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The Editor, 
· The Alpine Journal 

DEAR SIR, My excuse for writing to you is twofold. In the first 
place, since litera scripta manet, readers of the ALPINE JOURNAL who 
were not present at the discussion which followed the reading of his 
paper on Alpine Puritanism by Arnold Lunn might easily assume that 
such a vehement attack on me was either the result of, or the prelude 
to. one of those personal differences which have from time to time 
shaded the relationship between members of the Club. I am, however, 
sure that what I said on that occasion was enough to convince our 
audience that my friendship of many years' standing with Lunn wa·s· 
entirely unimpaired. For one thing I realised that, in his passionate 
advocacy of the metaphysical in mountain lovers, he was merely using 
my paper on Alpine Uplift as a convenient medium for his own en
thusiasms, which must command respect from all who are familiar 
with his record of achievement in the Alps, even though they .do not 
see eye to eye with him. · 

My second excuse is that Lunn seems to have wholly misconceived 
both the content and purpose of my paper, which he alleges caused him 
so much mental distress. So far from wishing to place him or any 
other member. on the rack, I tried to be particularly careful not to 
wound anyone's feelings. Having tried to trace the origins and reasons 
for displays of Uplift in accounts of this one outdoor sport, I asked two 
questions. Is the inclusion, I enquired, of metaphysical emotions an 
acceptable part of the description of a climbing expedition ; and is 
there a danger that emphasis on such emotiQns, rather than on the 
physical achievements of mountaineering, may be against the best 
interests of this one great sport, in accounts of wh~ch such emphasis 
is tending to play an increasingly prominent part ? 

In my endeavour to trace the cause and origin · of this tendency, I 
rather rashly stated that the great pioneers of the Club did not, in their 
papers or books, indulge in Uplift. Lunn, with much diligence, dug 
out a number of isolated quotations which proved that some of them 
occasionally did so, but I think I am correct in thinking that it is only 
comparatively recently that it is becoming really rife. Lunn might 
have struck a shrewder blow at me if he had troubled to turn up a paper 
which I read to the Club many years ago; in which I myself indulged 
in a certain amount of Uplift ; but I confessed at the time that it was, 
in fact, due to lack of achievement and frustrated ambition. But if, 
in old. age, I ·have come to the conclusion that in accounts of climbin·g 
I prefer to keep my private emotions to myself, I am not sure that I, 
and those who agree with me, are worthy of quite such scornful con
demnation as that to which Lunn condemns us. I tried to make it 
clear that, so far from decrying feelings of spiritual emotion in those 
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whose activities bring them close to nature, I consider that there is 
perhaps something lacking in those who remain unmoved. I merely 
asked whether or not displays of these emotions are welcomed by 
readers of climbing records. To quote against me the writings of the 
Psalmist, St. Augustine and even the author of the . Fourth Gospel, 
who were not mountaineers and were certainly not writing papers for 
mountaineering journals, was really completely beside the point. 

But Lunn shows the fundamental difference between us when he 
says ' The man whose supreme ambition is to write, does not measure 
himself, if a climber, against other climbers, but against other writers.' 
Now, if he is asking us to believe that the supreme ambition not only 
of our early pioneers, with the possible exception of Leslie Stephens, 
but of the vast majority of the mountaineers who have added lustre to 
the Club, was to write rather than to climb, I think he is on a very 
sticky wicket indeed. Personally, I do not believe it. Moreover, I 
am convinced that, however rich our heritage of fine writing may be, 
mountaineers are more concerned to read of physical achievements 
than of the mystical thoughts which these achievements may engender. 
Furthermore, I believe that our members would generally deplore any 
tendency to allow metaphysics to be accepted as a satisfactory substitute 
for hard physical achievement. After all, this is the Alpine ~lub, not 
the Authors' Club. · 

No doubt my qld friend is right in his general statement that the 
metaphysical is more important than the physical during our earthly 
pilgrimage to the life beyond the grave ; but surely everything has its 
place. Whether its place is in the records of climbing expeditions is. a 
question which everyone of balanced .intellige.nce must answer for 
himself, without rancour against those who differ from him. 

... 

Yours faithfully, 
GEOFFREY E. HOWARD 
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