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This thesis is based on a study of all available
writings Qf Sir Charles Percy Snow and on all available
biographical and critical material on him, but it concen=
trates on the novels of the "Strangers and Brothers"

series and The Search.

As the title of his major series of novels implies,

one of Snow's chief concerns is the situation of man both

as stranger and &s brobher; and a& sn individual and &s a
member of society. ZEach of these aspects is examined to
discover what must be the proper balance between them if
a society is to be achieved that is meaningful, fulfill-
ing, and effective as a community, yet not too restrictive
of individuality.

This achievement, the steps leading to it, and the
human characteristics which encourage or prevent it, are
examined by Snow in his novels, as he looks at an era in
English life—=1914»195h~mand at one man in that era, Lewis

Fliot. The range of character, setting, and situation, is

broad. The background is one of actual events. From this
examination of his time, Snow draws certain cqnclusions
which it is the purpose of this thesis to describe.

Man may ascend from stranger To brother through an

ever-widening awareness of community, concern for its

maintenance, and involvement in it. Through Lewis Eliot
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we see this development. We see him with his parents,
rejecting his mother's possessive love and responding to
his father's less demanding feeling. We see Lewis in his
two marriages, crippled in the first by the memory of his
mother's possessiveness, and in the second learning to
give himself. We see him in his male friendships, estab-
lishing relationships which involve an increasing self-
forgetfulness. We observe his development as a brother
by examining his reactions to the working-out of relatioﬁ;
ships between other individuals. He sees the efforts of
one of his friends to escape the overpowering demands of
the family, as well as the efforts of another to form a
smaller society of individuals, in the face of opposition
from the established society.

Lewls Eliot next becomes involved in the life of a
Cambridge college., In the academic community, men--
individuals, strangers, selfish and prejudiced=~are
sufficiently willing to sacrifice their individuality to o
maintain their community intact, if not unstrained, through
a time of severe testing. From the college, Lewis moves
into the world of science and government. There his out-

1ook is further widened as he sees the need for scientific

truth and integrity, for national loyalty, and for human

justice and brotherhood., Although for a time he slips back
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into selfishness, he finally sees the truth of his own
experience as stranger and brother, as well as the need
for others to follow his example. Through what Lewis
Eliot experiences and observes, Snow points out the need
for brotherhood and the means by which it is achieved.

The process is not inevitable. Man may reject the
need for brotherhood, he may accept it, or like Lewis, he
may be drawn into it almost in spite of himself. Even if
he becomes a brother, his own nature always threatens the
certainty of his fully doing his part in achieving
communitye.

But the steps are there--levels of achievement
through which man must pass. In a world threatened by
the tendency of individuals or smaller social groups to
retreat into themselves, the only hope that Snow sees is

that men may learn to live together in a meaningful and

vital community.
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INTRODUCTIOHN

I

great publicity, but they have offered no real answers.

Other voices have also spoken -- voices of moderation
volces offering solutions. One of these voices appeals

5

not only to the more conservative, but also

outsiders. OQOut of a backzround as a scientist, a teacher
&y 3 2

a civil servant, a businessman, a novelist, and a literary
critic, 3ir Charles Percy Snow works at solvi

ties, not merely at decrying them. Instead

extremism, sensible humanism; instead of either revolt o

necessary, but never to be dominated by them., All this
Snow does in prose which, if it is not artis
clear, and pointed.

drawn peonle of various backgrounds, political

hf )

ideological persuasions.
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5.7 The concern of such
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to become outsiders, strangers, disgusted with
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ning to achleve
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aspects of socilety, but unable to do any

an answer Lo such per-
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the changes they want. Sut Snow hac
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sons, for he portrays one of them in his novel,

and Brothers George Passant is exactly like today's out-
siders -- enraged at the injustices which are expressed

through »nrejudice, snobbery, and favoritism, full of ideas

1

about how to change the world, he end incapable

even of maintaining his own integrity.

Cooper pnoints out that Snow attracts his
temporaries for the simple reason that they must
try to make the most of their responsibilities

N

as brothers" and "take part in the practical activities of

the world" simply because "they can no longer support them-

d
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selves by writing novelsy ) Snow shows them how

he Angryv Decade: A Survey of the Cultural Revolt
h;toen—Fii ies. (London: Peter Owen Limited,

.26,

\
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I

2
: 2NM"The World of C.P, Snow ' The Nation, CLIXXIV
(February 2, 1957), 10l .




The deeper according
to Cooper, is that they see in him someone who is working

to reconcile their divided society. Divisions are increas-

ing. In whatever direction one looks, one sees

socliety becomi in some wav or another more speclialist

the desire to com-

municate. In his writings and vractical activities, Sir

as Cooper suggests, 1t is true

relevance to his age.

Tn his novels Snow examines various aspects of
English 1life between 1914 and 195L. He looks at different

idlands town, a Cambridge college,

Tondon society, the world of seience and govermment,. He examines many




professional life:

scientific, and governmental, He presents a variety of

Eal -
people, frow

Il

norant to the genius, the kindest and most self-

forgetful to the most despicably selfish, from the power-

. A
less to the

& b
an almost rard et £ rmaterisl
an almost inf Le varlety of material.

Out of all this, one could choose as a subject for

work. One could look at
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study almost any asrt

his descriptions ofi power,

those who come under 1Us

the college community. Or his
ic truth. Or his conception of Justice.
the Anglo-Jewish community. OCr the res-
ponses of his characters to historical events.

these is important in itselfl, and vet many
o o

these areas of concern are part of a wider one, one
& b

icance in the novels of

wnilch seems To me of utmost siz
in) AAatre i s v y with rman as strs - e ha
DelPe oNnOW: N1LS CcOncCern wWitn man as o nger ana brother --

isolated and at the same time a »art of society.
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Tn 2ll of his novels, Snow is concerned with the
relationship of an individual to the society in which he
finds himself. Should he maintain himself in splendid
isolation? Or should he surrender to his society, accept-
ing 1ts values at cost of giving up his own? Cen a
man exist alone, or must he work with his fellows to arrive
at a community wherein each individual maintains his own
sersonality? If a man can do this, 1f he can reach a
middle ground between the two extremes of utter isolation
and absolute identification, then there is hope for a vital
society. The individual will avoid the situation where the

narson wno want

hand the customs and usages of the society int
bhorn., He will avoid the attitude on the »art

establishment, be it nolitical, social, religious, racial,
or intellectual, that whoever deviates from the set line
must be abandoned, shut out. It is in his examination of
the relationship between the individual and soclety that
Snow's novels find their fullest meaning.
Tach man 1s at once a stranger and a brother; at

A= 3 <O 3 1 - I + 1 a7 *—‘} o =1 A T A TN = oy

clLMes ne 1s more one vnan ovne ounerl. A3 CN man
feels himself drawn by society; 1t claims him, tries to
make to its usages. But each man's desire to




canl

comnosed of

There

unanle to act.

se him to build a wall bhetween
in the individual and there-
individuals could easily

either extreme or merely

fore individual and socilety

must resolve the difficulty together. It is that resolution
which we shall trace through the novels of C.P. Snow, as
strenger becomes brother, as individual and soclety are
reconciled.,

Tn his condemnation of Snow as a critic of contem-
porary society, F.R. Leavis takes particular notice of Sir
Charlests insistence on the need of a social solution to

J
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But to ask, as Leavis
that has nothing to do with the
where, 1f not in individvals 1s

S5e5

tragic condition,

[0 by

one suppo

6

"The Si Ticance of C.

- ~ 7
T 9, 1900,

/Thid.

that Snow has abandoned ©

urze a comnlete renunciation o

6

the individual.

vindividual

is hoped for --

7

-— to be located?" and to
he individual, is misleading.

Fa
L

individuality.

P. Snow," The Spectator,




che most vital moments of 1ife alone. So

Tewis Eliob faces his threatened death from anemia alone.

Sheila faces her hopelessness alone -- Lewis cannot comfor
her., Nor can he comfort Rov Calvert in his despair. The

X/vfj 11

reach out to his fellows., DBy doing so he

i theirs.

portion of Snow's writing to especially

objects 1s this:
all [QOJOpb' Js] .0 0wOUld see no
st becanse the individual condition
1ust the social condition be. Iach
ea us iﬂo ?lOﬂ@i all right
which we el
our cond: jo 1
we are less then human
(7C, 6)
Snow's description of the thoughts of Martin Eliot,
one of the in The Hew lMen, narallels this:
For to Martin it was jet-clear that, despite
its 6”011120L% and its Jjoys, individual life was
ragic: a man was 1ne1uct507w alone, and 1t was
hort way to the grave. Bub, belicving that
ith stoicel acceptence, lMartin saw no reason why
social 1life should also be tragic: social l1life
lay within one's power, as human loneliness and
death did not, and it was the most contemptible
of the false- orofound to confuse the two.
2
301)
In no sense is this an attempt to "put aside
. . . 3 . - . . 0
our individual living and Iive instead on 'soclal
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hopee“'8 What Snow urges is not a denial of individuality,
but a‘fulfillment of it. Here is no vague sense of senti-
mental brotherhood; manvmust maintain his individual integ-
rity and at the same time reach out of his solitude to help
his fellows. As he does so, he is closer to community.
Leavists criticism in this respect is far too sweeping.

| TII

As he defines the crisis facing modern society, Snow
does so out of a varied and extensive experience and a back-
ground much like that of his central character, Lewls Eliot,9
Born in the Midland town of Leicester in 1905, Snow reached
manhood in the twenties, amidst the current efforts to re-
build a nation after World War I, amidst the rebellion of
the young people of the day who érotested against what they
considered to be the hopeless efforts of their elders.

