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Abstract

This paper explores the notion of heroic leadership in a comparison of two men who were at the forefront of national and imperial success in the mountains of the Himalaya – Colonel John Hunt and Chris Bonington. The historical and ideological relationship between national enterprise and normative (‘heroic’) types of masculinity will be interrogated through a study of Hunt, whose leadership led to success for Tenzing and Hillary on the first ascent of Everest in 1953, and Bonington, who was responsible for the first British ascent of Everest, by its South West Face, in 1975. It will argue that in both cases qualities of manliness were intrinsic to their selection as leaders. However, their selection and social construction as heroic leaders came at the expense of others who deviated from norms and expectations of the aristo-military imperial adventurer. Using autobiographies, biographies and expedition accounts, this chapter discusses the accommodation of a tradition of English national hero alongside other types of male adventurer whose motivations and ambitions in climbing at high-altitude point to different traditions and subcultural experiences. 
Introduction

The history of Englishness is composed of men who eschewed a life of quiet contemplation in search of vita activa – the active life. Heroes have emerged who have gone into terra incognita to contemplate new horizons (Phillips, 1997). Figures like Captain Cook, David Livingstone and Scott of the Antarctic certainly spring to mind. These men have stepped out of the comforts of domestic relationships and entered the ‘zone unknown’ with its unseen dangers: unfamiliar landscapes, unearthly beasts and unsavoury foes (Campbell, 1949: 58). An etymological reading of adventure as a “hazardous enterprise” (Dawson, 1994: 53) certainly invites comment on the differences between a heroic life and everyday life (Featherstone, 1992) and scrutiny of detectable narrative elements common to both fictional and real life quests (Cawelti, 1976; Frye, 1957; Campbell, 1949). Whilst the recourse to studying narratives and tropes of heroic biography can be ahistorical – obscuring the particular identities, motivations and character of the protagonists, their social purpose and communal significance – a range of scholars have attempted to explore adventure narratives within a cultural and historical context. Martin Green, for instance, has shown how such narratives entrenched visions of imperial greatness and furnished ideas of new glories to be won. “They were, collectively, the story England told itself as it went to sleep at night; and in the form of its dreams, they charged England’s will with the energy to go out into the world and explore, conquer and rule” (Green, 1980: 3). Likewise, Graham Dawson (1994, see also 1991, 1996), in his eminent study of soldier heroes, has revealed the importance of juvenile literature – alongside other textual and visual representations - to constructing ideologically-charged representations of the English-British male hero.  

But the empire was not just about fictional desires; it was also a giant showground for the testing and display of British character. From the public schools of Victorian and Edwardian society emerged men equipped with the right combination of virtues necessary to succeed in foreign climates – hardiness, stoicism, industriousness, and moral rectitude (Mangan, 1981, 1987). Although these qualities were not static and would take various permutations (see Cohen, 2005; Newsome, 1961; Tosh, 2005) they were underwritten by an ethic of service and sacrifice (see MacKenzie, 1992: 114; Mangan, 1995). While figures like Wolseley, Kitchener, Roberts, Milner and Baden Powell triumphed for Queen, Country and Empire, there was also an enduring strand of gallant losers whose deaths and the manner in which they died were inspiring tales in their own right. Those who died at Sebastapol or Khartoum presented a “sacrificial solemnity” (Johnson, 1982: 306), an assertive masculinity, meeting death head on and unflinchingly. Heroic leaders like Nelson, Havelock and Wolfe, who died at the moment of victory, further cemented the relationship between national success and necessary martyrdom (Hamilton, 1980; Dawson, 1994). These imperial heroes became, as MacKenzie (1992: 112) writes, “archetypes representing a set of personal qualities and heroic characteristics not only supremely valued by society but seen by contemporaries and succeeding generations as having major instrumental power.” 
Martial prowess only accounted for some of the (hi)stories of imperial success, however. Imperial drive and ambition were also sustained through the search for mystical grails and great geographical puzzles like the North-West Passage, the source of the Nile and the quest for the South Pole (Cameron, 1980; Phillips, 1997). For Riffenburgh, these projects were not simply the result of a Victorian frame of mind, or a political imperative, but symbolically represented the maintenance of moral, racial, spiritual and physical supremacy and embodied the “collective cultural superiority of a nation” (1993: 2). The search for and ascent of the ‘Third Pole’ – Everest – was firmly in this tradition. Yet, the cultural meanings of the early attempts on the mountain did not fit neatly within a linear history of progress and exploration. The Great War impacted on the confidence of the ruling elite to mount heroic escapades. During the Somme offensive, for instance, celebration of Shackleton’s exploits in the Antarctic were postponed as a nightmarish, dystopian reality of massacre of England’s young took hold (Farley, 2005). But contrary to Fussell’s (1975) reading of the carnage of trench warfare as souring the taste for innocent adventure and heroic opportunity, the Everest expeditions served to resurrect the imperial project and signalled a continuation of the natural order (see Bayers, 2003). Despite the bloody self-sacrifice of the Great War, the expeditions signalled that the values of Empire had not been discredited; the imperial style was still a serious expression of purpose. Further, they allayed metropolitan anxieties of decline by showing a class re-establishing its right to rule, through what it did best – adventure on the imperial periphery. Eulogies to the two English gentlemen lost on Everest, Mallory and Irvine, whose service was carried out in St Paul’s Cathedral with monarchy, aristocracy and clergy in attendance, heralded a revitalised attitude to cultural leadership. Captain George Finch, a participant in an earlier expedition, for instance, commented in the Daily News “such struggles keep alive that rejuvenating spirit of adventure without which any nation must decay.” While the Morning Post offered this on 24 June 1924:
In the days of peace England will always hold some who are not content with humdrum routine and soft living. The spirit which animated the attacks on Everest is the same as that which has prompted arctic and other expeditions, and in earlier times led to the formation of the Empire itself….expeditions like the attempt to scale Everest serve to whet the sword of ambition and courage.
The spirit of adventure thus served a vital role in buttressing and resurrecting cultural forms of maleness back home (Dawson, 1991). But, as some studies have shown, domestic and metropolitan masculinities depended on other identities as part of their historical formation (see Tosh, 2004; Rose, 2004). Within histories of British mountaineering this insight has been used to examine the constructive and connotative influence of race, ethnicity and postcolonial national identity to British masculinities within an evolving configuration of social practices, institutions and relations (see Bayers, 2003; Hansen, 1997, 2000, 2001; Stewart, 1980, 1995). The colonial ‘Other’ is introduced in order to probe the nexus between masculinity, nationhood and modernity in early Twentieth-Century Britain. Whilst these studies are significant contributions to understanding the relationship between the Oriental and Occidental it is also important to acknowledge shifting masculinities within a wider process of emergence, subordination and opposition, and record specific instances where hegemonic masculinity is troubled by other masculinities (Connell, 1995). Qualities of masculinity are stabilised not just through antagonisms between different sets of social relations (taking into account Other identities based on ‘race’, ethnicity, sexuality and nation) but within and among the dominant class fraction; they must contend with disturbance from within as well as from without (Whannel, 2001: 27). 
This lays down a challenge for cultural historians to take into account a broader process of contradiction and antagonism, as well as complementary and mutually supportive struggles, in order to locate and trace the historical articulations of different sets of social relations (see Tosh, 2004: 56). This paper modestly sets out to undertake this challenge through a discussion of two British climbing heroes of the post-war era – John Hunt and Chris Bonington. It takes on board Tosh’s (2004) argument that applications of hegemonic masculinity need to take into account both gender norms, and the degrees they were subscribed to or acted upon, and political or institutional processes that mediated between competing constructions of masculinity (see also Harvey and Shepard, 2005). Through the blending of cultural and social historical analysis an interpretation of two intriguing heroic biographies is offered, through the use of (auto)biographical and expedition accounts, to explore and make sense of the contingency of masculinities within the cultural and symbolic relationship between a nation and its heroes. 
John Hunt – a Neo-Elizabethan adventure hero 
On the morning of 29 May 1953 two men stood atop of Everest. The taller of the two was a 33-year-old New Zealander, Edmund Hillary, and the other was a 39-year-old Sherpa, Tenzing Norgay. Reaching the summit was the culmination of thirty-two years of elaborate effort.
 The British expedition of 1953, led by Colonel John Hunt, comprised 15 members including Tenzing, and an army of Sherpas and porters supervised by a team of Ghurka NCOs and with Tenzing acting as ‘sirdar’ (head Sherpa). Before 1953, there had been ten major expeditions directed to the same end, eight British and two Swiss, and thirteen men had died on the mountain.
 Despite two close Swiss challenges in 1952, Hunt’s expedition could finally claim the first ascent. Its conclusion was fortuitous, coinciding with the coronation of Queen Elizabeth II, who received news of the ascent on her coronation day, 2 June 1953, after a race to relay the news from mountaintop to Palace (see Morris, 2003; Stewart, 1980). The Times (2 June 1953) officially announced the success and claimed “Everest conquered”, “one of the great prizes of adventure has been won”, demonstrating “the qualities displayed by Drake and Raleigh are triumphantly present” in the new Elizabethan age.

