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indbergh. By A. Scott Berg. New York: G. P.
Putnam’s Sons, 1998. Photographs. Notes.
Sources. Index. Pp. 628. $§30.00.

Like Howard Hughes's famed flying boat, the
Spruce Goose, A. Scott Berg's biography of
Charles Lindbergh is big, expensive—garnering a
million dollar advance—and has received much
media attention. On its first and only flight,
Hughes’s plywood wonder flew only one mile and
barely rose out of the water in the harbor of Long
Beach, California, in 1947, too late for service in
World War II. While enjoying a considerably bet-
ter run—sixteen weeks on the New York Times
best sellers list—Berg's biography hardly soars
with its revelations about Lindbergh. Readers
seeking new information will find it to be periph-
eral to the three central events of his life; his solo,
nonstop flight to Paris; the kidnap-murder of his
firstborn son; and his controversial role as an
opponent of American intervention in World War
II, before the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor
dramatically ended the debate.

Ironically, the readers most likely to be drawn
to this book, the aviation enthusiasts, are apt to
be the most disappointed. Considering the mil-
lions of words that have been written about the
Lindberghs, such a finding is hardly surprising.
Lindbergh himself authored six autobiographical
books, including two about the Paris flight and
his 1,000-page Wartime Journals, covering the
period 1938-1945. Anne Morrow Lindbergh has
more than matched her husband’s output with
thirteen titles. These include two books about
their joint flights to Asia and around the Atlantic
Rim in the 1930z, as well as five volumes of her
diaries and letters written during the years
1922-1944.

In 1986, Perry D. Luckett, associate professor
of English at the Air Force Academy, published a
bio-bibliography of Charles Lindbergh. Luckett
devotes twenty-eight pages just to list the mate-
rials about his subject, a compilation, he notes,
that “is by necessity, limited in scope.”" Since it
was prepared, at least three more biographies of
the Lindberghs, including Berg's, have appeared.
More recently, Reeve Lindbergh has written
about the family in a work thinly disguised as fic-
tion,? as well as a book of reminiscences as the
voungest offspring of the celebrated couple.?

However much has been written about the
Lindberghs, prospective readers of the Berg biog-
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raphy have every reason to expect that there is
still much more to be revealed. The blurb on the
book's dust jacket introduces Berg as “the first
and only writer to have been given unrestricted
access to the massive Lindbergh archives—more
than two thousand boxes of perscnal papers,
including reams of unpublished letters and
diaries." Even after conceding the promotional
purposes of jacket blurbs, such a claim does not
quite hit the mark.

Less than a year after Lindbergh died in 1874,
it was announced that Brendan Gill, the late
author and longtime drama critic of the New
Yorker magazine was “to prepare a 100,000-word
life of Charles A. Lindbergh.... Mr. Gill will work
‘under the direction' of Anne Morrow Lindbergh.”
The editor of the biography further disclosed that
she had “placed her husband's archives, consist-
ing of thousands of letters, memecrabilia and
other material, at Mr. Gill's disposal. She is also
giving Mr. Gill her own recollections of her hus-
band and will write a foreword....™

After tackling the archives at Yale with the aid
of a research assistant, Gill declared “that
Lindbergh was a pack rat. He saved absolutely
everything anyone ever sent to him, everything.”
Probably because, unlike Berg, he did not have
nine years to spend on his Lindbergh project, Gill
also had some second thoughts about its scope.
“None of Yale's hoard is vital for my book,” he
added. “I'm confining myself to the 1927 flight."
Gill completed his well-illustrated work,
Lindbergh Alone, without the foreword promised
by Anne Lindbergh.?

In 1993, the reviewer of a new biography of the
Lindberghs by Joyce Milton” noted parentheti-
cally that Anne Lindbergh had “chosen A. Scott
Berg as her authorized biographer”™® He
responded with a letter stating, “That is not accu-
rate.” While Mrs. Lindbergh had given him “unre-
stricted access to her papers,” he explained, it was
only “so that | can write his biography. She is, of
course, an essential part of that story; but he is
my subject.”™ At this point, it should perhaps be
noted that anything involving Charles Lindbergh
usually begins very simply, only to become even-
tually very complicated.

Berg's disclaimer aside, he went well beyond
“my subject” to produce a dual biography of both
Charles and Anne. He also provides considerable
background data on their respective families,
going back in time as far as the available infor-
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mation would take him. He begins with
Lindbergh's paternal grandfather, who was born
in Sweden in 1808. We learn that some of
Charles's forebears on his mother's side sided
with the Loyalists in the American Revolution
and that his grandfather, Dr. Charles H. Land, an
eminent dentist, was “abandoned as a teenager
by his father.”

