Appeal No. 372 - ARTHUR HOOD, JR. v. US - 9 September, 1949.

In the Matter of Merchant Mariner's Docunent No. Z-934936
| ssued to: AUTHOR HOOD, JR.

DECI SI ON AND FI NAL ORDER OF THE COVIVANDANT
UNI TED STATES COAST GUARD

372
ARTHUR HOOD, JR.

Thi s appeal cones before ne in accordance with Title 46 United
States Code 239(g) and Title 46 Code of Federal Regul ations
137. 11-1.

On 1 and 5 July, 1949, Appellant appeared before an Exam ner
of the United States Coast Guard at New York City to answer a
charge of m sconduct supported by a specification alleging that
whi | e Appel l ant was serving as a nessnman on board the U S A T.
GENERAL M ROSE, under authority of Merchant Mariner's Docunent No.
Z- 934936, he unlawfully had in his possession, on or about 21 My,
1949, eight marijuana cigarettes.

At the hearing, Appellant was fully inforned of the nature of
t he proceedi ngs, the possible outcones and all the rights to which
he was entitled during the hearing. Appellant voluntarily waived
his right to representation by counsel and pleaded "guilty" to the
speci fication and charge. After the Investigating Oficer had
conpl eted his opening statenent and Appel |l ant had been given an
opportunity to present mtigating circunstances, the Exam ner
entered an order revoking Merchant Mriner's Docunent No. Z-934936
and all other valid certificates and docunents issued to Appel | ant
by the United States Coast Guard.
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The appeal states that the only reason Appellant canme into
possession of the marijuana cigarettes was because he had to
exchange sonme script noney for marks and marijuana cigarettes in
order to get sone marks to pay for his passage on a ferry in
Germany. Appellant states that he did not give the cigarettes
"anot her thought” until the ship was at sea. Upon arriving in New
York, he decided to take four of them ashore although he had not
previ ously snoked any of them Appellant also requests cl enency
since he has a wife and two children to support and he is now aware
of the seriousness of the offense.

There had not previously been any disciplinary action taken
agai nst Appellant during his five or six nonths service in the
mer chant mari ne service.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

On or about 21 May, 1949, Appellant was serving as a nenber of
the crew in the capacity of nmessman on board the U S. A T. GENERAL
M ROSE, under authority of Merchant Mariner's Docunent No.

Z- 934936, while the ship was docked at New York after conpletion of
a foreign voyage. On this date, Appellant was apprehended by
Custonms O ficers when |leaving the ship. A search of his person
reveal ed that Appellant was carrying four marijuana cigarettes.
Upon searching his quarters aboard the ship, the Custons Oficers
di scovered four additional marijuana cigarettes. Appell ant
admtted that he purchased the cigarettes in Brenmerhaven, Germany,
for his own use and disclainmed that he intended to snuggle them
ashore.

OPI NI ON

It has been the consistent policy of the Coast Guard to revoke
all certificates, licenses and docunents held by any nerchant
seaman found guilty of possession, use, sale or any association
W th narcotics. As aptly stated by the Exam ner in his opinion,
this course of action is necessary in order to protect other
nmer chant seanen and vessels fromthe constant threat of danger to
whi ch they are submtted whenever narcotics are present in their
m dst. These revocation orders are mandatory if the Coast Guard is
to preserve the high degree of discipline required on nerchant
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ships. And it is the Coast Guard's legal duty to take such action
as Wil insure the continuation of this degree of |aw and order
aboard nerchant ships so as to guard the safety of personnel and
property. This well-established policy has been followed in

nunmer ous cases involving marijuana. HQ 305, HQ 306, HQ 308, HQ
310, HQ 311, HQ 313, HQ 314, HQ 318, HQ 320, HQ 323, HQ 326, HQ
333, HQ 334, HQ 335, HQ 336, HQ 337, HQ 339, HQ 341, HQ 348, HQ
353, HQ 356, HQ 359, HQ 365, HQ 366, HQ 368.

CONCLUSI ON AND ORDER

The order of the Exam ner dated 5 July, 1949, should be, and
it is, AFFIRVED.

J. F. FARLEY
Admral, United States Coast Guard
Conmmandant

Dat ed at Washington, D. C., this 9th day od Sept, 1949.
*x*x* END OF DECI SION NO 372 **x*x
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