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To the Editor, 
The Alpine Journal. 

SrR, 
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33, Egerton Crescent, 
London, S.W.3. 

23rd August, I963. 

You have kindly given me the opportunity of commenting on 
Wager's interesting article, published with his 27,950 ft. photograph and 
(rough) diagrams in the last issue. With all due deference to one who 
has brought back a historic picture from that altitude on Everest, there 
are, in my view, three strong reasons against accepting his interpretation 
and, particularly, the conclusion that it was taken at c. 8, 700 m. :-

I. Further meticulous tracings of the three photographs and com
parative studies by superimposition reveal fairly conclusively (I could, 
of course, produce my detailed evidence) that the difference in height of 
origin between photos Band C is not more than 300ft., probably less. 
This, once again, limits the maximum possible height to 8,570 m., 
which is so close to the limit of 8,500 ±so m., postulated in my original 
workings in A.J. 67. 3 Io, that it makes no difference. 

2. The photo has been identified as an enlarged frame from the Chinese 
film whose sound-track states categorically that the filming party 
turned back from (about) 8,500 m. The film sequence from which it is 
taken is completely consistent with its being a panorama at (or near) the 
highest point reached and, indeed, what more natural ? The revived 
suggestion that it might be an air-shot interpolated in the film is so 
improbable as to be virtually untenable; if a separate air-reconnaissance 
was taken (also on I 6 mm ?), why is this interpolation for it is the 
only high panorama shown in the climbing film the sole material from 
the air-film available or published in any other form by the Chinese ? 

So we are again limited to c. 8,550 m. for the height of the Chinese 
photograph, if we accept, as I feel everyone does, that the photograph 
and the frame from the film are identical. 

3· No evidence has yet been adduced by anyone to disprove the work
ings referred to above, published in the Alpine Journal, even before the 
film was available, and expounded with slides at the Club on the 
' Chinese evening', which appear to establish beyond argument that if 
certain vital features in the Chinese photograph appear in the relative 
positions they do in fact occupy, the maximum height from which it 
could possibly have been taken was 8,500 ±50 m., which Wager's 
further photographic evidence seems to confirm rather than otherwise. 
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For, in the circumstances, a matter of 20 m., if we accept 8,570 m., 
could hardly be said to divide us. 

The point is that, on all the evidence available, when meticulously 
sifted, it was not taken at 8,700 m., as the Chinese suggest a vital 130 m. 
(426ft.) higher. 

Yours truly, 

HUGH MERRICK. 

[Professor Wager comments: 'My estimate of 8,700 m. for the rough point 
of origin of the Chinese photograph may well have been too high. But even 
if the difference in height bern"een the points of origin of the Chinese photo
graph and my 1933 photograph is not more than 300 ft., this means that the 
Chinese picture could have been taken from a point above the top of the Second 
Step, which would have a significant bearing on the likelihood of their having 
reached the summit.'] 

To the Editor of the Alpine Journal. 

SIR, 

Salisbury, 
. Southern Rhodesia. 

June 2I, I963. 

In his statement accompanying the Alpine Club's accounts for the 
year ended December 3 I, I 962, the Hon. Treasurer stated 'the main 
reason that the Club is running at a loss is the ever-rising cost of printing 
the Alpine Journal'. He added that a sub-committee was to con
sider 'the whole position' of the Journal. 

Similar statements have often been made in recent years in Committee 
and elsewhere. For nine of those years I was present at Committee 
meetings and was able to explain why I believed the statement to be 
misleading. Now, at a distance of several thousand miles from South 
Audley Street, I no longer have these opportunities of oral rebuttal and 
accordingly seek the hospitality of your columns to express my alarm. 

The largest single item of expenditure shown in the accounts is 
certainly that for the Journal but this is only because other items are 
split up. If rent and rates, gas, lighting and heating, repairs and 
cleaning were grouped together under 'Premises', that item would 
amount to £I,554; undisclosed amounts for insurance, caretaking and 
probably for amortisation of the lease, would need to be added to this 
total. 