After foraging through the ancestral closets of
the Lindberghs, the Lodges, and the Lands, Berg
brings forth an assortment of family skeletons
which, in his words, “included finanecial malfea-
sance, flight from justice, bigamy, illegitimacy,
melancholia, manic depression, aleoholism, griev-
ous generational conflicts, and wanton abandon-
ment of families."!?

The all-knowing biographer then jumps to the
startling conclusion that Lindbergh, “for all his
fascination with detail,” was unaware of his dark
origins because he “never examined his family
history closely enough."'! In truth, Lindbergh
was not only very aware, but he also encouraged
and financed, in part, the research that yielded
these findings, which were kept under wraps by
the Minnesota Historical Society for decades
until Berg came along to reveal them to the
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world.'? It is little wonder that Lindbergh himself
often said, “I don't want to lay my life out on a
platter for public consumption,”®

Berg approaches Lindbergh and his accom-
plishments with awe, and a hero worship that
harkens back to the time the flight to Paris was
made, Celebrated as that feat was, much has hap-
pened in the intervening seventy years that pro-
vides some historical context in which its lasting
significance may be evaluated. Yet Berg portrays
Lindbergh and his flight as if he had just read old
newspapers, echoing many of the same accolades
heard around the world in 1927, ;

Writing about Lindbergh “alone in the cosmos™
midway across the Atlantic, Berg sees him “in the
unique position of overshadowing every other liv-
ing hero.... Nobody had ever subjected himself to
so extreme a test of human courage and capabil-
ity as Lindbergh, Not even Columbus sailed
alone.”'* No, but Sir Francis Chichester did at age
sixty-five, sailing around the world unaccompa-
nied in a forty-foot sail boat, traveling more than
half the distance without a port of call.'®

Berg's assessment of Lindbergh’s role in com-
mercial aviation after the Paris flight is no less
laudatory. In his view, “nobody did more to
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advance that cause than Charles Lindbergh. In
the two years after...few aspects of American avi-
ation went without (his) advice or assistance....
Most of his suggestions became the standard for
aviation in the United States and, subsequently,
round the world."!®

When Lindbergh landed at Le Bourget in
1927, he did so at the most celebrated airport in
Europe. Comparable to the French air terminal
were Croydon, outside of London, whose facilities
included a hotel, and Tempelhof at Berlin, then
considered the busiest air hub in the world. Most
of the European capitals and many major cities
were linked by scheduled air service “at a time
when there wasn't a single airport worthy of the
name in the entire United States."'”

After his flight to Paris, Lindbergh was
unquestionably the lodestar of American aviation
in the public mind, but Gore Vidal does not quite
agree with Berg, whom he regards as not being
“particularly good on the early days of aviation.”
As writers, both are comparable to a degree, at
least in their propensity for literary Americana,
except that Vidal is the son of Eugene Vidal, a
prominent figure in early civil aviation. By
1928," Gore Vidal writes, “Lindbergh and Gene

were involved in the first transcontinental air-
line.... Lindbergh...settled for being a publicist for
commercial aviation in general and TAT
(Transcontinental Air Transport, later TWA) in
particular. ‘But what did he do? | once asked my
father. ‘He let us use his name. The Lindbergh
line we called ourselves. Then he visited all
around the country, sometimes checking out sites
for landing fields, But then we all... those of us
who were pilots... did that. We'd also taken on
Amelia Earhart. We called her Assistant Traffic
Manager. But, basically, it was all public rela-
tions. Everyone in the world wanted to look at
those two."!®

While overstating Lindbergh's contribution to
aviation shortly after his Paris flight, Berg also
completely overlooks the important part played
by Dwight Morrow, his future father-in-law, in
this sphere. In Berg’s biography, we learn much
about Morrow's early impoverished years, his
marriage to Elizabeth Reeve Cutter from Ohio,
their children, including Anne and a mentally ill
son, and the mansion he built in New Jersey after
he had made his millions as a partner with the J.
P. Morgan banking firm. We are told about the
landscaping of the estate, the cost of the furni-
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ture, and a housewarming attended by nearly
1,000 people,

Perhaps fearful of boring his readers, Berg
does not recount how Calvin Coolidge called on
Morrow, his Amherst College classmate, to head
his President's Aircraft Board. Better known as
the Morrow Board, its task was to recommend
aviation policy and determine the best use of air-
craft in national defense. Coolidge signed the
resulting legislation, the Air Commerce Act of
1926, into law exactly one year to the day before
Lindbergh took off for Paris. With itz regulatory
provisions, the act had set the stage for American
growth in the air, which Lindbergh's timely
transatlantic flight so dramatically popular-
ized."® As Lindbergh himself modestly acknowl-
edged, he was only “a match lighting the bonfire."

