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TWO FACES 
BY SIR DOUGLAS BUSK 

(Read before the Alpine Club on April 4, I967) 

T is the height of audacity, if not impertinence, to read to the Alpine 
Club a paper not illustrated by the magnificent slides to which we 
are accustomed, though they are occasionally veiled by heavy puffs 

from the inveterate pipe-smokers in the audience. I apologise for the 
absence of pictures tonight. May I recall to you the story of the lecturer 
at a learned society hardly less eminent than the Alpine Club ? His 
subject was recondite and complicated, his delivery halting and involved. 
After an abstruse exposition he announced that, the better to illustrate 
his thesis, he would show some slides. There were some subdued 
shuffling noises during this darkened interlude. When the lights came 
on again, the chairman was embarrassed to see that he was the solitary 

• 

audience in that vast hall. Tonight we shall not be blacked out (except 
through wilful misbehaviour by the Ministry of Fuel and Power), 
but I have ascertained that anyone who finds the tedium unendurable 
has the President's full authority to depart, noisily if he will, nor shall 
I utter any protest. For my part, I shall try to be brief, that none may 
miss the last trains to Reading, Oxford, Cambridge and other low-lying 
areas. 

The Alpine Club has always done its best to keep up with the times 
and I am sure it always will. In recent years papers have been read in our 
hall and articles printed in the Alpine Journal that reveal the Club's 
coverage of all aspects of mountaineering, not only in the Alps, but on 
peaks that are often difficult to pronounce aloud and only traceable in 
the largest atlases. We have ranged the gamut from Alaska to Zemu. 
Not only that, we have acquainted ourselves with the most modern 
methods, and overhangs hold no terrors for us at least while we are 
comfortably seated in the Club with a ham sandwich and a beer under our 
belts. 

Yet, it seems to me, there has sometimes been uninformed criticism 
of modern methods and outlook. This is perhaps inevitable; age, set in 
its ways and not without pride in its own splendid achievements in 
earlier years, is suspicious of innovation. Dare I say that it is even some
times a little envious and that this betrays itself in unmerited criticism ? 
A recent Club circular asked on behalf of a psychophysicist \vhether any 
of us had experienced the feeling, under stress, that everything was 
'dreamlike'. I feel this sense of unreality very strongly in this hall when 
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such remarks are uttered. The pages of the Alpine Journal, right from 
the beginning, bear witness to this carping crampons, for instance, 
and later skis as an adjunct to mountaineering were frowned upon by 
various editors, supported by many of the members of the day, who also 
united in alarm about guideless mountaineering. Only very recently 
has the use of oxygen become respectable. 

There have always been a few men of broader vision. 1\tlay I quote1 

from our member who made the first ascent of the Dru in 1878: 'Ideas 
as to what is fair in mountain climbing are somewhat peculiar ... arti
ficial aid seems to mean driving pegs into rocks where there is no hold. 
Such a proceeding is considered highly improper. To cut a step in ice 
is right, but to do anything of the sort on rock is in the highest degree 
immoral. ... For my part if it could be proved that by no possible means 
could a given bad passage be traversed without some such aid, nor 
turned by another route, I should not hesitate to adopt one of these 
expedients.' Clinton Dent, later President of this Club, is certainly not 
flinching as he regards from Olympus activities above the Scheidegg, 
in the Dolomites or in the Y osemite valley. 

It is right that those fit enough should attempt Alpine climbs un
dreamed of by their predecessors. Ingenuity should keep pace with 
time, provided always that the basic values are maintained. One of our 
American Vice-Presidents once listed in his introduction to the account 
of the 1953 attempt on Kz 'Food, shelter, friends these are the essen
tials, these plus faith and purpose and a deep unrelenting determina
tion'. His words aptly fit an expedition brilliantly carried through 
despite disaster. It is noteworthy that Houston did not mention modern 
equipment as indispensable to the eternal verities of mountaineering, 
though of course he did not reject it. 

