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The early period of C.P. Snow’s work in the 1930s coincides with the golden age of physics, the international development of science and the height of scientific enthusiasm. Snow was not only a witness of but also a participant in these events. His authority in scientific discourse was indisputable. He was honoured with the right to report on one of the sittings of the Kapitza’s Club in Cambridge. Science was his life, and it is no surprise that two of his first three novels were about science: New Lives for Old (1933) and The Search (1934).
From the first reviews of The Search it became clear that Snow was unanimously recognised as in the Wellsian tradition. But not all reviewers were satisfied with the novel. They described it as rather ‘antiquated’, stating it ‘belongs to the period of Love and Mr Lewisham, Ton-Bungay and The New Machiavelli,’ and that the ‘“novel of ideas” is showing its age.’[footnoteRef:1] So that was the immediate reaction. Snow was perceived to be a follower of Wells. Possibly this perception would have occurred earlier had he put his name to the novel New Lives for Old which was published anonymously. In general Snow reflected the spirit of the age. George Orwell wrote about that time: ‘Thinking people who were born about the beginning of this century are in some sense Wells’s own creation. I doubt whether anyone who was writing books between 1900 and 1920, at any rate in the English language, influenced the young so much. The minds of all of us, and therefore the physical world, would be perceptibly different if Wells had never existed.’[footnoteRef:2] [1:  Anonymous review of The Search by C.P. Snow in The New Statesman and Nation, vol. 8 (15 September 1934); p. 329, and anonymous review of The Search in Nature, vol. 133 (8 December 1934), p. 890.]  [2:  George Orwell, ‘Wells, Hitler and the World State’, in Collected Essays (London: 1975), p. 164.
] 

Wells’s influence on Snow’s generation was really global. This phenomenon in English literature and social life which Orwell commented upon appeared at the turn of the nineteenth

 and twentieth centuries and its effect was to substitute the religious world outlook for the scientific outlook. A person was wanted to express the new age. Such a person was Herbert George Wells. ‘There was this wonderful man who could tell you about the inhabitants of the planets and bottom of the sea, and who knew that the future was not going to be what respectable people imagined.’[footnoteRef:3] However, there is a very serious ‘but’ in Orwell’s essay on Wells. Orwell blamed Wells for not seeing the potentially negative role science might play in the twentieth century. [3:  Orwell, ‘Wells, Hitler and the World State’, p. 165.] 

Snow, on the contrary, positively represented Wells’s significance: ‘Sometimes he has underestimated his own influence; in fact, he has passed so much into our minds that we do not always recognize the debt.’[footnoteRef:4] Snow recognised the influence of Wells on his own early works, protected Wells in his articles of the 1930s in Discovery and dedicated a biographical essay to Wells. These acknowledgements all provide the opportunity for one to analyse the way Snow understood his elder contemporary and to define the degree and circumstances of his influence on Snow. [4:  C.P. Snow, ‘Science in a Modern World’, Discovery, n.s. vol. I, no. 7 (October 1938), p. 320.] 

The twenty-nine year old Snow and the sixty-eight year old Wells became acquaintances in 1934. The Search was the cause of their meeting. Wells had read the novel and contacted the young author to express his approval. Following that meetings, they met very often, usually in Cambridge where Snow worked. Snow’s brother Philip, recollecting his friends, wrote,

Very different was H.G. Wells: His small rounded shape, his squeaky voice, his liveliness, are familiar enough; his comparative self-effacedness when in the company of Charles, whose novel The Search he ha much praised, was less to be expected. Critics had said of this book that it marked the arrival of another Wells, and Wells seemed fascinated in the presence of a successor. Perhaps he could see beyond the horizons that limited Charles’s own vision in the 1930s. Charles was genuinely fond of Wells and all that went to make up his personality, as well as warmly admiring his inventiveness coupled with his realistic pessimism.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Philip Snow, Stranger and Brother: A Portrait of C.P. Snow (London: 1983), p. 46.
] 




