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Civil Support Teams 

Avoid These Areas: Live Police Drills in Albany – What You Need to Know  

CNY News, October 20, 2025 :: 
 



New York State Police announce a live training drill at Empire State Plaza and 
surrounding areas of Albany. The public is asked to avoid the area. 

 According to the New York Homeland Security and Emergency Services New York 
State Police conduct training exercises, such as the one planned this month, to 
prepare officers for real-life emergencies by practicing their response in realistic 
scenarios. These exercises are designed to simulate various critical incidents, such 
as active shooter events, to help keep the public safe. 

  The New York State Police have announced a live training drill planned for Saturday 
October 25, 2025. This drill will take place in thee Capitol Building, Legislative Office 
Building, Robert Abrams Building, and Empire State Plaza in Albany. 

  The Capitol Building, Legislative Office Building, parts of the Empire State Plaza 
Concourse, and the visitor parking lot below the Plaza will be closed for the exercise. 

 Although not an every day occurrence, these training drills are not uncommon. In 
June of 2025 National Guard troops and New York law enforcement officials 
conducted a hazmat training exercise drills around the Albany area. 

  For that exercise Albany Police, New York National Guard Civil Support Teams, 
Albany Fire Fighters and New York State Troopers conducted training drills at the 
Palace Theatre, Port of Albany and the USS Slater on Broadway. 

  https://cnynews.com/ixp/79/p/albany-police-training-drill/ 
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DOCCS Support 

Litigation lingers 7 Months after NY prison guard strike ended  

WGRZ, October 20, 2025 :: 
 

BUFFALO, N.Y. — The longest strike by prison guards in New York State history 
may have ended more than 7 months ago but legal battles involving corrections 
officers who were fired for walking off their jobs continue. 

While the state originally sought orders of contempt against roughly 8,000 corrections 
officers who went out on strike in violation of the Taylor law, the number of 
defendants now stands at only 27. 

https://cnynews.com/ixp/79/p/albany-police-training-drill/


The state eventually withdrew its intent to seek monetary penalties, potential jail time, 
and a prohibition against guards who struck --and then refused to come back even 
after the strike had been settled -- from working for any other state sponsored agency 

And while the state ended up firing 2,000 corrections officers who refused to go back 
to work after the strike was declared over, they became eligible for re-employment 
under certain conditions according to Ralph Lorigo, an attorney representing 26 of 
the remaining 27 defendants. 

"What the state did was put out a proposition to these fired officers saying we'll put 
you back to work under these conditions. One, you're on three years probation. Two, 
you give up your right to litigate against the state. And three, you can't criticize the 
state," Lorigo told 2 On Your Side. "And, if you criticize the state, you've violated your 
probation and you're done and you've already given up the right to sue." 

Lorigo's remaining clients, which once numbered more than 300, found that 
unacceptable. 

"They believe they're correct. They believe they're right. They believe the state is 
wrong," Lorigo said. 

When the two sides return to court on November 14 Lorigo is expected to argue for 
relief based on procedural grounds, namely that his clients were never properly 
served when the state initiated court action. 

Relief sought may include their ability to collect unemployment. 

Meantime, an official with the union representing corrections officers union says 
membes of the rank and file still can't schedule regular vacations due to under 
staffing and that as many as 2,000 national guard troops remain on duty behind the 
walls at state prisons. 

https://www.wgrz.com/article/news/local/litigation-lingers-7-months-after-ny-prison-
guard-strike-concluded/71-3f98147e-35dd-4395-a37d-1ed3b782f0da 
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Federal Government  

Appeals Court Lifts Block on Trump’s Oregon Troop Deployment  

New York Times, October 20, 2025 :: 
 

Note: This item is provided for your situational awareness  
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The Trump administration can proceed with deploying National Guard troops to 
Portland, Ore., under a ruling Monday by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit that dismissed a lower court’s contention that protests in the city have been 
largely peaceful and under control. 

The appellate ruling lifted a temporary block on the deployment of Oregon soldiers by 
Judge Karin J. Immergut of the Federal District Court for the District of Oregon. It was 
not immediately clear whether the order also allowed President Trump to use 
National Guard soldiers from other states, as he has suggested he might do. 

Lawyers for Oregon and the city of Portland immediately asked the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit for what’s known as an “en banc” rehearing, an appeal 
before the chief circuit judge and 10 randomly selected judges. And on Monday 
afternoon, a Ninth Circuit judge requested a vote among active members of the 
appeals court on whether to hold an en banc hearing. Lawyers for both sides have 
until midnight Wednesday to file their arguments. 

For now, a second temporary restraining order issued by Judge Immergut, which 
covered all federalized National Guard troops, not just those from Oregon, is still in 
effect, but likely not for long. The Ninth Circuit judges wrote in their order that they 
believe the two restraining orders “rise and fall together,” and federal lawyers asked 
Judge Immergut on Monday evening to stay or remove the second. 

So Monday’s ruling opened the door to some federal troops being stationed at an 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement facility in South Portland that has been the 
site of street protests since June. 

“Some of these protests have been peaceful, but many have turned violent, and 
protesters have threatened federal law enforcement officers and the building,” wrote 
Judges Bridget Bade and Ryan Nelson, both nominees of Mr. Trump, who has 
portrayed Portland as a city in chaos. 

The judges went on to cite a number of instances in which demonstrators in Portland 
attempted to set fires at the building, threw rocks and sticks, threatened officers with 
knives, shined lights in officers’ eyes and shot paintballs at officers. 

“Even if the President may exaggerate the extent of the problem on social media, this 
does not change that other facts provide a colorable basis” to support his decision to 
use National Guard soldiers, the judges wrote. 

In a dissent, Judge Susan P. Graber, a nominee of President Bill Clinton, disputed 
her colleagues’ characterization of the situation in Portland. 

She wrote that “Today’s decision is not merely absurd, it erodes core constitutional 
principles,” including state control over the National Guard and the First Amendment 
right to assemble and protest. 



A memo in September from Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth said Guard troops 
could be stationed anywhere that protests “are occurring or likely to occur,” and could 
accompany federal agents who are enacting Mr. Trump’s immigration agenda in the 
field. 

The memo came a day after a social-media post by Mr. Trump stating that he would 
send “all necessary troops” “to protect war-ravaged Portland from “domestic 
terrorists.” 

Such incendiary descriptions do not reflect the reality in Portland, Judge Immergut 
had written, and have been at odds with law enforcement agencies’ own 
assessments of protest activity. But that has not stopped the president and other 
officials from misrepresenting conditions in Portland and in other Democratic-led 
cities where he wants to send federal forces. 

Much of the litigation prompted by his deployment efforts in Portland and in the 
Chicago area has turned on whether the Trump administration’s accounts of violence 
at anti-ICE protests are accurate. The litigation has also debated whether there is a 
basis for invoking a federal law that allows the president to deploy the Guard if “there 
is a rebellion or danger of a rebellion,” or if the president is unable to execute U.S. 
law. 

In a preliminary ruling, Judge Immergut, who was also nominated to the bench by Mr. 
Trump, found that while there had been some “violent behavior,” including the 
construction of a “makeshift guillotine to intimidate federal officials,” most of that 
occurred months ago, and none of it amounted to a rebellion. 

But Judges Nelson and Bade drew a distinction between their ruling and a recent 
decision by the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals that blocked a similar deployment in 
Chicago. In Portland, they noted, federal officials have said they were forced to close 
the ICE facility for three weeks in June because of demonstrations. In Broadview, Ill., 
a Chicago suburb, the ICE facility has remained open, despite protests. 

“This ruling has vindicated us,” said Kristi Noem, the homeland security secretary, 
who visited Portland earlier this month, conservative influencers in tow, to try to 
underscore the administration’s narrative of a city spinning out of control. 

Oregon’s governor, Tina Kotek, called the administration’s relentless push to deploy 
troops in her state’s largest city “a gross, un-American abuse of power.” 

With National Guard deployments already underway in Washington, D.C., and, to a 
limited extent, Memphis, Tenn., the legal fight over a Portland deployment has 
significant ramifications. The administration’s promise of small deployments for short 
durations has not so far come to pass. 



A new filing by the District of Columbia’s attorney general in a federal lawsuit 
challenging the presence of thousands of National Guard troops in the capital city 
cited recently obtained emails that suggested soldiers will be deployed in Washington 
at least until summer 2026. The suit claims that members of the National Guard, 
whom Mr. Trump began deploying in Washington in early August, have been 
involved in local law enforcement activities — and were being trained in handcuffing 
and other civilian policing technique — in violation of federal law. 

Troop deployments in Illinois remained blocked by lower-court rulings, but that could 
change now that the administration has asked Supreme Court to intervene on an 
emergency basis. In their filings, administration lawyers argue that the courts do not 
have the power to review Mr. Trump’s decision to deploy the National Guard. 

In a response on Monday, attorneys for Illinois argued that giving the executive such 
broad authority would be a misreading of precedent and that an “unnecessary 
deployment” of troops “will escalate tensions and undermine the ordinary law 
enforcement activities of state and local entities.” 

“No protest activity in Illinois has rendered the president unable to execute federal 
law,” Illinois Attorney General Kwame Raoul and lawyers for the city of Chicago told 
the justices. 

Monday’s Ninth Circuit ruling is unlikely to be the final word in the dispute over the 
Portland deployment. In addition to Oregon and Portland’s request for a broader 
hearing by Ninth Circuit judges, Judge Immergut has scheduled trial on the full 
lawsuit by the state and city for Oct. 29. 

Oregon’s attorney general, Dan Rayfield, said in a statement that Monday’s ruling 
“would give the president unilateral power to put Oregon soldiers on our streets with 
almost no justification.” 

“We are on a dangerous path in America,” he said. 

https://www.nytimes.com/2025/10/20/us/appeals-court-national-guard-troops-
portland-trump.html 
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Mapped: Trump’s Deployment of National Guard Troops  

Democracy Docket, October 20,2025 :: 
 

Note: This item is provided for your situational awareness. The online post includes a 
map of the United States which highlights states whose National Guard has been 
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mobilize and deployed at the direction or request  of the president, cities where those 
deployments have taken place, and cities where he says he is considering deploying 
Guard troops. 

President Donald Trump so far has sought to deploy National Guard and active-duty 
soldiers to five major Democratic-led cities across the U.S.: Washington, D.C.; Los 
Angeles; Chicago; Portland, Oregon and Memphis, Tennessee. 

He also threatened future military interventions in several other cities, including 
Baltimore, New York, New Orleans, Oakland, San Francisco and St. Louis. 

Arising from his deep-rooted desire to use the military as a police force, the 
deployments directly threaten the country’s longstanding democratic practice of 
constraining the use of soldiers in law enforcement. 

How Trump has mobilized troops 

Trump so far has relied on two statutes to mobilize National Guard troops: 10 U.S.C. 
12406 (Title 10) and 32 U.S.C. 502(f) (Title 32). 

Title 10: Allows the president to federalize state Guard troops when the country faces 
foreign invasion, when the U.S. government faces rebellion or when the president is 
unable to execute laws with regular resources. 

Using Title 10, Trump has so far federalized Guard troops from California, Oregon, 
Illinois and Texas. 

California and Texas troops federalized under Title 10 have been sent beyond their 
respective states into Illinois as part of Trump’s attempted deployment in Chicago. 

Title 32: Allows the president or defense secretary to request that governors activate 
state Guard troops for federally funded missions. However, soldiers called up under 
Title 32 are in a “hybrid” status because they are neither under full state or federal 
control. The troops are under the command and control of their state governor, but 
their duty is federally funded and regulated. 

Responding to requests from Trump, GOP governors from nine states have agreed 
to activate their Guard troops under Title 32 for deployment in D.C.: Alabama, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, South Carolina, South Dakota, West Virginia and 
Tennessee. 

Missouri and Tennessee Guard troops have also been activated under Title 32 to 
assist federal law enforcement officials in their respective states. The arrangement 
strains federal law barring 



Separately, D.C. National Guard troops have also been deployed in the nation’s 
capital. 

However, their deployment was done through different authorities because Trump, as 
president, has direct command over the D.C. Guard. 

Posse Comitatus: The key legal barrier before Trump 

The Posse Comitatus Act (PCA), a nearly 150-year-old statute, is the chief obstacle 
to Trump’s wish to use the military for civilian policing. The law broadly bars the 
president from enforcing federal law through military force with few exceptions. 

Soldiers called into federal service under Title 10 are considered active-duty military 
and therefore are subject to PCA. They cannot engage in core law enforcement 
activities, such as searches, seizures and arrests. 

Soldiers activated under Title 32, because they are still controlled by governors, are 
not restricted by PCA and are not barred from participating in civilian law 
enforcement activities. However, this does not give the president a blank check to 
enforce law with Title 32 hybrid troops, legal experts have argued. 

Through the deployments, Trump has attempted to get around the PCA by assigning 
them duties that approach direct law enforcement activity. 

A federal judge earlier this year found that the Trump administration violated the PCA 
by using troops to directly protect federal agents carrying out arrests, setting up 
perimeters and road blockades for law enforcement operations and, on at least two 
occasions, detained civilians. 

https://www.democracydocket.com/news-alerts/mapped-trumps-deployment-of-
national-guard-troops/ 
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Hegseth wants a fitter military, but significant barriers hold back part-time troops  

USA Today, October 23, 2025 : 
 

When it comes to the military’s physical fitness standards, War Secretary Pete 
Hegseth hasn’t minced words. 

 The Pentagon chief responded tersely after a viral backlash to a photo of a group of 
overweight Texas National Guard troops headed to Chicago. 

https://www.democracydocket.com/news-alerts/mapped-trumps-deployment-of-national-guard-troops/
https://www.democracydocket.com/news-alerts/mapped-trumps-deployment-of-national-guard-troops/


 "Standards are back," the Pentagon chief posted. He sent the troops home from 
their Chicago mission. 

 Hegseth has made fitness a major focus since taking over the War Department, 
pushing initiatives such as gender-neutral standards for combat jobs and a new 
annual "combat field test." 

 But the department has long struggled to provide fitness resources to National 
Guard troops and other reservists akin to those available to active duty members of 
the military. 

 While active duty troops must now work out during their workday, according to 
Hegseth's memo Sept. 30, members of the National Guard and other reserve troops 
must instead “take personal responsibility to maintain an appropriate physical fitness 
regimen.” 

Part-time military members, however, often lack access to fitness resources even 
though they're held to the same standards as their active duty peers. In many cases, 
these troops are balancing two or even three jobs. And, unlike full-time force 
members, they don’t receive disability benefits if they are injured while training off 
duty. 

 Alex Morrow, who hosts a military fitness podcast called "MOPs & MOEs," told USA 
TODAY that while the onus is ultimately on the individual service member to stay fit, 
he wants to see “better pathways to providing resources” for troops like those from 
Texas. 

 Army's approach evolving, but geography is a barrier 

The Army, which has the largest share of part-time troops among the military 
branches, is wrestling with the challenges of ensuring its reservists are fit to fight. 
And the stakes are high: Reserve troops regularly deploy alongside their active duty 
peers, and the National Guard can be called up stateside by their governor or the 
president. 