The climb and the Coronation accommodated and actively invoked both traditional and self-consciously modern visions of Britain (see also Johnes and Mellor, 2006). One face was turned to the past, to the previous Elizabeth and her heroic and questing men of action, Drake and Raleigh. The ascent of Everest confirmed Britain’s place as a great power, capable of repeating its glories in the modern era. The other face distinctly pointed to the future; a fresh start with the promise of glories by an internationalist, professional and technologically competent elite. For Morris (1958: 2), special correspondent for The Times who joined the expedition, this day was one of unity and “uncomplicated pleasure.” 
 The moment aroused a whole orchestra of rich emotions among the British – pride, patriotism, nostalgia for the lost past of war and derring do, hope for a rejuvenated future, satisfaction that Everest, essentially a British sphere of influence (as the old imperialists would have said) had been first climbed, as it should be, by the British.

The periodical of the Alpine Club (est. 1857), the Alpine Journal, highlighted the ascent as part of a lineage of cultural qualities of enterprising and adventurous Britons. In an editorial to Hunt and his achievements the climb was positioned within a “curious progress” of quests for adventure, from the finding the link of the North-West Passage, to the search for the source of the Nile, to the conquest of both Southern and Northern Poles. This was not an outward-looking historical narrative of past and present heroics, however. Deeds in far off places were constructed in terms of island Britain, which can extend its cultural, political and economic reach through adventure. The mobilisation of this imagery linked well with a dominant historical narrative, certainly present in the Second World War, of a great ‘island race’ which has prospered under male leadership (the legacy of Alfred, Drake, Wellington, and Churchill). Further, it (re)affirmed a common historical and mythological collective identity by drawing upon and reawakening common values of ‘authentic’ English heroism from a neo-Elizabethan golden age. A reminder that despite the “ravages of time and the vicissitudes of social change”, the nation was still capable of providing heroes (Smith, 2004: 222).

Some things had changed, however. In the coronation year the idea of the Commonwealth was celebrated as a bulwark to imperial decline, giving Britain a sense of purpose and status in a new world order. A modernised British identity was invoked as part of the discourse of Commonwealth, which stressed equality, partnership and youth as its foremost qualities (Webster, 2003, 2005). The ascent of Everest appeared to secure this transition (Hansen, 2000, 2001). Yet this was still Britain’s game and although it had let others play, they acquitted themselves within the codes set by the mother country. The Daily Express (3 June 1953) noted: “Everest was conquered by a New Zealander. What could be more joyfully appropriate than such a reminder that the spirit of old Britain has spread through the whole of the young Commonwealth.” Britain could rejoice and remain secure that it still possessed cultural authority as its values and traditions of adventure, upheld through the preceding centuries, were exported effectively to the peripheries. Hillary and Tenzing had ‘character’ and had displayed a responsible and dutiful masculinity. But they conformed to the ideology of the subaltern class - moral and intellectual leadership was still provided by an (English) officer and a gentleman.  

As a cultural history of English/British national identity and mountain adventure this example is neat and engaging. Viewed from the present and without full knowledge of the historical detail it offers a satisfying and teleological outcome to reasserted national and masculine qualities. However, Hunt’s selection as leader was not a smooth affair and his choice is revealing of a broader cultural politics set amidst concerns of national decline (see Collins, 2002; Webster, 2001, 2003). Understanding the relations of power that mediated his choice requires sensitivity to certain cultural assumptions about effective ‘heroic’ leadership in a post-imperial context alongside an exploration of key institutional developments and critical moments that led to his appointment. 