Snow used Wells’s name in The Search many times and Wells did not object, being disposed towards him.
The acquaintance and friendship of Snow and Wells was thus the result of literary activity. However, Snow’s ‘spiritual’ connection with Wells had begun much earlier, from childhood, when Snow became familiar with Wells’s writings. Both came to literature from science, and natural-science education was of no small importance in their creative fate. They devoted their lives to discussing science and the social consequences of scientific developments in the twentieth century. They both considered their main task to be the dissemination of a scientific world outlook.
Wells took up a literary career at a time when science and technology were entering the human conscience, and when the quick changes were not being reflected in intellectual life. One critic noted the paradox, pointing out that the changes that so radically influence our lives were being ignored by the arts which were always proud of their proximity to this life.[footnoteRef:6] In all aspects of his literature Wells enlightened his readership – in his novels, his articles, his treatises, in everything. Indeed, for this characteristic Snow compared him with Leo Tolstoy. [6:  A.H. Borrello, H.G. Wells: Author in  Agony (Carbondale: 1972), p. 119.] 

Snow viewed the social ideas of Wells with understanding because he appreciated in him a writer who clearly saw the inevitable changes in the world due to science. Wells had been connecting dreams of a new society with scientific knowledge, and he considered science to be an important factor in the liberation of humankind from poverty and hunger. According to F.R. Leavis, Snow had become ‘a spiritual son’ of Wells. Questions of war and peace, human culture and education, were the most important issues for them both. In his works of the 1950s and 1960s, especially Two Cultures and the Scientific Revolution, Two Cultures and the Second Look and The State of Siege, Snow is close to Wells though not identical. He does not give prescriptions and I very careful with his recommendations. Following Wells, Snow aspired to effectiveness, first in education, and second in the even distribution of wealth between rich societies and poor.
Snow caught the pessimism of Wells in the 1930s which was characteristic of many writers and intellectuals of the time. Sow expressed Wells’s attitude in a letter to his brother in 1938:

He is a man whom one admires the more some of the superficial impressions wear off: he seems bouncy and bristly and elf-centred, and all that’s true but nothing like all. There is a kind of resignation and stoicism buried beneath it which I find very attractive: he thinks he’s a complete failure. ‘Life is a very disappointing business’, he said in his squeaky voice. ‘When we are young we think we are Lords of the Universe. It takes a long time to realise all that we shall never do. And all that we shall never get.’[footnoteRef:7] [7:  Letter, C.P. Snow to Philip Snow, in Snow, Stranger and Brother, pp. 55-56.] 


The reasons for pessimism in the 1930s Snow saw in the political situation in Europe. He wrote about it in a review of Wells’s book The Fate of Homo Sapiens. Snow highly appreciated the significance of this book for the social life of England at the beginning of the Second World War. He underlines Wells’s main case: ‘either we exert ourselves now, or everything worth calling human will be lost, just as the great reptiles were lost.’[footnoteRef:8] In Snow’s opinion Wells’s commonsense gives strength and makes one reflect about the dark forces that had awakened in the world. At the same time he considers Wells’s sense of life not dark, [8:  C.P. Snow, review of The Fate of Homo Sapiens by H.G. Wells, Discovery, n.s. vol. II, no. 19 (October 1939), p. 500.] 


but the reluctant result of experience. His sad wisdom he has learned step by step, about the fate of the race as about individual human beings. He is one of the few men who have gone on learning until he is old; and from his present wisdom we can draw, not exactly comfort, but a kind of stoical strength.[footnoteRef:9] [9:  Snow, review of The Fate of Homo Sapiens by H.G. Wells, p. 501.] 


Snow shows solidarity with Wells concerning questions of a scientific character in education, believing that education in the modern world should go hand in hand with science, and Wells’s book The Science of Life should be read by children ‘in schools as one of their essential and obvious text-books.’[footnoteRef:10] [10:  Snow, ‘Science in a Modern World’, p. 320.] 