 Many National Guard troops and other reservists complete their annual fitness tests 
at local parks and high schools due to a lack of suitable government facilities.  

The service implemented a more intense fitness test in recent years, which includes 
deadlifts, a weighted sled drag and kettlebell carry, and calisthenics such as planks, 
push-ups and a 2-mile run. 

 The men and women of the National Guard and Army Reserve largely met the 
minimum passing standard on an earlier version of the new test, according to internal 
data published by Military.com, with just slightly lower pass rates than the active 
Army. But their average scores were significantly lower: Army Reserve men 



averaged 452 points out of 600, while their average active duty counterparts scored 
498. 

 Part of the discrepancy may stem from a recent surge in resources supporting active 
duty troops’ eating and exercise habits. 

The Army’s Holistic Health & Fitness program, known as H2F among service 
members, provides soldiers with local access to an integrated team that includes a 
strength coach and trainers, athletic trainers, physical therapists, dieticians and 
nutritionists, occupational therapists and a “cognitive enhancement specialist.” 

Army leaders have trumpeted the success of the H2F program, which now has 71 
teams in place across the active duty force, in creating fitter soldiers. The service 
plans to expand H2F to cover the entire Army, including the part-time soldiers of the 
National Guard and Army Reserve. 

Sgt. 1st Class Nicholas Rice, who manages the Army Reserve’s H2F rollout, 
acknowledged the challenge of providing part-time troops with fitness resources in 
Oct. 15 remarks at the Association of the U.S. Army conference. 

 The Guard and Army Reserve will receive six pilot teams in fiscal 2026, according to 
Rice. The National Guard will try the concept in Alaska, Indiana, Wyoming and 
Kentucky. 

 But figuring out what works and what doesn’t will be challenging. 

Most reserve commands see their soldiers only for two or three days a month, and a 
significant portion of part-time troops live far away from their units and commute 
hundreds of miles for their days in uniform. Even if their small military facilities, 
colloquially known as armories, had physically centralized fitness resources and 
equipment, many would be unable to take advantage of them. 

“You can’t copy/paste an active duty (H2F) team onto a reserve formation and expect 
to have (a) similar impact,” said podcast host Morrow, an Army veteran who 
continues his service part-time in the Army Reserve. 

 Questions of culture, fairness 

Military leaders have debated the benefits of offering options such as virtual personal 
trainers and issuing wearable fitness trackers to support reservists in their fitness 
efforts. Some states have even hired their own dieticians. 

 But Morrow argued that the military faces a major challenge in motivating part-time 
troops to truly embrace physical wellness and fitness, citing psychological research. 



 “In environments where you can’t force people to do something on a daily basis, 
where you’ve got 28 days per month where you have no supervision of them, it’s 
entirely up to how much they care" about fitness, he said. For the full-time force, it’s a 
matter of scheduling, but for the Guard and reserve components, it’s a matter of 
“identity shifting,” he said. 

 “Handing a wearable (fitness tracker) to a person does not change anything,” 
Morrow said. “For people who aren’t motivated, it’s just going to be another chore.” 

 Retired Army Maj. Gen. Francis McGinn, who heads the National Guard Association 
of the United States, told USA TODAY fitness can also pose a challenge to reservists 
who juggle multiple careers and family obligations. 

 “You go to work all day, you come home, you may have drill (weekend), then you’re 
going to coach the kids. Somewhere in that time, you’ve got to figure out a way to 
work out,” he said. 

 McGinn believes that there are “fairness issues” that arise from the gap in resources 
between part-time troops and the active duty force. 

 After years of pilot tests, the Army replaced the Army Physical Fitness Test in 2022 
with a new exam that includes deadlifts and other complex movements. An even 
newer test was introduced in 2025. 

An active duty military member who suffers a serious injury while training off base 
over the weekend receives free health care and can receive a military medical 
retirement and a Veterans Affairs disability pension if the injury is severe enough. 

 But a National Guard or reserve member who suffers the same injury while training 
to meet the same fitness requirement will receive no such coverage unless their 
injury happens during their drill weekend or while on temporary active duty orders. 

 Ultimately, though, the standard is the standard, and even part-time military 
members must meet it, McGinn said. 

 Disclosure: USA TODAY reporter Davis Winkie is a member of NGAUS. 

 https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2025/10/23/hegseth-national-guard-
reserve-fitness-culture/86707497007/ 
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New York Times, October 23,2025 : 
 

Note: This online story features photographs of federal agency uniforms to illustrate 
the story. 

With the Border Patrol marching through Chicago and the National Guard patrolling 
Memphis, the variety of federal forces deployed to support President Trump’s mass 
deportation campaign and anticrime efforts continues to expand. 

 Often, it can be difficult for the public to tell them apart, or to understand what 
powers each agency has. Here is a guide to how these forces are operating, 
including alongside local law enforcement. 

 Who they are 

Immigration and Customs Enforcement is the primary immigration law enforcement 
agency in the country, and its officers wear a variety of uniforms and identifiers. 

 Agents’ vests may indicate which part of ICE the agents work for. 

Officers sometimes wear vests simply labeled “Police.” 

ICE is made up of two main branches. The officers of Enforcement and Removal 
Operations typically handle arrests and deportations. In the past, Homeland Security 
Investigations focused on transnational crimes, but Mr. Trump has called on its 
officers to make other arrests in the field. 

Confusion over immigration officers’ relationship to other law enforcement is not new. 
In 2020, community organizations in California sued ICE, claiming officers 
misrepresented themselves as the police during immigration operations. The lawsuit 
was settled in August and mandated that officers clearly identify themselves as ICE 
on their clothing. 

Elsewhere, ICE officers may operate in plain clothes with no or minimal identification 
but are supposed to identify themselves during arrests. 

One case involving a Turkish doctoral student sparked outrage when footage 
surfaced of plainclothes agents confronting her on the street outside Boston in 
March. 

Still other ICE officers may appear in full military-style fatigues, like the agency’s 
Special Response Teams, who are trained for high-risk operations. Since the anti-
ICE summer protests in Los Angeles, they have also been guarding ICE facilities and 
making some street arrests. 



Officers for ICE’s Special Response Team often carry crowd control 
equipment.Pepper-ball gun launcher for less-lethal ammunition 

Customs and Border Protection is charged with law enforcement at the border, but 
Mr. Trump has deployed its agents nationwide to arrest immigrants. Within 100 miles 
of the border, they have greater authority than local law enforcement to conduct 
certain searches. 

Like ICE officers, their uniforms vary. 

Over plain clothes, Border Patrol agents often wear vests with their agency’s name. 

Border Patrol tactical teams wear vest patches that can read “Border Patrol” or just 
“Police.” 

PAfter protests mounted over his immigration crackdown, Mr. Trump sent National 
Guard troops to Chicago, Los Angeles and Portland, Ore., citing a need to protect 
immigration agents and federal property. He also has called upon the National Guard 
to work alongside the local police in Memphis and Washington, D.C. 

National Guard troops can carry shields, batons and rifles. 

Local officials in most of these cities, which are led by Democrats, have strongly 
objected to the deployments, saying Mr. Trump is misusing the Guard, a part-time 
military force that most often is called upon during natural disasters, wars or civil 
unrest. 

What they are doing 

Where the president’s deportation and crime-prevention campaigns intersect, the 
lines have blurred, and all types of law enforcement share overlapping roles. 

While immigration enforcement is the purview of ICE and Border Patrol, other 
agencies within the Department of Homeland Security and in the Justice Department 
have increasingly taken on this work. 

ICE often conducts raids on residences, and the agency has revived workplace raids, 
a practice largely suspended under the previous administration. Officers more often 
now stop people on the street, sometimes detaining U.S. citizens. ICE and Border 
Patrol agents also make arrests at courthouse immigration hearings, a practice legal 
groups say violates due process protections. 

In many places, the local police work directly with Homeland Security to arrest 
immigrants, or to detain them until immigration officers arrive. 



In Washington, at least eight federal agencies were part of Mr. Trump’s efforts to take 
control of law enforcement. The local police helped immigration officers identify 
targets during stops for minor infractions, and immigration officers helped with arrests 
for nonimmigration crimes. 

In cities where the administration says its immigration enforcement is at risk, the 
National Guard and federal forces have worked side by side to secure federal 
buildings and to confront protesters. 

The working relationship between the various law enforcement agencies is not 
always clear. The Chicago police were exposed to tear gas when federal agents tried 
to disperse a crowd in the city without warning this month. Homeland Security 
officials said the Chicago police did not respond to the scene of a car crash and 
shooting that involved federal agents, an account local officials dispute. 

Concerns about tactics 

The deployment of militarized forces to major cities has drawn intense criticism from 
some residents, local leaders, and advocates for immigrants and civil liberties, who 
say the federal presence does more to stoke fear than to promote public safety. 

Of particular concern is that many federal forces are increasingly hiding their faces 
with masks and other coverings during street operations. 

“To witness a loved one, a neighbor, or community member being arrested before 
your very eyes by masked, unidentified men, is terrifying,” said Priscilla Olivarez, a 
senior policy attorney with the Immigrant Legal Resource Center, which is based in 
San Antonio. 

There is no federal law requiring immigration agents to reveal their faces or personal 
identities. A Homeland Security spokeswoman said agents wear masks to protect 
themselves from personal attacks, and that they clearly identify themselves as law 
enforcement even when masked. 

Local law enforcement agencies often have stricter rules about identification. In 
Chicago, police officers may not wear face coverings, and in New York City, Seattle, 
Miami, and Washington, D.C., officers must prominently display their names and 
badge numbers on their uniforms. 

In September, California passed legislation banning federal immigration officers from 
concealing their faces. Homeland Security called the law unconstitutional and said 
officers would not abide by it. 

https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2025/10/24/us/us-federal-agents-national-guard-
ice-fbi.html 
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Confused by the legal battles over troop deployments? Here's what to know  

NPR, October 23, 2025: 
 

Note: this item is provided for your information. 

President Trump's federalization and deployment of National Guard troops to both 
Oregon and Illinois are facing a pair of legal litmus tests — including one at the 
Supreme Court — that could be decided in the coming days. 

At the heart of both challenges is whether or not to defer to the president's 
assessment that major cities in both places — Portland and Chicago — are lawless 
and in need of immediate military intervention to protect federal property and 
immigration officers, despite local leaders and law enforcement saying otherwise. 
Both deployments were done against the wishes of Democratic state governors, and 
were quickly temporarily blocked by district courts. 

 On Monday, a divided panel on the 9th Circuit court of appeals overturned a 
temporary restraining order put in place by a federal judge in Portland, siding with the 
Trump administration, however another temporary restraining order remains in place. 

That ruling came days after the 7th Circuit court of appeals upheld a similar block 
from a federal judge in Illinois on the deployment of National Guard troops to 
Chicago. The Trump administration has asked the Supreme Court to intervene. 

 Movement in both cases is expected in the coming days, in what has been a 
dizzying pingpong of legal disputes around Trump's use of the military domestically in 
several Democratic-led cities around the country. And while any decision will only 
impact troop deployment in an individual state, they could impact how courts weigh in 
on such cases going forward — and embolden the administration, legal experts say. 

 "This could be a pretty seminal week in terms of the bigger legal fight over domestic 
deployments," says Scott R. Anderson, a fellow at the non-partisan Brookings 
Institution and senior editor of Lawfare. 

 The 9th Circuit and Portland, Ore. 

The 9th Circuit's decision earlier this week only applies to one of the two temporary 
restraining orders that U.S. District Judge Karin Immergut issued this month to block 
the National Guard deployments — meaning that troops can still not be on the streets 
in Portland. But the federal government has asked Immergut to remove her second 



temporary order. A court hearing has been scheduled for Friday to discuss the 
dissolution of that order. 

The 9th Circuit is also deciding whether or not to revisit the ruling made earlier this 
week with a larger group of judges — and that decision could come before 
Immergut's deadline. 

 Trump has said that the 9th Circuit decision has made him feel empowered to send 
the National Guard to any city where he deems it necessary. 

 "That was the decision. I can send the National Guard if I see problems," Trump told 
reporters Tuesday. In recent days, Trump has renewed an interest in sending troops 
to San Francisco. 

 Justin Levitt, a law professor at Loyola Marymount University Loyola Law School 
and an expert in constitutional law, worries the ruling by the 9th Circuit "authorized 
blindness to facts." 

 "It said [Trump] can decide that there's a war when there's nothing but bluebirds," he 
says, noting that's likely why an immediate call for a full review was made. "I fully 
expect a larger group of 9th Circuit judges to say we don't have to be blind to what's 
actually going on in order to give ample deference to the Trump administration." 

 The Supreme Court and Chicago 

At the same time, the Trump administration has issued an emergency appeal to the 
Supreme Court on whether National Guard troops can be deployed in Illinois, after 
the 7th Circuit court of appeals upheld a district court's block. 

 It's unknown when, or if, the Supreme Court will issue a decision, although experts 
expect it in the coming days as well. 

 The decision, although not precedent-setting, will likely clarify the president's power 
to deploy federal military resources — and how deferential the courts should be to his 
administration's presentation of facts — but only to a point. Emergency decisions are 
usually short, without much reasoning provided by the justices, experts say. 

 "It ends up kind of putting the onus on district and appellate courts to read the tea 
leaves of those interim orders to inform these much larger questions in very different 
factual environments, you know, possibly months in the future," says Chris Mirasola, 
a national security law professor at the University of Houston Law Center. 

He says that while the emergency decisions from the Supreme Court don't apply 
broadly, in recent months, some judges have started to treat them as if they do. 



 "I think what we're going to get in at least the medium term is even more confusion 
than we've had so far," he says. 

 But just how the Supreme Court might weigh in isn't clear. 

 "I think it's a harder case for the Supreme Court than some people might think, who 
go in with the assumption the Supreme Court is just naturally inclined toward the 
administration's positions on things — and it is in many contexts," says Anderson of 
the Brookings Institution. 

 He says that while it's standard for courts to be deferential to the president, it's also 
standard to believe the facts presented by the local courts. 

 "That is a tricky, tricky sort of situation here," Anderson says. 

 What could this mean for possible deployments going forward? 

These two expected decisions will only directly affect Portland or Chicago. But the 
implications of both – especially something from the Supreme Court – could have 
ripple effects in future litigation. 

 Elizabeth Goitein, senior director of the Liberty and National Security Program at the 
Brennan Center for Justice, says that what's particularly worrying is that the 
Department of Justice has been expressly celebrating high arrest counts by law 
enforcement in places like Chicago, while still saying the military is necessary to help. 

 "If the bar is so low that the President can use the military at a time when his 
administration is touting how effective civilian law enforcement is, it becomes hard to 
imagine a scenario where he couldn't deploy the military," she says. 

 Experts say that these legal challenges are just the beginning of what will surely be 
a long and winding road through the U.S. court system. 

 "This is really just the first battle. There are a lot of legal questions that come after 
this," Anderson says. 

https://www.wqln.org/politics/2025-10-23/confused-by-the-legal-battles-over-troop-
deployments-heres-what-to-know 
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A 200-Year-Old Precedent Holds the Key to Trump’s Troop Deployment  

New York Times, October 21, 2025 : 
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The administration says the ruling, stemming from the seizure of an old mare, forbids 
judges from second-guessing his use of the National Guard. 

