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Grove finishes with the Philippine Sea
and Leyte Gulf. In the case of the
former, the traditional role of the sur-
face combatant was almost completely
supplanted by aircraft, while in the lat-
ter, the major roles played by surface
coinbatants in some of the actions came
not as a matter of operational intent but
in large measure as consequences of
egregious American errors.

Each battle or operation is described
and analyzed in a separate chapter
generously accompanied by excellent,
and in many cases not commonly seen,
photopgraphs. A penerally well done
series of charts nicely complements the
text. Short technical descriptions of
some of the representative combatants
involved in each encounter are given in
separate boxes.

However, two things in this book
are a bit curious. First, Grove’s criticism
of Winston Churchill’s continual inter-
ference in operational matters, particu-
larly as First Sea Lord, and his “fixation
with a Mediterranean strategy’ is almost
strident. Churchill’s competence as a
strategist is a controversial, complex
issue and would seem to be beyond the
scope of a book that is primarily con-
cerned with sea battles at the tactical and
operational levels. Secondly, although
the selection of battles was based pri-
marily on the earlier Ian Allan publica-
tion, Grove has included original
chapters on Pacific battles in both
voluines, to illustrate better his under-
lying themes, But in this volume, deal-
ing with battles in which surface ships
were “still important,” American
readers must surely wonder why Grove
did not include any of the classic 1942—

1943 surface actions in the Southwest
Pacific.

Grove is a well known expert in
naval affairs. He has been a lecturer at
the Royal Naval College at Dartmouth
and a visiting professor at the U.S. Naval
Academy. His publications include
Vanguard to Trident and The Future of Sea
Power, and he is the editor of the latest
edition of Corbett’s classic, Some Prin-
ciples of Maritime Strategy.

JAN VAN TOL
Commander, U.5. Navy

Trimble, William F, Admiral William A.
Moffett: Architect of Naval Aviation,
Washington, I).C.: Smithsonian In-
stitution Press, 1993, 338pp. $29.95

I had the great privilege of interviewing

General Jimmy Doolittle some years

ago, and in his concluding remarks to

me he compared General Billy Mitchell
and Carl Spaatz. Though Spaatz himself
would not have agreed, Doolittle
asserted that Spaatz had done inore
good for the cause of airpower and
national security than Mitchell. Doolit-
tle likened Mitchell to an oak tree and

Spaatz to the bamboo. When a hur-

ricane caine, he said, the oak stood for

a long time, straight and tall in the imdst

of adversity, but ultimately it snapped

and was useless; the bamboo, on the
other hand, flexed with the wind, ex-
cept on fundamental principles, and
when the hurricane abated it sprang
back, straight and tall, to resume the
struggle, Spaatz’s influence may have
been less spectacular than Mitchell’s,
but his impact was long-lasting. Doolit-
tle asserted that he and many other air
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officers agreed that Billy Mitchell had
done more harm than good for military
aviation,

William Trimble's fine book makes
one think that in Doolittle’s story, Ad-
miral William Moffett's name could
easily have been substituted for Carl
Spaatz. Moffett was, no doubt, more
outspoken than Spaatz and a better poli-
tician than Mitchell, but in the end it
was his powerful personality, in the new
art of public relations during the infancy
of electronic media and motion pic-
tures, that enabled him to survive his
mistakes.

Trimble is well qualified for this
work. He is a visiting professor at the
Air War College and a professor of
history at Auburmn University, which
itself is building a considerable reputa-
tion in the history of aviation and air-
power. He is the authar of two other
publications and the authority on the
Naval Aircraft Factory, perhaps on in-
terwar naval aviation logistics as well.

Although it 1s clear that the author
admires Moflett, he does not claim that
the admiral was the perfect naval officer.
As an example of Moffett’s flaws, Trim-
ble cites the admiral’s inabihty to admit
he was wrong. The author speculates
that stubbornness was the reason for
Moffett’s continued commitment to
the rigid lighter-than-air flying craft—
he died in an airship crash in 1933. Also,
the admiral was inclined only to accept
staffers who were yes-men, which, ac-
cording to Trimble, explained Moflett's
apparent inability to get along with one
assistant, Captain Ernest |. King, With
that said, however, Trimble believes
that Moftett was well suited for his time
in many ways.