Given up-to-da~e aids our predecessors would have shone even more 
brightly than they did in their heyday. Had Farrar's parties used twelve
point crampons and ice-pitons, had Geoffrey Young had karabiners and 
stirrups, there would have been no stopping them. Nought would have 
been left for the tigers of today. For that lack of equipment in the past 
we must be thankful. The same repeats itself overseas. We now have 
concentrated food and very dull it is to eat, in my opinion · windproof 
tents and down clothing. It is salutary to reflect that in 1924 men reached 
over 28,ooo ft. on Everest without oxygen wearing norfolk jackets and 
other garments traditional for a classy grouse drive as illustrated in the 
Tatler. From what I know of them they would have waltzed up that 
mountain more than forty years ago and dismissed it as an off day, 
if they had been equipped in modern style. Then they would have 
looked for a route really worth climbing the direttissima East face of 
Everest, for instance. That route will be done one day by the successors 

1 A.J.9. 198. 
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of the Somervell and Norton of I924 one happily still with us. Some 
of the youngest here tonight will doubtless be present when a paper is 
read in this hall describing that climb. I hope there will then be no 
depreciatory clucking from their ageing lips about immoral innovations. 
They will perhaps remember that their own activities were frowned on 
by their elders in their own youth. 

All members of the Alpine Club and the mountaineering world at 
large must be grateful for the longevity of our stalwarts and for the wise, 
if frequently disregarded, advice they still give us. I remember a whim
sical moment in I 9 5 I when we received here a well known foreign climber, 
who had then, if not now an inordinately low opinion of British 
mountaineering and an extremely nationalist approach. He was charmed 
at dinner by a courteous man, fluent in several languages (which our 
guest was not), and well informed on all modern activity. The foreigner 
told me afterwards how impressed he had been and asked his name. 
Considering the atmosphere . of hostility the guest had propagated, 
it was without undue malice that I revealed that this distinguished 
mountaineer had often climbed with Mummery and had shared the first 
guideless ascent ·of the Grepon in 1892, nearly sixty years earlier. Our 
guest was noticeably reticent thereafter, but he shot many covert glances 
at the trim, erect figure of C. H. Pasteur, ex-Vice President of this Club, 
whose visits to the Alps had, when he died four years later, extended 
over a period of seventy-six years. His last expedition had been a walk 
from Morteratsch to the Diavolezza Pass and back, climbing and des
cending some 3000 ft. He was then eighty-four and we youngsters do 
well to remember such feats before we criticise the older generation. 
Speaking for myself, should I ever attain such an age, I shall be intoler
ably conceited if I can reach the Diavolezza by the funicular that now 
swings over these splendid slopes I clattered up in my 'teens. 

Yet there is another face of climbing, of which I was enviously and 
nostalgically reminded the other night when Robin Fedden talked to us 
about his expedition to the Hakkari mountains. On this sort of trip the 
exploration is on a wider scale and extends this seems to me most 
important to the human side as well; human beings, moreover, of 
vastly different culture and language. In the Alps it is possible to do 
Grade VI climbs without knowing a word of French, German or Italian 
and without caring a hoot about the life of the local inhabitants. I con
fess to prejudice against such an approach to mountains, which should 
be enjoyed in their entirety, with all they offer of humanity as well as of 
naked rock, bleak ice and untracked snow. 

Fedden's was a party of four, who, for an expenditure in cash no more 
than is required for a modest alpine holiday, were able to mount a well
found expedition to a little known area in Turkey. This provided three 
weeks in the mountains, though admittedly two of the party with the 

• 
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heavy gear in a car needed an additional eighteen driving days for the 
return journey of 6ooo miles. This seems to me, if I may say so, wholly 
admirab.~e that members of this and other Clubs should feel the urge 
to leave the battered, well known areas, so hideously overcrowded 
nowadays, and embark for peaks less familiar. Here the challenge is 
gre~ter, precisely because of the need for adaptation to strange conditions, 
than it is closer home, where the only innovation is often mechanical, 
such as the substitution of chromolly for mild steel in pitons. 

Please do not think I am denigrating the courage and skill of those who 
force new routes up cliffs, in the Alps or elsewhere, previously considered 
impossible. Far from it; I would raise my glass to them, if the President 
had had the courtesy to provide me with one. The points I should like 
to make are two. First, it is good for all of us young or old sometimes 
to abandon modern aids and use our wildest mountaineering senses and 
experience, rather than ironmongery, in planning and executing new 
climbs. Surely we can all benefit by a return to a less complicated life, 
where ' natural man' is dominant rather than expensive artefacts. 
Secondly, if overhangs and hair-thin cracks still cast their spells so 
strongly that they cannot be waved aside, such rarely visited ranges 
can also produce technical problems as severe as any that can be found 
in, say, the much screwed and hammered Dolomites. 