The key precedent that the Supreme Court must grapple with in deciding whether 
President Trump may deploy National Guard troops in Illinois is two centuries old and 
arose from the seizure of a “gray mare.” 

 Some sources say the mare was a mule; others, a horse. Still others say it was a 
horse of different color — brown. 

 “That seminal decision squarely controls here,” D. John Sauer, the solicitor general, 
wrote in an emergency application filed on Friday asking the justices to let the 
deployment proceed after lower courts had blocked it. He cited the ruling 19 times. 

 State and local officials have objected to Mr. Trump’s plan to station National Guard 
troops outside an immigration facility in the Chicago area, arguing that federalizing 
the troops is an unconstitutional infringement on state power. 

The Trump administration countered that courts have no power to second-guess the 
president’s judgment. Even if they did, the administration said, the deployment was 
authorized by a federal law because the protests amounted to a rebellion or made 
the president unable to enforce the law with regular forces. 

 The 19th-century precedent involves Jacob Mott, who refused to report for duty 
when President James Madison called up the New York militia during the War of 
1812. 

 He was court-martialed and fined, and the authorities seized the mare to pay the 
debt. Mott sued to recover the animal, saying that Madison’s order federalizing the 
state militia was invalid under a 1795 law, a precursor to the one Mr. Trump relied on 
in Illinois. 

 Mott lost, with the Supreme Court ruling that he had no right to dispute the 
president’s judgment. 

 Now the question of just how much discretion to deploy the military in American 
cities the 1827 decision hands the president — and just how parallel Mott’s claims 
over his mare are to those made by officials in Illinois — hangs over a case that will 
form a critical test of the scope of presidential power. 

 Read in isolation, one passage in the 19th-century opinion seems to lend strong 
support to Mr. Trump. But legal scholars and several lower-court judges said the 
Trump administration was taking the words out of context. 

The 1827 case, as Judge April M. Perry put it on Oct. 9 in ruling against the 
administration’s Chicago deployment, is “an oldie but goodie.” 



 The statute at issue in Mott’s case, signed into law by George Washington, said the 
president was authorized to call up state militias “whenever the United States shall 
be invaded, or be in imminent danger of invasion from any foreign nation or Indian 
tribe.” 

Writing for a unanimous court in Martin v. Mott, Justice Joseph Story concluded that 
“the authority to decide whether the exigency has arisen belongs exclusively to the 
president, and that his decision is conclusive upon all other persons.” 

 Mr. Sauer has argued that the decision makes clear that the president has the 
exclusive power to determine whether to call up the National Guard — “not the state 
of Illinois or a Federal District Court.” 

 But in the 21st century, a unanimous panel of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Seventh Circuit, in Chicago, wrote last week that the old decision’s “broad language 
must be understood in its context.” 

Part of that context, the panel wrote, was history. Another part was that Mott’s 
challenge — as opposed to the Illinois case — was lodged by a military subordinate. 

 “The nation was then at war with the most powerful empire on earth,” the panel’s 
unsigned decision said. “That empire had actually invaded the United States and was 
sacking its capital city in August 1814.” 

 Indeed, the Seventh Circuit panel went on, the 1827 decision “expressed incredulity 
at the prospect that every officer under the president’s command could make his own 
determination whether an imminent threat of invasion existed and could refuse to 
obey the president’s orders.” 

 “Here, by contrast,” the panel said, “the question is whether courts, not subordinate 
militiamen, may review the president’s determination.” 

 The members of the panel were Judge Ilana Rovner, appointed by President George 
H.W. Bush; Judge David Hamilton, appointed by President Barack Obama; and 
Judge Amy St. Eve, appointed by Mr. Trump. 

 Mr. Sauer responded that the lower courts were reading the Martin decision too 
narrowly. 

 “Nothing about the rationale of this court’s decision turned on or was limited to those 
particular facts,” he wrote. 

 Some legal scholars have disputed that. 

 Joshua Braver, a law professor at the University of Wisconsin, and John C. Dehn, a 
professor at Loyola University Chicago Law School, wrote in a blog post that Justice 



Story was clearly referring to members of the militia, not the courts. “He framed the 
issue as one of military discipline — of obedience to the commander in chief,” they 
wrote. 

 In a brief filed on Monday, Kwame Raoul, the attorney general of Illinois, scoffed at 
the idea that Mott had much in common with the elected leaders of Illinois. 

 “A delinquent militiaman’s attempt to challenge his court-martial by arguing that the 
British Empire’s invasion during the War of 1812 was an insufficient exigency to 
federalize the militia,” he wrote, is quite different from “a sovereign state’s challenge 
to an imminent domestic deployment within its borders over its governor’s objection.” 

The current law, which was largely adopted in 1903 and 1908, offers three scenarios 
in which the president may federalize and deploy National Guard troops. Everyone 
involved agrees that the first, concerning foreign invasions, does not apply to the 
events in Illinois. Mr. Trump relies on the other two. 

 One allows the president to deploy the National Guard when there is a rebellion or a 
danger of rebellion. The other allows him to do so if he is unable to execute the laws 
of the United States “with regular forces.” 

 The two sides have provided the courts with sharply differing accounts of the facts 
on the ground about protests in Broadview, a Chicago suburb that is home to an 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement facility, and whether they amount to a 
possible rebellion or circumstances that cannot be handled in the usual ways. 

 To hear the administration tell it, federal officers have been “threatened and 
assaulted, attacked in a harrowing preplanned ambush involving many assailants, 
rammed in their government vehicles, shot at with fireworks and other improvised 
weapons, injured and hospitalized, and threatened in person and online — including 
by a $10,000 bounty for the murder of a senior federal official.” 

 Officials in Illinois painted a different picture. In recent weeks, they told the justices, 
demonstrations outside the facility have “generally featured fewer than 50 people and 
have largely remained peaceful.” 

 “Though some protesters have tried to stand or sit in the facility’s driveway,” the 
officials wrote, “ICE personnel have removed them, enabling vehicles to enter and 
exit the facility.” 

 Judge Perry, an appointee of President Joseph R. Biden Jr., evaluated the 
competing sworn statements and found that all three of the ones submitted by federal 
officials with firsthand knowledge of events in Illinois contained “unreliable 
information.” 



 “There has been,” she said, “a great deal of protest activity, some civil disobedience, 
some attacks on federal agents and some federal property damage.” But that did not 
amount to, she wrote, “a danger of rebellion.” 

 The appeals court panel echoed that assessment. 

 “Political opposition is not rebellion,” the panel wrote. “A protest does not become a 
rebellion merely because the protesters advocate for myriad legal or policy changes, 
are well organized, call for significant changes to the structure of the U.S. 
government, use civil disobedience as a form of protest or exercise their Second 
Amendment right to carry firearms as the law currently allows.” 

 As to the second provision, Judge Perry said that being “unable to execute the laws” 
meant that the government was entirely incapable of doing so and concluded that 
“there has been no showing that the civil power has failed.” 

 The U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit in June and again on Monday 
adopted a broader understanding of the provision, finding that it applied when law 
enforcement was “significantly impeded.” 

 On Monday, a divided three-judge panel allowed deployment of troops in Portland, 
Ore. But the majority said that developments there appeared to be different from the 
ones in Illinois, accepting the Seventh Circuit’s view that the federal government 
appeared capable of protecting personnel and property in Chicago without the 
National Guard. The Portland protests, they found, have been more violent, justifying 
the deployment. 

 A correction was made on Oct. 21, 2025: An earlier version of a picture caption with 
this article misstated the year the Supreme Court ruled in Martin v. Mott. It was 1827, 
not 1927. 

 https://www.nytimes.com/2025/10/21/us/politics/supreme-court-national-guard-
precedent.html 
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EXCLUSIVE: Pentagon clamps down on military interactions with Congress  

Breaking Defense, October 21, 2025 : 
 

A Pentagon memo, obtained by Breaking Defense, now mandates that all 
communication with Congress be routed through its main legislative affairs 
office. 

https://www.nytimes.com/2025/10/21/us/politics/supreme-court-national-guard-precedent.html
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Note: This item is provided for your situaitonal awarness. 

WASHINGTON — Defense Department personnel will now have to coordinate all 
interactions with Congress through the Pentagon’s central legislative affairs office, 
according to a memo obtained by Breaking Defense — a change in policy that could 
further curb the flow of information streaming from the department to Capitol Hill. 

 In the Oct. 15 memo, Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth and Deputy Defense 
Secretary Steve Feinberg direct Defense Department personnel — with the 
exception of the Pentagon’s inspector general office — to coordinate with the office 
of the assistant secretary of defense for legislative affairs for all engagements and 
communication with Congress and state elected officials. 

“The Department of War (DoW) relies on a collaborative and close partnership with 
Congress to achieve our legislative goals. This requires coordination and alignment 
of Department messaging when engaging with Congress to ensure consistency and 
support for the Department’s priorities to re-establish deterrence, rebuild our military, 
and revive the warrior ethos,” Hegseth and Feinberg wrote in the memo, which uses 
a secondary name for the Defense Department. 

“Unauthorized engagements with Congress by DoW personnel acting in their official 
capacity, no matter how well-intentioned, may undermine Department-wide priorities 
critical to achieving our legislative objectives,” Hegseth and Feinberg wrote later in 
the memo. 

Under the terms of the directive, all interactions between Defense Department 
personnel and Congress or state elected officials, including those outside of the 
national capital region, require approval from the Pentagon’s legislative affairs office. 
Communication with Capitol Hill — including congressional reporting requirements, 
requests for information, drafting and technical assistance and legislative 
correspondence — must also be routed through the office. 

The directive is a shift from previous policy, which allowed the military services, 
combatant commands and other Defense Department agencies to manage their own 
interactions with Congress — with senior leaders for those organizations often driving 
the level of engagement on Capitol Hill and each service having its own legislative 
affairs team. 

Rep. George Whitesides, D-Calif, a member of the House Armed Services 
Committee, told Breaking Defense that the move is unlikely to be received well on 
Capitol Hill. 

“Congress decides who Congress will talk to, and the continued efforts of the 
secretary to wall off the department is not consistent with past tradition, and I frankly 
don’t think it’ll fly with the members or leaders of the committee,” he said. 



One congressional aide told Breaking Defense that the new policy “could potentially 
backfire” on the department, especially as Congress hammers out details of the fiscal 
2026 National Defense Authorization Act and the corresponding appropriations bill. 
Sometimes, the staff writing those bills need information from the Pentagon, military 
services or combatant commands “within minutes.” If those details need to be 
cleared by the Pentagon’s main legislative affairs office, they may not arrive in time to 
impact pending legislation and may result in language that adversely impacts the 
military, the aide said. 

After publication, Chief Pentagon Spokesman Sean Parnell said in a statement that 
the memo is a “pragmatic step” to internally review the department’s processes for 
communicating with Congress. 

“The Department intends to improve accuracy and responsiveness in communicating 
with the Congress to facilitate increased transparency. This review is for processes 
internal to the Department and does not change how or from whom Congress 
receives information,” he said. 

The memo applies to senior department leaders, the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and the Joint Staff, combatant command heads, service secretaries and chiefs, 
directors of Defense Department agencies, and congressional affairs officials, 
amongst others. 

However, the directive does not limit the authorities of the Pentagon’s comptroller, 
with the memo noting that the comptroller’s budget and appropriations affairs office 
will continue to service as the principal legislative liaison for the appropriations 
committees and the Congressional Budget Office. The authorities of the Pentagon’s 
general counsel also remain unchanged, and servicemembers and department 
employees still retain whistleblower protections and other rights granted by law to 
communicate with Congress, the memo states. 

In addition to the new restrictions on congressional interaction, Hegseth and 
Feinberg have ordered the Pentagon’s assistant secretary of legislative affairs to 
conduct a comprehensive review of the department’s interactions with Congress. 
That report, which is expected in 90 days, should address “current issues, 
inefficiencies or misalignments in congressional engagement processes” and include 
proposals to “streamline activities” and “enhance compliance” in the realm of 
congressional affairs, the memo stated. 

The memo authorizes the legislative affairs office to form working groups across the 
department to support the ongoing review. Meanwhile, Pentagon component heads 
and principal staff assistants have been given 30 days to provide contact information 
for the personnel supporting legislative affairs, organizational charts showcasing 
roles and responsibilities, and information on tools used to track congressional 
engagements. 



https://breakingdefense.com/2025/10/pentagon-congress-restrictions-information-
legislative-affairs-hegseth-feinberg-memo/ 
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Pentagon touts ‘next generation’ press corps of mostly right-wing outlets  

the Hill, October 22, 2025 : 
 

The Defense Department on Wednesday announced the “next generation” of the 
Pentagon press corps, including mostly right-wing outlets, following the mass exodus 
of legacy outlets from the building who refused to sign the department’s restrictive 
new press policy. 

More than 60 journalists, “representing a broad spectrum of new media outlets and 
independent journalists,” have signed the Pentagon’s media access policy and will 
join 26 journalists from 18 outlets who already had building access and agreed to the 
new rules, according to chief spokesperson Sean Parnell. 

In a statement to X, Parnell used the announcement to denigrate the outlets that 
refused to sign to keep their access badges as “self-righteous media who chose to 
self-deport from the Pentagon.” 

He claimed the new batch of media outlets — the majority of which appear 
conservative or far-right — “have created the formula to circumvent the lies of the 
mainstream media and get real news directly to the American people.” 

The Pentagon declined to release a list of the new media outlets to The Hill, but 
posts to social media on Wednesday indicate that the additional journalists work 
across far-right websites such as Human Events; its sister company, Canadian 
website the Post Millennial; the National Pulse; The Gateway Pundit; and LindellTV, 
started by MyPillow CEO and President Trump ally Mike Lindell. 

Also included are Just the News, right-wing podcast host Tim Pool’s Timcast, Turning 
Point USA’s media brand Frontlines, and a Substack-based newsletter called the 
Washington Reporter. 

They will join the likes of One America News Network, the Federalist, and the Epoch 
Times, a handful of foreign outlets, and freelancers and independent journalists who 
already had a press badge, though only One America News Network regularly 
reports from the building. 

By signing up, I agree to the Terms of Use, have reviewed the Privacy Policy, and to 
receive personalized offers and communications via email, on-site notifications, and 
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targeted advertising using my email address from The Hill, Nexstar Media Inc., and 
its affiliates 

Every major television network, wire, publication and radio outlet reporter — including 
for the conservative Fox News, Newsmax, the Washington Times, the Washington 
Examiner and the Daily Caller — refused to sign the policy, under which journalists 
could be deemed a vague “security or safety risk” should they ask DOD personnel for 
information deemed sensitive or unclassified that’s not authorized for disclosure 

The Pentagon Press Association issued a blistering condemnation of the policy, 
accusing Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth and defense leadership of trying to “stifle 
a free press” by sending “an unprecedented message of intimidation to everyone 
within the DoD.” 

The rules also follow a steady stream of directives out of Hegseth’s office that have 
sought to severely kneecap press access and accommodations in the Pentagon 
since the start of the year, even while insisting this is the “most transparent 
administration ever.” 