If Berg seems uncertain in his treatment of
Lindbergh's early flying yvears, he more than
makes up for it in his presentation of the kidnap-
ping. In what appears to be a misguided sense of
drama, he devotes nearly one hundred pages to
the crime, from the March night in 1932, when
the unobserved kidnapper slipped into the nurs-
ery of the sleeping Lindbergh baby to the execu-
tion of Bruno Richard Hauptmann “at 8:44 P.M.
on Friday, April 3, 1936."

Admittedly, Berg's account of the oft-told story
is skillfully and interestingly written, but he pro-
vides no discernibly new information. He is con-
vinced that Hauptmann committed the crime, as
was Joyce Milton, who wrote at even greater
length about it in her dual Lindbergh biography.
Her efforts at least seemed justified by her thor-
ough research of FBI files,* leaving Berg with pre-
cious little not previously published to uncover, as
well as in the restricted Lindbergh archives.®!

In view of the many books written solely about
the kidnapping, Berg's detailed retelling is all the
more puzzling. To compress Lindbergh's multifac-
eted life into a single volume is a challenge to any
biographer, even without having to contend with
“the crime of the century.” Berg himself admits to
having had to pare down a 2,000-page first draft
to less than 600 pages for publication.*®

One would expect Berg, with his Hollywood
background, to allocate more pages than he has,
slightly less than three, to the filming of The
Spirit of St. Louts, the motion picture based on
Lindbergh’s book about his flight. After all, biog-
raphers of Billy Wilder, who was involved in the
production of some fifty films, devole as many as
eleven pages alone to the one he made about
Lindbergh, For some reason, Berg barely explores
Wilder's woes and frustrations as writer and
director of his “worst movie,"*

“I was not allowed to deviate even one inch
from the book,” he told one of his biographers
about his dealings with Lindbergh. “I could not
delve into his private life.... When we talked
about the script, he gave his opinions in a very
short yes or no, or I don't think so. It was not my
happiest experience.”™ Yet, as another Wilder
biographer points out, “Billy blamed himself: ‘1
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succeeded with some good moments, but I wasn't
able to depict the character. That's what was lack-
ing—the exploration of a character.™*

Berg, who never met Lindbergh, hardly can be
expected to accomplish what Wilder failed to do.
In his biography, Lindbergh is a life-sized card-
board cutout who dees not quite interact with the
cast of characters in his life story. Instead, he is
talked about and discussed like the person who is
late in arriving at some chatty social affair. In
fact, Lindbergh never quite makes it to the party
in this book.

Fortunately for Berg, he was given access to
Anne Lindbergh's diaries, which have been only
partly published. But the picture Berg reveals of
Lindbergh as an inconsiderate and absentee hus-
band will be disconcerting to his admirers as well
as discordant with his public image as a hero.
Berg unstintingly provides much information,
but fails to reconcile his subject’s puzzling behav-
ior so at odds with the clear, logical thinking he
demonstrated in many other respects.

A eritical essay about Berg’s first book, a biog-
raphy of Maxwell Perkins, the editor of Fitzgerald,
Hemingway, and Thomas Wolfe, suggests some
similarity to his consideration of Lindbergh:

In the course of almost eight years of work, Berg
went through tens of thousands of letters, inter-
viewed scores of people-—and rarely paused to
think, Why was Perking such an unhappy manf?
Did the tensions and contradictions in his person-
ality make him peculiarly receptive to certain
authors? What does his career tell us about the
decade in which he scored his greatest suc-
cesses 2o

Berg's lack of insight and contextual awareness
becomes particularly apparent as he grapples with
the charge that Lindbergh was anti-Semitic, an
indictment heard to this day whenever his name
comes up. While acknowledging the deletion of
“substantive” passages from his subject's diaries
before publication, Berg nevertheless pronounces
them free of “any overt denigration of Jews.”
Lindbergh's problem arcse, he believes, when in
“writing about (them as) a single tribe, he was seg-
regating them in his mind from the rest of the
nation; and to that extent he was, like many of his
countrymen, anti-Semitic." Whatever this may
mean, Lindbergh, “in his mind,” would certainly
insist that such was not the case.