Educated in Leicester at Alderman Newton's Grammar
3chool and Leicester University College--an insﬁitutibn
classified by Henry Curtis Webster as definitely "not then

10

recognized as a part of the higher education hierarchy" -

Snow won third class honours in Chemistry, received the

81pid., pp. 300, 302.

9Tn this outline of Snow's life, I am grateful to
William Cooper's C.P. Snow (No. 115 of the Writers and Their Work
series, General Editor: Bonamy Dobree. London: Longmans,
Green and Company, 1959), pp. 7=11.

10nThe Sacrifices of Success", Saturday Review, XLI
(July 12, 1958), p. 8.
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Master of Science degree in physics in 1928, and was

awarded a scholarship to Cambridge as a research student
in molecular structure. In 1930 he received his Doctor of
Prilosophy degree and was elected Fellow of Christis College.

His research vapers were published by the Royal Socilety in

Snow bhegen to write

Seil, an intriguing detective story,

T

Tor 01d, a sclence-fiction

s vears could be added to a

person's life, appeared in 1933. In this same vear, Snow
3 3 - am - R P - 1 13 .
had a portion of his research go wrong, and as a result

he gave up his scientific carcer and turned instead to

writing, while supporting himself by teaching

C“)

was a result of this experience., Published in 1934, it

F)

received favourable critical judgments at the time and

11, . .
The B. Sc. degree was conferred by the University
of T,ondon in 1927

New Lives




when 1t was revised and reissued. Encouraged

by the success of the novel, Snow pursued a double career
from then on. Continuing to teach sclence at the univer-

& became tubor of

a series of novels to be known as the "Strangers and
Brothers™ or "Lewis Eliot" series., ©ight novels in this

have avpeared to date. By 1939 Snow had decided on

entitled Strangers and Brothers, was oublished in 1940,

During World War II Snow served as Director of

Technical Personnel for the Ministry of Labour, charged
with choosing scientists to work on wartime experiments.

Thus he has obtained intimate and intricate knowledge of
vis wartime service he was made
a Commander of the Order of the British Empire in 19L3.
che war he became a Civil Service Commissioner and
also a member of the Board of
Electric Company, thus adding the world of finance to the
areas of life with which he is familiar. He was
knighted in 1957 and is a Fellow of the Royal Soclety o

grees from the University

u‘




ordinary Fellow of Churchill College, Cambridge.

s came vear e oo 1 na Dapental Doeafacanr of
LNne sane ear ne servea as negenis Froressor ox

ornia at Berkeley.

A1l the to work on the
"Strangers and

more volumes have appeared: The Light and

Time of Hope,

. . 1 ) . - o s
Homecomings, 1956; The Conscience of the Rich, 1958;

2 . 7 b . WErY - - w1 e ps
The Affair, 1960. His play, View Over the Parlk, was »pro-

e

duced in London in 1950, The Affair was adapted for the
S

stage bv Ronald Millar, and appeared first in the fall of

1961, He continues his involvement in the world of govern-
1

PRI S . T 3 T R NI N
ment as his Rede anca GoUdilin

edited the Cambridge Library of Modern Science and was

endeavours he was for & time fiction reviewer for the

erican edition.




In 1950 Snow married Pamela HansTord John
novelist and critic who did one of the earliest

with consideral
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4

articles of criticicm on 8now distinct from reviews,

Jerome

human existence but does not reccll from them "nor nske

A 19

an inverted romantic celebration of tThem,m
Possibly the most frequently veoiced cri
of Snow's prose style. Bernard Bergonzi savs it is one of
1ls Mleast defensible literary characteristics...at wors
‘50 arid as to be almost unreadable...and at hest ef
acious . but banal ., e also accuses Snow's characters

of not really existing. “Roy Calvert., he says, is ™o

N . . i ~ .
more than a walking cliche from an old-fashioned novelette

6]
g
o
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("“» A b- oo .
l“”CePa Snow: The Art of Worldlines
Review, XXII (Fall, 1960), 621.

Q T2 s
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20nmne

ata

Century, CLIVI

is Eliot, The Twentieth
‘O), 21h.




described with "inept epithets,’ in whom the reader can
N AT 22 ot vl T e .
never really believe, Bergonzi makes another common

hat Srnow often describes his characters as

being brilliant or successful, but never demonstrates this

23

in presenting them. Jago 1s a case in noint. Eliot
.. =y P e S N w1 iy~ a1 a3
himself) . says Bergonzl, never becomes more than "a frag-

. . 2l
mentary collection of attributes, ™ “%

Critics such as Peter Fison have cowme Ho' Snowls defence,

:

He maintains that the "sparse prose has an organic function,”

hat Snow Tdoes not force ficances on us but lets

. . oy e g o A R R B, LS,
themn emerge naturally from the surrounding CLrcumstanceS....

As dn climaxes occur almost unrecognized in the
steady vrogression of existence.e,;”zé He defends Snow's

portraval of character by insisting that it is not Jago's
character itsclf bubt the effects of it that concern Snow.

Mlan 1s seen in "his political capacity, his vpower-relation-

o 3
5. . L . X . .
“Letter in reply to Iernard Bergonzi, "The World
of Lewis Tlioth! The Twentieth Century, CLIVIT (June 1960),
IS~ '
50« -—-)7]_9
P
?OIBLQ,, 568, This view is also held by Michael
MMillgate, review of The Affair, Commentary, XXX (July 1960),

76-70

25




women also diraws

g1

who calls the picture of

Irene Eliot Ycontrived and literary," John Berryman, on
the other hand, while adnitting that the portrayal of the
women is not as good as that of men,
and »nain® that Snow has put into his

declares, "Hobody could mistake them for th
impersonate woman's nature in most serious current fic

for example, Snow has been accused of having

a style that is "flat and plain® and rnotable for its
"orosiness’, ' of producing comments that are "invariably

. L 2 + a1 5 . . .
sententiousg,’ But another reviewer comments on "the

unforced virtuosity of [Snow'é] performance, . George

Steiner has criticized Snow for his portraval of 1life in
bilts and pileces, lacking "the quality of music...the vital
fluid elements of cxperience that lie outside the grip of

The Vew York Times Book
he Times Literary Sunple-

“The
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characters in Snow's novels who do not come
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and Roy Calvert lack vitality: we are told

unable to depict character is too sweepin

¥ 2}

Wno can forget the tortured Sheila Knight,

Leonard March, the incredible

dexterous Arthur Brown, the impressively ir

o

Conscience of

a

Beauchamp, or the passionate Mary Pearson? Or

of scientific discovery

Al
and

Snow

in

alive,

o

astles never real

Among
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power in The New Men and Homecomings? Snow's moments of

weakness do not negate his steady successes,

Snow has been acclaimed as a great living contemporary

novelist and as a terrible one; as a superb craftsman and as
an inept one; as a shrewd portrayer of character and as an
ineffective one., But it is generally accepted that he has
mich to say about the condition of soclety and the steps
that it must take to rid itself of its weaknesses. He pro-
vides insights into the motives of men, their need to be
brothers and to achieve community, and the barriers that
make this achievement difficult.

Because his analysis of society figures so largely
in his novels, they have a value apart from the quality of
their art, the power of their story, or the portraits of
their characters. They contribute something larger: his
theme of man as stranger and brother and of the place of
the individual in society.

| v

Lewis Eliot appears in each of the "Strangers and
Brothers? series of novels. His role has two aspects. In
most of the novels he is a participating narrator, moving
among the characters he describes, reporting their
actions and examining their motives. But in these novels

the story is always about someone else. So Strangers and

Brothers tells the story of George Passant, a liberal
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whose radical and unwise actions bring about his trial on

che dissolution of a groupn of

The Conscience of the Rich is the story of the

nossessiveness of Leonard March, a wealthy and conservative
his son Charles. In each o

a-

a close friend of the major character,
adding obligue references to his own 1life, which, because

of their obscurity, arouse the reader's interest in Lewls

—

himself, In Tine of s

Hope Snow tells that part of Lewls

=
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story which covers the time of two novels. Now,
re allusions made by Lewis in the other novels are filled
out, while further allusions are made to events described
in other novels. Sometimes the summary of an event is

given in another novel. So Roy Calvert's infatuation with

Jack Cotery, which starts the action that is the centre of

Strangers and Brothers (Chapter 1) is mentioned in Time of

Hovne (15G-160).