Former CNN reporter and longtime Pentagon correspondent Barbara Starr, who has 
criticized Hegseth over the press rules, on Wednesday called out Parnell over his 
comments, pointing out that the ousted reporters continue to cover the building. 

“First we wish any legitimate journalist well on their journey to cover the news. But 
‘your’ government announcement of a next gen press corps is shall we say beyond 
odd,” Starr posted to X. “The Pentagon press corps still is working every day no 
matter how afraid of it you all seem to be. ‘Self deport’? Naw. Too busy working!” 

https://thehill.com/newsletters/defense-national-security/5568519-next-generation-
pentagon-press-corps/ 
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The Department Of War? Not Legally – What Trump’s Executive Order Really 
Does  

Military.com, October 19, 2025 :: 
 

In early September 2025, President Donald Trump signed an executive order 
directing the DoD and its leaders may use the names “Department of War” and 
“Secretary of War” in certain contexts. The administration and its surrogates quickly 
began updating social media handles, using the titles publicly, and spending the 
money to change signage. Yet, despite the dramatic rebranding, the Department of 
Defense remains the legal name. 

https://thehill.com/newsletters/defense-national-security/5568519-next-generation-pentagon-press-corps/
https://thehill.com/newsletters/defense-national-security/5568519-next-generation-pentagon-press-corps/


 Only Congress can amend or replace statutory titles. The Department of Defense 
currently remains the legal entity established by Congress in 1949. Trump’s order 
does not override existing law; instead, it authorizes a secondary title that may be 
used in non-statutory communications. 

What The Executive Order Does 

The order permits the Secretary of Defense, the DoD, and its subordinate officials to 
use “Secretary of War,” “Department of War,” and associated war-style titles in 
official correspondence, public communications, ceremonial contexts, and non-
statutory documents within the executive branch. That means in places like press 
releases, office signage, or public events, “War Department” may appear – but 
statutes, contracts, treaties, and court filings still have to refer to DoD. It also directs 
other executive agencies to recognize those names in communications, provided 
such use does not conflict with existing law. 

 The executive order explicitly states that statutory references to “Department of 
Defense,” “Secretary of Defense,” and subordinate officers remain controlling until 
Congress enacts a law to change them. In practical terms, that means ever law, 
budget, treaty, and military regulation still recognizes the DoD as the nation’s central 
defense authority. No contract can be signed, funding disbursed, or order issued 
under the name “Department of War” without new legislation. 

 To promote legislative follow-up, the order also requires the Secretary “of War” to 
submit a recommendation within 60 days on the executive and legislative actions 
needed to permanently change the name of the department by statute. 

Historical Roots And Legal Identity 

The “Department of War” name traces back to 1789, when Congress created it 
through the Act to Establish an Executive Department, to be Denominated the 
Department of War. It managed military affairs for the early republic, including the 
frontier army and Native relations. This replaced the Board of War and Ordnance, 
which had been established by Washington in 1776 for purposes of the Revolution. 

 By the late nineteenth century, the War Department (sometimes referred to as the 
War Office) had grown into a complex bureaucracy managing everything from 
ordnance to engineering. The Navy acquired its own Cabinet-level department in 
1798, and after WWII, Congress consolidated the armed services through the 
National Security Act of 1947, which abolished the War Department and replaced it 
with the National Military Establishment – renamed the Department of Defense two 
years later. 

 That statutory reorganization under Title 10 U.S.C. permanently replaced “Secretary 
of War” with “Secretary of Defense.” Nothing in the 2025 executive order alters that 
foundation. Reverting legally to “Department of War” would require Congress to 



amend the National Security Act or repeal the subsequent codifications that define 
the Department’s present structure. 

 A Modern Parallel: DBA 

From a legal standpoint, the administration’s move operates much like a “doing 
business as” (DBA) name in corporate law. A company registered as The Pacific 
Corporation may decide to publicly market itself as Air America. Its brand changes, 
but the contracts, liabilities, and tax identity remain under the original name. 

 The executive order achieves the same effect. The Pentagon can present itself as 
the “Department of War,” yet its legal identity, funding authorities, and statutory 
powers remain those of the Department of Defense. Every treaty, budget line, and 
court filing must cite the DoD name. The shift carries rhetorical power but no new 
authority. 

 Why It Matters 

The rebrand is aimed at reshaping tone and posture. The administration argues “war” 
signals resolve and aggressiveness in contrast to “defense,” which it sees as 
passive. Words matter in national branding, even if they do not carry legal weight. 

Legal And Administrative Tension 

Because statutory references still dominate, the new titles are more cosmetic than 
structural. Anyone relying on DoD’s legal identity in contracts, legislation, or court 
cases still is not affected. Introducing multiple names does open pitfalls: which name 
applies to legal acts? Could confusion arise over treaties or interagency 
communication? 

 The Cost Of Rebranding 

Already, the Pentagon has started replacing signs, issuing new web domains (e.g. 
war.gov), and shifting branding elements. Changing physical infrastructure, 
letterheads, seals, and legal instruments is expensive and fraught with logistical 
challenges. 

 Testing Executive Limits 

Perhaps most importantly, the order is a test: how far can the executive branch 
reshape agencies by style without Congress’s consent? The DoD is established by 
law; its name is embedded in statutes. Trump’s order does not legally override that. 
The order underscores how far presidential rebranding can go before it collides with 
separation-of-powers boundaries. 

 Bottom Line 



For now, the name “Department of War” is more stagecraft than statecraft – a 
symbolic revival of an older identity that carries no new authority. Yet symbols have a 
way of shaping institutions. Whether Congress leaves the title untouched or 
eventually adopts it, the words themselves mark a shift in how the Pentagon wants to 
be seen: less as a guardian, more as a combatant. 

https://www.military.com/feature/2025/10/17/department-of-war-not-legally-what-
trumps-executive-order-really-does.html 
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Lawmakers bemoan Trump’s latest power grab: Troop pay  

Politico, October 20, 2025 :: 
 

 

Note: This item is provided for your situational awareness. 

Members of Congress say they’re happy military troops are getting paid during the 
shutdown — but not necessarily that President Donald Trump is claiming vast power 
over the federal spending process to do it. 

 In a sweeping order last week, Trump gave both the Pentagon and the White House 
budget office the green light to use “any funds” left over for the current fiscal year to 
bankroll paychecks for active-duty servicemembers, which were due to be withheld 
last Wednesday amid the government funding standoff. 

 The move took the onus off lawmakers to vote on standalone legislation to pay 
troops during the funding lapse — something House and Senate GOP leadership 
had resisted, fearing it would reduce pressure on Democrats to vote for the 
Republican plan to reopen the government as the minority party demands bipartisan 
negotiations on health care. 

 The Senate is scheduled to consider legislation this week that would allow members 
of the military and other federal workers to receive pay while the government remains 
shuttered. It’s far from certain it will attract the necessary 60 votes to advance or 
would ever be brought to the floor in the House, which has been in recess since 
passage of the GOP-backed stopgap more than a month ago. 

 Against this backdrop, lawmakers who oppose Trump’s troop funding gambit have 
been careful to couch their criticism of the method with support for the end result. 

https://www.military.com/feature/2025/10/17/department-of-war-not-legally-what-trumps-executive-order-really-does.html
https://www.military.com/feature/2025/10/17/department-of-war-not-legally-what-trumps-executive-order-really-does.html


 “Look, I want the troops to be paid,” said Hawaii Sen. Brian Schatz, a senior 
appropriator and likely the Senate’s next Democratic whip. “But, as usual, they find 
the most illegal way to do everything.” 

 But Republicans are also among the many lawmakers highly skeptical about the 
legality of Trump’s actions. The president invoked his authority as commander in 
chief to claim missed paychecks would pose an “unacceptable threat to military 
readiness” — but the law requires the president to seek approval from Congress 
before moving around money, and there are many constraints to what can be done 
even with lawmakers’ passive consent. 

 “While it’s a desired outcome, there’s a process that’s required — by Constitution 
and by law — for Congress to be not only consulted but engaged,” Sen. Jerry Moran 
(R-Kansas), a senior member of the Senate Appropriations Committee, said in a brief 
interview last week. 

 And the issue isn’t going away. According to two White House officials not 
authorized to speak publicly, Trump will continue to use funding for military 
paychecks during the shutdown, if Congress doesn’t pass a government funding bill 
before the next pay date at month’s end. 

 At the same time, Trump administration officials have not provided top congressional 
appropriators with details about how much cash the White House believes is 
available for use, nor have they submitted requests to Capitol Hill to reprogram any 
money. 

 “There’s a way we take care of this. It’s called appropriations. It’s called 
reprogramming. And I don’t think that process is being respected,” said Alaska Sen. 
Lisa Murkowski, another leading Republican appropriator and frequent Trump critic. 

The Trump administration privately told lawmakers that it tapped $6.5 billion from a 
pot of about $10 billion in unspent military research and development funding to pay 
troops ahead of the Oct. 15 paycheck date. 

 “The appropriations committee in general believes that it should get more 
information and that we should receive a list of canceled work” and “contracts,” 
Senate Appropriations Chair Susan Collins (R-Maine) told reporters last week. 

 On Friday the White House sent lawmakers a five-page document detailing its 
argument for why the president has the power to use funding for a different purpose 
than Congress mandated in law. The bulleted list of talking points cites examples like 
then-President George Washington tapping military funding in 1794 for the militia to 
respond to the Whiskey Rebellion. 

 But administration officials have not relayed how much other money they believe 
could be used to pay troops when the next paychecks are due on Oct. 31. 



 The White House is already hunting for any available money to address other 
funding shortfalls during the shutdown to support politically popular programs. That 
includes options to pay at least a segment of federal workers, and potentially reopen 
key loans for struggling farmers amid quiet pressure from Senate GOP Leader John 
Thune and other farm-state lawmakers, according to two Trump officials and two 
senior Hill Republicans with direct knowledge of the matter. 

White House officials also need to figure out how to manage the dilemma over 
SNAP, the country’s largest food assistance program that serves 42 million low-
income Americans, which will start to run out of funds Nov. 1. 

 The federal government’s top watchdog, the Government Accountability Office, 
typically weighs in on the legality of shifting funding during a government shutdown. 
When Trump was president during the last, lengthy funding lapse that ended in early 
2019, GAO concluded that his administration twice violated the law with its funding 
moves, warning that officials would face fines and up to two years in prison for future 
violations. 

This time around, however, GAO has yet to receive any lawmaker requests to review 
Trump’s maneuver to pay members of the military — even as the independent 
oversight agency is working to determine whether the administration has violated the 
law by firing federal workers during the shutdown. 

“GAO has a process it goes through to determine whether we do work and when, 
which we are working through,” a spokesperson for the office said in a statement. 

Meanwhile, not everyone is questioning the legal standing of Trump’s actions. 

 Sen. Tim Kaine (D-Va.), a member of the Senate Armed Services Committee, said 
he supported Trump’s move “once the House made it plain that they were unwilling 
to come back to do a military pay bill.” 

  He added, “I’m glad they were able to find undesignated dollars within the defense 
budget they could use. As long as they keep it within defense, I think that they’re on 
solid ground.” 

 Republicans also know there’s at least one major deterrent for lawmakers to legally 
challenge Trump’s maneuvers to send paychecks to military troops: any outspoken 
critic risks being branded as unpatriotic. 

 “If the Democrats want to go to court and challenge troops being paid,” Speaker 
Mike Johnson told reporters last week, “bring it.” 

https://www.politico.com/news/2025/10/20/troops-showdown-trump-funding-
00614874 
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Hamilton Fish III and the “Harlem Hell Fighters”  

War History Network, October 20, 2025 :: 
 

New York blue-blood Hamilton Fish III helped lead the “Harlem Hell Fighters” 
throughout World War I. 

 (This article appears in: August 2002) 

 In July 1918, 30-year-old U.S. Army Captain Hamilton Fish, Jr., was in war-torn 
France with the 15th New York National Guard Regiment—also known as the (U.S.) 
369th Infantry. This would not have been unusual, except that the regiment was an 
all-black unit led by white officers. Furthermore, the regiment was under French 
command because it was not allowed to fight with the then rigidly segregated 
American Army proper. Nevertheless, blood was red no matter what the skin color, 
and battle was about to be waged. 

 As Fish noted in his 1991 autobiography, Hamilton Fish: Memoir of an American 
Patriot: “The Germans launched an all-out offensive—the Battle of Champagne-
Marne—against our lines. Just before the battle began, I wrote what I thought would 
be my last letter to my father: 

 “‘Dear Father: … I am assigned with my company to two French companies to 
defend an important position [a hill] against the expected German offensive. 

 “‘My company will be in the first position to resist the tremendous concentration 
against us and I do not believe there is any chance of any of us surviving the first 
push. I am proud to be trusted with such a post of honor and have the greatest 
confidence in my own men to do their duty to the end. The rest of our Regiment is 
dug in far to the rear except for L and M companies; the latter is holding a village in 
our rear. 

 “In Case I Am Killed…” 

“‘My company is expected to protect the right flank of the position and to 
counterattack at the sight of the first Boche [as the French called the Germans]. In 
war some units have to be sacrificed for the safety of the rest and this part has fallen 
to us and will be executed gladly as our contribution to final victory. How fond I am of 
you, and to thank you for all your care and devotion—words utterly fail me. I want you 



in case I am killed to be brave and remember that one could not wish a better way to 
die than for a righteous cause and one’s country. Your affectionate son, Hamilton.’” 

 He was not killed, however. “When the attack did come, my company was ready, 
holding its position despite the ferocity of the fighting. Company K—my company—
lost three dead, and had six wounded and four poison gas casualties. I survived 
unscathed, though my horse was killed during an artillery attack, my helmet was hit 
by shrapnel, and I had a few other close scrapes.” 

 The German offensive had failed, leading to what their Quartermaster-General Erich 
Ludendorff was to call “the black day of the German Army,” August 8, 1918. The 
French commander of Fish’s regiment, General Gouraud, noted that “It was a hard 
blow for the enemy. It is a beautiful day for France.” 

 Added Fish, “We began to sense that the tide of victory was turning in our 
directions.” 

 Actually, Hamilton Fish, Jr., had almost not become a soldier. He came from a dyed-
in-the-wool Republican political family and hailed from the same district as his later 
“friend” and bitter foe, Franklin Delano Roosevelt. His great grandfather, Nicholas 
Fish, was a colonel in the Revolutionary War, the first Adjutant General of the State 
of New York, the first Supervisor of Revenue in New York, and, as he told it, “An 
intimate friend of Lafayette and Alexander Hamilton.” 

 His grandfather, also named Hamilton Fish, was a member of the House of 
Representatives, Lieutenant Governor and Governor of New York, one of its two U.S. 
Senators, and U.S. Secretary of State under President Ulysses S. Grant. Our 
Hamilton Fish was born in Garrison, NY on December 7, 1888, while his father—also 
named Hamilton Fish—was Speaker of the New York Assembly at the state capital of 
Albany as well as a member of Congress. 