Berg cites one example of an omitted diary
passage in which Lindbergh comments on the
Jewish passengers aboard the ship on which he
was returning home from Eurcpe in April 1939.
“Imagine the United States” he decries, “taking
in these Jews in addition to those we already
have. There are too many in places like New York
already”

Damaging as this may seem, Berg insists that
“Lindbergh was not singling out Jews for perse-
cution; indeed, he could just as easily have writ-
ten the same about an other minority. But it is

35



Undbergh during hls wladt
to Germany. (Fhahe eour-
besy of Yale University
Librang)

IN 1839, NO
ONE KNEW
WHAT
LINDBERGH
WAS
WRITING IN
HIS DIARY

difficult to imagine his making the same com-
ment about White Anglo-Saxon Protestants™" [t
is just as difficult to coneeive of “any other minor-
ity” facing the predicament of the Jews as they
desperately sought to escape from the Nazis,
while they still could, in 1939.

Berg could have made a much better case for
his subject being “like many of his countrymen,”
if he had recalled another ship that sailed from
Germany soon after Lindbergh predicted in his
diary that, “This present immigration will have
its reaction.”

The ocean liner, ironically called the 8t Louis,
departed in May 1939 with over 900 Jewish
refugees for Cuba where they planned to stay
until they could enter the United States under
the German quota. Reacting to rising anti-
Semitism on the island, Cuban authorities
declared their landing certificates invalid and
ordered the ship out of Havana harbor.

The American response was limited to dis-

patching a Coast Guard cutter to prevent
refugees from reaching shore if they jumped over-
board as the St. Louis hovered off the Florida
coast near Miami. The passengers made a des-
perate appeal by telegram to President Franklin
Roosevelt but received no reply. After idling for
more than a week, the ship sailed back to Furope
with its human cargo.

In 1939, no one knew what Lindbergh was
writing in his diary. The controversy then
swirling about him had to do with a report he had
made the previpus year on the strength of the
German Luftwaffe, an estimate that was more
right than wrong, and his acceptance of a
(German medal at the American embassy in
Berlin at the hand of Field Marshal Hermann
Goering. Berg pays scant attention to the
report—the Luftwaffe is not listed by name in the
book's index—but he dutifully relates the medal
presentation much as Lindbergh describes it in
his Wartime Journals, and the attacks that fol-
lowed because he did not return it.*

Berg's assessment of Lindbergh and the Jews
lacks focus because the real brouhaha over the
issue did not occur for two and a half-vears, and
until nearly fifty pages later in his book. As he cov-
ers the intervening period, we read about Anne
Lindbergh's weekend infatuation with the French
writer and pilot, Antoine de St. Exupery, and
Lindbergh's five-month service with the US. Army
Air Corps, which he considered very important as
his contribution to American preparedness. In his
account of both, Berg mves only slightly more
attention to Anne practicing her “rusty French”
with the future author of The Little Prince than he
does to Charles's tour of duty.

Many aspects of Lindbergh's life are not
clearly defined and analyzed because Berg writes
about them chronologically rather than concen-
trating on them topically. Some of his chapters
tend to be too long, and all have literary titles
more appropriate for a novel than a biography
They provide no indication of the time period cov-
ered and only hint at their contents.

Within chapters, Berg expands, accordion
style, the more interesting episodes, and con-
tracts those he feels will be of less appeal to the
general reader. As a result, some of the people
who were close to Lindbergh through much of his
life are noted only in passing, or not at all.*

Berg is very adept in making smooth transi-
tions between disparate episodes, resulting in a
narrative which is pleasurable to read in this age
of computer written books. With his detailed
descriptions, sometimes of things of little import,
such as a 250-word picture of a trailer Henry
Ford gave to Lindbergh, Berg is, if anything a
novelist who has found his plot in the life of his
subject. As he remarked recently about the chal-
lenges of biography, “it really does boil down to
who's got a good story.™"

Indeed, Lindbergh's story with its dramatic
twists and turns does seem more fictional than
factual, With the outbreak of war in the fall of
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1239, Lindbergh severed his association with the
Alr Corps to speak out against America's involve-
ment in what he maintained was g purely
European conflict. With only slight variations in
his theme of nonintervention, he campaigned
throughout the country on his own at the start,
a_nd later as the leading spokesman of the isola-
tionist movement, America First 3!

Less than three months before the Japanese
attack on Pearl Harbor, Lindbergh's crusade took
him to Des Moines, lowa, where he raised an
accusing finger at the Roosevelt administration,
the British, and the Jews as the “war agitators.”
Other than the kidnapping, the Des Mbaines
speech turned out to be the most publicized event
of Lindbergh's life since his flight to Paris.
Recalling his landing at Le Bourget, Berg writes:
‘And in that instant, everything changed—for
both the pilot and the planet."* He could well
have applied the same hyperbole to this other
“bonfire” Lindbergh had lit with his ill-advised
speech, but Berg seems more inclined to dampen
than fan the flames.