Had it not been for the machinations of the joint organising committee – the Himalayan Committee – of the Alpine Club and Royal Geographical Society – which oversaw expedition organisation and team selection, an alternate hero might have taken the acclaim. The original choice for leader was Eric Shipton, a tea-planter by background, who was born in Sri Lanka. Shipton was the most renowned climber of the 1930s-early 1950s. He had a passion for exploration and had an intimate association with Everest, having launched expeditions in the area five times previously. He led the first official post-war climbs in the area, a reconnaissance of Everest in 1951 and an expedition to Cho Oyu in 1952.
 It was generally assumed, given Shipton’s knowledge of Everest and experience of climbing at extreme altitude, that he would lead the 1953 attempt. So it came as a “complete surprise” to him that, following delicate and protracted manoeuvrings in London, he was deemed unsuitable to lead the expedition (Shipton, 1952; see also Gillman, 2003; Steele, 1998a; Useem and Useem 2003). Basil Goodfellow, Honorary Secretary of the Himalayan Committee, felt that Shipton’s previous expeditions had shown insufficient evidence of determination and drive to get to the top of Everest (Goodfellow, 1952). Others concurred with this assessment, particularly in the light of his failure to enter the Western Cwm of Everest in 1951 and his not ascending Cho Oyu.
 The news of his dismissal made front page news
, but the Himalayan Committee was unwavering in its determination for the expedition to succeed and, in consequence, required the right person to implement a thorough strategy with a single-minded aim for the top. 
The decision to replace Shipton was symbolic of the decline of the gentleman amateur in climbing and in society more generally (Collins, 2002). Shipton’s motivations to climb were deemed at fault, anti-modern and inhibitive to the national interest. He harked back to a type of adventure where what mattered was homosocial bonding in the far-off outposts of the Empire, away from the constraints of metropolitan life and domestic and familial relations. As New Zealand climber George Lowe was later to reflect, “Primarily, he was a philosopher. He had a poetic side to him. He liked the idea of loneliness. He liked the idea of the wildness of the world and he wanted to be there with as small a number about him as possible” (cited in Hillary, 1999: 106). He revelled in the act of discovery rather than conquest which required a “rigidity of outlook” and a competitiveness which he abhorred. (Shipton, cited in Bonington, 1981: 137). His tendency to drift off route betrayed an alternate ethos based on the joys of discovery for its own sake without being bound to the strictures of duty, singleness of purpose, intricate man-management, and rigid organisation.
The Shipton expeditions were important because they demonstrated the determination of the British resurrect imperial adventure in a post-war context and restore their reputation as worthy cultural superiors. At the same time his inability to secure conquest of such a symbolic monument of imperial ambition indicated that the English gentleman no longer provided a guarantee of authority or power. This theme was pursued in Harold Laski’s The Danger of Being a Gentleman a decade or so earlier. The gentleman was to Laski a disinterested man of leisure, concerned to enjoy life rather than to master it and unconcerned “with the sordid business of earning a living”. He is public-school educated, adept in countryside pursuits, belongs to a club, is a member of the Conservative Party, reads the Morning Post and has an ability to “endure the Riviera in the winter”, and eschews technological development, quantitative knowledge and organised planning. The nation had been able to ‘afford’ his type during the halcyon days of Victoria but, in the modern age he had become “merely a costly, if decorative, appendage to a civilization in which he has no longer a useful function to perform” (Laski, 1939: 13, 22, 28). 
In the context of mounting pressure in the face of planned French and Swiss attempts, a return to the virtues of the old imperial hero – courageous, resourceful and associated with the traditional values of a middle- or upper-class public-school educated gentleman - was called for. Campbell Secord, a climber who had accompanied Shipton to Cho Oyu, wrote a planning memorandum to the Himalayan Committee prior to Hunt’s appointment. In it he stated that the previous “casual sort of approach” had “no solid chance of success….Either we must take it really seriously; or leave it to others” (Unsworth, 2000: 298-305). This appears to have steeled the Committee’s decision to appoint a leader with the necessary qualities and who understood the need for extensive advanced planning and organisation. Initially the Committee felt that they could not dispense with Shipton altogether, at least until a more amenable candidate was forwarded. In reaching this decision two were discussed
, both Army officers: Major Jimmy Roberts, a Ghurka officer with climbing experience in the Himalaya, and Colonel John Hunt, a distinguished wartime commander who was at the time serving on Field Marshall Montgomery’s planning staff. 
A colonial subaltern, Henry Cecil John Hunt was born in Simla in India in 1910. Schooled at Marlborough with his brother Hugh, he dutifully followed the family profession and entered the army. He gained distinction for his military knowledge and practical application and came top of his year at the Sandhurst Military Academy, winning the Anson Memorial Sword and King’s Gold Medal.
 Whilst he regretfully acknowledged that his dedication to hard work came “at the expense of much youthful fun” (Hunt, 1978: 16), he nevertheless had an unquenched thirst for the outdoors. He had enjoyed early success in the Himalaya, away from the guardroom of his regiment, the King’s Royal Rifle Corps, which earned him the reputation of a good climbing all-rounder.
 On the strength of this he was invited to join the 1936 Everest expedition, but failed on medical grounds. During the war he officially combined his enthusiasm for the mountains and mountaineering with his soldiery when in 1942 he was put in charge of a toughening course held for an armoured unit at Helyg, the Climbers’ Club hut in North Wales. Later in that year he was appointed Chief Instructor at the Mountain Warfare and Winter Warfare School at Braemar in the Cairngorms and for six months Hunt and his companions took a succession of Commandos up and down and across the hills. After the war he served in Europe and climbed mostly with French mountaineers, becoming a member of the French climbing elite by joining the G.H.M.
 Despite this record and though he had been elected to the Alpine Club in 1935, he was not part of the British climbing establishment and was virtually unknown in Britain (Unsworth, 2000: 301). He described his presence as being “out of sight, and doubtless out of mind” (Hunt, 1978: 112).
Nevertheless, his record as a military leader and obvious taste for high adventure enamoured him to the Himalayan Committee. After a period of protracted negotiation it was decided that Hunt should be approached to be climbing leader for the 1953 attempt. Basil Goodfellow, honorary secretary of the Alpine Club, wrote to Hunt on 12 August 1952 to express that the Committee felt that 
…a tiger is exactly what is needed. Shipton is too gentle, far too vague in the matters of organisation in detail, for us to rely on that without an infusion of strong blood. Everest ’53 will not be another damp squib.

Yet, in deference to his formidable Himalayan record, Shipton was still left as overall expedition leader. Goodfellow and Claude Elliott (Chairman of the Himalayan Committee) felt this situation was less than satisfactory. Things came to a head on 11 September at the Alpine Club, where a meeting of the Himalayan Committee was called devoted in its entirety to the selection of ‘deputy leader’. Those assembled would deliver a coup.
 The draft minutes of the meeting record unanimous concern over Shipton’s capabilities as leader. The Committee acknowledged it had responsibility to the nation and Commonwealth and to the expedition’s financial backers to achieve success. One by one each member was invited to comment on Shipton’s qualities and his ability to do the job. The comments are damning. It was claimed Shipton had a “lack of drive” and, under his planned arrangements, there was a “grave risk of ineffectiveness”. They agreed that the leadership of the party needed strengthening, in particular to avoid the weak organisation on the technical attack of the mountain that had blighted the previous attempts, both British and Swiss.
 It needed a “more forceful and dynamic personality”, it “required a fanatic to get a party to the top”. Despite some protractions as the Committee manoeuvred to marginalise and force the resignation of Shipton, Hunt was finally appointed as expedition leader in September 1952.
The Committee’s decision was a bugle call for a return to duty and honour in a post-war world characterised by a specifically masculine malaise (Webster, 2001, 2003). As history has shown, and the full expedition story can be found elsewhere (Unsworth, 2000), Hunt acquitted the decision perfectly. His subsequent account of the expedition, The Ascent of Everest, revealed him to be a meticulous organiser, friendly companion, and in the tradition of other English heroes, he was unafraid to lead from the front when conditions demanded. The Times Literary Supplement (13 November 1953) declared that through his accurate planning of both manpower and timing he had displayed the “Alamein touch”. “Soldierly, practical, precise” was the New Statesman and Nation’s verdict (21 November 1953: 639; see also Hunt, 1953; Marcus, 1955). The public perception likewise echoed these points. The Daily Express (17 June 1953) claimed his “mountaineering generalship put the British flag on top of Everest” (my emphasis); “meticulous planning…and judgement” (Glasgow Herald, 5 June 1953) and the “precision of a battle-commander” (Daily Worker, 10 June 1953) further strengthened associations with military leadership. 