T B

Tn the next group of novels, The Light and the Dark
<> & 3 >

-
691

the story of a Cambridge scholar, Rov Calvert, whose

are considered here in the or
d that they be read: Stranger
i




the election of the head of a col]ﬂ“e.

-

1 the professional activities and mora
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searchings of atomic scientists in World IIT. In these,
Lewis Zliot is narticipant and narrator; the problems and

activities of others are the major subject. In Home-
comings, however

0] M

marriagzes., e latest o

story of a college invesbti

concern for human justice. It

is the beginning of vet another group.

Tewis Eliot's life resembles Snow's in many respects.,
Like Snow, he was born in a IMidland town: like Snow, his

parents are of the lower middle class: his Tather too works
36

in a boot factory. After attending the town grammar

or

school, Lewis works for a time in the local education of

while studying law in the evenings. Then he studies full

time for the Bar, under the guldance of George Passant.

The same election also forms part of The Light and

he picture Sir Charles gives OL his own mother in
A Quarter~Century: Its Great 3©lu sions, ' Look, XXV
Decomae“ 19, 1061) 120, is very like Lewls s B1io s, as seen

in Time of Lope. ‘
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is studies under Hex

continues
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and soon he builds up his own practice, in spite of

which he escanes. In the meantime he marries

whose mental instability demands so much of
his attention that his career never achieves the promise

it had showm. Recognizing the little chance he has of

teaching law there and maintainix

When World War IT breaks out, Lewls becomes assistant

fal i 3
1

to Thomas Bevill, the minister in charge of obtaining sclen-

tific personnel for work on the atomic bomb. Sheila commits
suicide during the war; by 1948 Lewis has married Margaret

T - .. -~ { - e ' - e - Y A 3
Javidson, and has a son Charles. By 1953 he has resigned

Thus, like Snow, he moves in various areas of society, in

knowledge and endeavour. His range of

agouaintances is wide and his area of observation is broad.
TLewis Bliot is not an omnisclent narrator. There are situa-
tions where he is not present, but where conversations are

)7

reported to him (CR, 159). He

Kal
)

2 . | . ~
37ie finds himself hating Ca
friend, Ralph Udal, almost automaticall

lvertis cleric
v (LD, &1).
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from what he observes and

It is Lewis Eliot's narticular role to become a
brother rather than a stranger.

.

we see the same process taking »lac

man's progress from solitariness to community and from an

on the individual as the centre of existence t+

O

s o

a realization of the need to maintain a meaningful society.

e

ays, Mas spectator and participant, he is

101
I

<nows Lhe other characte

CO

interpret them for the reader He can
ppening to the individual with the times

)

I
i o )

. 4 . .
ne action takes place, But besides telling

a career.

2CHis early life and his

His infatuvation with Sheila.

L.
(@)

. cit., 631.

L] .
S0 e rebels of S hers are seen
against the )ﬂckﬁfoun‘ of T ‘1y

X / ting
lon; and the Qou]— eawcqvnvﬁ
observed as a part-

are seen in the context of
Anglo-Jdewish societ I
of the i ists
of the
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novels

pally about others, Lewls lets the details of his owm 1if
go by, but we see the effect on him of the changes he

cha qc‘;nf" o

.
cnal

ra

lations are then conscilous
books which deal with his
of view, Snow offers in hi
era and the Jife of one mar

a in that exp
elther to accept or to rej
of strangers as they becomn

as with Sir Hector Rose (NM, H),
cter is revealed These reve-

1v examined by Eliot in the

own life, With these two points
s novels both a chronicle of an
n--a man very much of his time--

crience which all men must share,

ect: the wth and development

o
o)

brothers. We shall see Lewls

e

take the necessary steps to move from stranger to brother.
Yle shall see him establish relﬁtionships 7ith other indi-
viduals: his »narents, the ily in th idest sense, and
the group (friends, town, and college). We shall see him
as he enters the world of scilence and government and as he
“learns the need for national loyalty as well as inter-




CHAPTER I

TNDIVIDUAL, RELATIONSHIPS: THE BASIS OF COMMUNITY

The most evident point of departure for a study
of the individual and society is the relationships that
one individual can achieve with another. Before the ideal
state Snow envisages can be reached-=that state wherein a
host of solitary, tragic individuals work together to
fashion from their isolation a societyvof common effort,-
a community of fellowship==one must learn to establish
some sort of rapprochement with his neighbour. This
beginning--and it is only a beginning--must be achieved
to provide a basis for the wider fellowship. To arrive
at the society which Snow envisages something more must
be achieved: some manner of feeling, devotion and love
must be established between individuals,

In Lewis Eliot's lifelong progress from totally
selfish isolation to é self=Fforgetful, outward-looking
awareness of a wider fellowship, the first steps involve
individuals, and in particular members of one's family and

onefs friends.

I
The relationships Lewis has with his father and

mother are indicative, on the whole, of those he develops



with other individuals during the course of his life as
described in the eight novels of the'Stra: and Brothers"

series.

The fullest picture of Lewis's home and parents 1s

given in Time of Mope, which deals with the veriod from
1914 to 1933, This is the only detailed account Snow

erencesg in all the other novels are

brief, of little help in understanding

Lewis Tliot, and frecuently so shadowy that the reader

is only vperplexed by them.

o
L

r * 1 1 bt . —] : K -
Lewis's father, Albert Zliot,” is of the lower

o
1

middle class, content in his position as a "kind of

utility man and second-in-command™ in a boot factory

e

21). When he sees the owner's wealth he

he would like to acquire his own business.
Uis wife, Lena, 1is family somewhat higher in the B

social scale, her

superior servants' on large estates (TH, L2 while her
- o} st 2
husband's have been artisans (TH, L1). Mrs, Eliot is

proud and ambitious and so prods her submissive and almost

unworldly hus

A1l he dis ever called in the novel is "Bertie, !



RBecause of his tobtal lack of concern for his business and

his inability to manage it, Mr. Eliot goes bankrupt.
Throughout the disgrace of her husband's

failure, Mrs. Hliot's »nrid nd ambition enable her to

win her the grudging

recognition of her friends. After the disaster, sunk into

a "helpless, petrified, silent gloom™ (TH, 32), Mrs. Eliot
is unable for some days to confront her neighbours, but

soon recovers and goes to church
2

There she takes a prominent seat, gives her offering in
an obvious manner, and talks to her friends as if nothing

had happened.

Mrs, Bliot's life has been for her a disappointment.
She finds that she does not love her husba ind; indeed she
him. She tells Lewls she

e

the wrong man and has lost hope thereby of

fulfilling her yvouthful dreams. In her yvouth she had

<

>xpected "a husband who would give her love and luxury

=te" (T, 41). Now, "beaten dowm by misfortune"

ibes her, she is left with only her "romantic,

surging, passionate imagination®™ (TH, A1) and her great

Because she cannot realize her dreams and ambitions

for herself, Mrs. Eliot sees her two children, and Lewis
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in particular, as

~

satisfaction otherwise unavailable to her. B5She feels

1
that Lewls is like and will not be content until

he has achieved wealth and fame, And in this hoped-for
achievement she bases all her hopes and dreams. She sees

Lewis's success not in terms of him alone, bubt in terms

of the fulfillment of her own ambitions. In that she
he best for Lewis, her concern is love, but 1t is

1

in that she wants to find in his success her
Lewis looks upon this concern of his mother's not
as pure love, but as the desire to dominate. In response
to it he experiences what he calls elsewhere the "claus-
trophobia of being loved" (LD, 192). Because he sees his
mother's love as intruding on his orivacy, Lewis 1s unable
to respond to it. Although he can agree with Mr Eliot's
LuigiQﬂS for him, although he can be happy with her,

although he can give himself to the friendliness of others,

there is a barrier between his mother's love and his accep-
tance of 1t. Lewls describes their relations:

I could make the response [ba giving himself] that
others wished for, except to my mother. I was less
spontaneous with her than with anyone else...s [T
was longz before I tried to understand it. She
needed me more than any of the others needed me. She
needed me with all the power of her nature --...e
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(i

he needed me as an adult man, her son, her like
her equal. She made her demands: without knowing
it, T resi_bed.

U’)

(TH, 45)

|, his mother, anxious that

he should take his place as an equal with the other boys,

gives him a ten-shilling note for his war contribution.

response is not the respect and admiration Mrs. Bliot en-
visaged, but rather Mr. Peck's scathing declaration: "I

wonder vou don't feel obliged to »ut it by towards your

father's debts (TH, 53).
When his mother insists on being told what has

happened, Lewls first puts her off and then makes up a

lie which does not reveal any of what has happened, but

LA

which, even though it is a story that would be pleasing

to her, Mrs. Eliot will not accept. Lewis realizes his

1ie hurts his mother worse than the truth would have done:

romancing simply to save
ogradation Yet I should have

re love 1if T Lad told her the truth.

been more loving to let her take an

6

brought | ‘OJ mo

Tt would have

equal share in that day's suffering. That lie
1

showed the flaw between us.