He relates the drafting of the speech, drawing
on Anne Lindbergh’s diary to show how she tried
desperately to dissuade her husband from men-
tioning “the Jews at all." He also cites the offend-
ing paragraphs verbatim but with the barest
commentary: “Lindbergh had bent backwards to
be kind about the Jews; but in suggesting the
American Jews were 'other' people and that their
interests were not American, he implied exclu-
sion, thus undermining the very foundation of the
United States.,™

Berg's interpretation is not much different
from Anne Lindbergh's own views: “No one minds
his naming the British or the Administration.
But to name ‘Jew’ is un-American|sic}—even if it
i3 done without hate or bitterness, or even criti-
cism. Why? Because it is segregating them as a
group, setting the ground for anti-Semitism."*

Berg never entertains the question: why did
Lindbergh make that speech? Certainly, merely
naming the “war agitators” would not reduce
their role and influence in the debate over
American intervention, Was Lindbergh reliving
the campaign against U.S. entry into World War [
waged by his father, and who just as unwisely
had attacked the Catholic Church as a foreign
threat to American institutions? Was Lindbergh
so politically naive that he could not foresee the
public relations disaster his speech would inflict
on the very cause he was espousing?

“It would be difficult to exaggerate the magni-
tude of the explosion which was set off by this
speech,” writes Wayne Cole, the foremost author-
ity on the America First Committee.® Lindbergh
was denounced editorially throughout the eoun-
try, and his critics came from every spectrum of
Ameriean society. Seven hundred Protestant
churchmen endorsed a declaration of principle
against the speech. In Boston, sixty-four promi-
nent citizens, including educators, church and
labor leaders, public officials, and businessmen
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signedl an open letter taking Lindbergh to task
for felulmg to mention in his speech those
Americans with roots in the German-oceupied

countries of Europe “who hate Nazism as much
as the Jews ™6 F

Lindbergh’s speeches created further difficul-
ties for him when he called on Secretary of War
Henry L. Stimson shortly after the attack on
Pearl Harbor to see if he “could be of assistance to
the Air Corps.” Berg describes the exchange that
followed as one in which “Stimson replied in
diplomatic double talk until Lindbergh pressed
him to talk turkey,"’

Lindbergh, in a lengthy diary entry, writes
about Stimson doubting he had changed his
“views...about the war.. He spoke about my
advocating an alliance with Germany and about
my antagonism to China!” In denying both
notions, Lindbergh was willing to concede that
either the seventy-four-year-old Stimson's “mem-
ory or his information was very confused in
regard to what [ had said ™

Although writing under no such handicap,
Berg takes Stimson to task for being wrong about
“two opinions Lindbergh had never espoused.™®
Yet, on the preceding page of his book, Berg
quotes his subject as saying only a few weeks ear-
lier how it was “unfortunate that the white race

was divided in this war." The remark and others
attributed to Lindbergh, at a post-Pear] Harbor
gathering of American Firsters, revived media
criticism. As Berg further notes, Lindbergh,
according to one account, still believed “Germany
should have been appeased and tied to us as an
ally against Japan and China "%

Stimson evidently had been reading some of
the newspaper and radio reports about
Lindbergh. Going back to late 1939, the war sec-
retary may have even read an article in which
Lindbergh extolled aviation as “a tool specially
shaped for Western hands..which permits the
White race to live at all in a pressing sea of
Yellow, Black, and Brown." Proclaiming the
“Western nations are again at war,...our civiliza-
tion depends on a united strength among our-
selves...on an English fleet, a German air force, a
French army, an American nation standing
together.""!

Berg carefully summarizes the entire piece,
noting Lindbergh was paid $2,500 for it by the
Reader's Digest, which “was proud to publish it."
But he says nothing about the faulty reasoning
and racism behind the article, or what led
Lindbergh to write it other than *his Olympian
view of the earth—in which populations of conti-
nents appeared to him as masses of people."™* Nor
does Berg make any connection with Lindbergh's
notions of the earth and Stimson's encounter
with him.

The war secretary firmly told Lindbergh he
could not serve as an officer because of his “lack of
faith in our cause as he had shown in his
speeches.”" Turning to the private sector, Lindbergh
fought the war as a “tech rep,” including fifty com-
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bat missions with units of the US. Marine Corps
and the US, Army Air Forces in the Pacific.