Book Reviews 153

Basic to Moffett’s achievement was
his commitment to a notion that was an
article of faith, even in this reviewer's
time, at the Naval Academy: a leader
is a naval officer fist and an aviator
second, Moffett held unassailable
credentials in command at sea that
demonstrated to the inner circle that
this credo was not just lip-service. Al-
though he was the leading advecate of
naval aviation, he was nevertheless op-
posed to the idea that a separate aviation
corps be created within the Navy. Mof-
fett believed that aviation and the sur-
face fleet should be part of an integrated
whole and that the creation of a sepa-
rate, elite, aviation corps would only
lead the service back to the old internal
divisions that had existed between the
engineers {“Black Gang™) and the sea-
man officers (“Deck Gang™). However,
his strategic and doctrinal thought did
evolve as he went along. He started out
firmly believing that the role of the
aircraft was purely auxiliary, that its pur-
pose was to make the battleship fleet
more effective in its gunfire and recon-
naissance. [t was only after the Lexington
and the Saratoga had been in service long
enough to provide the evidence he
needed that he came to see aviation as
an offensive weapon and increased the
dive bomber and torpedo bomber deck
loads of the new carriers.

[ronically, Moffett was a direct ad-
versary of Mitchell himself. The com-
bination of his naval-officer-first
philosophy and the real, external threat
of Mitchell to the Navy made it easier
for the most conservative admirals to
yield more dollars for Moffett's aviation
programs than might have been ex-
pected. Moffett was the Chief of the
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Bureau of Aeronautics from its found-
ing in 1921 until his death in 1933.
These were the pivotal years of the
formation of naval airpower: the fun-
damentals were worked out aboard the
USS Langley, the U.S. acquired its lead
in radial engine development, the great
carriers Lexington and Sargtogs were
built and brought on line, the catapult
was invented, and the dive bomber was
conceived and developed—without all
of which the war in the Pacific would
certainly have been substantially longer
and costlier.

InJanuary 1982 Largued in this journal
that the subfield of airpower history was
an orphan among historians but that there
were signs that it was maturing—works
dealing with more than the razzle-dazzle
adventures of air coinbat were appearing
more frequently, Trimble has shown
with this work that interest in airpower
history continues to grow.

DAVID . METS

Professor of Technology and Innovation
School of Advanced Airpower Studies
Air Command and Staff College
Maxwell Air Force Dase, Alabama

Kilduft, Peter. Richthofen: Beyond the
Legend of the Red Baron. New York:
John Wiley 8 Sons, 1994, 256pp.
$27.95

The latest book on von Wichthofen is

from an author who also did an earlier

book on the Red Baron. However, he
believes that the end of the Cold War
and the resulting access to East German
documents justify another visit to this
subject so as to resolve various discrep-
ancies in the historical record. This

reviewer, however, feels that the bock
can be justified if only on the basis that
it is enjoyable, the work of an excellent
writer, and by the fact that memoirs and
biographies of prominent aces can
sometimes provide insights into air
combat that hold true despite the pas-
sage of eighty years.

Peter Kilduff is an eminent historian
with a long list of credits in both naval
and World War I aviation, While his
most recent books have primarily dealt
with World War I, many readers of this
journal have enjoyed his excellent his-
tories of carrier aviation. Kilduf is one
of the very few historians that this re-
viewer can personally attest has exam-
ined both the original Royal Air Force
(RAF) casualty reports and the onginal
German victory claims. Kilduftis fluent
in German and has performed most of
his research from the original German
documents and archives. In addition,
over twenty years ago this reviewer and
a select group of New England his-
torians were privileged to spend an eve-
ning in Kilduff's basement, examining
one of the few complete copies of RAF
records that was available in this coun-
try. At that meeting Kilduff claimed that
he would one day have matched every
loss to the victory it symbolized. At least
for the combats covered in this book,
he has achieved that goal.

Although Kilduff's monumental la-
bor on the “who shot whom'™ question
may be the best yet and possibly
provides the final answer, he is too
much of a gentleman to denigrate errors
in earlier accounts. His approach is
simply to state the reasons (such as take-
oft times, distances, range, and en-
durance figures, etc.) why a particular

Published by U.S. Naval War College Digital Commons, 1995 3



	Naval War College Review
	1995

	Admiral William A. Moffett: Architect of Naval Aviation
	David R. Mets
	Recommended Citation


	tmp.1524668169.pdf.o23Ne