(T, 56)

At school, Lewis is successful, giving his mother,

yal
L

or the first time, some tangible rewards for her concern




6

N

25 he wins the Senior Oxford examination. Even so, ne
3

still keeps himself apart, managing to keep "buried
deep" (TH, 58) the claims his mother makes. Af
pleting school, he takes the job most available -- the
ice, beginning
at the same time to study law at evening classes. Thus he

is still unable to give his mother any indication that he

is going to fulfill her hopes. He camot let her into his

private existence, not even to the point of telling her
that he is not unambitious, that his nosition as a clerk

is a stepping-stone to something greater. And so, when
frs, Eliot dies, it is without receiving a really convincing
sign of the love and gratitude Lewis feels deep within him.

ath nears:

Cl
-y
®
ik
3
—
03]
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®
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He describes his feeling as his mot

T tried to console her T told her that,
whatever T did, I should y Jy childhood wit
me; always I should hear her speaking.... yet
afterwards I never believed that I brought her
comfort...e She knew as well as I, that if one's
heart is invaded by another, onec will either

N

assist the invasion or repel it....

(T

[@BE]
(i
::i,
A
~
=

=3

o

, 65)

Lewis chooses to repel it, making his understanding of

i

O

93]
¢ )

how a stranger becomes a brother more difficult to

[

6]

achieve,
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is a realist; he does not let himself be

M

carried away either by his memories of the vast or by his

o

dreams of the future. He does not feel €}

e urgency of

succeeding through Lewis and so does not require much of

de Ty o} Ll

his son., Lewis is aware of tThis and grateful for it:

She Ehis mother] meant far more to me than my
father; vet with him I never felt a minute's
awkwardness. He was amiable, absorbed in his
own daydreams; he was dependent on me, even as
a child, for a kind of comic reassurance, and
otherwise made no claims. He did not invade
ny feelingSea..,

her that Lewls achileves a rapport
which is actually a policy of mutual non-interference.
Nelther enters deeply into the thinking or the actions of
his privacy; each keeps his
secret places inviolate.

IIT

The relationships of Lewis and his parents set

o

[

the pattern for his relationships with other individuals.

Where women and love are concerned, Lewis 1s not adeot.

The demands his mother makes upon him unfit him

il
s

or the

- .

self-gilving necessary in marriage. Lewis's relationships

<o

with men, however, follow the pattern o

i_i
(e
0

ship with his father. It is only when nothing vita
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required of him that Lewlis is able to forget himself and

(')

4 1

form deep bonds with other people. His two marriages

e

er a picture of his growth Irom stranger to brother;

LN

of'fe

1
L

he takes his first real steps, 1s discouraged,

CT

in them
retreats into himself, and then finally sees what is re-
quired of him.

In his first marriage Lewis is handicapped, not
only Dby his experience of a possessive mother's love, but

Ea)

by the emotionally disturbed nature of his wife, S

3]

_.!n
¥

Knight. This first marriage is traced primarily in Time

F B

of Hope, which follows it until 1933, and in Homecomings,

which completes the story. She is referred to in

Strancers and Brothers, The Conscience of the Rich, The

)

TLirht and the Dark, The Masters, and The New Men, but

there she remains a shadowy background figure,

o
L

The daughter of a country vicar, Sheila is extremely

N

beautiful, and in spite of his wariness of love, Lewis

allows himself to develop an infatuation with her that he
terms "delectable beyond my expectation® (TH, 149). He
soon becomes aware, however, that Shella is not the ideal

being that he has pictured. When he receives from his

1.7 4

Aunt Za a loan that will enable him to study full-tine

for the Bar examinations, Lewis comes to Sheila bursting

with happiness and expecting her to rejoice with him.
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But he is disappointed, for her resovonses to his eager-
Eagiy 3 = L]

ness are abrupnt and never touch the basis of his’

elation =-- the opportunity to succeed (TH, 59). To make

it harder to take, Sheila irmediately be
in Lewis's story of the difficulties of
whom she has never met. This i1s the fir

something that Lewis has been unaware of

ility to become really interested in

further evidence

Christmas party

o

inviting him to go to a
sending him on

Just

wmiliation, he

a

hi

S

love. 'Seared,” as

pride wounded, Lewis determines never

2

%o ‘act "

e
U

-

a (=

Sheila's hands,

mother's demanding love, tThreaten

a

from his progress to nd to

into his isolation.

of

hough she had never been'™ (TII,

combined wi

comes absorbed

o Kag

- s T~ -y 3
two of npis ifrlenas,
st indication of

~— Sheila's

him, or to love

with
Man.

suf-

In

by Sheila.

ready to withdraw

humiliation, his

Sheila again

th the

him

s Lo turn

force him back

2
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Sheilla returns to him, but her thoughtlessness in-

creases, as well as her uncertainty as to her own feelings.

Time and again she rejects Lewlis; time and again Lewis
resolves to be done with her. At one point, Sheila finds

whorr she feels she can love. Lewls

a man, Hugh Smith,

chases him off. Finally, in her despair, she consents to
marry Lewis. As she does so, she insists that she still
cannot love him, that she will not be a satisfactory wife,
that the marriage will not satisfy either of them. Her

reason for giving in is simple: "I'm not strong enough to

~J

1). In spite of what he knows about

y
D

go on alone' (

narries her. In doing so, as Mr., Jerome
2

o3

her nature, Lewis

1 ~

Thale has nointed out,

N
I

Lewis keeps himself independent

from another's demanding, possessive love, since Sheila is
unable to love him.

\fter the marriage, relations between them deter-

lorate further, as Sheila tries frantically to find love:

she consults psychiatrists, and throws herself at down-and-
out people. As she becomes increasingly schizoid, Lewis
has to care for her so much that his career begins to

suffer. Finally, unable to endure the tortures she feels

2 o " : . : .
: "C.P. Snow: The Art of Worldliness,”" Kenyon Review,
XXIT (Fall, 1960), &30.
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she is suffering, Sheila commits suicide. At first Lewis

.
H
i

feels a welcome relief, but he soon begins to experience a

ailure of the nmarriage.
Lewis's love for Sheila consists of three elements.

4

His desire to have her as a wife is pure selfishness and

much like his wother's wish to see
that having Sheila is a measure of his achievement. He

also wants her physically; he is consumed by sexual desire

spon Lewis suddenly and expressed chiefly by ©

shaking of his hands (TH, 241), this desire seems little

more than animal. Even after their marriage, mutual

sexual love does not develop. NMost often it is a cuestion

of Lewis's sudden urges and Sheila's unresponsive sub-

mission, There is no searching for knowledge of the other,
no tenderness -- only a 121, mechanistic relation

(i, 553, Snow's language and style here is cold and
clinical, matching the emptiness of the emotion.

But Lewis's love for Sheila has a third quality,
purer and more selfless. He does sacrifice himsel
her. He could abandon her manvy times -- indeed he tries

it once, but soon regrets his harshr

i

1eila repulses until their marriag




wife's helplessness, goes back to her (TH,

Though his persistence is explained partly by his infatua-

a-

than when he first knew her. But having such an unfortunate

pvartner serves, in the long run, to hold Lewis

is seen in his second marriage.

v
Two vears after Sheila's death, Lewls meets
Margaret Davidson, with whom he soon falls in love. Qui

is an extraverted, selfi-giving

the spirit;,” as one review of

3 m

person, a

he reWauwoqshlw between Lewls and

o]

Homecomings has 1itT.

Margaret i1s followed principally in Homecomings, but she

fisures in The Affair and is mentioned, though not by nane
~ pJ fohv) o 5

in The Light and the Dark.

Although she loves him, Margaret is wary of Lewis.

The first time they talk of their love, she shows immediate
insizht into the nature of his first marriage. Talking
of it, she says, "It wasn't a relationship. You were

~

time" [ (H, 110}, Her fears about

BTigﬁg LIVIIT (October &

P



Lewis turn out to be true, for he is unable

former ways. Having had to deal witlh
nature for so long has left him even less capable of

committing himself to love than he had been in his youth

His desire to keep himself a stranger has been reinforced
by Sheila's nature. 3But Sheila is replaced by someone who

is eager to give herself and who demands that he give him-

self in return.