To his contemporaries, however, Hunt was more complex and his demeanour indicated that not all qualities associated with Shipton had been done away with. Behind the façade of the “stiff, unbending military commander”, “formal and unemotional”, as fellow Everester George Lowe contends, was an emotional, idealistic and sociable man who loved the spirit of adventure (Lowe, 1959: 109). Sports historian Richard Holt (1989: 279) sees further ambivalence. “Sir John Hunt played the part of the cultured, competent, phlegmatic Englishman reading the Oxford Book of Greek Verse while organising supplies and technical support with a minimum of fuss.” Hunt’s post-expedition stress on the spirit of adventure and corporate (rather than individual) effort further position him as a recuperated English gentleman; embodying natural authority, modesty, sportsmanship and sense of perspective. He blended in well with a revival of gentlemanly idols from different walks of life: the Duke of Edinburgh, athlete Roger Bannister, cricketer Denis Compton, and film stars David Niven and Rex Harrison, to name but a few. But these figures were very much of their age. After the Suez debacle, which discredited the association between amateurism, gentlemanliness and political leadership, things started to look different. New leaders emerged who embraced the ‘white heat of technology’ and professionalism – organisation men. It is within this context that a new ‘heroic’ leader of mountain adventure emerged and to which this paper now turns. 

Chris Bonington – heroic leadership in a post-heroic age 

Christian Bonington emerged as a leading figure in post-war climbing, following nearly two decades of British achievement in the Alps and on home crags, cliffs and mountains. With early success on native routes and first British ascents of the Bonatti Pillar of the Dru, the Eigerwand, Annapurna II and Nuptse, exciting photographic and journalistic assignments (most notably of the first ascent of the Eiger Direct in 1966), and appearances as a TV climbing star during the 1960s, Bonington became a household name (see Bonington, 2000; Gilchrist, 2007). His reputation as Britain’s leading professional mountaineer was cemented in 1970 when he led the first ascent of the South Face of Annapurna, described as “a tremendous face of avalanche-swept rock and snow” (Unsworth, 1981: 434) and the first British ascent of Everest, by its notoriously difficult South West Face, in 1975. 
Similarities between Hunt and Bonington existed. Unsworth depicts common traits in manner and demeanour by describing Bonington, perhaps flatteringly, as a man of “ascetic appearance, a Sandhurst voice and definite opinions” (1981: 402). His rise from public school to military to professional adventurer certainly invites this comparison.
 Likewise Bonington’s role in the ascent of Annapurna, summited by Lancastrian Don Whillans and Scotsman Dougal Haston, had echoes of Hunt’s on Everest. Bonington provided close support and nearly exhausted himself trying to be in a position for the final attempt on the peak. Both men also won plaudits for their organisational skill. However, despite these parallels, Bonington represented a refined version of Hunt that mirrored ascendant qualities required by capitalist societies: calculative rationality and technical expertise (Connell, 1993; 1995). 
In part this was a reflection of the times. The new ‘classical age’ of Himalayan mountaineering required different qualities of its leaders. Having re-opened the mountains in 1969 after a five-year ban, the Nepalese government introduced higher costs, along with a series of new rules and regulations that increased the bureaucratic burden (Cheney, 1978; Scott, 1984). The ability to mount large-scale Himalayan expeditions passed beyond the means of patrons like the Mount Everest Foundation, meaning other ways of financing would be required. Naturally, the press and TV companies were eager to cover the climbs, conscious of public hunger for tales of adventure (see Gilchrist, 2007). Money earned from selling exclusive rights was used to defray expenses and to provide platforms for future expeditions. Bonington, with the help of an agent, also courted big business, most notably in 1975 when Barclays Bank International provided funds in excess of £80,000 for the Everest South West Face Expedition. The ability to launch large-scale high-altitude mountaineering attempts required the leader to manage a variety of interests and meant he would have to possess skills in organisation, diplomacy and public relations as well as being media savvy and having shrewd commercial judgement.
Bonington recognised that the social context for mounting climbing expeditions had changed. The ending of compulsory military conscription through the abolition of National Service in 1959 created a new generation of climbers who grew up in an atmosphere where deference and unquestioning obedience to figures of authority were no longer habitually expected (Bonington, 1992: 216). Whereas Hunt had to manage and lead ostensibly a group of amateurs and soldiers, Bonington’s leadership during his siege-style expeditions of the early 1970s, on Annapurna and Everest, had to contend with a group of highly-ambitious individualists. The leading participants were not the shy and retiring “innocent” adventurers of 1953 (see Morris, 1963); they made their living among the mountains and each came with a different sense of how mountaineering contributed to their masculine identity. Dougal Haston, who found fame climbing the ill-fated Eiger Direct in 1966, climbed to test his physical and mental limits (Connor, 2002: 200-201); Doug Scott, who honed his craft on the big walls of Yosemite, climbed as a way of escape and for self-realisation (Ortner, 1999: 186); and, Don Whillans, the plumber from Manchester, an “Andy Capp figure with a reputation for toughness”, saw it as a job-to-be done (Bonington, 1971: 10). Furthermore, getting to the top would cement their reputations as climbing professionals (Patey, 1969). This called for acute qualities of man-management, which, at times, Bonington felt he did not possess. Originally climbing leader for Norman Dyhrenfurth’s ill-fated 1971 International Everest Expedition, for instance, he withdrew, claiming that the calibre of young, thrusting climbers, each seeking personal glory and to be the first to the top, would make his own authority “tenuous” (Bonington, 1975: 31). By 1975 he reconciled the problem and confided in journalist Chris Brasher that his team selection would be of well-established acquaintances, “prepared to conceal their ambitions, to sacrifice their ambitions for the good of the whole expedition” (Brasher, 1974: 10). Like Hunt, he emphasised the subordination of individual competitiveness for the good of the collective. 

