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Division upheld her, pointing out that
volunteers in scarce skills would become
fewer as the war continued.'® In writing
and conferences, Colonel Hobby several
times stated emphatically her position:

They’re soldiers now, and we have never,
as you know, given out any promises of any
kind. . . . They’re in the Army and they’re
soldiers and if they are needed they are
going."”

However, the Director authorized a cir-
cular which stated that volunteers would
be chosen “to the maximum extent possi-
ble.” Her office also suggested that stations
not having volunteers should so inform
their command headquarters, so that at-
tempts might be made to get volunteers
from other stations. The Army Air Forces
devised and published an authorization
for a process of quick reference to other
stations in order that no nonvolunteer
might be sent if there were any volunteer
Wacs in the Air Forces in the same skill. In

June of 1945, The Adjutant General di-

rected all commands to survey and report
the number of eligible volunteers in vari-
ous skills, but V-] Day intervened to nullify

the usefulness of the results.="

Objections to Filling Requisitions

The system of selecting experienced

personnel from field companies, while

highly popular with the enlisted women
themselves and with overseas theaters, met
with increasing objections from commands
in the United States as the war continued.
A typical objection was that offered by
General Gross of the Transportation
Corps, in a telephone conversation with

Colonel Hobby:

General Gross: 1 just want to tell you of my
difficulties with women. . . . We have of
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course great enthusiasm for their use and we
replaced enlisted men with them and released
the enlisted men because we thought we had
something stable. Now, we are forced to fill
allotments for overseas. . . . 1 think your
organization should have its own replacement

CENnier.

Colonel Hobby: . . . You think we should
take them directly from the training center
and send them overseas without proving
them in any way at all?

General Gross: Well, at least not prove them
in the Transportation Corps. |

Colonel Hobby: Maybe everybody feels that
way. The War Department—and I want you
to get that clear when you say my office—the
War Department has approved the requisi-
tions for the personnel where they are fight-
ing the battles. . . . We try to cause as little
dislocation as possible but we can’t pull them

out of thin alr.””

There seemed to be no very ready solu-
tion to the problem. It appeared to be as
unwise to ship Wacs without field experi-
ence as it would have been to ship men
after four weeks, yet to maintain a replace-
ment training center for the sole purpose
of giving Wacs six months or more of field

experience also appeared prohibitively ex-
pensive. The Adjutant General’s assign-
ment authorities attempted insofar as
possible to co-ordinate assignment of new
recruits to the field with simultaneous
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