Tewls does not reveal toc anyone that Shella's death
was self-inflicted, Only the housekeeper, the doctor, and
Sheila's parents know the truth. Not even has

s

been told. When she finds out, her doubts about Lewls's

nature are justified.

iy

Gilbert Cooke, a friend of Lewis's, with an obsessive

curiosity, mekes investigations into Sheilla's death, finds

4

out the truth, and tells his story to others. HMargaret

learns it from her sister Helen and, confronting Lewils
tells him of the impossibility of

cind of life are we supposed to be living?
c

1 L 1
Do vou think that I couldn't accept aﬂVb”jﬂc tha
has happened to vou? What I can't bear is that
you should try to censor something important. I
can't stand it 1f vou insist on living as though

vou -were alone."



She also berates his attitudes towards his friends:
TALL u71b@rb has done is just to treat you as
t se, Of course he's

1 ri?h“ when he's being in-
hut when he Touches
you -- you can’t bear it., You want to be private,
vou don't want to give and take like an ordinary
anf'.  She went on: M"That's what has ”u3d°peo TOou

about CGilbert. TYou issue bulletins about vovrsel*..w

(H, 163)

This then is Lewis's attitude towards loved ones

and friends. It is essentially the same as that towards

his mother. ace of this attitude, his relation-
1 with teriorates; they cannot even talk

their nroblems out. They cannot break through the wall

nopelessness of the situation, breaks off the relation-

ship, and soon marries a doctor, Geoffrey Hollis,
Tt is only when he thinks over his affair with

Margaret that Lewls comes to a clearer understanding of

he especially was at

where their mistakes lay and where

fault. It seems for a time that he will keep away from

Margaret, but just as he could not help but return to

-

he 1s now drawn back to Margaret.

ol
1

There is a difference: Lewlis's realization oi

|t

tote

3

-

fault brings an awareness of what is required of the in-

Tt




dividual . Scciety must be based on seli-giving, on the

[a
w2

haring of secrets and worries, on involvement. He
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t to be a %spectator,” remaining on the
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With this revelation there comes to Lewls an in-

so he meets her again, persuade

°

@]

her to divorce her husband, and soon marries her. But
there is still a bhlock to complete Pbrotherhood®e Téwis is

little concerned for Dr. MHollis, whose son Maurice

Margaret brings with her. Even as he proceeds towards
it . 11 . . ~ - 3 R P
brotherhood, Lewlis is hampered by his selfishness.

Lewis and Margaret start a new life and soon have
a son of their own. Lewis learns slowly how to absorb
himself in others, in Margaret and the two boys. But when
his own son, Charles, becomes 11l with meningitis, Lewils
reverts to his former sel {e seeks to keep his anxiety

.

co himself, to let no one intrude on his private
Tarzaret's attempts to comfort
ime "when I wanted

to keep my inner self inviolate™ (i, 390). Facing the

possibility of Charles' death, Lewls wants to assure his




]

L7
ability to "lose [ﬂwmselﬁj in sadness, have no one near
[him] " (g, 391). The steps Lewls has taken towards emo-
v

ional maturity seem for a moment Lo have been lost. But

Margaret is finally able to meke him understand the essence
of community, for in spite of her own desire to be wi

E

her son, she tells him to go to the hospital alone. Lewils

~

es someone clse's self-giving. He sees M

O]

inally s

self-denving love contrasted with his selfishness. He

changes his mind and says simply, "Come with me" (H, 392).

With th

world in which he has existed. The child recovers and
here takes pla in Lewis & healing of the scars left by
there tekes place in Lewis healing of the scars left by

his past experience. He has been drawm out of himself by
Margaret's love and devotion. Before he has kept himsel

4 - ~

separate., Now he has the hope of a fuller existence. The
stranger has reached the [irst major stage in his progress
towards becoming a brothe

Reflecting Lewis's progress is th
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ted, clinical descriptions of Lewlis's

animal desire for Sheila are replaced by descrintions of

his ter a night of love., The previous note of

hopelessness 1s replaced bv one of fulfillment and content-

ment (H, Chapter XXIT),

fe—
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Lewis's relationshins with his
parents and with his two wives has taken us through two

3

decades and more. And while it is 194L8 by the time Lewis

—

na

hed the doorway to full brotherhood, he has had

16}
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other experiences which have helped point him in the right
direction.

When Margaret berates Lewis for keeping secret the

b

vital aspects of his life, she says in her anger, but with

s

T Eal

truth: "'With those who don't want much of you, vou'lre un-
selfish... . With anyone who wants vou altogether, vou're
cruel.... Jith most people vou're food...but in the end

vou'll break the heart of anyone who loves you'" (H, 163),

We have seen the truth of the latter vpart of this state-
ment; but the truth of the first pnart can be seen in the

relationship of Lewls Eliot with two men: Roy Calvert and

Yarch. MNeither wants to "possess™ Eliot in the

way that a parent or a lover would. Because nothing is

o h?

demanded of him, Lewls achieves with each of these men a

el
i

self-forgetfulness and brotherhood.

1 s 13 o

two men who are in different degrees strangers, but who,

D

cheir particular situation, need a brother.

7 Calvert. The Light and the Dark

C
O
w
D
=
[63]
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e

tells his story, but he appears in Strangers and Brothers




student, attractive to women and appealing to men, but

"Byronically doomed to sexual and academic successes modi-
fied by a melancholia™” so dark that‘he often despalrs of
life itself. Royv plunges himself into his work, but he

cannot avoid his despalr, for, as Lewls points out;

right from the beginning, there were times
when his work seem oﬁ not wvnw but a drug. lHe
had thrown himself into 1it, in revulsion from
1is first knonOGOe of oooo lf. Uoon ir: the
k ~l ) v felt
of 1neﬁmlicable Aloefy, the ourden

thought that too often
against the dark.

(LD, 48)

Roy tries various devices to counteract or at

least hide his melancholy. At times he is really gay
and self-forgetful, rising to heights of exuberance, as

during his holiday at Monte Carlo (LD, Chapters 11-13)s

at others, he is crushed by melancholy but forces himself

er Tto make life easier

thers. So he comforts the Master's wife and daughter

|

after Vernon Rovce's death (LD, Chapters 16 and 17)..

Hortense Calisher, "Can There be an American C.P,
Snow?" The Reporter, XV (November 1, 1956), L2.
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imnossible to satisfy him. He first takes upn with Rosalind
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ivkes, 2 from hias home town, for whom, as Lewls says,

occunation”™ (LD

in sensuality cannot satisfyv Roy, so he turng

o
AL

the daughter of the Master of the tollege. Unsure of

herself in physical love, she is enraptured Dy Roy.

Althouch she zives

AL % £y -

herself to him, she cannot nlease him.,

0

o

Eventually, in what seems to be a last desperate effort to

shut out his desnair, Roy marries Rosalind.
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searches for relirious Ffaith, Tor God. He wants to

he armihilated as 2 0DErsSON.. .-

to lose himself eternally in Zod's being'™ (LD, 191).
RS
This he 1s unable to do. There is no wav for him to avoid

despair, no way to bring meaning to his life.
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his flying, Rov's despailr seems to 1ift. DBut even as his

mission.

Despite Roy's virtual suicide, Lewls Eliot's concern
for him has had two vital effects. The first is the effect
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to terms with his
isolated, but whose nature is not as dark as Roy's, reaches
out of his loneliness to help a fellow.man.

Lewis's whole concern 1s for Roy: he is prepared to
sit up with him all night to help him through
black melancholy;. He worries endlessly over Roy's mad

pursuit of extreme ways of alleviating his despair. He

®

protects Roy when his escapades could cost the young
scholar his position in the college -- the one community
to which he really belongs (LD, Chapter 18 7). Lewls

talks to Rov out of his own experience and offers him all

the hope he can. He provides Roy with a friend and a

friendt!s comfort; he is Roy's only beacon of light in a
dark world. That alone justifies Lewis's self-giving,

in spite of Roy's death.
But there is also the effect on Lewis. For the
1e is really taken outside of him-

self. FHe learns the trouble of another -- a trouble deeper
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than his own. He learns that by giving himself he can
help a fellow stranger and make a fuller being.

Ty

He resclves to become more like Rov:

>d the absolute uOlt—!O“f tfulness
@]

pent vwmuo]T on another \in caring
@ s wzaow] the seli-forgetfulness
e en given to ae. I was not cavable
i f selflessness, I was not made like
ir O

uld trv to 1mitate him in practice,
(LD, 178)

In seeing Roy's concern for others and in finding in

Roy's predicament an object for his own concern, Lewils
takes an important step on the road to community. Two

7 . . o

brothers; such is the basis of society.

C.P. Snow describes another male friendship im-
portant in the development of Lewis Eliot from stranger
to brother: that with Charles M

this friendship is seen in The Conscience of

1d Charles appears very

4]

irst appears Charles 1s beginning

amined from another aspect
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from a well-to-do

promising career at the Bar. He comes

the connections provided by his

harles's brilliant start seems certain.,
Levwis Bliot, with whom he becomes acquainted during
their Bar examinations in London, shares in much of
Charles's subsequent experience., Charles decides that,
sing the advantages handed him so readily, he

He tells Lewis o

sented part of an environment that
nyse 1. You see, I can't say it
T

1y at the Bar, I should be

belonged to the world...of rich

ews. That is the world in which
most people want to keep me.... 1L T stayed at the
Bar, T should get cases from Jewish 007101u01o, I
should become one of the gang. And people outside

ot
&
@]
et
[

d dismiss me, not that they need so much excuse,

£

as another bright yvoung Jew. Do you think it's
olerable to be set aside like that?!