If, for instance, one looks a bit further east of Hakkari to the Elburz, 
the recent French expedition 2 proved exacting enough on the soo m. 
high North face of Alam Kuh, for which soo m. of rope, 250 pitons and 
so wooden wedges, twelve climbers and twelve days were required. 
When I first looked down that face thirty-five years ago during the second 
ascent of the peak, I vetoed it, because of the nasty stains of stonefall 
on the glacier below, but I lay no claim to the determination and skill 
of modern climbers. Alam Kuh, 3 which it took us two leisurely years 
even to find, when we were looking for what turned out to be the lower 
peak, Takht-i-Suleiman, requires no exploration nowadays, beyond the 
narrow search for an exact route. It is therefore not in the same class as 
the Hakkari peaks, which demand not only technical skill, but explo
ration. This is still to be found in Europe in Spain, for instance, or in 
the Balkans. And what about Sardinia ? All the best people have climbed 
in Corsica, but, if the A.J. is any g~ide, Sardinia has only once been 

2 See La Montagne et Alpinisme, October, 1966, pp. 297-302. · 
8 The name of this peak was ' fixed, after our expeditions and is now univer

sally agreed. Previously there had been several alternatives. In strict trans
literation it should be f Alam Kuh, the Flag or Mark Mountain. In Britain 
Alamein (strictly 'alamein) is familiar in its arabic dual form, Two Banners. 
This is not inappropriate for the two opposing forces, though one ~f the generals 
involved may have thought if he ever made any enquiry into the views and 
language of the harried locals that f alamein referred to the two badges that he 
wore· in a beret in defiance of all military regulations. ·. 
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visited by a member of this Club. That, you may be surprised to hear, 
was in the winter of I 87 4 4 and this was not to climb the 6ooo ft. peaks, 
but to shoot moufflon. Nowadays there are the additional attractions that 
bandits shoot you and that it is much easier and cheaper to get there than 
ninety years ago. There is even a British vice-Consul at Cagliari, who 
will be happy to inform your sorrowing relatives of demands by brigands 
for ransom and of your subsequent abrupt demise, owing to Treasury 
insistence in these hard times that no such expenditure may exceed 
£z 3s. 8d. per adult (half for children). There is thus a real challenge 
in Sardinia, faintly comparable with an unauthorised visit to Tibet. 

Our predecessors had no qualms about trying new country. Is it fair 
to suggest that more, not merely a minority, of our rock experts would 
enjoy enlarging their experience if they cast an eye on other ranges, 
seemingly remote, but in fact easily and cheaply accessible ? Sometimes, 
if I may say so, one discerns a certain sameness and limitation of approach. 
It is as if an angler, offered a day on a trout stream, refused on the ground 
that he only fished for salmon. It is surely when one is young that 
initiative should be nurtured, and there is the additional attraction that 
even to arrive at the foot of your climb demands resource and meticulous 
planning the hallmark of the true mountaineer and traveller. 

Some older mountaineers also remain firmly on their own pleasant 
paths. These may have included much valuable exploration in the past; 
yet they are vocal today about any novelty of method, costume, equipment 
or even accent. Meanwhile some younger groupings may consider the 
oldsters decadent and moss-grown, even though they are still actively 
climbing in their sixties, indeed seventies, certainly slower than in their 
prime, but probably with the mastery that can avoid any mishaps
for themselves or for others. 

Whenever I encounter these competent older members, I recall that 
thirty years ago some of us founded a group in the Club that called itself 
theY oung Shavers, because in our view our seniors tended then to run to 
beards. Today it is the striplings who are hirsute and the dodderers 
who are smooth-chinned, so the Young Shavers of yester-year feel 
chastened. The group was, however, not a bad idea, because it was 
dedicated, not to warring against its elders, but to making contact with 
them. We dined before meetings cheaply and well in a neighbouring pub. 
At every gathering one or two senior members were invited, and I 
think that it can be said that each side came to realise the virtues of the 
other. Certain it is that, under the admirable guidance of Claud Schuster 
as President, reforms were carried through in the Club with complete 
concordance between older and younger members. The former came 
to accept new viewpoints; the latter to realise that innovation, to be 
successful, needs careful planning and an enduring basis. Without 

' A.J. 8. I 2 I ff. 
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such contacts, not only in the hills but socially, mountaineering cannot 
flourish as it should with sympathy for the ideas, habits and methods 
of others. Geographical distance and the expense of travel admittedly 
render the task difficult, even in our small country. Ideally there should 
be a network of intimate relationships, not only within the A.C., not 
only with other Clubs in these islands, but with climbers abroad of all 
ages and from all strata of our society. In mountaineering, no less than 
in other activities, this is no time in any age group for the narrow-minded 
or the reactionary at any rate not in the Alpine Club, which should be as 
proud to be up to date as it rightly is of its past achievements. 

