








past when he was overtly far more enthusiastic about the future' (p. 138). Both
men 'found secure niches in the Establishment hierarchy': Mowls says that, in
the public consciousness, 'John was an official, lovable rogue, Nikolaus the
reliable deliverer of appropriate judgements' (p. 157). They also received official
recognition and awards, culminating in knighthoods for each of them in 1969.

Candida Betjeman has calculated that, in the 1960s alone, her father made
more than fifty television programmes, mostly on aspects of British heritage,
affectionately observing the idiosyncrasies at least as much as enthusing about the
grander glories of this culture, and Mowl argues that the effect of 'these relaxed
and entertaining half-hour slots on the nation's environmental awareness cannot
be calculated' but must have been important (p. 163). He also wtote occasional
pieces - typically observant, charming and witty - for newspapers to advance his
preservationist views to the British public. Mowl describes Betjeman's public
image at this time as 'everyone's favourite uncle mellowing into the wisdom of old
age' (p. 166).

After I had mentioned that I was reading a book about Betjeman and Pevsner, a
friend of mine sent a postcard on which he wrote: '} heard Pevsner speak once or
twice - Berjeman too. Pevsner seemed a cold fish and a member of the audience
shouted out, "whar about the bloody people?" after Ijstening to a talk abour rhe
spatial relationships of the Roehampton estate.' Betjeman's personal style, his
message and their combined effect upon ordinary people were quite different.
Mowl stares that whar made Berjeman such an influence 'was nOt simply his
genius with words, bur his huge delight in using that genius to insist that ordinary
places and ordinary emotions were subtle and important, and that what we
inherited we should keep' (pp. 150-1 Sl). Betjeman's warmth, his generous
attitude, and his appreciation of what is familiar, contrasts with Pevsnec's
empirical thoroughness and cold rationalism, suggesting Betjeman to be by far the
more congenial companion - in person or in print - for mOSt of us and, according
to my own view of Morris, the one whose company he would more likely have
chosen.

Stylistic Cold Wars is an illuminating, entertaining and frequently provocative
study of two contrasting but equally fascinating characters, as well as an
engrossing account of the contest between their alternative visions of the past and
future of British architecture. People who are acquainted with Betjeman and
Pevsner mainly through their wrirings will learn a lot more about them by reading
Stylistic Cold Wars and they will probably be surprised by some of what it reveals.
Friends of Pevsner are likely to be uncomfortable with Mowl's representation of
him. Probably Betjeman's friends will be happier with this book, but they might
unite with Pevsner's friends to question some of Mowl's account of the
relationship between them. But Stylistic Cold Wars also encourages and assists
the reader to consider what happened £0 Britain's built environment during the
twentieth century and to teflect on the social and aesthetic values which competed
for supremacy in that arena. This is the principal and significant value of the
book.

Martin Haggerry
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