The problem of ‘Snow-Wells’ is clearly revealed in Snow’s early novels. Everybody knows that in science fiction Wells had created an exciting new genre. Snow attempted to write in this genre once and considered this test of the pen unsuccessful, never returning to it and he prohibited the republication of the product, New Lives for Old. Even the title of the novel reminds one of Wells’s New Worlds for Old, a political tract dealing with social problems.                                          Snow, in his novel, follows Wells both in the problems to be solved and in the inner structure of the story. The writers depict great social and human catastrophes in different variations, though having the same purposes – they show global changes brought about by scientific and technological progress. Wells showed the beginning – Snow the development. In his science fiction, Wells uses one fantastic assumption as the basis for the story. Snow also uses one fantastic fact. In this novel it is a remedy for the rejuvenation of old people. So the author (as Wells often did) takes biological discovery as the basis of he plot. Moreover both writers create real illusions of events. A device of ‘experiment’ helps them to reach their results. Unusual phenomena become established as real life. The ‘real world’ serves as the background for ‘fantastic’ events. The important difference consists in the situation of scientists in the novel. In Wells’s novels the scientists are mostly alone whereas this is not the case in Snow’s novel – the protagonist usually works in an institute together with other scientists though without realizing his collective responsibility. This situation is repeated in The Search and The Corridors of Power.
The Wellsian New Lives for Old depicts a social storm in the world as a result of the rejuvenation. In the diary of one of the main personages, Cellan, Snow gives the analysis of the situation in economics, politics, social conscience, family and religion. It closely reminds one of the pictures of crisis and decay in Wells’s The War in the Air, The Time Machine, and others. The motive of catastrophe destroying western civilization is characteristic of both writers, though Snow gives it some features of Communist revolution.
Science is a great power and scientists must understand a danger and control themselves or they will lead the world to death. This thought is basic in many of the novels of Wells and Snow. To a great extent the straight expression of the idea gives publicity to the novels. This fact allowed critics to reproach Wells and, later, Snow for their insufficient artistic value. But Wells considered that a novel must inevitably reflect reality and show the problems of the age. Snow wrote, ‘He didn’t set out to perform works of art, but to add to the wisdom and powers of mankind – and the world hasn’t taken any notice in that way.’[footnoteRef:11] Snow always noticed that Wells’s aim was to show a personality in all social relationships and to appeal to reason. [11:  Snow, Stranger and Brother, p. 56.
] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]There is a close connection with Wells in The Search. The main character, Arthur Miles, whose ‘too Wellsian childhood’ was underlined by critics, was brought up on the novels of      Wells. Moreover he was excited by his personality and wanted to be like him. Miles considers Wells a great scientist and appreciates his ability for abstract thinking:

Wells, Doyle, Anthony Hope and Chesterton. were the writers I could not escape, it was to Wells that I returned. Wells, naturally enough, captivated me more than any of the others. Only Wells would make me get up at night in a cold bedroom in order not to wait until the morning. I am glad my youth came when Wells was writing. There were echoes of Wells in much of my early life: a part of Wells’s influence will stay with me till I die.[footnoteRef:12] [12:  C.P. Snow, The Search (London: 1934), p. 56.] 


But Miles, over the years, tried to overcome the influence of Wells on his life as far as he could. He thinks ‘his pictures of Science and Scientists helped to keep me from thinking straight for years. In the end I struggled into a different attitude from any he has described, and attitude that owes something to the deep strains in myself.’[footnoteRef:13] [13:  Snow, The Search, p. 28.] 

Wells was ‘to blame’ for the fact that Miles had chosen science as his way in life. Romantics of scientific research damped down in his soul the sprouts of real calling. Serious reading of world literature helped him to find himself. His ‘Wellsian phase’ had become a thing of the past. Miles felt great interest in humanity and the psychological aspects of human behaviour. Chekhov’s The Cherry Orchard and Proust’s Swan’s Love had become his favourite stories. So Miles repeated the way of Snow himself; the autobiographical character of the novel is well known. Snow was very much excited by Proust and also wane to look into the depth of the human soul. In spite of his great love for Wells he considered him unable to show deeply the inner human world because Wells’s behavioural ‘psychologism’ could not satisfy Snow any longer. He no longer desired the label of ‘Wells’s follower’.
In 1958 Snow decided to republish The Search and among the principal changes are the deletions of Wells’s name from the novel. All the citations from the novel mentioned above are from the first edition. In the second edition Wells’s name is absent or made neutral. Out of fifteen mentions of Wells in the first edition, Snow retained only three. But it is not the quantity that matters here. The deletions represent Snow’s move away from his youthful ardour over the course of his life.
Nonetheless, during Snow’s later life it is evident that he retained his interest in the global problems of life, his vast view of reality and his thoughts about the future of civilization, all of which hang on the way humankind utilises scientific potential. In this sense he remained a successor of Wells and I believe he realised this very well. Perhaps this is why he became a vice president of the H.G. Wells Society and later, according to his brother, was inordinately pleased to be invited to unveil the GLC plaque on Wells’s last London home at 13 Hanover Terrace.
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