Engblom v Carey (1982) 
Background of the case

     The case was initiated by a 1979 strike by New York State correction officers. While the officers were on strike, some of their duties were performed by National Guardsmen who were activated. 

    At Mid-Orange Correctional Facility (and other facilities) striking employees were evicted from employee housing which was then used to house some of the National Guard. 

    Two of the evicted officers at Mid-Orange C.F., Marianne E. Engblom and Charles E. Palmer, subsequently filed suit against the state of New York and its governor, Hugh L. Carey

How would you rule on this?

The court's decision

     The decision established that the National Guardsmen legally qualify as soldiers under the Third Amendment, that the amendment applies to state as well as federal authorities, and that the protection of this amendment extends beyond home owners.

    The majority stated that the officers' occupancy in the rooms was covered under the legal rules of "tenancy" and was protected under the Third amendment.

The dissenting opinion
There was a dissenting judge who claimed that the officers' occupancy was covered under the lesser protection of employee housing and that the special circumstances of residency on prison grounds superseded Third Amendment protection.
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Answer the following questions about this case

1. What was the Amendment involved in this case?
2. What right is being discussed?
 
3. Why did the employees of the prison get kicked out of their apartments?
4. Who ended up living in these apartments?
5. What did the court say about National Guardsman?

6. How did they rule on this case?
7.  What did the dissenting opinion say about the employees of the prison?