 Our “Ham” Fish attended St. Mark’s School and graduated from Harvard University 
(as did FDR) at the age of 20 with a cum laude degree in political science. He was 
offered an appointment to teach government and history at Harvard, “which I 
regretfully declined,” he noted. 

Fish became a political enemy of his president and friend, FDR. 

As he added later, he was proud of his pre-World War I heritage and record, and had 
every right to be: “I am directly descended from Peter Stuyvesant, the last Dutch 
Governor of New Amsterdam, and Louis Morris, a signer of the Declaration of 
Independence, and Robert Livingston, the first Lord of the Manor, and of Thomas 
Hooker.” (His later nemesis, FDR, was also of Dutch descent.) 

From Harvard to War 



“Was Captain of the Harvard football team and am the only remaining [in 1979] 
member alive of Walter Camp’s All-Time All-American Football Team. Was three 
times elected on the Progressive Ticket [Theodore Roosevelt’s Bull Moose Party], 
and a member of the [State] Assembly from Putnam County.” (FDR had also served 
in the State Legislature.) 

After graduation from Harvard in 1910 as an All-American tackle (and later being 
named to the College Football Hall of Fame), young Fish earned two law degrees 
before going on to the State Assembly. Then came the war. 

 “I had served for two years in the National Guard,” he remembered later, “training at 
Plattsburg, N.Y., while I was an Assemblyman in the New York State legislature. My 
commanding officers were impressed by my performance and recommended that I 
be promoted to captain. An examination was required to achieve the promotion, but I 
had studied the drill regulations extensively and knew I could pass the exam.… 

 “On the day of the examination, I was met by a major I did not know who himself had 
not been made captain until he was well over 50 years old. He asked me a number of 
questions that had nothing to do with military training and declared me too young for 
a captaincy. I did not know then that my great grandfather Nicholas Fish had been 
the youngest major ever commissioned in the Army, aged 18 years and three 
months. If I had known, I would have invoked his example. As it was, I merely told 
the major that I thought my age, experience and background were sufficient to make 
me a qualified candidate. 

 “But the major would not even allow me to take the exam, and told me that if I did 
take it, he would ask me questions about cooking that I would be sure to fail. I 
protested that whatever my knowledge of cooking, I knew the drill instructions as well 
as he did, but the major persisted in his refusal.” 

 In New York City, a disappointed Fish ran into Colonel William Hayward of the 
National Guard, who was then organizing an all-black regiment to train for combat 
duty in France. “He asked me if I wanted to join the Regiment as a captain. I 
accepted his offer on the spot and became one of the first officers of what was later 
designated the 369th Infantry Regiment, the famed Harlem Hell Fighters.” 

 War was declared on Imperial Germany on April 2, 1917, and the following summer 
two thousand regimental men began their training at Camp Whitman, NY. In October 
they received orders to travel to Spartanburg, SC for more combat training. 

 Dealing With Racial Tensions 

Fish sensed trouble. He wrote: “Realizing that the presence of so many black troops 
in the predominantly white and segregated town … could cause trouble, I 
telegrammed Franklin Roosevelt, then Assistant Secretary of the Navy, telling him of 
my fears and requesting that he do what he could to have us sent directly to 



France.… Despite my appeal to Roosevelt, our orders remained unchanged, and we 
went to Spartanburg for 12 tension-filled days. It was made obvious that we were not 
welcome in the town. Soldiers were assaulted, forced off the sidewalk and subjected 
to other racial harassments.” 

 Calling a hasty conference with local officials, a forceful Captain Fish informed them 
“that if any of the town’s citizens sought by force to interfere with the rights of the 
black troops under my command, I would demand that swift legal action be taken 
against the perpetrators. This quieted things down temporarily.” On October 24, the 
regiment was recalled to Camp Whitman. 

 There, however, the 369th faced more trouble when it found itself housed next to a 
white Alabama regiment. “Early one afternoon, I learned that the Alabamians 
intended to attack us during the night … I had to borrow ammunition … as we had 
none. After arming our soldiers, I and my fellow officers told them that if they were 
attacked, they were to fight back; if they were fired on, they were to fire back.” 

Fish was awarded the Silver Star and Croix de Guerre. 

A midnight meeting between Fish and a trio of Alabama officers led to a later 
newspaper story that he had challenged them to a fistfight (which he denied), but in 
reality, all three returned to their regiments to prevent what he asserted “would be a 
massacre … and I was left standing there with my revolver cocked in the firing 
position, unsure how to release the hammer without discharging a round,” as he 
recalled in 1991. 

On the way overseas to France, Fish discovered to his dismay that their troop 
convoys were steaming without benefit of destroyer escorts at a time when German 
U-boats were sinking all manner of Allied vessels. Again, he wrote to FDR: “I am 
writing the following facts to you as a friend who has confidence in your discreetness 
and as a friend who believes in your good judgment and ability to remedy a condition 
which in the near future will endanger the lives of thousands of American soldiers … I 
have no desire to criticize anyone and only hope to remedy the condition before it 
results in a disaster.” 

They landed in Brest, France, on December 26, 1917. After being transported in icy-
cold, unheated rail cars to the port of St. Nazaire, Fish and his men found 
themselves, he wrote in his memoirs, unexpectedly employed as stevedores, 
“making preparations for other American troops on their way to France.” He 
continued, “We had been trained to fight as soldiers, not to work as laborers, and all 
of us were anxious to get to the front lines, but the American military command was 
reluctant to integrate the armed forces by assigning black troops to white regiments. 
(As a Congressman during World War II, I played an active role in trying to integrate 
the armed forces.)” 



Integration reform did not take place in any of Northern-born President Roosevelt’s 
four administrations, but in that of his Southern-born successor, Harry S Truman of 
Missouri, who, like Fish, was a World War I veteran. 

Canteens Full of French Wine 

Placed under French command by American Expeditionary Force Commander 
General John J. Pershing (who had commanded black cavalry troops against the 
Apaches in the earlier days of his career), the 369th turned in its American gear at 
Chalons, and was temporarily issued “French rifles, helmets, belts and canteens that 
had no water but, much to the delight of the men, were filled with French wine. After 
a month or so, we were judged ready to fight … and assigned to the French 4th Army 
under the command of the famous one-armed French Gen. Gouraud, with whom I 
became quite friendly, thanks to my fluency in French.” 

On the way to the front, they were suddenly hit by a German artillery barrage: “It 
sounded like a gale at sea. Several shells exploded on the battery wounding a 
number of French soldiers and some of mine as well.… We filed into our new 
positions in the trenches, which had rows of barbed wire extended in front. When we 
weren’t standing in the trenches, we slept in our dugouts, which were 50 feet deep.” 

During one nocturnal incident, a French soldier upset a box of grenades that then 
tumbled down into the sleeping quarters, wounding a trio of Fish’s men. “I went down 
into the dugout accompanied by a French lieutenant to see what I could do. The 
lieutenant was overcome by the sight and fainted. As a result, I had to carry all three 
wounded soldiers 50 feet to the surface. Amazingly, despite the seriousness of their 
head and body wounds, all three survived.” 

In September 1918—while Fish was attending staff school at Langres—Germany 
launched its final offensive of the war in the Meuse-Argonne. According to National 
Guard records, “at Sechault, France on Sept. 29, 1918, from Harlem streets and 
other New York City neighborhoods they came … marched toward a date with 
destiny in the Meuse-Argonne Offensive …. ‘The day dawned clear and cool. There 
was expectancy in the air.’ A fierce artillery barrage preceded the attack by the 369th, 
nicknamed the ‘Hell Fighters’ by the enemy. 

“A Horrifying Exchange of Machinegun and Artillery Fire” 

“After a brutal struggle during which heavy casualties were sustained, Sechault was 
taken and the 369th dug in to consolidate their advance position. The action depicted 
earned the (French) Croix de Guerre for the entire Regiment, but the Meuse-Argonne 
claimed nearly one-third of these black fighting men as casualties. This distinguished 
National Guard Regiment left its proud mark on the AEF as “The Regiment that never 
lost a man captured, a trench or a foot of ground.” 



As for Fish, he recalled, “I rushed back to my company, just in time for the fighting, 
which raged incessantly for the next 48 hours in a horrifying exchange of 
machinegun and artillery fire. When it was all over, 30% of my Regiment had suffered 
casualties. For my part in the battle, I was awarded the Silver Star. The citation read: 

“‘… Constantly exposed to enemy machinegun and artillery fire, his undaunted 
courage and utter disregard for his own safety inspired the men of the regiment, 
encouraging them to determined attacks upon strong enemy forces. Under heavy 
enemy fire, he assisted in rescuing many wounded men and also directed and 
assisted in the laborious task of carrying rations over shell-swept areas to the 
exhausted troops.’” 

In his 1991 memoirs, Congressman Fish added, “The Meuse-Argonne battle was the 
single most important battle of World War I. Had the Germans succeeded, they 
would have had an open path into Paris and to the North Sea, but we stopped them. 
It was now only a matter of time before Germany was compelled to surrender,” which 
it did, by requesting an Armistice on November 11, 1918. 

Fish wrote to his father, “It seems almost a dream, in spite of the fact that peace has 
been discounted for the past two weeks. I am glad the killing of human beings is over 
and hope that it will be a lost art in the future.” 

Thus, a frontline soldier who had seen war firsthand would become the 
Congressman of 1920-1944 who opposed FDR on the thorny issue of America’s 
entry into World War II—until Pearl Harbor. 

Fish’s Journey Home 

Nevertheless, he wrote, “The record that we, the men of the 369th, compiled on the 
field of battle was an outstanding one. We spent 191 days in the frontline trenches, 
longer than any other American regiment. We were the first Allied regiment to reach 
the Rhine.… I will always remember the brave black men who served with me in the 
trenches of France.… Nor will I forget the bravery of my loyal sergeants.… At the end 
of World War I, I told my men, ‘You have fought and died for freedom and 
democracy. Now, you should go back home to the United States and continue to fight 
for your own freedom and democracy.’” 

 Back home, Hamilton Fish was one of three who wrote the Preamble of the 
American Legion. The Legion made him its only living honorary National 
Commander. 

 In 1920, when FDR ran for vice president as a Democrat and was defeated, 
Hamilton Fish was elected as a Republican Congressman from the Orange-
Dutchess-Putnam District, which included his rival’s home, Hyde Park. He served in 
Congress for 25 years and was the ranking minority member of the Foreign Affairs 



and Rules Committee, despite FDR’s intensive but failed attempt to see to his defeat 
for re-election in 1942. 

Fish introduced the bill in Congress to bring back the body of the first Unknown 
American Soldier, who today rests at Arlington National Cemetery, and was selected 
to place the wreath on the Tomb at the burial services on November 11, 1921. 

In 1922, he introduced and secured passage of the Palestine Resolution—the 
American version of the British Balfour Resolution—for a Jewish homeland in Arab-
occupied Palestine. He became the chairman of the first Congressional Committee in 
1930-1931 to investigate Communist propaganda and activities in the United States. 
At the Oslo Conference on August 15, 1939, Fish headed an American delegation to 
the Interparliamentary Union two weeks before Hitler invaded Poland, and introduced 
the plea for a 30-day moratorium seeking to settle the critical Danzig war issue by 
arbitration. 

All of this earned him the enmity of President Roosevelt, who refused to allow him 
into the White House, even after December 7, 1941, allegedly for an untrue remark 
he had once made about FDR’s mother. For his part, Congressman Fish was against 
both the Lend-Lease and Selective Service acts as being too warlike, and once even 
suggested that his by now hated rival should invite Communist Russian Marshal 
Josef Stalin to the White House. 

Fish’s Legacy 

According to biographer James MacGregor Burns in Roosevelt: The Soldier of 
Freedom, 1940-45, “[FDR] reserved his hatred for people in his own social world, 
such as Hamilton Fish, who he felt had betrayed him; as they did for him.” In the 
campaign of 1940 came the famous “Martin, Barton and Fish” speech and radio 
address by FDR in which the President singled out the trio of top Republican 
conservatives as his opponents. 

FDR died in 1945 at age 62 and Fish, who died on January 20, 1991 at 102, lived 
long enough to see his rival’s Pearl Harbor activities called into question. He noted in 
an interview, “I have been studying Communism for 50 years. The Soviets 
themselves have turned against Roosevelt’s great friend Stalin.” As for the “Martin, 
Barton and Fish” epithet, he merely smiled, adding, “It got enormous applause. He 
had enormous popularity.” 

Fish wrote five books, including FDR: The Other Side of the Coin—How We Were 
Tricked into World War II, and was lauded by American Legion Magazine for 
sponsoring successful legislation promoting veterans’ hiring and medical benefits. 
Fish also lived long enough to see the entire U.S. Armed Forces fully integrated with 
both blacks and women. 

https://warfarehistorynetwork.com/article/hamilton-fish-iii-and-the-harlem-hell-fighters/ 
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New York Army National Guard  

An Army brigade’s trial by fire against Iranian drones  

Task and Purpose, October 23, 2025 : 
 

Note: this item mentions the New York National Guard. 

An Army brigade’s trial by fire against Iranian drones 

“It felt like you were being hunted versus hunting,” said the Army colonel in charge of 
nearly 2,500 soldiers deployed to Erbil, Iraq in 2023. 

 Soldiers of the 10th Mountain 2nd Brigade Combat team faced an unprecedented 
campaign of drone attacks during a deployment to Iraq and Syria in the fall of 2023. 

Soldiers of the 10th Mountain 2nd Brigade Combat team faced an unprecedented 
campaign of drone attacks during a deployment to Iraq and Syria in the fall of 2023. 

In the Fall of 2023, a brigade of the 10th Mountain Division became the first large unit 
of U.S. soldiers to face waves of long-distance one-way attack drones. The 
“Commandos” of the 2nd Brigade Combat Team were the primary defense force for 
coalition bases across Iraq and Syria, during a time when troops in the region faced 
170 attacks from one-way attack drones, rockets, mortars, and ballistic missiles fired 
by Iranian-backed militias. 

 The unit’s top leaders had seen years of combat in Iraq and Afghanistan. But they 
were unprepared for the waves of drones and their tactics, developed and deployed 
by Iranian-backed militias in just the few years since major combat ended in those 
larger wars. 

 Soldiers in the unit shot down close to 100 drones after limited pre-deployment 
drone training and using tactics they developed on the fly. The Commandos tracked 
their kills on a 6-foot-tall ‘tick counter’ on a T-Wall in Al-Harir Air Base in Erbil, Iraq, 
the hub of their deployment. For the drones that made it through their defenses, they 
rebuilt base shelters to absorb or deflect the new weapons. 

 At least 30 soldiers from the 2nd Brigade came home with Purple Hearts from drone-
attack injuries, including the unit’s command sergeant major. 



 “It felt like you were being hunted versus hunting,” said Col. Scott Wence, the 
brigade commander. Wence is no stranger to combat, with more than ten 
deployments to Iraq and Afghanistan as a platoon leader in the 75th Ranger 
Regiment soon after 9/11 and later as a special mission unit troop commander in 
Joint Special Operations Command. 