(CR, LO)
eels he owes something to society. The
1inks, must heve a conscience, must do something

b e}
i
:

ore than build their lives on the base of wealth an

1y Ea)

pvosition provided for them. So he decides to study

medicine and to take up a practice in a poorer district

.

of London. Instead of hiding within the well-of

society into which he has been born, Charles wants to go

beyond it, to enter into the larger brotherhood of

Charles's father, Leonard March, objects to all this very
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strongly. He thinks that his son iscraz? to give up a
zardous Course,.

attention to the

'n this friendship with Charles, Lewis both acts
and is acted upon. He is a fri for Charles, someone
to back him up in his arguments with the March family.

the friend, tocs of Charles's father and of his sister,

therine, often serving as a go-between for the individuals

W e
nauo
involved in problems arise, he

is there to advise Tn all thi ewls once more becomes

hat he forgets him-

for others,
though the emotional extent of this giving is not
the same as it is where Rov Calvert is involved.

Once more, Lewis is acted upon and is given new

insights. Because his parents were poor and because he
has had to gain his place by ability and determined

see someone give up the

From his youth, Lewis has

lived in a narrow world -~ narrow nolt only in the sense of

outlook on the world. He has been so bent on making his
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v that he has forgotten that his

oy
Q

neces The horizon of his outlook is

ney J P
exnanded as

he meets someone with a wider social outlook

than his owm.

be let into Lewls's privacy:7 With each he

well; he is liked by each and fond of each. Whereas the

pattern of Lewis's relatlionship with his wives is con-

trolled by his childhood experience of his mother's possess-

ive love, his relationships with Roy and Charles follow
the pattern of that with Bliot. Dy the first relation-

] he is held back from succeeding in society; by the
second he i1s helped to give hiw 5. Only by
ziving can real relationships be maintained.

VIT
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av wnicn
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There is a third type of relationship
Lewis is successful: a business or casual affair, where
even less self-giving is required. Lewis and the other

person usually lilke each other
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While he 1s dnvolved with the Marches, Lewis comes

upon another friendship, Charles's sister meets and

. q n
1

marries Francls Getliffe, with whom Lewis becomes friendly,

partly because of Katherine and partly because o

similar attitude towards politics. In Time of Hone and

"he Masters, there are indications that 1t is Francis who

helps Lewis obtain his Fellowshiop in the €ollege. In The

2}

the two men find themselves on opposite sides in

w Master and become estranged for a

time, but the friendship recovers and is followed further
[

. . - X . O . x . - .

in The New Ifen and The Affair. This friendship is slight,

13 LI

of relationships between individuals are of

is achieved,

Another example of this casual, rather uninvolved

relationshin is that of Lewlis Eliot and Herbert Getliffe

Francis Getliffe's half brother, under whom Lewlis studies

for the Bar. Herbert Getliffe is a peculiar man, an un-

T

orthodox but successful lawyer. He becomes qguite attached

27,

to Lewis during thelr acquaintance and

continues after Lewls leaves the chambers. Getliffe is

This friendship will be examined more fully in



riends in Strangers and

i

Brothers; but he is also a source of concern, as he is
9
the cause of a crisis in The Consclence of the Rich.

Lewis has doubts about Getliffe's ability as a law
his nervousness in the courtroom and

fuse names irritates Lewlis. Getlif

managing to have his poorly-paid assistants »ay

0 sets Lewis to

62}

meals to which he invites them. He al
writing anpreciations of cases and then takes the credit
for them.

Although Lewis has doubts about Cetliffe, he does
not retreat into himself as he does with Shei
the relationship is not deep and demanding, he
keeps on with the friendship., The rela
deep nor especially smooth; nothing

difficultiecs in the world of strangers and brothers; but

it is veluable in Lewis's opening up of himself, in his
achieving community .

VITI

te

Lewls establishes fthree kinds Of'felaﬁiangh%fs

0o

will be examined in greater
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the intimete, soul-rending, self-giving love of mother

-

and son, husband and wife; the less demanding, but vet

binding, friendship between individuals; the more distant,
less binding, but valuable and rewarding acquaintance.
s [ L

irst, Lewls turns in upon himself and
retreats into a private world from which he shuts others
out Lewis's response to the second is almost unconscious,
because it comes from within himself and is not demanded
e Y-t Tacniaen 1 T a more Tormal ana | s d e NnAirne + e
aNnouLier .. Because 17 18 more rormal ana lesg demancalng, che
third type of friendship is easier to engage in.

is he moves toward brotherhood, Lewlis's sexual

more spiritual.

relationships

So his second marriage is more successful in this aspect,
largely because he haé learned more about being a brother.
The same is true of Roy Calvert. In genersl, strangers --

promiscuity for the sensual pleasure they cen find in 1
Those who are more near to being brothers -- the Master

and Paul Jago

better able to a

and Mary Pearson, in The New Men, are so capable o

themselv that thev achieve a vibrant sexual relationship,

epara-

ot
ot
3
]
[

3
6]

chaste even throughou

one which can

a-

tion., The descriptions Srow gives of their
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passion and an ability of des-

102) offer an evocation of

cription that are in sharp contrast to the harshness of
his earlier handlings of sexual love. VWhether this is a

matter of literary ability is not the chief cuestion here,
but perhaps it is significant that the cold, unsuccessful

relationships are described in bare, clinical terms, while
happy ones come more alive,
It is Lewis whose growth in awareness and under-

ot

we have been studying, but others too are learning:

ch i1s aware of a social concern; Roy Calvert
needs human fellowship; Hargaret Zliot realizes the need
for hushand and wife to give themselves entirely to the
other; Sheila Eliot searches for love because she knows
thout it the individual is hopeless; Albert Eliot

to keep himself intact; Lena Eliot

her real being in a loved one's success. Lac!

persons is, for a time, more stranger, but each graduvally

becomes a brother. By observing then

into thelr experiences, Lewis moves also from stranger to

o

But before he can entirely move out of ©

1

he isolation
of a stranger to the socially-conscious awareness of a

brother, he rmust learn to react to others, not as he does
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to his mother and Sheila, for such reaction only makes him
more a stranger; nor as he does Lo the Getliffes, for that

ar enough Ltowards brothernood. His
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freguent kind, for such reletionship and devotion does
not havpen often to one man. DBut such & relationship is
nearer to what is necessary for community. Only when

ther and are not limited

O

nersons are concerned for each
in their awareness of the possi

ship can any effective soclety be esta

Strangers are becoming brothers, The individual-is

learning to exist in society. Only as he learns to join
with his Ffellows in forming social units and institutions

Ea i

can he take the first major step towards brotherhood.




CHAPTER II

ES N

THE THDIVIDUAL

IS FELLOWS: FIRST STEPS
I

> s

The next level of human relationshins through which

Lewis Bliot moves as he progresses from stranger to brother

ndividuals-~relationships between

family, his friends, his accquain-

lese, It 1is when the individual

is faced with the combined attitude of a group of other
people that he is aware for the first time of the existence

£ a larger concern than that of one individual for znother,

Linked with this is the danger that the group may dominate
the individual, but this is an inherent danger that must
be faced - ¢ and solved; it cannot simoply be avoided.

In the relationships consldered in this chapter, Lewils

nlavs a secondary role; in most cases he 1s the narrator,

il

es are chiefly about others, as Lewis describes

ik} - -
ne soor

1

out of these relationships.