_Berg never questions, much less explains, how
Lindbergh managed to do this as a civilian, He
merely paraphrases his subject's account in the
Wartime Journals to the effect that he was “told
he could proceed” overseas by a Marine brigadier
general who had taken “the matter up with his
superiors.” After that, “Lindbergh kept defining
the duties of his singular job,"*

When it becomes fully known, the story of
Lindbergh's private war will attest to the hero
worship of the officers he dealt with, and the
charm, even cunning, of his nonconfrontational
approach to getting his way. He lived practically
his entire life according to his own rules, rather
than those of the world around him. Even from
his distant perspective, Berg is not immune from
the abiding glow of his subject's fame.

Lindbergh did not see his commission in the
US. Air Force restored until nearly ten years
after the war ended. Closer attention to regula-
tions in this instance caused the delay, although
Berg's account would seem to indicate otherwise.
According to an interview he conducted, the rea-
son Lindbergh was made a brigadier general in
the reserves was to bolster the image of then Air
Force Secretary Harold Talbott. It seems the sec-
retary was concerned about how he would be
“remembered by the American people” Berg
quotes the interviewee, Talbott's director of infor-
mation, then Colonel Robert Lee Scott, Jr., as
advising him to make Lindbergh, renowned as he
was for his flight to Paris, a general. Once that
public relations gambit had been acted upon,
Berg adds that President Dwight D. Eisenhower
“seemed only too pleased to announce the
appointment,™!

Scott's story is a good one, but there is more to
it than Berg may know from that interview alone.
Shortly after President Roosevelt died, a cam-
paign spearheaded by Robert E. Wood, who had
headed the America First Committee, was
launched to restore Lindbergh as a colonel in the
reserves. The response of the Air Force to his
appeals over several years was the same,
Lindbergh himself had to initiate the process by
applying for a reserve commission, but he
declined to do so.**

Wood, at one point, even suggested, “Can not
this be done without Lindbergh making an appli-
cation?” Later, he asked Secretary of the Air Force
Stuart Symington to “consistently advise” him, as
he understood that the matter “was to be put up
to the President.,” While Harry Truman was still
in office, new legislation was passed in 1952,
authorizing the secretary of the air force to rec-
ommend reserve commissions even for persons
who did not seek them. In the process, Talbott
promoted Lindbergh to the rank of brigadier gen-
eral. He graciously accepted the honor, but with-
out enthusiasm because he felt he had more free-
dom of action as a civilian."®

No sooner was he sworn in by Talbott in April

&

1954, Lindbergh was asked by the secretary to
serve on a five-member commission charged with
locating a permanent site for the newly created
U.S. Air Force Academy, When the commission
failed to reach a unanimous agreement, the deci-
sion devolved on Talbott, who settled on Colorado
Springs. Berg cites a telegram from Frank Lloyd
Wright to Lindbergh complimenting him on his
“eye for a site,” thereby creating the impression
that the choice had been Lindbergh's. Although
he went along with the mountain location,
Lindbergh's first choice was Hamilton Field in
California, He hated to see Colorado ranchers
having to give up their land for the construction
of the academy:,

Lindbergh’s concern hinted at his next and final
field of endeavor, which was conservation. “There
was no clear break in my military activities,” he
later observed. “These activities just tapered off,
One thing which took me away from the military
was the bases. Air bases were as dull as could be,
and to get away from an air base, particularly
overseas, was very difficult, I felt I could work
more effectively in conservation with Pan Am.™"

As one looks back on Lindbergh's life, a profile
of him as an espouser of causes clearly emerges.
The evolution of his character and values as he
championed these causes is perhaps most strik-
ingly illustrated by his often quoted statement
that, “If I hadto choose, I'd rather have birds than
airplanes.”

What led this icon of American aviation to pon-
der such a choice, even if only philosophically?
What was his underlying motivation as he cru-
saded under one banner or another, at times at
great personal cost to himself and his family?
Certainly, he was not seeking high political office,
some prestigious post with the military, or
greater wealth than he already had. Having expe-
rienced fame in its most corrosive and often irra-
tional form, Lindbergh developed a protective
shell into which he retreated, giving rise to much
of the lore about him and his so-called mystique.

In reading Berg's biography, one is not quite
certain what his fix is on Lindbergh, except that
he was a very famous man, Berg is particularly
drawn to honors and ceremonies, as in the case of
a lavishly detailed two-page account he gives of a
White House dinner the Lindberghs attended at
the invitation of President and Mrs. John F
Kennedy.

The first lady, we read, “swept into the room in
a long stiff pink gown, bare-shouldered, her hair
done up high with a diamond star™® Yet, earlier
in the book, the President’s father, Joseph F.
Kennedy, Roosevelt’s ambassador to Great
Britain, who embroiled Lindbergh in deep contro-
versy with his estimate of German air strength at
the time of the Munich crisis, receives only a few
cursory mentions.

