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by dependency discharge. If this did not 
apply, either because the child died or the 
mother announced her intent to give it 
away, authority for discharge was, for the 
duration of the war, solved only by emer- 
gency requests to headquarters, which 
obligingly furnished authority to discharge 
the woman “by authority of the Secretary 
of War.” It was not until 1947 that au. 
thority was published for “pregnancy” 
discharge if a child had already been de- 
livered, living or stillborn.?2 

Delay in discharge was particularly 
conspicuous in overseas theaters. Director 
Hobby was eventually obliged to obtain 
a directive stating that, if discharge had 
been delayed until pregnancy was so ad- 
vanced that the mother’s or unborn 
child’s life would be endangered by travel, 
the mother might be retained in service 
overseas until the infant was born, and 
both returned to the United States. Au- 
thority was provided for getting the baby 
past immigration officials and into Army 
hospitals as a “patient,” and for discharg- 
ing the mother when she was no longer 
pregnant. The Navy Department very 
shortly published an identical circular.*° 

A related problem was the type of dis- 
charge, if any, that should be given for 
abortion. The problem occurred very 
rarely, but in early 1944 there came to Dj- 
rector Hobby’s attention four or five re- 
cent cases in which Army commands had 

   
    

  

   

  

   

   

   

  

   

   
    
   

  

    

   
   

  

    
    

    

   
   

  

   
    

    

    

  

   
   

   

THE WOMEN’S ARMY CORPS 

by legal officers revealed that abortion 
was ordinarily not a civil or criminal of. 
fense for a woman, but only for the prac- 
titioner who performed it. Furthermore, 
legal and medical authorities agreed that 
it was ordinarily impossible, after the 
event, to certify to a court whether abor- 
tion or miscarriage had actually taken 
place and, if so, whether it was illegal or 
accidental.*! 

The Army courts that had given blue 
discharges to enlisted women for this ac- 
tion had therefore been guilty of applying 
legal penalties to women who had v10- 
lated no law. In accordance with her pre- 

individual’s rights while preserving the 
right of the Corps to choose the type of 
members it desired. She found the WAVES 
in an identical dilemma. That organiza- 
tion could find no legal basis for discharge 
but had hesitated to publish this fact, fear- 
ing to appear to condone abortion, and so 
had done nothing, the decision being left 
to field commands. The SPARS had an 
ingenious system: a woman was required 
by regulation to report her possible preg- 
nancy as soon as she suspected it, and was 
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ons on the matter are from the physically unfitted for exacting military memory of Maj. Mattie E. Treadwell, Assistant Chief, 
duty for some months. However, a check 
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