  

  

  

The deployment was also a shock for the unit’s top enlisted leader, Command Sgt. 
Maj. Christopher Donaldson. A career infantryman, Donaldson was from an era 
where soldiers fought in firefights, faced ambushes of improvised explosive devices, 
and weathered mortars and rockets. But leading troops in a drone war was different. 

 “I didn’t have any experience talking through how you defeat this,” Donaldson said. 
“None of us did.” 

 Larger attacks and some details of the fighting were made public during the 2023 
deployment, but the full scale and intensity of the violence the nearly 2,500 10th 
Mountain soldiers faced has not been widely reported. The unit’s commander and 
senior enlisted leader, both long-time combat vets, spoke with Task & Purpose about 
the deployment. 

 Command Sgt. Maj. Christopher Donaldson, right, receives a Purple Heart from Lt. 
Gen. Joel Vowell, the commander of Operation Inherent Resolve, for injuries he 
suffered in a drone attack during a deployment with the 2nd Brigade Combat Team in 
2023 and 2024. 

Command Sgt. Maj. Christopher Donaldson, right, receives a Purple Heart from Lt. 
Gen. Joel Vowell, the commander of Operation Inherent Resolve, for injuries he 
suffered in a drone attack during a deployment with the 2nd Brigade Combat Team in 
2023 and 2024. Photo courtesy of Command Sgt. Maj. Christopher Donaldson. 

Iranian-backed militia groups began directing attacks towards U.S. troops almost 
immediately after the Oct. 7 Hamas attacks in Gaza. The soldiers at Erbil were 
suddenly on the frontlines of that proxy war. 

 In the months that followed, the 10th Mountain soldiers took down close to 100 one-
way attack drones using anti-drone weapons they had rarely trained with, and 
contrived tactics like using huge nets. For those they couldn’t shoot down, they 
redesigned base defenses and shelters to keep safe. 



 The unit kept a tally of its drone kills on a massive T-Wall art featuring the 2nd 
Brigade’s emblem that totals 110 kills (Wence said he recalls a final count of over 90 
kills in 115 engagements). Three 2nd Brigade soldiers shot down five drones each, 
earning “ace” status, taken from the title awarded to fighter pilots who shoot down 
five enemy planes. 

 “If you walk around Erbil, it’s kind of some tradition,” Wence said of the T-wall art. 
“Every unit does that. Not every unit’s got those tick marks next to it.” 

  

A new kind of threat 

Drones were not unknown to soldiers in 2023, over a year after Ukraine had become 
a drone-heavy battlefield. The 2nd Brigade soldiers put on a “drone academy” weeks 
before their deployment. But they still had limited formal training on countering 
unmanned aerial systems, or UAS, and the Army had virtually no formal guidance on 
the threat. And, Donaldson guessed, 80 to 90% of the unit’s soldiers were on their 
first deployment. 

 Donaldson acutely remembers the first attack: Oct. 26, 2023. It was nearly his last. 

 “We didn’t pick it up on the radar,” Donaldson said. “I remember most of it, but not all 
of it.” 

Before the deployment, the brigade expected that their largest threat would be 
ballistic missiles — massive rockets the size of a truck that fly hundreds of miles. It 
was ballistic missiles that hit Al Asad in January 2020, causing dozens of severe 
injuries, including many traumatic brain injuries, or TBIs. But because of their size, 
ballistic missiles are easily tracked and U.S forces have grown adept at shooting 
them down with Terminal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) or Patriot missiles, 
which were being sent to Al-Harir. 

 One of the Patriot systems was set to arrive that morning, so Donaldson woke up 
early to check on the delivery. He then headed to the gym around 6:30 a.m. The sun 
hadn’t come out yet. 

 “I briefly heard something, but it sounded almost like the sound of a generator 
buzzing, and then next thing I knew, I was on the ground and just saw smoke and 
everything right where it hit. It landed probably about 50 meters away from [where] I 
was,” he said. “All that overpressure and everything is what pushed me and threw me 
down.” 

 The drone went through the roof and hit the bathroom on the second floor of the 
barracks trailer, where Donaldson and other senior leaders slept. Had he slept in, the 
outcome might have been different. 



 The trailer was located next to the base’s Joint Operations Center, or JOC, where 
leaders plan and make tactical decisions. 

 “We think it was actually aimed towards the JOC, and it just flew over it and missed 
it and hit my barracks and building right where my room was at,” Donaldson said. “I 
was the only one that was hurt that day, so definitely extremely lucky.” 

  

  

  

Donaldson said he remembered getting up, checking to make sure no one else was 
hurt, and keeping the area clear in case of a second attack. After that, “things were a 
little fuzzy.” He felt lightheaded and dizzy, his speech started to slur, and he vomited 
multiple times. He was eventually medically evacuated for more intensive care and 
was diagnosed with a traumatic brain injury, TBI. 

 It would be over a week before he returned to duty. 

 “I pretty much had to always stay in the dark — the constant headaches, the ringing, 
my hand would go numb from holding something, which it still does,” Donaldson said 
during a phone interview, adding, “I actually just had to switch the way I was holding 
my phone because my left hand still goes numb.” 

 Slow days, then a barrage 

Some of the combat of the deployment made the news back home. A missile attack 
on al-Assad in November wounded several, and a Christmas Day drone attack badly 
injured a helicopter pilot with the 82nd Airborne. In late January, the drones hit a 
small outpost known as Tower 22, killing three National Guard soldiers and leaving 
dozens of others with TBIs. 

 But the majority of troop injuries during the fall and winter of 2023 were never 
formally announced by the Pentagon. The toll that the attacks took has been quietly 
recorded in subsequent Purple Heart announcements, such as last May, when 10 
New York National Guard soldiers received Purple Hearts for injuries in the Tower 22 
attack. 

 For the 2nd Brigade, some days were slower than others. Some days might bring 
just two or three attacks by large unmanned aerial systems. Others were more 
chaotic, with 10 or 15 strikes across eight sites in Iraq and Syria. The attacks tended 
to follow a pattern: one drone would fly in, followed by another 10 to 20 minutes later, 
Donaldson recalled. 



About a week after Oct. 7, officials mandated that troops wear full combat gear, with 
a helmet and body armor, when outside of the “hardstand” buildings (those made out 
of aluminum, metal, or brick). When they were about to downgrade the precautions, 
the attacks ramped up, Donaldson said. 

 “One of the bases, within an hour, took five [one-way drones] and we shot down four 
of the five,” Donaldson said. “They were also at their limit of how many rockets they 
had left, so if we would have taken a couple more at that base, they would have been 
pretty much defenseless.” 

 Rethinking bunkers 

One of the biggest lessons from the deployment was base defense and survivability, 
the two leaders said. 

  

“The bunkers, they weren’t good [when we arrived]. There’s science that goes into 
blast overpressure and hardening stuff and we spent a ton of time there and some of 
those absolutely saved lives,” Wence said. “Some of our bunkers that we redid took a 
direct hit and I’m not saying it didn’t hurt the people outside [of hardened buildings], 
but they’re alive.” 

 The base started using more sandbags and adjusting their position to mitigate the 
risks, Wence said, adding that when “40 to 80 pounds of explosives is hitting it, it 
stops that, so the people on the other side of it don’t receive any shrapnel or 
hopefully overpressure.” 

They erected more concrete T-walls around tents and reconfigured radar systems to 
pick up low-flying drones. Nets were placed on top of buildings to catch drones so 
they would either not detonate or do so before impact. 

 “You can almost think, like, Top Golf and the nets. They’re like a driving range,” 
Donaldson said. 

 Wence compared their efforts to those of Ukrainians using nets around their tanks, 
and how the U.S. used cage-like nets on vehicles in Iraq and Afghanistan to protect 
against rocket-propelled grenades, or RPGs. 

 Intelligence units combed over drones that failed to detonate, hacking their GPS to 
pinpoint where they were launched from or how far they traveled, and examining the 
explosives for clues on their origin, Donaldson said. But while rockets or missiles 
have obvious launch points, small drones could be launched from anywhere. 

 “They can program [drones] around radars and it could come from Baghdad and hit 
northern Syria. Finding those people gets extremely hard,” Wence said. 



 During the height of the Iraq War, Wence said, intelligence would lead to a target his 
teams could raid. But those days were long gone in 2023. “Getting ‘left of the boom’ 
is totally possible, but there’s no extra forces and authorities to just go anywhere.” 

 As the attacks continued, both the militias and the 10th Mountain troops altered their 
tactics. Intel experts noticed that captured GPS systems were suddenly harder to 
hack, Donaldson said. 

 “The way they were programming was, once it was launched, it would hit a waypoint, 
and then that waypoint would delete,” Donaldson said. “We couldn’t pick up on that 
ground control station from where they were mostly being launched at.” 

 Troops unprepared 

All of the chaos was compounded by the “very minimal” experience that soldiers had 
with drones, Donaldson said. 

  

Wence remembered the fear he felt from his young soldiers, including the face of a 
specialist who was headed into a bunker ahead of an attack. 

 “She looked at me and she said, ‘Sir. Are we gonna be OK?’” Wence recalled. “It hit 
me like a rock.” 

 Just this past August, Army officials candidly stated that the U.S. is “behind globally” 
with drone proficiency. Service officials announced the first drone-specific proficiency 
course developed by training doctrine experts, as an “aggressive attempt to close 
that gap.” 

 The course will include the hard-won lessons of the Commandos. 

 “For that four-and-a-half, five-month period, there wasn’t a lot of sleep for most 
senior leaders, specifically me and the brigade commander. We lived in our office. 
We slept on our couch, just because it was five feet away from the JOC and where 
we could control everything,” Donaldson said. 

 When the attacks came to a halt, Donaldson said, “We felt like we could breathe 
again.” 

  https://taskandpurpose.com/news/10th-mountain-fall-2023-deployment/ 
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State Police K-9 honors fallen NY Guardsman  

https://taskandpurpose.com/news/10th-mountain-fall-2023-deployment/


WTEN, October 20, 2025 : 
Oct 24, 2025 

ATHAM, N.Y. (NEWS10) — A New York State Police Canine (K-9) Officer was 
praised for his heroic efforts in a recent drug bust. K-9 J has sniffed out nearly 20 
pounds of drugs, including fentanyl during a traffic stop in Saratoga County. And 
while this is nothing new for him, his actions are helping to heal the hearts of a local 
family. 

 “We’re just so excited to have the opportunity to get to know him and have him 
represent something so special to us,” said Krista, John Grassia’s sister. 

 K-9 J has been on the force for two years now. Named after Chief Warrant Officer 
John Grassia III, a Rotterdam native who lost his life when his helicopter crashed 
during a mission in 2024 near the Texas, Mexico border. “I can’t help but think that 
there’s some kind of divine intervention coming here. Because J, like I said, he was 
an animal lover. And I just think that, you know, there might be a little dog whisperer 
in his ear. And when it’s time to go, go to work,” said John’s mom Judy. 

 And when at work K-9 J is said to be living up to his name. “He is cadaver trained. 
He’s narcotics detection, he’s protection and tracking. He has seized about 26 
pounds of illegal narcotics, four pounds of fentanyl, six pounds of cocaine, and then 
various other narcotics, 16 pounds of ecstasy, MDMA,” said Trooper Joe Turoski. 

 Not only was J involved in the recent drug arrest out of Saratoga Springs, but he had 
also helped investigators in Albany discover the bodies of Franz and Theresia Kraus 
in their backyard last month. The couple’s son admitted to the murders. “We probably 
done close to 100 K-9 calls, cadaver searches, successful cadaver search he’s part 
of the Crestwood Drive investigation. He’s done a lot of work,” explained Trooper 
Turoski. 

 Canine J wears many hats as a state trooper canine and has gone through months 
of training, but he also doubles down as an emotional support dog for other troopers 
simply by showing up to work. “When they show up at a station, they bring the moral 
at the station up to a whole other level. I mean, they’re not built for that. They’re a 
tool, right, for the state police. But they have that dual purpose unintentionally, 
100%,” said Trooper O’Neil. 

 Krista says the family is honored that John’s memory is living on in K-9 J, “He is still 
out there looking over us, just keeping everybody safe.” 

 Johns’ mom said she has always called her son J. Michael. She said K -9 J’s name 
is very fitting. “We just we are honored that they honored my son in this way,” said 
Judy. 

https://www.news10.com/news/state-police-k-9-honors-fallen-ny-guardsman/ 
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Artillery weapon testing proposal moves forward in Lewis  

Adirondack Explorer, October 17, 2025 :: 
 

Four years after original application, public invited to weigh in on howitzers 
testing plan 

Note: This item is provided for your information. 

Nearly four years after submitting a proposal to test-fire howitzers in the Adirondacks, 
Michael Hopmeier’s application to the Adirondack Park Agency is complete and out 
for public comment. 

 The project in the town of Lewis involves firing steel projectiles into a pile of sand, 
using the privately owned Big Church Mountain as a backstop. Firing will take place 
between 10 a.m. and 4 p.m. on weekdays, up to 30 times per year, according to the 
application description. 

 The goal is to test the internal ballistics of a portable 155 mm howitzer barrel “to 
ensure the most efficient means of manufacturing and recurring cost of ownership, 
thereby reducing waste and cost, as well as improving performance,” according to 
the initial application. 

 To learn more and submit comments, go to 
https://apa.ny.gov/contact/ApaCommentPopup.cfm?ProjectNumber=2021-0276. 

Hopmeier, president and principal investigator for a private security consulting firm in 
Florida called Unconventional Concepts, Inc., declined to say who was sponsoring 
the testing. 

The initial application pitched it as a project for the U.S. Army at Benet Laboratories 
in Watervliet, but a stop-work order was issued in August 2022. The Explorer’s latest 
inquiry to an Army spokesperson bounced back with a note about being furloughed. 
The U.S. government remains shut down. 

The APA first received Hopmeier’s application in November 2021 to test howitzers on 
197 acres owned by James Pulsifer on Hale Hill Lane near the Jay Mountain 
Wilderness. Over the years it issued six notices of incomplete application and denied 
his appeal after the fifth one. 

Staff have now deemed the application complete and the agency is collecting public 
comments on it through Oct. 30. 

https://apa.ny.gov/contact/ApaCommentPopup.cfm?ProjectNumber=2021-0276


The agency has already collected dozens of comments from nearby residents over 
the last several years, many who are against the idea of a firing range. 

This is the first munitions testing facility application to ever come before the APA, and 
has environmental groups concerned about the precedent it could set and the 
impacts on the neighboring Jay Mountain Wilderness. 

Hopmeier said he would not address the community’s concerns via a newspaper 
article, but noted that he would be answering questions at a local meeting. The town 
of Lewis posted that Unconventional Concepts will hold an informational meeting at 6 
p.m. on Thursday at the Lewis Firehouse. 

The APA board, which oversees public and private development in the park, is 
expected to vote on the application at its November meeting. 

Hopmeier told the Explorer he was glad the agency finally got through his application. 
It’s a process, he said, “that should have been able to be handled in 60 to 90 days.” 