It is from his mother, naturally enough, That Lewls

Jo ol

Tirst

T
Lo

rger family relationshins. Mrs.

coming from a family of eleven children, a family
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as a whole. She is concerned narticularly

to a concern

Because her father married twice, wi

"two-family® home, is worried that her nart of
: : S e TR e KB | 1 -
the family wealth has been given To members of the other,

So she does her best to »nubt the mat
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in order, partly to obtaln money

1er "deep instinctive lovalties™ for her

restore

. Bliot's,

the children of

ldren marrying into

Los

-

iciently bound by




is suitable to Lewis's nature.

however, he becomes

Eal -

lv rel

from leading a useful, rewarding life.
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NiD WNlCcon Thnreauvent

The Conscience of the Rich ics

I
Charles and Lewd
are of importa:

prevent

concerned,

gradual

i RVl e
Yarch uncles,

but he holds her off
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Ay b poes HHEES Ty - 1 -+ N Ao Ty Y e 3
its members. IMr. lMarch is the focus for this possessive-
ness, but the

1 1 :

Charles is acutely aware of his Jewishness and in-
hibited by 1t. Lewls, in his earliest acguaintance with

anily and home; he

me. . « o He spoke in & tone
had heard him use: not
15, but cold, as th h angry
J‘

; receive the )
er if vou would care to dj 1e at my
house next week?V

d . HMelther of us spoke for a
aid: "It M'unu NﬂmeCuL vou to
Jevwish fa 11?\7 "

—
(@)
i)
I

he chapter closes with these words; Lewis does not dis-

Lewis meets Charles's gister Xatherine

I
[
[N
o
h
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her, Leonard, "Mr. L.," as he is called by

ie 1s a happy, vital man, full of stories and
possessed of what Lewis terms "gobal recall™ (CR, 18).
His chief amusement 1s to recount stream-of-consciousness

~ f 3 Tafm 3 ™ o
his past, in which his Jlarge

figure onrominently. very much aware of the

de o b

family and its tradition devoted to 1t, and deter-

b



mined to keep his children wit

mu
h
i

This concern

insists on Katherine's going to v

)

regular dances
of Jewish s
ccboteﬂ i
ui*ef.i

or the young
onc o means,

uses to go; like Charles, she is rebelling

Lo stay wit! raditional boundaries and

under the guidance of a

L

nsist even more that she go: "I'm not

Q]
Q
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1
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Ly

nressing you. Ixcept that there are certain actions I

daughter .:. " (CR
The resentment of Charles and Katherine towards

family affects Lewls's relations with them:

¢

T had already s which being Jews

had for oot rie } f ihcw had not
spoken of it, I dared not hu hem by saying a
word. I could not forget Ch es's *ﬂVleblOﬂ to
'see the inside of a Jewv i1ly! nor Katherine's
face as they guerrelled ai dance.

Soon after this, Charles's first case, in which he 1is

successful, comes to him through his family connections,

This he feels is not good enou

he set in a Jewish mold, that he will eventually
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be unable to escape from the world of Jews. Because of

social guilt™ and his Wsick conscience™ (CR, 11L4),

A combination of influences--racial, cultural,

1t work in Charles, but they are all

I35

I s -
Tamlly.

oo

10 st o make him conscious of

- [ . I S - T Y - ey 1o [
him separate, and 1t 1s to his Family, as represented by
his father, that Charles nust answer. MNr. first

believe a word of it," he savs., "You ought to have

chosen a more suitable time to tell me. You mig

[y

known that hearing bthis would put me out of step for the

day... « - In any case, I don't believe a word of it"®
(CR, L2)y. At a family dinner, Charles faces the combined

wrath of his relatives. They are disturbed deeply, but
it is Mr, March who expresses thelr feelings:

"1 am not prepared to tolerate vour attitude
can dissociatbte yourself from me in all

erns. Even if T survive criticism
ly on your account, that isn't to adm
vou've separated yourself from wme . . . .
-
d

o]
t3 s

the
that
I do

N

propose to let you abandon vourself to
levices. . . . L want something for vou.

=t
J
Pl (0 O
=
!.J
.0

T've always wanted for you.'.
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not completely successful and

so has Winvested 211 those rejected hopes in Chaz

.3 COon L,]”O.x_

refuses Lo oive him his inheritance once he decides to

study medicine. After that, the two maintain a surface

relationshin, but they ties of mutual
st are concerned. To

March's despair, Katherine marries

the level, as Lewis says, of "self-respect and his ex-
+ avrnal o g o N e ek (,“D !
ternal fTace to the world O, 103},

until a new crisis arises, one in which

Charles's actions have & direct e
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in the course of her activities, finds evidence of political

carcer. Herbert

. 4

1S at one time been

to know of government plans to nlace certain
relatly res,

the con-

Sir Philin

freed

discredit and harass its political

turned un the information about Sir Philip in trying to

embarrass others. Now she is the on

i3
fod
~
O
b
@]

who can prevent

EN

the publishing of the information. Sir Philin cannot




"Youlve never forgiven

To sTOov your
Since vou

DOWET OVEr YOoU., fou’vo never

;,,is woman vou've neve:s c

LY Tou've been lestroy
vervt ily because of

Tt is not that Charles is unaware of the claims of
his him, nor that he is unconcerned about
or

Lewlis does afifects no one

farmilv., Fis reply is final: he will not stopn the publi-

The news is published, the scandal is revealed, and

from his position. Katherine and

rch prepares to
his revolt

talzes a harsher

contbrol

reject not only

also his responsibility towards
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Lo eliner vihreaven

st as Lewls felt it

Ju

Ead A
Charles rejects father
. 4 . sl
But in Charles's case, C.P.
. - oy 3 m1 N
Snow has entered a new area of human relations., The cues-

2]

bosis of soclely-—-

to a larger ovart

€

and honour a duty to be paid them? Charles rejects both

follow his conscilence;

vin absolute control over Charles's

T
oy
<
O
i)
®
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annot expect

and love; it is an essen-—

- . . 1 Ava e A FER OO
and Tor that reason demands that he
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1, ol - Foslund 1
to some extent at least, be

concern himsell W

e yea
subiect to its traditions

seen in o Ann's illness. She is

taken

7 - oy -
e re ] <

onshi

1Y

fellows once they have voluntarily banded

in a less important

role in Homecomings and is alluded to in The Li

George Passant 1s a native of Lewis's home town, a
George Passan

sollcitor who 1s a me

.
Iy i

the

s

most renutable law firm, and a teac

. 1 Nal L4 T e
i

er of night
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is particularly devoted to Jack,

his job and is to finish his training at
the school. Becausc of his in Jack's behalf
before the Doard of Education (8B, Chapter 5), George
estahlishes his reputation in the eves of the conserva-

tive towmspeople as the morally and traditionally lrres-

ponsible leader of a radicel, free-thi
sroup of young neople.

Jac Iz

T L e e a
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Ao erhand ] IRt e
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for one business, but Jack is soon in debt and

TOo rescue

sLtber of the
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dealt with more fairly
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the group

TLeNGsSn

e - A o e Il . -
orcets dreans. George, Jack,

enter on

and operation of an

)

doubtful circulation




Tuture. Recause of

one oi

the claims they make about the future of the paper in

order to borrow monev bring them into court. When 1t is
established that Martineau's vagueness and his resuliting

terpretation of the facts of the circulation are to

dropped. Another charge is left, ever,
Jecause Georgels group wish to be as self~sufficient
as possible, they have a place wherce they will be un-

or Mmany years

house, but Jack, George and Cliver decide

they are not using

4

private place to meet. Tor these ac

charge is laid. Once more they are accused of Talsifying
the faets about the prospects for the financial success

of the farm. This, combined with

eged sexual

7 Ea)
O ~ 7 O__r.

zroup and the charges brought against them, he

comes on indications of the gradual

ocroun as George had or nally conceived of it (SB, 251-
& i [ o 3

been a legitimate ildealist,

<o

252). He finds that Ceorge
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as we have seen, a leader destined, he believed, to gulde

his friends to a fuller and more meaningful life But he
has gradually become less of a leader, to a great gree

subordinate to Jack, who takes advantage of him and uses

a1

the club as a screen for his own eroticism,

and vuts up with them because he realizes that Ceorge is
deceiving himself and will eventually give way
desires.

Actualls

1
ot

erotic impulses, but has

-

separate Ifrom the group. As early as the sixth chapter

rothers, Lewis goes with George to

Nottingham and seces him delighting in the sensuality he
finds there, Tor a time, George succeeds in keeping any
open immoralilty out of the group's activities. He allows

no sexual activity and he even disguises his fondness for
alcohol, going to the public house under the pretense of

taking

Gradually, however, George permits the groun to be
reduced to a convenient means of satisfying physical

desires. At one point, Lewls returns from London to be
by the new atmosphere of indulgence (SB, Chapter

23). Soon George takes up openly with members of the
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group=~Freda, Mona, and Daphne, in particular. He lets

slip his high idealism, choosing to ignore the danger,
which he has seen from the beginning, of the group's being
ruined by gossip of immorality within it (SB, 53—54),
By this surrender he prevents the group from achieving the
high ideals he once had. Throughout. the group's existence;
one fault has been that the members do not realiy share
George's idealism, nor do they really concern theméei#es
with the threat from outside. For them, the group is a
convenience, a means to an endes

George Passant is a brother; he needs companionship.
He is not, like Lewis, willing to observe a self-protecting,
non-involving friendship, but wants to give all of himself
for his friends, to risk his career énd his social position
for the good of others and in order to be drawn close to
them. For this reason he gives himself to tutoring Lewls
for the Bar and to backing Jack in his business ventures.

The person who, like George Passant, is willing to
give so much of himself, must be prepared, if he is realis-
tic, to be "used" by someone. He must be aware of the

dangers. In his idealism, George at first does not see

5This will be dealt with more fully in the follow-
ing chapter, in connection with the attitude of another
group ~- the fellows of the college.
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Jack's underhanded methods and when he does, discovers that

he has so come under Jack's power that he is unable to do
anything about it.

