoice
raised, the amount has to be credited within 60 days
from the date of delivery/supply of bunkers and an
interest of 2% per month or pro-rata will be applied
on any late payment after the due date of the
invoice. Accordingly, the owners paid the principal
sum of USD 178,687.86, however with a delay. In
the case on hand, the due date is 16.12.2025 and
the amount payable by the owners towards interest
to the petitioner/plaintiff is USD 7,049.60.

4. In the months of September and October,
2025, the owners approached the petitioner/plaintiff
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respondent’s/1® defendant’s sister vessel ‘M.V.
HOANG ANH 05 at Chittagong, which was
accepted by the petitioner/plaintiff and issued sales
order confirmation on 30.09.2025. Pursuant to the
same, the petitioner/plaintiff supplied the bunkers on
04.10.2025 and raised an invoice on 04.10.2025 for
USD 67,076.19. As per the invoice raised, the
amount has to be credited within 60 days from the
date of delivery/supply of bunkers and an interest of
2% per month or pro-rata will be applied on any late
payment after the due date of the invoice.
Accordingly, the owners paid the principal sum of
USD 67,076.19, however with a delay. In the case
on hand, the due date is 02.12.2025 and the amount
payable by the owners towards interest to the
petitioner/plaintiff is USD 2,602.19.

5. In the month of October, 2025, the owners
approached the petitioner/plaintiff for the purpose of
supplying VLSFO and Marine Gas Oil to the 1%
respondent's/1®' defendant's sister vessel ‘M.V.
HOANG ANH 02 at Singapore, which was accepted
by the petitioner/plaintiff and issued sales order
confirmation on 09.10.2025. Pursuant to the same,
the petitioner/plaintiff supplied the bunkers on
20.10.2025 and raised an invoice on 19.10.2025 for
USD 493,235.50. As per the invoice raised, the
amount has to be credited within 60 days from the
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2% per month or pro-rata will be applied on any late
payment after the due date of the invoice.
Accordingly, the owners paid the part payment of
USD 93,235.5 [USD 20,000 on 13.02.2026, USD
33,235.50 on 28.02.2026 and USD 40,000 on
05.03.2026]. The respondent No.l/defendant No.1
still has to pay an outstanding principal sum of USD
400,000 under invoice dated 19.10.2025.

6. In the month of October, 2025, the owners
approached the petitioner/plaintiff for the purpose of
supplying VLSFO and Marine Gas Oil to the 1%
respondent’s/1® defendant’s sister vessel ‘M.V.
HOANG ANH 18 at Singapore, which was accepted
by the petitioner/plaintiff and issued sales order
confirmation on 24.12.2025. Pursuant to the same,
the petitioner/plaintiff supplied the bunkers on
24.12.2025 and raised an invoice on 24.12.2025 for
USD 352,310.87. As per the invoice raised, the
amount has to be credited within 60 days from the
date of delivery/supply of bunkers and an interest of
2% per month or pro-rata will be applied on any late
payment after the due date of the invoice. But, till
date, the owners have not paid the principal sum of
USD 352,310.87 under the invoice dated
24.12.2025.

7. Though the petitioner/plaintiff issued multiple
reminders via email and demands, the last being on

03.03.2026, to the owners to make payment of the




balance outstanding sums payable under the
aforementioned invoices, till date the owners have
not chosen to pay the same, but have requested for
further time  through email. Thus, the
petitioner/plaintiff is entitled to a decree for a sum of
USD 914,767.4 [ comprising of the principal sum of
USD 752,310.87, legal costs of USD 120,780,
interest aggregating USD 41,601.61 and further
interest @2% per on the principal sum of USD
752,310.87].

8. It is the case of the petitioner/plaintiff that the
respondent No.l/defendant No.1l is the only asset
within the jurisdiction of this Court available to the
plaintiff for satisfaction of its maritime claim and
maritime lien. The 1% respondent/defendant No.1
sister vessel has arrived at Kakinada Port
(respondent No.2/defendant No.2) on 10.03.2026
and is currently located within the territorial
jurisdiction of this Court and if it sails out, the
petitioner/plaintiff would be put to irreparable loss.
Therefore, there is urgency to arrest and detain the
1% respondent/1®% defendant vessel.

9. Learned counsel for the petitioner/plaintiff
gave an undertaking in writing to pay such sums by
way of damages as this Court may award as
compensation in the event of the 1* respondent/1*
defendant vessel sustaining any prejudice by this
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10. The presence of the 1° respondent/1¥
defendant sister Vessel within the jurisdiction of this
Court, prima faice, shows tenability of the claim of
the petitioner/plaintiff to invoke maritime jurisdiction.

11. The petitioner's/plaintiffs case is that the
beneficial ownership and control of the respondent
No.l/defendant No.1 vessel and M.V. HOANG ANH
18, M.V. HOANG ANH 02, M.V. HOANG ANH 03
and M.V. HOANG ANH 05 are with the owners and
thus all the vessels are sister vessels. Thus, the
petitioner/plaintiff has a claim against the 1st
respondent/1® defendant vessel as the remaining
vessels are its sister vessels and is liable for arrest
in rem under Section 5(2), Admiralty (Jurisdiction
and Settlement of Maritime Claims) Act, 2017.
Ordering the 1% respondent/1® defendant vessel to
furnish security with an alternative to arrest and
detain the Vessel would preserve the right of the
petitioner/plaintiff and the same showing the balance
of convenience in favour of the petitioner/plaintiff. In
the event of vessel of the 1% respondent/1®
defendant departing from the territorial waters
jurisdiction of this Court, the petitioner/plaintiff would
suffer irreparable loss. Therefore, all the necessary
ingredients for granting ad-interim temporary orders
for a limited period found present. Hence, the prayer
of the petitioner/plaintiff in that regard is found
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12. For the reasons stated above:

(a) there shall be arrest of the 1% respondent/1°®
defendant vessel (M.V. HOANG ANH 10
(IMO No0:9331751)), a motor vessel flying
the flag of Tuvalu along with her hull, tackle,
boats, machinery, appurtenances and all
other paraphernalia, presently at Port
Harbour, Kakinada, within the territorial
waters jurisdiction of this Court, in the event
of 1% respondent/1%' defendant failure to
furnish security for USD 914,767.4 in the
form of a bank guarantee within twenty four
(24) hours of the service of the arrest
warrant, to the satisfaction of the Principal
District Judge, East Godavari District.

(b) the Principal District Judge, East Godavari
District will extend required assistance by
deputing necessary staff for the above
purpose.

(c) the 2" respondent/2™ defendant authority
shall provide access and necessary
assistance for implementation of the orders.

(d) Warrant will be returned as early as possible
with a detailed report, preferably on or
before 17.03.2026, stating the manner in
which it has been executed.

(e)the petitioner/plaintiff shall take personal

notice to respondents/defendants through




Speed Post/e-mail;

(f) the petitioner/plaintiff shall transmit all
copies of the present proceedings both main
suit and the Interlocutory application to the
defendants through Speed Post and also e-
mail, within twenty four (24) hours.

C.0.M.S.No.6 of 2026

Post this matter on 17.03.2026.
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