That the 1970 Annapurna South Face and 1975 Everest South West Face expeditions succeeded was in part a result of Bonington’s acknowledgement that his leadership style would have to change in order to meet countercultural sensibilities. He sought an anti-hierarchical and democratic policy of decision-making between expedition members, kept in check with subtle diplomatic persuasion.  Bonington confided to his cassette diary during the Everest South-West expedition, that if a consensus did not emerge for his own plans then he would “draw ideas from their combined experience and not be afraid to change my own plans if other suggestions seem better. I don’t think the old military style of leadership can possibly work” (Bonington, 1987: 36). Even if some expedition members courted the idea that this was merely gloss – there was still a real need for hierarchy in a large-scale siege-style expedition (see Scott; Thompson, 1978) - it does mark a change from the style of Hunt’s Everest expedition. Leadership is no longer conceived in static command-and-control terms but as a collaborative process, reliant on egalitarian, less hierarchical interactions.

          Whilst these tensions between hierarchy and collaboration, military culture and counterculture were being played out, class dynamics and a persistent struggle between central and local identities were also present. The loser in this process was Don Whillans, a climber getting beyond his prime, who had ascended Annapurna in 1970, but was not selected in 1975 for the Everest attempt. Bonington and Whillans had climbed together in the late 1950s and early 1960s and had recorded first ascents of the Central Pillar of Frenêy (Mont Blanc) and the Central Tower of Paine (Patagonia, Chile). Despite this record Whillans’ physical stature had declined throughout the 1960s, owing to a prodigious intake of beer. He was at the margins of elite climbing activity and met little success. To adopt a Shakespearean metaphor, Whillans became more Falstaffian as Bonington matured from Prince Hal to King Henry. Whillans could still show grit and determination when it mattered – extending his reputation for hard and uncompromising routes - but he was physically past his prime, bellicose, and an unreconstructed professional (see Perrin, 2005; Wilson, 1972). Yet, it was precisely for this latter quality that he was selected by Bonington for Annapurna. He was seen as a man who could get a job done, whose rational, cautious, unemotional and detached relationship to the mountain and the goals of the expedition would compensate for Bonington’s self-acknowledged deficiencies in these areas (Bonington, 1971: 9) Whillans excelled on Annapurna, balancing elements of techne and thumos (technical proficiency and ‘guts’ or ‘bottle’) to complete the ascent (Heywood, 2006). He had a keen sense for finding routes and, unlike most of his colleagues, coped at high-altitude on little rations in an austere environment (Wilson, 1972). These qualities earned him entrée to other Himalayan expeditions. Reflecting on Whillans’ motivations for joining the 1972 European Everest Expedition, Bonington thought the challenge of climbing the world’s highest peak became a symbol of his professionalism and working-class identity; simple, physically challenging and obvious (Bonington, 1975: 44-45). For the philosophically inclined Haston, his climbing partner on Annapurna, Whillans betrayed a proletarian attitude unmitigated by the romanticism displayed at times by Bonington. He was “… practical, without a romantic dream in his head. Mountains to him are a job of work. You get the job, are sent out to do it, so you do it as best you can” (Haston, 1997: 113). 
          But a counter-opinion eventually prevailed which cast Whillans as unable to sacrifice his personal ambitions (and the material rewards that would come from the ascent) for the collective good. Bonington read the failure of the 1971 and 1972 international teams to reach Everest as residing in the more difficult parts of Whillans’ character rooted in his regional identity.
 Like other Northern English sporting heroes, he was a blunt, dedicated competitor, making up with substance what he lacked in style. But the stress was always on a coupling of strength and teamwork (Holt, 1996). For the 1971 International Everest Expedition he was seen as lacking in both. He turned up for the climb overweight, expecting servants to wait on him and the only conditioning he had done in the eight months previous was lubricating the liver (Perrin, 2005: 274). On the 1972 European Everest Expedition, he shirked campsite chores and was seen by his foreign colleagues as a schemer and lacking in team spirit (ibid: 283-284). 

It might be tempting to see Whillans as the victim of an unabashed Northern identity. But his presence was further made subversive because he embodied qualities of unacceptable masculine behaviour played out in terms of respectable and rough working-class masculinities. He carried a persona as a ‘hard man’, a fighter and a drinker (Perrin, 2005). In an interview before the 1972 European Everest Expedition he confessed to the editor of Mountain magazine the reasons for this image:

It’s partly the fact that I’m small, and whenever there is an awkward bugger looking for trouble, unless he’s brave – an honourable thug – he doesn’t pick on a bloke bigger than himself. And anyone who picks on me won’t find me backing off. (Wilson, 1972: 28)

Joe Brown, his former climbing partner, remembers his unparalleled image as a tough-guy, “a middle-weight wrestler in miniature” (Brown, 2001: 68-69). Whillans blended myth and reality, fact and fiction, as stories raced through the climbing fraternity of another ruckus with a poor opponent.
 
           It is here that the contrasts with the perceptions and collective memory of past British climbing expeditions are important. His non-selection for the 1975 Everest South West Face Expedition can be read in terms of the continual functioning of genteel masculinity and respectability that defined previous national campaigns in the Alps and Himalayas (see Robbins, 1987; Taylor, 2006). Further, the sport’s classist and imperialistic impulses remained, at least until 1975, in place in large-scale climbs of national significance, and accommodated demands for sober behaviour and disciplined restraint. There was no guarantee that Whillans, like Shipton before him, could abide by these conditions. Thus, Whillans can be cast as both a victim of his embodied and enacted class identity and, personally, for not appeasing his peer group by translating his qualities as a climber into a committed work ethic. 

