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Abstract 1 The purpose of this study is to examine the U.S. Coast Guard’s origins and powers with respect to the warrantless searches
of vessels at sea. In principle, searches and seizures of vessels at sea require a warrant. However, a ship at sea may easily slip away and
destroy evidence while authorities attempt to get a warrant. Thus, warrantless searches and safty inspection need to be validated because
of the exigent circumstances at the sea. There are also itwo kinds of exceptions that justify warrantless secarches at sea namely, border

Searhes and administrative searches. These theories in the U.S, will be usefil for legislation and law enforcement related to the Korea
Coast Guard’s mission.
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