Hopmeier owns a former Atlas F nuclear missile silo nearby the proposed test site in 
Lewis, where he is already conducting indoor ballistics testing. He was recently under 
fire for hosting military exercises conducted by private contractors with retired and 
active military. Called Jaded Thunder, the exercises in September involved gunfire 
and Black Hawk helicopters flying low, alarming neighbors. 

https://www.adirondackexplorer.org/community-news/government/howitzer-testing-
range-moves-forward/ 
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Duty Calls: East Greenbush officer takes battalion command  

Times Union, October 20, 2025 :: 
 

New York Army National Guard Lt. Col. Elsa Canales, of East Greenbush, assumed 
command of the 2nd Battalion of the 106th Regiment last month during a ceremony 
at the Camp Smith Training Site in Cortlandt Manor near Peekskill. 

 Canales replaced Lt. Col. Aaron Lefton, of Gloversville. 

 She now leads the 2nd Battalion, 106th Regiment, the regional training institute for 
the New York National Guard. She leads a cadre of officers and senior 
noncommissioned officers as they provide instruction in specific military skills, and 
officer and noncommissioned officer education classes. 

https://www.adirondackexplorer.org/community-news/government/howitzer-testing-range-moves-forward/
https://www.adirondackexplorer.org/community-news/government/howitzer-testing-range-moves-forward/


 Her soldiers plan, provide resources and execute training for combat medics, officer 
candidates and a combat lifesaver course. 

 Canales also serves as a full-time staff officer as the deputy director of logistics at 
the New York National Guard headquarters in Latham. 

 She enlisted in the National Guard in 2005 and earned a commission in 2009 
through the Reserve Officer Training Corps Program at the University at Stony 
Brook. 

Canales previously served as the support operations officer for the 369th 
Sustainment Brigade. 

 In 2022-2023, she deployed to Grafenwoehr Training Area in Germany, where she 
served as chief of staff for the 27th Infantry Brigade Combat Team in support of the 
Joint Multinational Training Group-Ukraine training the Ukrainian Army. In 2012, she 
deployed to Kuwait as the executive officer of the South Carolina Army National 
Guard’s 1118th Forward Support Company. Canales also deployed to Kuwait in 2013 
as the operations officer for the 642nd Aviation Support Battalion. She commanded 
two companies in the 427th Support Battalion as well. 

 She earned a Bachelor of Science degree in business management at the University 
at Stony Brook and a Master of Military Art and Science degree in strategic studies at 
the Army Command and General Staff College. 

 The commander has earned a Meritorious Service Medal, an Army Commendation 
Medal, a Humanitarian Service Medal, and a Distinguished Military Service Award. 

AED for Legacy House 

The Legacy House of the Capital Region Veterans Memorial in Glenville is about to 
receive much-needed donations. 

 Schenectady County will deliver an Automated External Defibrillator, a portable 
device used to treat sudden cardiac arrest, and Narcan, a medication that can rapidly 
reverse opioid overdoses, to the Legacy House at 338 North Ballston Ave. at Dutch 
Meadows Lane at 11 a.m. on Oct. 23. Both devices can be life-saving. 

 Schenectady County purchased the AED and Narcan through the Office of 
Emergency Management. 

 The Legacy House provides a resource center and lounge for veterans. Guidance 
on veterans’ benefits and services is available at the facility from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. 
Mondays through Fridays, but is closed on holidays. The house also includes a 
resource room and computers. 



 Ken Almy, Schenectady County fire coordinator, and Pete Frisoni, Schenectady 
County legislator for Glenville and Niskayuna, who also serves as vice chairman of 
the Fire and Emergency Medical Technician Committee, will deliver the needed 
items. 

 A Schenectady County safety officer will train volunteers on the use of the AED and 
Narcan. 

 “An AED is essential for our organization as we have many veterans, their family 
members and the public visiting,” said Francesca O’Connor, a Capital Region 
Veterans Memorial board member. 

 The Legacy House is part of a Legacy Park Project that already includes a Memorial 
Park, an amphitheater, and walkways. The park will eventually include a welcome 
center, café and military museum. 

 The park will also feature seven outdoor memorials that commemorate military 
personnel from Albany, Columbia, Fulton, Greene, Montgomery, Rensselaer, 
Saratoga, and Schenectady, Schoharie, Warren, and Washington counties killed in 
World War I, World War II, Korean War, Vietnam War, Persian Gulf War, Iraq War 
and Afghanistan War. An Expeditionary Memorial is also planned for Grenada, 
Panama, Bosnia and Kosovo conflicts. Each memorial will include a war history. 

 For information regarding the Legacy House and project, contact Mary Brandt, 
president of the Capital Region Veterans Memorial Committee, 
at thecrvm@gmail.com or call 518-495-2524. 

 Trivia night 

A Woof Warriors Trivia Night will be sponsored by Ibi Semper Training from 6:30 to 9 
p.m. Saturday, Nov. 8, at the Brunswick Elks Lodge, located at 665 Brunswick Road 
in Troy. 

Registration begins at 6 p.m. The cost to register as an individual is $20, and $100 
for a team of five. Register at ibisempertraining@gmail.com. 

 Proceeds will benefit the Ibi Semper Training, a nonprofit that helps veterans and 
first responders while rescuing dogs and pairing them together to train them to 
become Post Traumatic Stress Disorder Service Dog teams. 

 Other donations can be made by sending a check payable to Ibi Semper Training, 
25 Dublin Drive, Niskayuna, NY 12309. 

 Anyone interested in the free program should visit ibisempertraining.org for an 
application. For more information, contact Sonya Ward 
at ibisemptertraining@gmail.com or call 518-605-3976. 

mailto:thecrvm@gmail.com
mailto:ibisempertraining@gmail.com
mailto:ibisemptertraining@gmail.com


 News of your troops and units can be sent to Times Union, Duty Calls, Terry Brown, 
Box 15000, Albany, NY 12212 or brownt@timesunion.com. 

  https://www.timesunion.com/news/article/duty-calls-local-officer-batallion-command-
21104082.php 
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Trump Reiterates His Intention to Send Troops to San Francisco  

New York Times, October 19, 2025 :: 
  

Note: This item is provided for your situational awareness. 

In an interview that aired Sunday morning on the Fox News program “Sunday 
Morning Futures,” President Trump underscored his plan to send federal troops to 
San Francisco. 

 “We’re going to go to San Francisco — the difference is I think they want us in San 
Francisco,” he told the journalist Maria Bartiromo as they sat in the Roosevelt Room 
in the West Wing. 

 “San Francisco was truly one of the great cities of the world. And then 15 years ago 
it went wrong, it went woke,” he said. He added that, “We’re going to make it great.” 

 Mr. Trump publicly toyed with the idea last week, but his latest remarks were 
perhaps the most explicit signal yet of his intentions. It was not clear whether Mr. 
Trump had mobilized any troops to be sent to San Francisco. 

 The talk about deploying the National Guard to the city came as troops have been 
sent to other areas where Mr. Trump has said that crime is out of control, an 
assertion leaders in those cities disputed. Such a move would likely further increase 
the tension between Mr. Trump and San Francisco leaders and Gov. Gavin Newsom, 
who have made clear their disdain for federal troops patrolling their streets. 

 Marc Benioff, the founder of the tech giant Salesforce, roiled the city when he told 
The Times that he thought Guard troops should be sent to his hometown. 

 “We don’t have enough cops, so if they can be cops, I’m all for it,” he said, as he 
prepared for his annual Dreamforce conference that would bring nearly 50,000 
people to the downtown area. 

 Mr. Benioff apologized for those remarks after city leaders lambasted him for making 
them. He said Friday that he no longer believed troops were necessary. 

mailto:brownt@timesunion.com
https://www.timesunion.com/news/article/duty-calls-local-officer-batallion-command-21104082.php
https://www.timesunion.com/news/article/duty-calls-local-officer-batallion-command-21104082.php


 Daniel Lurie, the mayor of San Francisco, who has tried to avoid directly confronting 
Mr. Trump or acknowledging statements about him, noted that crime was down and 
homicides were at a historic low at a news conference on Friday. 

“This united front of public safety leaders and city leaders behind me is keeping San 
Francisco safe every day,” he said. “That is my No. 1 job as mayor, and this team 
right here is getting it done.” 

 Mr. Lurie added that the Dreamforce conference, which concluded on Thursday, had 
ended in a “public safety success.” 

 Last week, Nancy Pelosi, the former House speaker, weighed in. 

 “San Francisco does not want or need Donald Trump’s chaos,” she said in a 
statement. “Our city takes great pride in the steps we’ve taken to significantly 
increase public safety and reduce crime in partnership with community and state 
officials — without the interference of a president seeking headlines.” 

 The day before Ms. Pelosi’s comment, Mr. Newsom posted a retort of his own on X, 
accompanied by a video clip in which Mr. Trump speaks highly of the San Francisco 
of the past. 

 “TRUMP: San Francisco was a great city 15 years ago,” Mr. Newsom’s post read. 
“ME: Why, thank you!” 

https://www.nytimes.com/2025/10/19/us/politics/trump-national-guard-san-
francisco.html 
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NY State proposed legislation 

Sovereignty showdown: Bill would keep other states’ National Guard from 
‘invading’ New York  

WTEN, October 21, 2025 : 
 

ALBANY, N.Y. (NEXSTAR) — A bill introduced in the New York State Senate would 
clarify the governor’s authority over out-of-state National Guard deployments, in a 
move Democratic State Senator Andrew Gounardes called protection against a 
potential military invasion by fellow Americans. The legislation, introduced on Friday, 
would require any organized militia from another state, territory, or district to have 
permission from the governor of New York before entering the state for military duty. 

https://www.nytimes.com/2025/10/19/us/politics/trump-national-guard-san-francisco.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2025/10/19/us/politics/trump-national-guard-san-francisco.html


S8533, sponsored by Gounardes, represents a concern that one state’s National 
Guard could be sent across state lines as President Trump makes “escalating 
threats” against states he views as uncooperative with his mass deportation agenda. 
But State Assembly Republican Leader Will Barclay criticized the proposal, arguing 
that Democrats are “outraged at the idea of utilizing federal resources to help stop 
criminal acts” and suggesting that the senator is merely chasing headlines. 

If another state were to deploy to New York without authorization—violating the law—
the New York State Attorney General could sue for an court order to stop it. The only 
exception would be if the militia has been federalized, “acting under the direct 
authority of the President of the United States,” because states can’t legally prevent 
the federalization of their own National Guards. 

A president could bypass federalizing troops altogether by convincing a friendly 
governor to deploy across less friendly state lines. Twenty six Republican governors 
have committed to using their National Guard to carry out federal Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement enforcement. 

The National Guard, a state-based military reserve for the U.S. Army and Air Force, 
is organized locally, funded by state dollars, and typically reports directly to the 
governor of its state or territory. Soldiers usually have full-time civilian jobs while 
conducting drills one weekend a month and two weeks of training each year. 

State leaders often call on them for domestic missions like COVID vaccine 
distribution, assisting with wildfires in places like Maui, Hawaii, and Los Angeles, and 
rescue operations during Hurricane Katrina and at the World Trade Center after 
September 11, 2001. This year, Governor Kathy Hochul deployed New York’s 
National Guard for a long-term engagement in the state’s prison system, covering for 
correction officers amid a shortage aggravated by their strike. 

When a state governor calls up their own Guard for such state deployment, they’re in 
State Active Duty status. The National Guard is often deployed under Title 32 of the 
U.S. Code for duties like training or federal disaster response. In this status, the 
federal government pays costs like salaries and fuel, but the guardsmen remain 
under the orders of the state governor. 

The federal Posse Comitatus Act prohibits using federal armed forces for traditional, 
non-military, domestic law enforcement. Were the president to federalize the Guard 
under the part of the U.S. Code that governs the federal military, Title 10, then state 
law doesn’t apply since federal troops go where the president sends them. But those 
troops can’t enforce state or federal laws under Posse Comitatus. They become part 
of the federal armed forces until they return to state control. 

The Emergency Management Assistance Compact lets states voluntarily deploy their 
Guard into another state or states for missions not coordinated through federal 



channels. When one state lends its National Guard to another with that governor’s 
permission, the borrowing state pays the lending state back for any costs. 

SThe nearly 150-year-old Posse Comitatus doesn’t apply under State Active Duty or 
Title 32. But it does have exceptions, the Insurrection Act notable among them for 
letting the president direct federal troops to conduct law enforcement during national 
emergencies. 

By sending in troops without consent, a state sidesteps Posse Comitatus limits on 
federal armed forces from participating in civilian law enforcement. According to 
Gounardes’ office, this nonconsensual invasion could violate the state sovereignty 
doctrine of the Tenth Amendment, and the question “has yet to be tested in the 
courts.” 

This would be a proactive step that follows the lead several other states that clarified 
this prohibition in their own laws or constitutions. Gounardes said the proposal is 
about more than one president, calling it a “commonsense way to ensure public 
safety, prevent interstate conflict, and safeguard our civil liberties in an era of growing 
autocracy and political violence.” 

The bill aims to affirm the governor’s constitutional role as commander-in-chief of the 
state’s military forces. Supporters include the New York Working Families Party, 
Communication Workers of America District 1, Common Cause new York, Citizen 
Action of New York, 32BJ SEIU, and the Professional Staff Congress/CUNY, a union 
representing 30,000 academic workers from the City University of New York system. 
They’re concerned about the armed forces pushing a partisan agenda on residents, 
for example by using National Guard from another state to suppress non-violent 
protest. 

James Davis, President of the Professional Staff Congress/CUNY, said the uninvited 
deployment of another state’s National Guard would be a “profoundly intrusive and 
destabilizing act.” 

And Susan Lerner, executive director of Common Cause, said, “New Yorkers don’t 
need out-of-state troops telling us how to run our cities.” 

But Barclay tied his criticism of the bill to New York’s own National Guard deployment 
to subways and prisons on State Active Duty. New York “was forced to put National 
Guard troops in subways and state prisons, in large part because Albany Democrats 
abandoned any commitment to public safety,” he said. “if you’re looking for decisive 
measures to crack down on crime and keep people safe, look elsewhere.” 

Supporters point to states that have recently challenged perceived overreach under 
Posse Comitatus. For example, California won a legal victory after President Donald 
Trump deployed National Guard troops to Los Angeles in June 2025. 



Still, it’s not clear whether the act, were it to become a law, would hold up to legal 
scrutiny. It may not ultimately be enforceable. In the 1900s, the U.S. Supreme court 
disagreed when states argued against the Reagan administration deploying the 
Guard to Honduras. 

https://www.news10.com/news/northeast-news/gounardes-national-guard-
deployment/ 
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New York bill would restrict outside National Guard from entering state  

Times Union, October 21, 2025 : 
 

ALBANY — Democrats in New York introduced a bill Monday that would prohibit 
other states, territories or districts from sending their National Guard troops to the 
Empire State without approval from the governor. 

The bill, sponsored by state Sen. Andrew Gounardes, is intended to make it clear 
that only New York’s governor can approve the presence of another state’s National 
Guard in the Empire State. 

It follows the announcement that several Republican governors were sending 
hundreds of troops to Washington, D.C., to support President Donald J. Trump’s 
hard-line crime and immigration policies. Should New York’s bill become law, the 
state attorney general would have grounds to seek a preliminary injunction from a 
court. 