Time was, forty years ago, when Farrar could ask in the pages of the 
A.J., commenting on climbing in Chamonix, 'Ou sont les jeunes Britan-
niques ? ' ; anyone silly enough to put that question today would receive 
a pretty straight answer. Time was, in the years after the Second War, 
when foreign expeditions seemed to be picking all the plums in the 
great ranges of the world; but later--quite apart from Everest we have 
not done too badly. The Alpine Club, like any other organisation of its 
type, has two faces, the young and the old, but they should both be 
looking in the same direction in close collaboration with others of differ
ent nationality. We must expect occasional disaccord of view. Youth 
will be impatient, which is its privilege; age will be censorious, with less 
excuse because it was young once. I should like therefore to end this 
paper by quoting, now that I have passed sixty, what I wrote in the 
Alpine Journal6 when I was twenty-five. I spent most of the intervening 
years abroad, and have therefore been sadly out of touch with new 
developments and above all with climbers at home, but I still stand by 
this: 'The A. C. is the oldest of all Alpine Clubs. It was founded by 
young men and it should be its proudest boast that .it is the youngest in 
spirit'. 

(A good number of members spoke in the discussion which followed 
this paper. Rather than attempt to summarise the whole of what was 
said, I have asked the first two speakers, who had been 'briefed' to the 
extent of having seen Busk's text beforehand, to put on paper the sub
stance of their remarks, which they have kindly done. EDITOR.) 

Mr. M. P. WARD said: 
We have just heard a most agreeable thesis and we must thank Sir 

Douglas for his thoughtful paper which proposes the ideally tolerant 
appreciation that should exist between successive generations of climbers. 

It is normal in every sport, where the main emphasis is on physical 
activity and expertise, that the major advances in technique are made by 
young men and that they occupy the centre of the stage. 

6 A.J. 44· 52; referred to again by J. L. Longland in the Centenary volume, 
p. 93· 
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The determination to exceed the limits of other men or to make an 
original contribution is essential to any sport or enterprise if it is not 
to become flaccid and moribund. The mental state of men capable of 
progress tends to be ambitious, competitive and very often intolerant both 
of themselves and of others. There are those who flinch at the thought 
of the competitive elements in mountaineering, but in fact it is impossible 
to avoid competition in any human activity whether it is defined in terms 
of direct co~test or in terms of achievement and worldly success. 

If the older climber finds the contemporary leaders incompatible 
it may be a weakness on his part in failing to realign his attitudes. It is 
true, of course, that men of vision are rarely easy-going. Shaw wrote: 
'The reasonable man adapts himself to the world; the unreasonable 
one persists in trying to adapt the world to himself. Therefore all pro
gress depends on unreasonable man. ' 

I have heard complaints about the 'hard' men and how they set about 
putting up hard new XS routes in an aggressive spirit of one-upman
ship. It is a little difficult to know in what other spirit they could tackle 
their task. They can only be said to compete against men of the same 
calibre and probably, as in intellectual and other disciplines, competition 
provides both inspiration and a common goal excellence. 

It would be wrong to equate a competitive spirit with a self-seeking 
nature. As Lord Schuster commented, 'the beauties of the mountains 
are revealed most clearly to those who know them best; and knowledge 
of this sort comes only to those who have surrendered most to obtain it'. 
Nobody would object to the term 'dedication' being applied to moun
taineering at the professional level of competence. In this context the 
meaning of dedication and competition come very close .. 

We cannot on the one hand approve the urge to excel and on the other 
deny a special place to those \vho are prepared to make the greatest 
efforts and attain superiority. 

All the arguments which detract from individual merit seem to 
me to be sterile and subversive. We must all recognise, surely, that 
the 'tigers' and hard men are of a different order to the average climber 
and that their techniques can raise mountaineering to an art form. We 
must acknowledge their superiority, and we must honour our 
leaders. 

Criticism of character in the context of a sport or pastime is too often 
an ungenerous defence of the commonplace against the talented, and of 
the past against the present and future. It follows that such arguments 
are restrictive and may be prompted by self-interest. 

It is a simple matter to assess a climber's achievements I believe it 
would be oppressive to judge him by his motives. This has been advo
cated by some and it seems to me to interfere with the liberty of the 
individual in an active medium which, more than most, lends itself to 
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diverse interpretation and allows scope for a wide variety of interests 
and talents. 

