THE “SLANDER CAMPAIGN?”

who had continuously opposed Adminis-
tration measures. It was noted that in the
weeks preceding the appearance of the
column Mrs. Roosevelt had visited the
Waacs at Des Moines and the President
himself had reviewed those at Fort Ogle-
thorpe, after which he had informed the
press that “those of us who have seen the
work they are doing . . . have only ad-
miration and respect for the spirit, the
dignity, and the courage they have
shown.” #!
On 8 June the column stated:

Contraceptives and prophylactic equip-
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lectures to be given WAAC officers and

officer candidates, to equip them to give

their women a suitably modest version of

the Army’s required hygiene course for
men.** This was, however, an unsensa-
tional document, part of the routine train-
ing course, which prescribed standard
subjects no more radical than those given
in high schools and colleges—feminine
anatomy and physiology, the nature and
dangers of venereal disease, and the facts
about menstruation and menopause—and
which said nothing whatever about the
1ssue of contraceptives. Its wording had in

ment will be furnished to members of the
WAAC, according to a supersecret agree-
ment reached by high-ranking officers of the
War Department and the WAAC Chieftain,
Mrs. William Pettus Hobby. . . . It wasa
victory for the New Deal ladies. Mrs.
Roosevelt wants all the young ladies to have

the same overseas rights as their brothers and
fathers.* '

T'here was actually no truth in the
Statement. The Army did provide free
prophylactic equipment for men, and it
appeared theoretically possible that some
station in the field might have attempted
to apply the same rule to women. How-
ever, the most thorough investigation by
Army operatives from G-2 Division failed
to produce any such evidence. These
Operatives reported:

There 1s apparently no factual basis for the
. charge that contraceptives and prophy-

lactics are issued to WAAC personnel. It is
Indicated that these articles are not even gen-
erally purchased in Post Exchanges and drug

fact been carefully reviewed by the Direc-
tor, and 1ts presentation limited to trained

WAAC ofhicers, because of the British ex-

perience:

Exaggerated rumors appear to have gath-
ered about hygiene lectures in the forces. . . .
The mental reaction of a girl unaccustomed
to attributing precise meanings to words, and
bewildered by the impact of new and unfa-
miliar terms, must be kept in mind.*’

G-2 described the pamphlet as ““an ex-
cellent, frank, and wholesome manual . . .
|which]| counsels continence.” *¢ It defi-
nitely did not authorize any issue of con-
traceptives, and did not even tell the
women what they were or how to use
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Stores by 1ndividuals in the WAAC:; in all
cases of recorded sales the purchasers have
been married women.*3
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It was G-2’s opinion that the “super-
secret’”’ document referred to was a War

Department printed pamphlet for the
WAAC, Sex Hygiene, which prescribed six




