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HIGR MOUNTAIN WALLS 

BY C. R. P. VANDELEUR 

HE follovving notes are supplementary to my article under the 
above heading in the A.J. for November. 1949. 

The Alps. Readers of my article perhaps wondered why I 
ha made no mention of such walls as those of the Chamonix aiguilles, 
the Dolomites, and the faces of the Matterhorn. The reason was that, 
as it was possible only to select a fevv, I decided to ignore all walls 
under s,ooo ft. high, even though many of them are much finer than the 
6,8oo ft. face of the Gitschen, above the Lake of Uri, which I mentioned 
as, perhaps, the loftiest in the Alps. There is another, however, 
which I ought to have mentioned, but the great steepness of which I 
did not at the time realise. Since then my attention has been drawn 
to it by a lecture by Dr. J. W. Healy, who showed an impressive.lantcrn 
slide of it. I refer to the face of the GHirnisch above the l{lonthaler 
See. This is very nearly as high as the Gitschen face, and it . is 
decidedly steeper, the average angle from the top of the Ruchen
GHirnisch to the lake below, including a short grassy and tree-clad 
slope at the bottom, being well over 45°. Probably, then, this should 
be reckoned the premier wall of the Alps. 

Norway. (Kalken range, Nardmore.) Having now visited this 
range, I find that what I wrote is substantially true. TheW. face of 
Kalken (or Haarstadnebba) is a wall of well over s,ooo ft., though well 
under 6,ooo ft. (The absence of a satisfactory map prevents me from 
being more exact). It is a particularly grand wall, still unclimbed 
when I was there in early August; certain Kristiansund climbers; I 
believe, are eager to attack it. The loftier Store l(alken has no con
tinuous wall from valley to summit. Probably Norway has no greater 
\Vall than that of the Troldtinder above Romsdal, about 5 ,8o6 ft. at the 
highest point. 

11ze Caucasus (Ushba). It is evident that the South P·eak is more 
precipitous than the North, but a comparison of various photographs 
leaves me uncertain which side of it possesses the greatest wall. As an 
instance of how deceptive a mountain view may be, compare Sella's 
photograph ' lJshba from the slopes of Gul Glen ' (Exploration of the 
Caucasus, Vol. ii, facing p. 49) with the frontispiece toR. L. G. Irving's 
Ten Great Mountains. I suspect that the latter gives the truer idea of 
the steepness of the S.E. side of Ushba. I think, however, that one 
may confidently assume that the mountain has no wall exceeding 
6,ooo ft. If it ·has· one of that height, this, o£ course, eas~ly surpasses 
any wall on its Alpine rival, the Matterhorn. 

The Himalay.·a (Nepal). The French expedition last year to Anna
purna seems to show that this peak is the one I called Morshiadi (as did 
Marcel Kurz, writing in Die Alpen for September, 1933, p-. 334), the 
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height being identical, about z6,soo ft. Kurz gives the nam·e Anna
purna to· a lower peak (24,690 ft.) in the same group. It is dis• 
appointing t~at, as far as I know, the French expedition has not con
firmed the existence of a terrific gorge (that of the Kali, or Krishna, 
Gandak) between that group and Dhaulagiri though, of course, there 
is no question as to the ·existence of the actual valley, an ancient trade
route. Regarding the Everest Group, the photograph published in the 
last number of the Alpine Journal {facing p. 108), showing the rock
wall of Lhotse, is also rather disappointing, as this wall appears to 
merge into snow-slopes very high up. Perhaps the present expedition 
to Everest will bring back some ~etter photographs of this great face. 

Alaska and Yukon. Very soon after writing my article, I noticed an 
article in Die Alpen (June 1949), entitled 'Expedition White Tower 
au Mount McKinley,' in which mention is made of ' the fantastic 
precipices of the N.W. face of the N. Peak (of Denali), the famous 
Wickersham Wall, a wall of rock and ice which rises almost sheer more 
than 4,ooo metres above the Peters Glacier, one of the greatest pre
cipices known to man.' But photographs I have seen, including one 
illustrating the article in question (which shows the N.W. side of the 
N. Peak as quite an ordinary slope) ·make me sceptical about this 
alleged wall. Also, the sketch-map at the end of Stuck's book, The 
Ascent of Denali, shows the summit of the N. Peak about four miles 
away from the Peters Glacier.1 

I am afraid I too hastily dismissed Mount Logan, as photographs 
(e.g. in Irving's Ten Great Mounta-ins) show that it has some great, and 
very extensive, walls of rock and ice. But who can estimate their 
height? 

Canad-ian Rockies . . Too late it dawned on me that I had forgotten 
to mention Mount Robson, which I knew possessed one particularly 
steep and lofty face the South face towering above the valley of the 
Fraser River. However, a careful study of Smythe's beautiful pictures 
of this side of Mount Robson in his last book, Rocky Mountains, sug
gests that there is pro,bably no actual wall of over s,ooo ft. And this 
is borne out by his own \YOrds. After stating (p. 139) that, on this 
south side, the mountain towers 'Io,ooo ft. straight out of Lake Kinney 
at its feet,' he goes on to say (p. 143) that 'from Kinney Lake the climber 
of 1\'Iount Robson ascends 6,ooo ft. of rocks and forest set at an angle of 
about 30° .' If the latter statement is correct, not more than the upper 
4,ooo ft. can be of wall-like abruptness. And the pictures show that the 
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~ On the west face of Mount McKinley, under the highest summit, there is a 
great precipice of red granite which is set across the main crest of the Alaska 
Range. The highest part of this wall seems to be above the head of the 
Peters glacier on the north side of the watershed, · and I should judge it to be 
more than s,ooo. ft. in height there. It is to be seen in the folding plate opposite 
p. 16 in A.J. 47, but it was plastered with snow when that photograph was 
taken. The photograph opposite p. 21 in the same volume shows the North 
face of Mount Foraker, which is very steep and unbroken. Its height above 
the head of the West Foraker glacier is probably more than to,ooo ft. from 
glacier to summit. Editor. 



• 

HIGH: MOUNTAIN WALLS 

upper part of the mountain built up of horizontal beds of limestone
is steeper than the lower. But, even in looking at the pictures still 
more, of course, if he is fortunate enough to see the great mountain 
itself the mountain-lover is apt to be too much carried away by the 
glory of the thing to wish to ·enquire as to the actual angles of its sides, 
though this becomes a matter of practical importance if he aspires to 
make the asceat . 
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