The cost of the Journal last year rose by nearly 2o0j0 , certainly a 
substantial figure. But the cost of Repairs and Cleaning rose by 6o%, 
that of Meetings by 87o/0 , of Library by 69%, of Dinner and At Home 
by over 220%. Total expenditure rose by £386, that on the Journal 
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by £I97· Thus the Journal made the biggest absolute increase to 
expenditure, but by no means the steepest rise. 

In 1961 the Journal accounted for 22~~ of the Club's expenditure, 
in rg62 for 24 <}0 • Is this disproportionate to the place of the Journal 
in the life of the Club ? Let us look at the functions and value of the 
Journal. 

First of all, it is the only benefit which every member of the Club 
receives in return for his subscription. Most members of the Club are 
unable to attend the dinner, but they subsidise its cost. Few members 
of the Club are able regularly to attend meetings of the Club in London; 
fewer still make any other use of the Club's premises. Nor is the 
admirable library of direct value to members living outside London and 
the Home Counties. 

Second, the Journal is the Club's shop window. Apart from 
personal contacts it is the only means by \vhich non-members can assess 
our standing, life and value. The prestige and reputation of the Alpine 
Club in the mountaineering world and in wider circles depends to an 
overwhelming degree on the quality and standard of the Journal. We 
are judged by what we publish. Should our reputation decline, our 
numbers would fall and our resources dwindle. A first-class Journal 
is therefore essential for our financial health. 

The publication of the Journal is in itself the most vitally important 
of any of the Club's collective activities, as well as being the expression 
and record of all our other activities. 

Even after the ferocious increases in printing costs, we still spend less 
than a quarter of our funds on the Alpine Journal. The 'special 
Sub-Committee appointed to consider the whole position of the 
Journal' will no doubt decide that a larger fraction would be fully 
justified. 

It is therefore the first duty of all members to give to their Editor 
their fullest support. By all means seek all vvays of reducing the cost 
'without in any way detracting from its quality and appearance'. Let 
economies also be sought in the 76% of Club expenditure \vhich is spent 
in other directions. vVhy pick on the Journal ? 

One deliberate addition to the cost of the Journal has been made in 
recent years; the issue (at members' option) of copies bound in stiff 
boards. This cost the Club a shilling or so per copy but saved mem
bers and subscribers many times that sum in the expense of subsequent 
binding. 

Whether we like it or not, the A.J. is nowadays judged alongside other 
excellent publications in its field, particularly from Switzerland and 
France; we must match these standards and may, I think, claim that 
we do so match them (except in the standard of photographic 
reproduction). 
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It would be a sad day for the Club, a betrayal of our history and 
future, were we to resolve on a cheap and nasty production which could 
only reflect its origin in a cheap and nasty club. We should look rather 
for an ever-improving Journal sustained by an enlarged circulation.1 

Yours faithfully, 

F. H. KEENLYSIDE. 

1 The Hon. Treasurer would be the first to concur V\ .. ith the view expressed 
in the final paragraph of Mr. KeenJyside's letter. EDITOR. 

The Editor, The Alpine Journal. 
Thorpeness, Suffolk . 
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DEAR SIR, 

I have run across the follo,ving, which seems a pretty good motto for 
expeditions: 

'What are men to rocks and mountains ? Oh! what hours of trans
port we shall spend! And when we do return, it shall not be like other 
travellers, without being able to give one accurate idea of anything. 
We will know where we have gone we will recollect what we have 
seen. Lakes, mountains, and rivers, shall not be jumbled together in 
our imaginations; nor, when we attempt to describe any particular 
scene, will we begin quarrelling about its relative situation. Let our 
first effusions be less insupportable than those of the generality of 
travellers.' 

The author, at first sight rather improbably, is Jane Austen in Pride 
and Prejudice. 

• 

Yours truly, 

D. L. BusK . 
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