“It’s deeply sad that we need to take steps to protect New Yorkers from a potential 
military invasion by fellow Americans, but this is the dark place Trump has brought us 
to,” Gounardes said. 

The bill does not preclude the authority of the U.S. president to call military units into 
active service in New York. Trump has threatened future military interventions in New 
York, as he has done in Chicago and Portland. 

 The National Guard is a state-based military force when not activated for federal 
service and is under the command of the governor and the president. Some states, 
most recently Washington, have passed similar laws that restrict outside National 
Guard from entering their respective borders. 

But using National Guard troops for law enforcement and public safety purposes is 
not unusual. 

https://www.news10.com/news/northeast-news/gounardes-national-guard-deployment/
https://www.news10.com/news/northeast-news/gounardes-national-guard-deployment/


In December 2024, Gov. Kathy Hochul directed the deployment of 750 National 
Guard troops into the New York City subway system to augment increased security 
in response to heightened concerns about crime. The troops were armed with 
semiautomatic weapons and assisted New York City police officers in searching 
people’s bags. The governor later deployed an additional 250 National Guard troops 
on the detail. 

“It’s clear to me, as I’ve heard from many people, that the presence of the National 
Guard has made not just a physical difference, but a psychological difference in how 
they feel about safety,” Hochul said at the time. “When people see a person in 
uniform, NYPD, MTA Transit, even our National Guard, they feel more secure.” 

Supporters of the bill proposed by Gounardes contend the legislation is a necessary 
safeguard for state sovereignty and public safety. The National Guard, they note, 
traditionally operates under the control of governors and plays vital roles in 
emergencies ranging from natural disasters to national crises such as 9/11 and the 
coronavirus pandemic. 

In recent years, questions have emerged about whether and under what 
circumstances a state’s National Guard may be deployed across state lines without 
the host state’s consent. 

Proponents of New York’s bill say such deployments raise significant constitutional 
questions related to the 10th Amendment and the Posse Comitatus Act, which bars 
any use of the federal armed forces for traditional, nonmilitary law enforcement. 
California recently used the Posse Comitatus Act to win an early legal victory when 
Trump deployed National Guard troops to Los Angeles in response to their 
deployment over the summer. 

“New Yorkers don’t need out-of-state troops telling us how to run our cities,” said 
Susan Lerner, executive director of the watchdog nonpartisan nonprofit Common 
Cause New York. “Our National Guard should serve the people, not President 
Trump’s political agenda. We look forward to working with Sen. Gounardes to pass 
this bill and send a clear message to any state that thinks it can send troops into our 
communities without our consent — get outta here.” 

But a panel of judges from the 9th Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals on Monday issued a 
ruling allowing the Trump administration to send National Guard troops into Oregon 
against the wishes of that state’s governor. That ruling lifted a lower court’s judge’s 
order that had barred the deployment. 

The panel ruled 2-1 that the Trump administration’s deployment of National Guard 
troops in Portland was an appropriate response to protesters who had damaged a 
federal building and threatened U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement officers. 



“After considering the record at this preliminary stage, we conclude that it is likely that 
the president lawfully exercised his statutory authority,” the 9th Circuit panel wrote in 
the ruling. 

https://www.timesunion.com/capitol/article/trump-national-guard-new-york-
21110495.php 
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NY bill takes aim at other states’ National Guard troops: See what is proposed  

Syracuse.com, October 22, 2025 : 
 

A bill introduced this week in the state Legislature aims to keep National Guard 
troops from other states out of New York. 

The bill would bar other states, territories or districts from sending guard troops to 
New York without approval from the governor, according to the Times Union in 
Albany. It’s meant to make clear that only New York’s governor can approve the 
presence of outside guard troops in the state. 

“It’s deeply sad that we need to take steps to protect New Yorkers from a potential 
military invasion by fellow Americans, but this is the dark place Trump has brought us 
to,” said state Sen. Andrew Gounardes, the bill’s sponsor, according to the Times 
Union. 

The bill comes as President Donald Trump has deployed National Guard troops to 
multiple cities led by Democrats in recent months. He has sent troops to Los Angeles 
in response to protests and to Washington, D.C. in response to what he described as 
high crime. 

In support of Trump’s moves, some Republican governors have said they would be 
willing to send troops from their states to other locations, according to the Times 
Union. Multiple Republican-led states have actually done so. 

Normally, the National Guard reports to the governor of the state or territory where it 
is located, according to News 10 in Albany. Governors use the troops for a variety of 
purposes, including everything from security to disaster response. 

Guard troops can also be federalized and commanded by the president under certain 
circumstances. 

https://www.timesunion.com/capitol/article/trump-national-guard-new-york-21110495.php
https://www.timesunion.com/capitol/article/trump-national-guard-new-york-21110495.php


Trump’s guard deployments this year have faced scrutiny over whether they’re legal 
and they’ve been challenged in court. Judges have issued some rulings barring 
them, although some of those rulings have been overturned on appeal. 

The new bill in New York would allow the state attorney general to sue for a court 
order blocking a guard deployment if another state attempted to send troops without 
authorization. That wouldn’t include cases where the guard has been formally 
federalized, according to News 10. 

States can’t legally prevent that. 

https://www.syracuse.com/politics/2025/10/ny-bill-takes-aim-at-other-states-national-
guard-troops-see-what-is-proposed.html 
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Gounardes: Other states must obtain Governor’s support before deploying their 
National Guard in NY  

Brooklyn Eagle., October 20, 2025 :: 
 

STATEWIDE — A NEW BILL THAT STATE SEN. ANDREW GOUNARDES, D-26, 
HAS INTRODUCED WOULD proactively require other states to obtain permission of 
the New York governor before deploying their National Guard troops here. 

 The proposal comes in the wake of President Trump’s escalating threats to use state 
National Guards against states that he views as uncooperative with his mass 
deportation agenda. Though states could sue via the federal Posse Comitatus Act of 
1878, which bars use of federal armed forces for traditional, non-military law 
enforcement, loopholes in that law allow a president to circumvent the need to 
federalize the troops by convincing a Republican state to deploy its National Guard 
over state lines into a blue state, even if it means violating the 10th Amendment 
protecting state sovereignty. 

 Gounardes’s bill follows the lead of similar blue states’ legislation. It establishes a 
clear statutory requirement that other states obtain affirmative, advance consent from 
New York’s governor before deploying National Guard troops into New York. The bill 
would protect residents and affirm the governor’s constitutional role as commander-
in-chief of state military forces. 

 The New York Attorney General would have grounds to sue any other state violating 
this law for preliminary injunction and other equitable relief. 

https://www.syracuse.com/politics/2025/10/ny-bill-takes-aim-at-other-states-national-guard-troops-see-what-is-proposed.html
https://www.syracuse.com/politics/2025/10/ny-bill-takes-aim-at-other-states-national-guard-troops-see-what-is-proposed.html


https://brooklyneagle.com/articles/2025/10/20/governors-support-required-before-
deploying-national-guard-in-ny/ 
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Senator Cooney sponsoring bill banning out-of-state National Guard deployment  

WROC, October 23, 2025 : 
 

ROCHESTER, N.Y. (WROC) — New York Senator Jeremy Cooney has become a 
co-sponsor of a new bill that would prohibit other states from deploying their National 
Guard in New York without permission from our Governor. 

 This is a move to preempt President Trump’s tactic of deploying out-of-state National 
Guard into cities such as Washington, D.C., Portland, Oregon, and Chicago, Illinois. 
This bill would strengthen New York’s legal position to oppose any deployment in the 
state, including sanctuary cities such as Rochester. 

 In a statement, Cooney said, “President Trump is deploying troops in American cities 
to instill fear and attempt to submit Democratic-led cities to his will. We will not 
participate in his attempts to intimidate Americans, and we cannot allow the unlawful 
deployment of troops in our state. This bill is about protecting the freedoms of New 
Yorkers and protecting the autonomy and independence of our state.” 

 Senator Andrew Gounardes also sponsors this bill. 

https://www.rochesterfirst.com/news/proposed-bill-bans-out-of-state-national-gaurd-
deployment/ 
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PFOA Issue 

Warnings Issued Over Contamination Caused by US Military Bases  

Newsweek, October 19, 2025 :: 
 

Note: Several New York Air Guard and Army Guard facilities are impacted by this 
issue. 

Military bases are known contributors to environmental and drinking water 
contamination due to the high concentrations of PFAS chemicals present in 

https://brooklyneagle.com/articles/2025/10/20/governors-support-required-before-deploying-national-guard-in-ny/
https://brooklyneagle.com/articles/2025/10/20/governors-support-required-before-deploying-national-guard-in-ny/
https://www.rochesterfirst.com/news/proposed-bill-bans-out-of-state-national-gaurd-deployment/
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firefighting foam frequently used in drills. But while the contamination caused by 
these sites is established, the Department of Defense (DOD) has recently delayed 
the cleanup of PFAS chemicals at more than one hundred military bases. 

 "The Department’s timeline for cleanup is dictated by the cleanup law (i.e., 
CERCLA) and its regulations, and reflects both an evolving understanding of PFAS 
conditions at our military installations and additional investigation based on drinking 
water standards that EPA finalized last year," Pentagon press secretary Kingsley 
Wilson told Newsweek. 

 Experts who spoke to Newsweek have said the delay is "very concerning," warning 
of the impact already happening to the health of those in neighboring communities. 

 Why It Matters 

PFAS are classified as a Group 1 carcinogen by the International Agency for 
Research on Cancer and have been widely found in U.S. drinking water systems. 

 Favored for their long-lasting nature, these "forever chemicals" are used across 
various industries, appearing in consumer products, smartwatch wristbands, and 
even in the foam used to put out fires at military bases. 

 More and more research is showing that exposure to PFAS chemicals may be 
associated with a range of health issues, including increased cholesterol, changes to 
the immune system, liver damage, as well as increased risk of certain cancers, 
thyroid disease and asthma. 

 The Department of Defense has recently delayed the cleanup of PFAS chemicals at 
more than one hundred military bases. | Getty Images/Newsweek Illustration/Canva 

PFAS Contamination at U.S. Military Bases 

More than 700 military bases across the country are thought to have drinking water 
contaminated with PFAS and other hazardous chemicals, after the DOD began using 
the firefighting agent, aqueous film forming foam (AFFF), to fight fuel fires during 
military drills in the 1970s. 

 As a result, in 2024, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) under the Biden 
administration designated two types of PFAS chemicals, perfluorooctanoic acid 
(PFOA) and perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS), as hazardous substances under 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
(CERCLA). 

 CERCLA is a 1980 law that gave federal agencies authority to respond directly to 
releases of hazardous substances that could endanger public health or the 
environment, and PFOA is one of the main PFAS chemicals in AFFF. 



 This decision, along with concerns about military base PFAS contamination, 
prompted the DOD to investigate 723 bases, begin the process of cleaning them up, 
and stop the use of AFFF foams. 

 The department initially set a deadline of October 2025 to complete the cleanup and 
to stop the use of AFFF at the bases. 

 The Delayed PFAS Cleanup Deadline 

The deadline for nearly 140 military installations across the country has now been 
delayed by the DOD, according to The New York Times. 

 After the outlet reported the delay in cleanups, the DOD told Newsweek that the 
deadline was dictated by CERCLA, but did not confirm or deny the delay explicitly. 
Pentagon press secretary Wilson said that The Times report "fails to mention the 99 
percent completion rate of the initial cleanup investigations at the 723 military 
installations and National Guard facilities conducting PFAS cleanup actions." 

 While Trump's administration is keeping the designation of PFOA and PFOS as 
hazardous under CERCLA, Wilson said that the change in cleanup deadlines reflects 
the "evolving understanding" of PFAS conditions at military installations. 

 Since the start of President Donald Trump's second term, the EPA has been making 
changes to various rules regarding PFAS chemicals, such as requesting to roll back 
regulatory standards for three types of PFAS chemicals and delaying the deadline for 
water utilities to reduce PFAS levels. 

 Graham Peaslee, a professor of physics at the University of Notre Dame, told 
Newsweek that, based on contacts he said he had within the department, the delay 
"is a direct result of the re-focusing of funding." 

 He said that, due to "cost-cutting measures instituted by the new administration," the 
two programs for environmental protection in regard to the military—the Strategic 
Environmental Research and Development Program (SERDP) and the 
Environmental Security Technology Certification Program (ESTCP)—have been "put 
on hold for two years." 

 Newsweek reached out to the press office of the two programs and was told to direct 
inquiries to the Department of Defense. 

 "This means the world leader in funding PFAS research and its impacts on the 
environment has delayed all funding suddenly, and I am not surprised to hear that 
work at the bases already under contract for clean-up and mitigation has slowed to a 
halt," Peaslee said. 



 He said that, while "nothing has been canceled except for new funding initiatives," 
the work has stopped "until the administration changes its opinion on environmental 
costs of doing business, or the administration changes." 

 Wilson told Newsweek that the DOD is "committed to addressing PFAS and remains 
transparent about the Department’s efforts to identify locations where PFAS may 
have been released into the environment due to previous defense activities." 

 "The Department will continue to follow the law, work with regulatory agencies, 
engage with affected communities, and prioritize actions to address cleanup at 
locations that pose the greatest risk to human health," he said. 

Experts Warn of the Delay's Impacts 

"Delays in remediation are very concerning," Elsie Sunderland, a professor of 
environmental chemistry and of earth and planetary sciences at Harvard University, 
told Newsweek. 

 She said some have "already experienced severe impacts on their health and the 
health of their families" as a result of military base PFAS contamination, and that 
there is "residual contamination in connected rivers and streams, some recreational 
fishing areas, and wildlife like deer and wild turkey in some areas," which has 
implications for both wildlife and humans. 

 Given that studies have confirmed the contamination in drinking water around 
military bases, and the toxicity of PFAS, "working to clean up contamination is the 
right thing to do and delaying cleanup only prolongs PFAS exposure to military 
personnel, their families, and people living near bases," Jamie DeWitt, director of the 
Environmental Health Sciences Center at Oregon State University’s College of 
Agricultural Sciences, told Newsweek. 

 She said the department has technologies available to filter PFAS out of water, so 
"adding them to water systems that they oversee is again, the right thing to do." 

 "The current administration can stand behind their promises of making America 
healthy again and starting with military personnel is a step in the right direction," she 
said. 

 DeWitt also said that people living near military bases can take action themselves, 
by filtering drinking water and reducing their use of consumer products containing 
PFAS, to reduce their overall exposure, but she said "that's just a small piece of their 
entire exposures." 

 What Needs to Be Done 



To reduce the PFAS contamination around military bases, the Department of 
Defense can replace AFFF with "safer, non-fluorinated" foams, Phil Brown, the 
director of the Social Science Environmental Health Research Institute at 
Northeastern University, told Newsweek. 

 He said that the department can also conduct "better monitoring to detect where 
leakages of stored AFFF occur, and provide better containment and removal to a 
location that can more safely provide storage." 

 Brown also said not all military bases take responsibility for PFAS contamination in 
the neighboring environment, and that "denial of responsibility should end," as 
instead bases "should work with neighboring communities to test their water." 

https://www.newsweek.com/warnings-issued-contamination-caused-by-us-military-
bases-10875351 
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