The value of Berg’s biography as history would
have been enhanced had he done more research
of outside sources, especially other people’s
papers and letters beyond those Lindbergh chose
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to preserve in his archives. In a sense, he wrote
his own life through Berg, whose affinity for his
subject is almost surreal. “He left messages to
me, his future biographer,” Berg confesses, “He
would write on a letter, ‘Do not believe this man.
What this letter says is not true. Please see my
diaries or Anne’s diaries.” At times I thought he
was trying to control me from the grave.. I
thought he was trying to shift my thinking to his
way of thinking. But in every case | found him to
be a truth-teller."*

Truth, like beauty, evidently lies in the eye of
the beholder. When it comes to Lindbergh, Berg
seems Lo concede as much when he expounds on
the deletions made from his diaries prior to their
publication, “Without realizing that some of his
comments were anti-Semitic,” writes Berg, “he
intuitively deleted many of them. His admiration
for Germany's accomplishments got soft-ped-
aled."™

Lindbergh undoubtedly would make even
more deletions were he alive to read Berg’s book.
He would not take kindly to some of his biogra-
pher’s hit-and-run comments, which, lacking fur-
ther explanation, might well have been best left
unsaid. Berg notes, in passing, his eldest daugh-
ter's “history of unstable love affairs” and that
his mother was “chemically unbalanced.”™ And
although his wife's illicit romance with the family
doctor is recounted at some length, one still does
not quite know what to make of it.

In an interview with Berg, Katherine
Hepburn, who had the same doctor, exculpates
the middle-aged lovers because “they were both
too respectable to do anything about their feel-
ings.” With a slam-dunk, Berg pronounces “Miss
Hepburn...wrong,” but one somehow senses that,
“intuitively,” she was right.

On the surface, the evidence against “these
two longing souls” seem damnable enough. Berg
quotes snippets from the doctor's “little vellow
notes” (actually only three during 1956 and one
in 1958 are cited), but nothing Anne may have
written in return. Then, he further notes, Anne
rented an apartment in New York, where they
“had quiet dinners and martinis as well as the
occasional breakfast they might host for their
most intimate friends.” Does one invite friends
aver, however intimate, when having an affair?

“Anne,” writes Berg, “divulged her adultery
only to her sister and a handful of confidants.”
The sister, Constance, now deceased, is not
directly quoted, and the confidants are not iden-
tified. Berg offers further confirmation in the
form of an "unopened letter” which the eldest
daughter, also called Anne and also now
deceased, happened to come across while home
from college. Thinking it was addressed to her,
she proceeded to read what she described as
“obviously a love letter.” Her father, she told Berg,
either did not know what was going on or “never
chose to know. He knew that Mother loved him
and would never leave him." Two years after it
began, Anne Lindbergh “tamped her affair...down
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to a warm friendship."* Although it must have
been awkward at times, the good doctor kept
administering to the family over the years until
Lindbergh’s last illness,

As Lindbergh nears death, he finally comes to
life in Berg's biography. In the last fifteen pages
or so, Berg movingly relates, through the eyes of
the immediate family and a few close friends,
Lindbergh's battle with terminal cancer. As he
always did, he retained eontrol of his destiny to
the inevitable end. Lindbergh was flown to
Hawaii to die, where he was buried precisely as
he directed.

Berg ends his well-told story at the graveyard,
without summing up his subject's life. For all the
information he provides, much of which will seem
new to anyone born after 1950, very little is
resolved about the enigmatic Lindbergh, who is
left stranded in a historical nether world. After
his flight, Berg proclaims early in his book,
“Charles Lindbergh became the most celebrated
living person ever to walk the earth."™ But now
that he is of the earth, as well as “of the stars”
where does Lindbergh stand today as one of the
most famous Americans of this century? An emi-
nent scholar, Daniel J, Boorstin, has pronounced
Lindbergh “an authentic hero,” who “became
degraded into a celebrity™ Boorstin's point is
well taken, but it falls on Berg, who knows so
much more about his subject, to make a more
comprehensive judgment.