Whereas Hunt’s 1953 expedition had shown the compatibility of heroic leadership and collective endeavour, underpinned by respectable and disciplined manhood for the good of a national cause, the public meanings associated with Bonington’s triumph on Everest in 1975, signalled an uncoupling of these elements.  The tone given by many national newspapers is one of surprise, emphasising the idea that national heroics are a thing of the past. The national press did not stress a consensual national achievement nor the leader’s felicitous role in delivering victory. Indeed, apart from Bonington’s dispatches to The Sunday Times, his role is near absent in the celebrations. The media focused instead on the symbolic and contextual meaning of the climb to de-industrialising, post-imperial Britain. The Daily Mail (26 September 1975) declared, with an element of disbelief, ‘The world’s top two – and they’re British’, as if national success was a thing of the past, “…a dash of triumph to brighten up these grey days.” The Daily Express (26 September 1975) offered a similar assessment, “For a while, the months of recession, inflation, depression were forgotten yesterday…British hearts were on top of the world”. An editorial from the Scotsman (26 September 1975) repeated the theme of dissonance between the conquest of Everest “by the hardest route” and the “dreary and frightening and materialistic” modern world. It was simply “the magnificent vindication of human skill and courage.” Brasher, in the Observer (28 September 1975) celebrated the enduring ‘spirit of man’, but other newspapers preferred to comment on a change in appearance of Britain’s mountaineering heroes; the dawning of the Age of Aquarius to mountain adventure. The inward-looking narratives emphasised not only what had been lost in the intervening years but how national prowess had been recaptured with a new breed of heroes – an amalgam of hippies, undergraduate dropouts and men on the margins of society - that symbolically represented the decline and lack of social cohesion of mid-1970s Britain. In a light-hearted editorial, the Daily Mail (27 September 1975), for instance, took exception to Scott’s appearance; “Beards are permitted, but you just do not climb Everest wearing long hair, a hairband and granny glasses. It is not done….from now on climbing will be strictly for swingers.” Within this context the heroic leader was nothing less than a throwback to a previous imperial age, a facilitator of a campaign whose stars were plucked from the same social groups considered responsible for the national malaise. After the 1975 Everest South West Face expedition the direction of mountain adventure altered, affirming more the undergraduate camaraderie and countercultural excess of the era, and signalling an end to the nationally-significant military-style leader (Ortner, 1999; Willis, 2006). 
Conclusion
Adventure in general and climbing in particular has been perennially beset with tensions between competition and comradeship, calculation and character. What these examples show are configurations of heroic leadership and masculinity which operate in and through these tensions. Without the national imperative these elements can be tolerated, assimilated and co-exist as fruitful dynamics to an activity that thrives upon multiple motivations. When the stakes are raised, seen most clearly in 1953, a tighter configuration emerges that positions homosocial motivations to climb (certainly in the case of Shipton) and perceptions of deviant behaviour (seen both through Shipton and Whillans) as subversive and oppositional. More generally, the case studies highlight some important historical dimensions of the relationship between nationhood, masculinity and heroism. The history of Britain’s dalliance with Himalayan mountain adventure is a rich field for understanding the correspondence of modernist ambition – foremostly here the creation of a cultural-symbolic national identity – figured around the male body and its performance in heroic quests and imperial adventure (see Smith, 1999; 2004). This analytical construct requires further consideration, although it is possible here to conclude that the relationship between a nation and its heroes rests upon social and political dynamics which challenges us to think about who can become a hero, how they are culturally represented and understood, and the qualities of manliness which recede or come to the fore (see Whannel, 2001). The cases serve as reminders of the necessity to remain sensitive to tensions and contradictions in cultural forms like the hero and to reflect upon the importance of class and gender dynamics to the process of who becomes a hero – through selection as leaders of nationally significant enterprises - and the importance of sport and adventure as distinct arenas (beyond the martial or political) for producing national heroes. 
References
Bayers, P.L. (2003) Imperial Ascent: Mountaineering, Masculinity, and Empire (Boulder, Colorado, University Press of Colorado)

Bonington, C. (1971) Annapurna South Face (London: Cassell)

Bonington, C. (1975) Everest South West Face (Harmondsworth: Penguin)

Bonington, C. (1987) The Everest Years (New York: Viking Penguin)

Bonington, C. (1992) The Climbers: A History of Mountaineering (London: BBC Books/Hodder & Stoughton)

Bonington, C. (2000) Boundless Horizons: The Autobiography of Chris Bonington (London: Weidenfeld & Nicolson)

Brasher, C. (1974) ‘Now they are going to try again! (interview with Chris Bonington), Mountain Life, 16, October/November, pp.9-11.
Brown, J. (2001) The Hard Years (London: Phoenix) 
Cameron, I. (1980) To the Farthest Ends of the Earth: The History of the Royal Geographical Society, 1830-1980 (London: MacDonald)

Campbell, J. (1949) The Hero with a Thousand Faces (Princeton: Princeton University Press)
Cawelti, J.G. (1976) Adventure, Mystery and Romance: Formula Stories as Art and Popular Culture (Chicago: University of Chicago Press)
Cheney, M. (1978) ‘Everest and trends 1970-6 Nepal Himalaya’, Alpine Journal, 83(327), pp.218-227.
Cohen, M. (2005) ‘“Manners” make the man: politeness, chivalry, and the construction of masculinity, 1750-1830’, Journal of British Studies, 44, pp.312-329. 

Collins, M. (2002) ‘The fall of the English gentleman: the national character in decline, c.1918-1970, Historical Research, 75(187), pp.90-111.

Connell, R.W. (1993) ‘The big picture: masculinities in recent world history’, Theory and Society, 22, pp.597-623.

Connell, R.W. (1995) Masculinities (Cambridge: Polity)
Connor, J. (2002) Dougal Haston: The Philosophy of Risk (Edinburgh: Canongate)

Curran, J. (1999) High Achiever: The Life and Climbs of Chris Bonington (London: Constable) 
Dawson, G. (1991) ‘The blond Bedouin: Lawrence of Arabia, imperial adventure and the imagining of English-British masculinity’, in Roper, M. and Tosh, J. (eds.) Manful Assertions: Masculinities in Britain since 1800 (London: Routledge), pp.113-143.

Dawson, G. (1994) Soldier Heroes: British Adventure, Empire and the Imagining of Masculinities (London: Routledge)
Dawson, G. (1996) ‘Heroes of history, heroes of phantasy: idealisation, masculinity and the soldiers of empire’, Soundings: A Journal of Politics and Culture, 3, pp.145-159. 

Dodds, K. (2005) ‘The great trek: New Zealand and the British/Commonwealth 1955-58 Trans-Antarctic Expedition’, The Journal of Imperial and Commonwealth History, 33(1), pp.93-114.

Driver, F. (2001) Geography Militant: Cultures of Exploration and Empire (Oxford: Blackwell)

Farley, R. (2005) ‘‘By endurance we conquer’: Ernest Shackleton and performances of white male hegemony’, International Journal of Cultural Studies, 8(2), pp.231-254.
Featherstone, M. (1992) ‘The heroic life and everyday life’, Theory, Culture & Society, 9(1), pp.159-182.

Frye, N. (1957) The Anatomy of Criticism (Princeton: Princeton University Press) 
Fussell, P. (1975) The Great War and Modern Memory (Oxford: Oxford University Press)
Gilchrist, P. (2007, forthcoming) ‘Reality TV on the rock face – climbing the Old Man of Hoy’, Sport in History. 

Gillman, P. (2003), ‘How the sacking of Britain’s top mountaineer sparked a mutiny’, in ‘Everest’ special supplement of The Times, 14 May 2003, pp.26-27

Goodfellow, B. (1952) Letter from Basil Goodfellow to John Hunt 12 August 1952, Royal Geographical Society (London) Everest Expedition Archives 68/2. 

