The Sanko Bay  17 SMA 1565 (1981) (Busch, Cederholm, Zubrod).

[bookmark: first][bookmark: fnVar_17]See also The Sanko Bay,17 where the majority emphasized that the master had requested additional cargo by VHF radio, that the terminal (“the local representative of charterers and for whose actions [it] is responsible”) had taken a firm position that additional cargo would not be loaded, and that the master’s deadfreight statement was acknowledged by the terminal on departure without reservation.



[bookmark: _GoBack]Noted Charterers’ response with thanks. 
Whether anchorage is guaranteed or not makes little difference when Charterers orders deprive Owners from exercising this option. By their orders, given after nominating loadport, Charterers deny Owners right to use the vessel as they see fit - in accordance with the C/P. Further to that, by the same CP that Charterers invoke, the costs associated with AWRP are carried by Charterers alone. 
While Owners always operate on the “Safety First” principle, they do respect their counterparty’s commercial decision to remain outside the zone to save AWRP costs, however, Charterers do not show the same spirit in equally assisting Owners reducing their costs, as they could have timely and prudently give orders to stay at anchor at a suitable location after passing Bosporus. Hence this is by far a win lose situation, an one where Charterers may be saving abt $80k a day but are not willing to compensate an additional bunker cost incurring to Owners on the figure of  MT/day.
Charterers are once more cordially invited to reconsider the matter,