How does Lindbergh and his achievements
compare, one might ask, with those of the inven-
tive Igor Sikorski, the daring “Jimmy” Doolittle, or
the self-effacing Neil Armstrong? Why is it that
“the most celebrated living person ever to walk the
earth,” now deceased for a quarter-century, is so
much more celebrated, at least by the media, than
the man who first walked on the moon? Berg
makes little attempt to rank Lindbergh among his
aviation contemporaries. Perhaps it is too much to
ask, even unfair to mention, of a biographer who
praises the P—47 Thunderbolt as “the most effec-
tive bomber escort plane in the European Theater”
during World War 11,5

Somewhat sardonically, Berg makes due men-
tion of Amelia Earhart for her solo Atlantic cross-
ing exactly five years after the first, and then
drops a Lindbergh joke about her making “a very
good landing—once.”™® Ironically, the legend of
Amelia Earhart lives on not because of her solo
Atlantic flight, the first by a woman, but because
of the mystery surrounding her disappearance
without a trace over the Pacific.

Lindbergh, for his part, consciously strived to
be esteemed for more than the flight that made
him famous. As a consequence of his ever expand-
ing interests, he sought renewal through a rest-
less pursuit of goals in fields other than aviation.
Berg gives all due credit to his subject for his
achievements az an engineer, scientist, and con-
servationist after being much impressed by the
materials he found in his archives®

What remains unclear is how Lindbergh
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accomplished all this, beginning only five years
after being dropped during his sophomore year
at the University of Wisconsin. A consideration of
Lindbergh's education beyond this point is
nowhere to be found in Berg's book. However
unbefitting it may be for a popular biography, a
pertinent chapter would have helped to explain
how Lindbergh acquired some of his ideas and
expertise beyond aviation,

Aside from reading many weighty books,
Lindbergh was in contact with literally a Who's
Who of prominent and powerful figures of his
era. With the exception of discussions of his
friendship with Alexis Carrel, very little has
been written in biographies of Lindbergh, includ-
ing Berg's, about the intellectual interplay he
had with some of these notables which, for better
or for worse, contributed to his development.

[f they are mentioned at all, usually it is only to
underscore Lindbergh's fame, making him, in
effect, a celebrity’s celebrity, a status he neither
sought nor enjoyed. Shying away from the lime-
light, Lindbergh did all he could to aveid becoming
a caricature of himself But he constantly read
about himself and saw images from his past,
nearly always recreated and projected by people
who did not know him. As he often remarked, he
was no longer that boy who had flown to Paris.
But those who really knew him would agree that
when he died, Lindbergh was pretty much the
same man he would have been had he never left
Minnesota to fly a Jenny. That is why, perhaps, he
asked to be buried in his work clothes and a
Hudson Bay blanket, and not a flight suit.

Berg's biography is the first major work about
Charles Lindbergh, and to a good extent Anne
Lindbergh, written and published with unprece-
dented access to their papers.®™ It is well-written
and contains much interestiig information.
Some of it is gratuitously presented to the
neglect of significant but less dramatic topics,
perhaps because of the page limits of a one-vol-
ume work. The general reader will find it
engrossing and will finish it quite convinced
that it includes all there is to know about
Lindbergh. This is not the case, While it pre-
sents new details about him, primarily about his
domestic life, this biography is not the last word
on Lindbergh.

Given Berg's unique access to his subject's
files and family, it would not seem unfair to call
his work, as was his biography of Maxwell
Perkins, “a compendium of lost opportunities.”
And, as in the case of that earlier work, Berg has
again shaped “his painstaking researches to fit
an all too familiar pattern."*

In a 1948 anthology of news reporters’ most
memorable dispatches, the opening sentence of
an introduction to two accounts about Lindbergh
reads: “The Lindbergh story will be done some
day in its bright and grim entirety by a historian,
let us hope, informed, unprejudiced and sensitive
to all its drama, "%

A. Scott Berg, a.skilled raconteur, amply
demonstrates in his book that he is not totally
lacking in these qualities; but, alas, he is not a
historian,®! and Charles Inndbargh the ¢El&bﬂ.t}l’,
is alive and well, and selling.
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to identify persons interviewed by Berg is to check the
names listed in the acknowledgments. To determine
interview dates, one has to scan, line by line, forty-one
pages of sources listed in a highly abbreviated form. The
format all but defies the scrutiny of source materials.
Equally confusing iz the way Berg cites the material
drawn from Lindbergh's diary, and in the case of Anne
Lindbergh, her diaries and letters. Because previously
published diary entries and letters cited by Berg are also
listed in their manusecript form, i.e., Diary, considerable
“double-dipping” in his documentation cecura. It would
have been much simpler if a published diary entry, or let-
ter, had been listed under the pertinent book title, e.g.,
Wartime Journals, with a page citation. If unpublished,
either entirely or in part, a quoted entry should have
been listed under Diary with the date. It would then be
readily apparent how much, or how little, of the "reams
of unpublished letiers and diaries” made available to
Berg, was actually quoted or otherwise used in the writ-
ing of his boolk.
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