One thing members might like to discuss is the value they place on a 
climber's performance regardless of his age, background, education, 
character or philosophy. 

In this context we might consider what Sir Arnold Lunn wrote of 
Whymper: 'He was not a loveable nor, apart from mountaineering, an 
admirable man, but it is impossible to .deny him the unmistakable 
imprint of greatness'. 

Every climber at some time has been asked why he climbs. In a 
memorable paper addressed to this Club, John Emery commented: 
' So elusive a thing as a mountaineering philosophy is almost impossible 
to define for oneself; to attempt to do so for others would be presump
tuous'. I agree with this, but I do find it is always interesting to read 
and listen to other men's views on what prompts them to activity 
and the thoughts and feelings that have grown out of their physical 

• experiences. 
Some of us will have found that our attitudes to the mountains have 

gone through a process of 'evolution', while the main interests of others 
remain unchanging; members of this Club do not always have as much 
in common as we might like to think. However, members will agree that 
it is an impertinence to tell others how they should enjoy their mountains; 
to tell them what they should be thinking that would be tyranny! 

Another point members might like to discuss is how much they may 
be influenced by another man's philosophy. Do we think it is desirable 
or undesirable as a group to be guided by those who would like to impose 
their phiJosophy on others ? 

It is illuminating, for example, to compare opinions expressed by 
twomen prominent in the mountaineering world. 

Lionel Terray wrote in Conquistadors of the Useless, 'In my view 
mountaineering is an essentially individual experience and I have 
always considered absurd the opinion, voiced by some authors, that the 
forging of bonds of friendship is its primary motivation .... Personally 
I hold friendship one of the most precious things in life, but like everything 
of real value it is rare. We do not become friends with just anybody 
simply because we happen to have shared danger or for that matter 
pleasure with him. It is a powerful emotion, like love, which has to be 
cultivated.' 

In his Valedictory Address to the Climbers' Club last year John 
Hunt wrote' I believe that mountaineering is an activity whose deepest 
satisfaction lies in its propensity for forging lasting friendship. . . . I 
know that for me it is this aspect which most endures with the passage 
of time.' 
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It seems to me that Terray was passionately committed to the funda
mental and unique aspects of mountaineering; while Hunt enjoys 
climbing primarily as a catalyst to enhance a condition which is not 
peculiar to this field but common to all civilised life. 

These two views, radically opposed in emphasis, display the contrast 
between the dynamic and eccentric elements in mountaineering philo
sophy. 

Yet another aspect, and one which is particularly relevant to this 
Club, lies in the attraction of mountains to intellectuals both as a means 
of recreation and as a source of inspiration. This has been best described 
by J an et A dam Smith writing about the climbing philosophy of a former 
member, the poet and scholar Michael Roberts: 

' Mountaineering was for Michael the outstanding type of those 
difficult and disinterested activities which are worth doing for their own 
sake and not for any reward. As the philosopher or the scientist presses 
to the limit of his understanding not for any easily assessable gain, but to 
satisfy his impulse to know, so the climber or explorer makes for the 
limits of the earth because he must .... And so, though he hardly ever 
wrote poetry in the mountains, his days on mountains were the poetry 
of his life, for in them he found intelligible shapes for his deepest im
pulses and visions. Rock-ridge and ice-fall gave him exhilaration through 
effort and struggle; alp and mountain lake, serenity through satisfied 
achievement; and the exhilaration and· vitality, the satisfaction and 
serenity, were carried over into the journeys and resting places of his 
life. I see it in terms of a journey to the very end, the last stage, in hos
pital, taking him to the limits of his body.' 

These words must be evocative for many climbers and might be 
described as the Private Face of mountaineering; but it is the Public 
Face for which together we have a traditional responsibility. 

Mountaineering is an enterprise in which the British have consistently 
remained in the van and produced climbers who are equal to if not 
better than any in the world. I do not have to remind anyone here of 
more recent achievements or the names that immediately come to 
mind Everest, Kangchenjunga, the Muztagh Tower, the rfowers of 
Paine, the Eiger Direct Noyce, Brown, Whillans, Bonington; it is 
worth remembering too that the majority of the first ascents in the 
Pennines of Switzerland were made by Englishmen and that many of 
Geoffrey Winthrop Young's pre-1914 routes were twenty years ahead 
of their time. In mountain exploration our President, Eric Shipton, has 
been and remains pre-eminent. 

