In the Matter of Merchant Mariner's Docunent No. Z-1070733 and al
ot her Seaman Docunents
| ssued to: John Freenman

DECI SI ON OF THE COVIVANDANT
UNI TED STATES COAST GUARD

1395
John Freenman

The appeal has been taken in accordance with Title 46 United
States Code 239 b and Title 46 Code of Federal Regulations
137. 30- 1.

By order dated 17 Decenber 1962, an Exam ner of the United
States Coast (Quard at Phi | adel phi a, Pennsyl vania revoked
Appel l ant' s seaman docunents upon finding himguilty of the charge
of "conviction for a narcotic drug law violation." The
speci fication found proved all eges that Appellant that was, in My
1959, convicted by the Court of Special sessions of the Cty of New
York, County of New York, a court of record, for violation of a
narcotic drug law of the State of New York.

At the hearing, Appellant elected to act as his own counsel.
Appel l ant entered a plea of guilty to the charge and specification.

The Investigating Oficer introduced in evidence a certified
copy of the Conplaint and the Wrk Sheet. The latter shows that
Appel  ant pl eaded guilty to unl awful possession of narcotic drugs
and was pl aced on probation with a suspended sentence.

Appel lant offered a statement in mtigation saying that he was
convi cted because he took the blame for a friend.

At the end of the hearing, the Exam ner rendered a witten
decision in which he concluded that the charge and specification
had been proved by plea. The Exam ner then entered an order
revoki ng all docunents issued to Appell ant.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT
On 30 June 1959 Appellant was convicted by the Court of
Special Sessions of the City of New York, County of New York, a
court of record, for violation of a narcotic drug | aw of the State
of New YorK.

OPI NI ON



The record in this case shows that Appellant pleaded "guilty"
to the charge and specification. The record also shows that the
Exam ner apprised Appellant of the only possible outcone of such a
plea. Hence, there is no basis for the contention on appeal that
t he order of revocation is excessive. Also, there is no support
for the claimthat the decision is in error in law and in fact
except for the harm ess error that the court conviction was on 30
June, the date of the sentencing, rather than 27 May, the date on
whi ch Appel | ant pl eaded guilty.

ORDER

The order of the Exam ner dated at Phil adel phia, Pennsyl vani a,
on 17 Decenber 1962 is AFFI RVED.

D. MG MORRI SON
Vice Admral, United States Coast Guard
Acti ng Commandant

Signed at Washington, D. C, this 21st day of June 1963.