Green, M. (1979) Dreams of Adventure, Deeds of Empire (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul)
Hamilton, C.I. (1980) ‘Naval hagiography and the Victorian hero’, The Historical Journal, 23(2), pp.381-398. 
Hansen, P.H. (1997) ‘Debate: Tenzing’s two wrist-watches: the conquest of Everest and the imperial culture in Britain 1921-1953’, Past & Present, 157, pp.159-177

Hansen, P.H. (2000) ‘Confetti of Empire: the conquest of Everest in Nepal, India, Britain and New Zealand’, Journal of Imperial and Commonwealth History, 42(2), pp.307-332

Hansen, P.H. (2001) ‘Coronation Everest: the Empire and Commonwealth in the ‘second Elizabethan age’’, in Ward, S. (ed.) British Culture and the End of Empire (Manchester: Manchester University Press), pp.57-72
Harvey, K. and Shepard, A. (2005) ‘What have historians done with masculinity? Reflections on five centuries of British history, circa 1500-1950’, Journal of British Studies, 44, pp.274-280.

Haston, D. (1997) In High Places (Edinburgh: Canongate)

Heywood, I. (2006) ‘Climbing monsters: excess and restraint in contemporary rock climbing’, Leisure Studies, 25(4), pp.455-467.
Hillary, E. (1999) View from the Summit (London: BCA)
Holt, R. (1989) Sport and the British: A Modern History (Oxford: Clarendon Press)
Holt, R. (1996) ‘Heroes of the North: sport and the shaping of regional identity’, in Hill, J. and Williams, J. (eds.) Sport and Identity in the North of England (Keele: Keele University Press), pp.137-164.

Hunt, J. (1978) Life is Meeting (London: Hodder & Stoughton)

Johnes, M. and Mellor, G. (2006) ‘The 1953 FA Cup final: modernity and tradition in British culture’, Contemporary British History, 20(2), pp.263-280.

Johnson, D.H. (1982) ‘The death of Gordon: a Victorian myth’, The Journal of Imperial and Commonwealth History, 10(3), pp.285-310.

Laski,  H. (1939) The Danger of Being a Gentleman and Other Essays (London: George Allen and Unwin)
Laulan, Y. and Toole, T. (1979) ‘Mountains for sale?’, Mountain, 68, July/August, pp.24-26.
Lowe, G. (1959) Because it’s There (London: Cassell)

MacKenzie, J.M. (1992) ‘Heroic myths of empire’, in MacKenzie, J.M. (ed.) Popular Imperialism and the Military 1850-1950 (Manchester: Manchester University Press), pp.109-138. 

Mangan, J.A. (1981) Athleticism in the Victorian and Edwardian Public School: The Emergence and Consolidation of an Educational Ideology (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press) 

Mangan, J.A. (1987) ‘Social Darwinism and upper-class education in late Victorian and Edwardian England’, in Mangan, J.A. and Walvin, J. (eds.) Manliness and Morality: Middle-Class Masculinity in Britain and America, 1800-1940 (Manchester: Manchester University Press), pp.135-159.
Mangan, J.A. (1995) ‘Duty unto death: English masculinity and militarism in the age of the new imperialism’, International Journal of the History of Sport, 12(2), pp.10-38.

Marcus, S. (1954) Representations: Essays on Literature and Society (New York: Random House)
McNaught-Davis (1971) ‘Mac the Belly talks to Cassius Bonafide’, Mountain, 15, p.33

Miller, D.A. (2000) Epic Heroes (Baltimore: John Hopkins University Press) 

Morris, J. (1958) Coronation Everest (London: Faber & Faber)

Morris, J. (1963) ’10 years after Everest’, The Guardian, 27 May 1953
Morris, J. (2003) Coronation Everest. Revised edition (London: Faber and Faber)

Newsome, D. (1961) Godliness and Good Learning (London: Murray) 
Ortner, S.B. (1997) ‘Thick resistance: death and the cultural construction of agency in Himalayan mountaineering’, Representations, 59, pp.135-162.

Ortner, S.B. (1999) Life and Death on Mt. Everest: Sherpas and Himalayan Mountaineering (Princeton: Princeton University Press)

Patey, T. (1969) ‘The professionals: part 2’, Mountain, 5, 1969, p. 27.
Perrin, J. (2005) The Villain: The Life of Don Whillans (London: Hutchinson) 
Phillips, R. (1997) Mapping Men & Empire: A Geography of Adventure (London: Routledge)
Riffenburgh, B. (1993) The Myth of the Explorer: The Press, Sensationalism, and Geographical Discovery (New York: Belhaven)
Robbins, D. (1987) ‘Sport, hegemony and the middle class: the Victorian mountaineers’, Theory, Culture & Society, 4, pp.579-601.  

Rose, S.O. (2004) ‘Temperate heroes: concepts of masculinity in Second World War Britain’, in Dudink, S., Hagemann, K. and Tosh, J. (eds.) Masculinities in Politics and War: Gendering Modern History (Manchester: Manchester University Press), pp.177-195.

Scott, D. (1984) ‘Himalayan climbing: part one of a personal review’, Mountain, 100, November/December, pp.26-34.

Shipton, E. (1952) Letter to John Hunt, 17 September, Royal Geographical Society Everest Expedition Archives, 68/2. 

Smith, A.D. (1999) Myths and Memories of the Nation (Oxford: Oxford University Press)

Smith, A.D. (2004) The Antiquity of Nations (Cambridge: Polity)

Steele, P. (1998a) ‘In the shadow of Everest’, Geographical, May 1998, pp.72-76

Steele, P. (1998b) Eric Shipton: Everest and Beyond (London: Constable)

Stewart, G.T. (1980) ‘The British reaction to the conquest of Everest’, Journal of Sport History, 7(1), pp.21-39

Stewart, G.T. (1995) Tenzing’s two wrist-watches: the conquest of Everest and the imperial culture in Britain 1921-1953’, Past & Present, 149, pp.170-197

Stewart, G.T. (1997) ‘Reply: Tenzing’s two wrist-watches: the conquest of Everest and the imperial culture in Britain 1921-1953’, Past & Present, 157, pp.178-190 

Taylor, J. (2006) ‘Mapping adventure: a historical geography of Yosemite Valley climbing landscapes’, Journal of Historical Geography, 32, pp.190-219. 

Thompson, M. (1978) ‘Out with the boys again’ in Wilson, K. (ed.) The Games Climbers’ Play (London: Diadem Books Ltd), pp.344-352.