It is true, I think, to say that the Alpine Club has always shown a 
predilection for those who combine excellence in climbing with humanity 
of intellect. But we can best serve the interests of mountaineering by 
making the former our first concern. 
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May I suggest to you that it should be the proud heritage of the oldest 
mountaineering club in the world to foster the youngest and most 
enterprising spirits? 

Mr. A. K. RAwLINSON said: 
I agree with virtually everything that Busk and Ward have said, so 

I have little to add. But perhaps I may pick up one or two points. 
With one thing that Busk said I do not altogether agree. He suggested 

that if the great mountaineers of earlier generations had had the advantage 
of modern equipment, they would have done all the difficult climbs of 
today. That seems to me to go too far, or at least to need qualification. 
I share Busk's admiration for the great mountaineers of the past. I am 
sure that in courage, enterprise, toughness, natural skill and all the inborn 
qualities of great mountaineers, they were equal to any of the present 
generation, and superior to most. I agree too that we who climb today, 
the average climber as well as the 'tiger', start with great advantages in 
our modern equipment of wind proofs, nylon ropes, rubber soles, pitons 
and so on. But I do not believe that these improvements in material 
equipment, valuable though they are, are the whole of the explanation 
why more technically difficult climbs are done today than in the past. 
There is also the important factor of mental equipment. A similar 
phenomenon appears in other sports. A familiar example is the four
minute mile, which at one time no one could do and now quite a lot of 
people can do. Each generation builds on the successes of its prede
cessors. The knowledge of those successes, of what has been done, 
enables the new generation to edge forward into new ideas of what might 
be feasible. 

I do not doubt that one of the great climbers of the past, born again 
in the present generation with the same innate qualities, would again be 
one of the leaders of today's mountaineers. But if, simply as he was in 
his own day, he were miraculously translated to the foot of a modern 
climb and fitted out with modern equipment, I do not believe that this 
alone would enable him to do the climb. He would need also the 
mental equipment of the modern climber, based on the knowledge of 
what has been done in the intervening years.6 

6 In subsequent discussion Harold Meyer, speaking with expert knowledge 
of athletics, questioned the analogy of the four-minute mile. He explained that 
the faster times of today are partly due to improvements in equipment (especially 
much faster tracks), to training methods and diet, based on advances in scientific 
knowledge, and partly to the stimulus of harder competition, making faster times 
necessary to win. It was generally agreed among athletics experts that the great 
runners of the past were potentially just as capable as those of today. The ex
ceptional mental equipment which makes an Olympic winner or a world record 
breaker had always been essentially the same. He was outstanding because he 
could drive himself to do what was at the time necessary to beat the rest of the 

, 
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My second point arises out of what Ward was saying about the variety 
of attitudes to mountaineering. I am sure that this is true, and that it is 
right to regard a Jarge variety of attitudes as legitimate. There are many 
ways in which mountains and mountaineering can be enjoyed. We 
should not fall into the error of despising or disapproving those which 
are different from our own. 

Busk praised the type of mountaineering which consists in climbing 
unfashionable peaks in unfamiliar places. This is a theme often heard 
in this Club. I am sure that we all agree that it is an admirable form of 
mountaineering, and that those who can work out their own way for 
themselves in remote places without guide-books have an all-round skill 
in mountaineering which those who stick to fashionable climbs in 
sophisticated Alpine centres never develop. 

But do not let us press this too far. The climbing of fashionable or 
difficult routes in the Alps, or in this country for that matter, is another 
way of enjoying mountains which to my mind can be equally valid and 
equally praiseworthy. It has its own skills, which intrinsicalJy are neither 
better nor worse than the different skills of the exploratory traveller 
There is room for both types of mountaineering, and for many other 
types too; and I hope that in the Alpine Club, in the future as in the past, 
there will continue to be a welcome and good fellowship for all who enjoy 
mountains in a rich variety of different ways. 

world; had he lived at any other time, it is widely held he would have attained the 
same relative supremacy demanded by the improved standards of a later day. 

No doubt the analogy between athletics and climbing should not be pressed 
far, and may be less close than my remarks implied. But I think it does hold to 
iJlustrate my main point, about which Meyer and I are not really in disagreement. 
In athletics he refers to the stimulus of competition. That is sufficient for the 
point I want to make. It is not simply a matter of material equipment. There are 
mental factors too, in both cases. A.K.R. 
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