Appeal No. 1345 - EDWARD H. THOMAS V. US - 8 October, 1962.

In the Matter of Merchant Mariner's Docunent No. Z-395118-D1 and
all other Seanan Docunents
| ssued to: EDWARD H. THOVAS

DECI SI ON OF THE COMVANDANT
UNI TED STATES COAST GUARD

1345
EDWARD H. THOVAS

Thi s appeal has been taken in accordance with Title 46 United
States Code 239b and Title 46 Code of Federal Regulations 137.11-1.

By order dated 27 February 1962, an Exam ner of the United
States Coast CGuard at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvani a, revoked
Appel | 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, on or about 22 April 1958,
Appel | ant was convicted by the Court of Quarter Sessions of the
Peace of the County of Phil adel phia, Commonweal th of Pennsyl vani a,
a court of record, for violation of a narcotic drug |aw of the
Commonweal t h of Pennsyl vani a (possession of narcotic drugs).

At the hearing, Appellant voluntarily elected to act as his
own counsel. Appellant entered a plea of guilty to the charge and
speci fication.

The I nvestigating Oficer introduced in evidence a copy of the
I ndi ct ment on which the conviction is based and a record of the
conviction all eged.
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At the hearing, Appellant blaned his conviction on a wtness
who was found guilty of perjury in other cases. Appellant stated
t hat he was innocent, but he pleaded guilty before the court, on
advi ce of counsel, in order to be placed on probation and al so on
the basis of a prom se that he could continue going to sea.

On appeal, Appellant has submitted two letters as to his good
character and has reiterated his reason for pleading guilty before
the court. Since the conviction was in 1958 and Appell ant has had
no difficulty at sea before or after the conviction, he requests
perm ssion to apply for a new docunent without waiting for three
years.

OPI NI ON

Since the order of revocation is based solely on the
conviction, his only recourse with respect to the fact of the
conviction is to the court.

Appel lant's record at sea is not a sufficient reason for
permtting himto apply for a new docunent in |less than three years
after revocation of his docunent followi ng a conviction for
possessi on of narcotics.

ORDER

The order of the Exam ner dated at Phil adel phia, Pennsyl vani a,
on 27 February 1962, is AFFI RVED.

D. G MORRI SON
Vice Admral, United States Coast Guard
Act i ng Commandant

Signed at Washington, D. C., this 8th day of Cctober 1962.
***x%  END OF DECI SION NO. 1345 *****
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