Tosh, J. (2004) ‘Hegemonic masculinity and the history of gender’, in Dudink, S., Hagemann, K. and Tosh, J. (eds.) Masculinities in Politics and War: Gendering Modern History (Manchester: Manchester University Press), pp.41-58. 
Tosh, J. (2005) ‘Masculinities in an industrialising society: Britain, 1800-1914’, Journal of British Studies, 44, pp.330-342. 

Unsworth, W. (1981) Everest (London: Allen Lane)
Unsworth, W. (1989) Everest, 2nd Edition (London: Cloudcap)

Unsworth, W. (2000) Everest, 3rd Edition (London: Bâton Wicks)

Useem, M. and Useem, J. (2003) ‘The board that conquered Everest’, Fortune, 148(9), p.73.
Wathen, R. (1986) ‘Don’s ode’, Climbers’ Club Journal, 19(3) (new series, no. 106), pp.121-127. 

Webster, W. (2001) ‘“There’ll always be an England”: representations of colonial wars and immigration, 1948-1968’, Journal of British Studies, 40, pp.557-584.

Webster, W. (2003) ‘Domesticating the frontier: gender, empire and adventure landscapes in British cinema, 1945-1959’, Gender & History, 15(1), pp.85-107. 

Webster, W. (2005) Englishness and Empire 1939-1965 (Oxford: Oxford University Press)

Whannel, G. (2001) Media Sport Stars: Masculinities and Moralities (London: Routledge)

Willis, C. (2006) The Boys of Everest: Chris Bonington and the Tragic Story of Climbing’s Greatest Generation (London: Robson Books)

Wilson, K. (1972) ‘Interview with Don Whillans’, Mountain, 20, pp.24-28.

� Whilst fuller accounts of the expedition and Hunt’s part in it have been written elsewhere (see Hansen; 1997, 2000, 2001 Stewart, 1980, 1995; Unsworth, 2000), I want to concentrate on the public perception of Hunt rather than the performance itself. 





� Three of the British expeditions were billed as reconnaissances, those of 1921, 1935, and 1951. In addition there had been three or more less quixotic attempts by single Westerners: Maurice Wilson in 1934, Earl Denman in 1947, and Klaus Becker-Larsen in 1951. None of these were true solos; all were accompanied by porters and Sherpas; Tenzing was with Denman. There was also a rumoured Soviet attempt from the north side in 1952; see Unsworth (1989) Everest, 2nd Edition (London: Cloudcap), pp.345-347. 





� This is perhaps a simplistic interpretation of affairs, necessitated by space considerations. I also acknowledge that questions of national identity were prominent in Hunt’s reception as a hero, along with the other protagonists of the first ascent. See Hansen, 1997, 2000, 2001; Stewart, 1980, 1995.  





� Shipton made the first traverse of Mount Kenya, He accompanied the 1933 Expedition, under the leadership of Hugh Ruttledge. In 1935 he led a monsoon reconnaissance, which included the Sherpa Tenzing.  In 1936 and 1938 he was a member of the Ruttledge and Tillman expeditions, respectively. And in 1951 he led an expedition to Everest.  Shipton was considered something of a cult figure to a British public which had been impressed by the efforts of the Frenchmen Herzog and Lachenal on climbing Annapurna in 1950. In the writings of Hillary and others associated with his expeditions he is portrayed as an enigmatic folk hero. 





� The Committee’s verdict is harsh considering the objectives achieved by Shipton and the contribution of climbers of his expeditions to the success of 1953. In a summary document to the Himalayan Committee he spelt out the aims and objectives of the Cho Oyu expedition, of which four were achieved. “(i) to climb that mountain; (ii) to test a number of climbers at extreme altitudes (i.e. above 24,000ft), at the same time providing an opportunity for these climbers to acquire experiences of the peculiar conditions met with at these altitudes; (iii) to provide these climbers with experience of Himalayan conditions generally; (iv) to make practical experiments in the use of oxygen, and to test oxygen apparatus; a (v) to carry out a limited programme of physiological research.”, E.E. Shipton ‘Brief summary of the British Himalayan Expedition 1952’, 22 September 1952, Royal Geographical Society, Everest Expedition archives, Box 89.





� ‘Mr Shipton not to lead 1953 Everest climb’, Daily Telegraph, 8 October 1952, p.1; ‘Shipton in row over Everest?’, News Chronicle, 8 October 1952, p.1; ‘Mr Shipton gives up leadership’, Manchester Guardian, 9 October 1952. 





� Minutes of the meeting of the Himalayan Committee held at the RGS, 28 July 1952, Royal Geographical Society, Everest Expedition archives, Box 68/2.





� The King’s Gold Medal was awarded for the cadet with the best result in military and practical subjects and the Anson Memorial Sword was presented to the runner up for the Sword of Honour, traditionally given to the best cadet of the year overall. 





� In 1935, while serving in India with the King’s Royal Rifle Corps, he was able to indulge his passion for climbing and other outdoor pursuits with modest success. He made a new route of the South Face of Kolohai (18,000ft) and took part in a spirited lightweight attack on Saltoro Kangri (25,400ft) in the Karakoram, which was turned back by bad weather 900ft from the summit. In the autumn of 1937 he led an expedition to the Zemu glacier in the S.E. Himalaya, made a first ascent of Nepal Peak (23,400ft) and of the Northern summit of Keilberg (20,000ft).





� Groupe de Haute Montagne – an elite French climbing group. 





� Letter from Basil Goodfellow to John Hunt 12th August 1952, Royal Geographical Society, Everest Expedition Archives, Box 68/2





� These included C.A. Elliott, B.R. Goodfellow, R.W. Lloyd, Col D.G. Lowndes, Sir Clarmont Skrine, Lt. Col. H.W. Tobin, Prof. G.I. Finch, T.S. Blakeney





� Draft minutes of meeting of September 11 1952, Himalayan Committee, Royal Geographical Society, Everest Expedition Archives, Box 90/4. 





� His biographer is keen to point out however, that this perception is often over-stated. “The truth was that he lived in rented accommodation throughout his childhood and money was always tight. Though he went to various prep schools and his secondary education was technically at a public school, it was in reality not much more than a good grammar school. Sandhurst…came only after a succession of setbacks and the social customs of the place were probably as unfamiliar to Bonington as those of Oxford had been to his mother” (Curran, 1999: 13).





� In one classic conversation with Haston for instance, he was asked what he thought of Tolkein’s The Lord of the Rings, a popular book among the climbing hippies. In his dead-pan flat-toned voice his dismissal came: “Fuckin’ fairies” (Haston, 1997: 113). He was different; a counterfoil to Bonington’s Southern identity with its plummy accent and public school demeanour.





� For the poet who composed ‘Don’s ode’ (Wathen, 1986: 122) on his death in 1985, however, it was all part of his persona. Inside he had a heart of gold.  





To some, a barbarian without art,


To others, a gorilla without heart,


It was in part a put-on, he was acting the part.