Still clinging to his hopes and illusions, George
testifies at his trial. His final answer rings with hope,
with the desire to do so much for his group. But he deceives
only himself. Lewis tells of George at this point:

As he spoke, George had a helpless and suffering
look. This last answer scarcely anyone understood,
even those of us who knew something of his language,
and the barrier between his appetite for living and
his picture of his own soul. He was alone . . .
more than he had ever been. For a moment, I found
myself angry with him. Despite the situation, T
was swept with anger . . . Jor all his eagerness for
life » » o for all the warmth of his heart and his
"yision of God;" he was less honest than his
attackers » « o o He was less honest than those who
saw in his aspirations only the devices of a carnally
obsessed and self-indulgent man. He was corrupt
within himself « o o o

(_S__lis 285=86)

George is a man of ideals, even delusions, but he
achieves something of which Lewis is not as yet capable:
he sees the value of the group and gives himself to it.

He tries to fofget himself, although the need to satisfy
his ambitions is in him at all times. If disaster comes
to George as a result of the special nature of his charac-
ter, it is not because when one gives oneself it leads
necessarily to disaster. At least George goes a step
further than Lewis: he learns to trust others as indi-

viduals and as a community. And whereas Lewis, when he
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is mistreated by Sheila, whom he gives himself to, retreats

into himself, George is willing to go on, to trust once
more. George Passant's world i1s not made up solely of in-
dividuals, strangers. Rather, he sees and accepts that

men must learn to be brothers.

IV 7

As we follow Lewis Eliot's development as a brother
and a member of society, the next level of community, of
society, that we encounter is that of the town, of that
group of people into which he is placed by birth, by forces
beyond his control., As individuals band themselves to=
gether, they must arrive at organizations into units and at
some form of government. The first attempt at government
that Lewis experiences is in the town. There men watch
over their fellows and concern themselves with their

actions and their fate. In Time of Hope Lewis is aware of

the town, but is not especially influenced by it. He sees
the power of the town over the individual only when he is
involved with George Passant,

The reaction of the unnamed town and its inhabi-
tants to George and his group varies in degree but not
in kind. On the whole, the group is regarded suspiciously
and unfavourably. With the exception of Dr. Arthur Morcum,

who is slightly older than most members of the group, and
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0ld Martineau, there is no one who sympathizes with the
group and its aspirations. Only the young people, at their
traditional age of rebellion, are attracted to the group.

One of the most frequent objections is that the
group is nothing more than a convenient means of covering
up promiscuity. As we have seen, George is aware of the
threat from such an outlook, but in his idealism he
believes that he can prevent these suspicions from becoming
facts., Gradually, the group is reduced to the hypocritical
screen it has been accused of being.

But the town's suspicions are not justified by what
happens. Its attitﬁde is based not so much on a genuine
concern for moral values as on a dislike of anything new
and radical. The time of the action, 1925-1933, is one of
radical, left-wing causes, supported by youths as they
sense their new liberty and are disgusted with the times
in which they live. The discussions in the group==about
politics, about literature, about sex--go against the
conservatism of the town. The people feel that the group
is composed of misguided young people who are to be at
once pitied and despised.

In the end, it is the established community that
stifles the aspirations of the individual and his group.

Is the community right? Or should George and his friends
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be allowed their freedom? Snow's answer here is the same

as when the individual aﬁd his family are involved. There
must be a partial surrender on both sides. The individual
and his group have a responsibility towards soclety; society
must be careful with its judgments on the rebel. Had the
tovm been more constructive in its attitude, had it not
rlagued the group with its rumours about the members'! sup-
posed misbehaviour, had it provided encouragement fof the
yvoung people to take part in the town's life-=better

-

encouragenent than the haphazard "evenings® at Martineau's
or the formal ones at Harry Eden's-=something happier might
have been the result. But the gfoup, too, and George in
particular, could also have been more tolerant. They never
really try to understand their elders. They, too, think in
stereotypes: the school under the control of the "establish-
ment;" presided over bv a principal incapable of administra-
tion (mostly because he is part of the establishment), &
bowing to the will of the local "bell-weathers! whose aim
in life is to mistreat their employees. {SB, li9),

In seeking to be brothers, George and his fellow
strangers are really looking for some basis on which to
build their lives, for some society which will serve as

a unifying force for their individuality. So George, vebel

that he is, still wants to maintain his position in the
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firm. Lewls sees the reasons behind this:

It seemed strange to notice George identifying
himself with a solid firm of solicitors in a
provincial town--but of course it is not the
Georges, the rebels of the world, who are indifferent
to authority and institutions. The Georges cannot be
indifferent easily; if they are in an institution, it
may have to be changed, but it becomes part of them-
selves. George in the firm was . « . vehement,
fighting for his rights, yet proud to be there and
excessively attached.

(SB, 88-89)

In the world of Lewis Eliot, the successful person
is the one who does not stand outside society and the'elass
structure that he sees in it. Rather, he moves within it,
accepts it, and mounts from level to level as he becomes
more successful,é The brother is one who accepts society

but does not.let it dominate him.

7
Individual and society must come to terms, for if

either is dominant, the community Snow envisages cannot

be attained. The family, friends, and the town must not

be allowed to rule the individual to the extent that he is

deprived of the opportunity to make his life as meaningful

and as satisfying as possible., But neither must the

6This point was made by the Reverend C.P. Crowley
in his talk, "The Closed "miverse of C.P. Snow,™ given on
the Trans-Canada Network of the Canadian Broadecasting Corpora-
tion, March 4, 1962.
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individual carry his separateness to the extreme where he

is not concerned with any obligation to his family, group,
or town.

Lewis Eliot sees the truth of this as he observes
Charles March and George Passant. Society cannot be
achieved if the individual insists on rejecting all claims
upon him. No wall can be allowed between the individual
and the group. As the individual learns to maintain his
integrity and at the same time arrive at a sense of com-
munity, then the strangef will more quickly become the

brother,



CHAPTER III

THE COLLEGE: COMMUNITY ACHIEVED

Lewls Eliot's next experience with individuals who
have formed a group comes when he enters a Cambridge college.
College activities are the subject for two books in the

"Strangers and Brothers" series, The Masters and The Affair;

the setting for The Light and the Dark; and the background.

for The New Men and Homecomings. Lewis never explains fully.

how he has come to be at the college, but it seems that
Francis Getliffe, whom he meets through the Marches, has
been instrumental in obtaining his election (LD, 1k; M, 197).
At any rate, he now teaches part time at the college; while
maintaining his legal career in Londone2

Some critics do not rate The Masters especially high

among Snow'fs novels; others class it among the best two or
three; still others regard it as outstanding. On the one
hand it has been condemned for describing a subject that is

"esoteric and remote,™ for picturing the struggle for power

lThe college is never given a name.

2By the time of The Affair, he has resigned his
fellowship.
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within the college as "on the level of addle-pated women
jostling for the chairmanship of the society bazaar,"3
But it has also been hailed for giving ™the impression of
being the product of a single pulsation of energy‘,“LP
But it is a novel of sustained action and a single
theme: men who are striving to maintain their society.
Snow's writing rises above the obscure phrasing and
unusﬁal manunerisms found in some of his other works. Who
can forget Mrs. Jago, the tormented hypochondriac who sees
injury and insﬁlt in every word spoken to her? Or Arthur
Brown, the smooth, satisfied manipulator of mén? Or
Professor Gay, that Victorian figure for whom the past
fifty years at the college have blended into one whole;
with different people and events taking on the attributes
of others?.o. "
There afe memorable scenes as well: Chrystalts

political tour de force, as he persuades both factions.

to act against their will in forcing the candidates to

vote for each other; Despara-Smith, turning to alcohol in

BMarghanita Laski, Review of The Masters, in The
Spectator, CLXXXVII (July 20, 1951), 100,

ky.p, Scott, Review of The Masters, in The New States-
man and Nation, XLIT (August 4, 19517, 134. -
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his solitariness, regretting his failures and making up for
them by supporting Crawford, the certain success; the scenes
at High Table and in the Combination Room, where the crimson
of the wine, the red of the carpets and draperies, and the
warm glow of the fire combine to produce a backdrop of
safety and comfort against which the often bitter drama
unfolds. |

If the action seems to move too slowly at times, if
the characters seem to talk endlessly and aimlessly, if
there are allusions , disturbing by their vagueness, to
Lewis's wife, to Francis Getliffe's wife's family, to a
mystefious George Passant, if the»collegé seems to have
no student body, the novel as a whole compensates for these
shortcomings by its insights into political motives, by its
evocation of character, and by its portralt of a college

torn between the humanities and the sciences. The Masters

reflects the wider world in which it is set and gives an
understanding of it precisely because it brings to life
the portrait of a college.

T

The Masters is a study of the wofkings of a community,

the tensions felt by its members, the points at which they

feel at one, and the periods of crisis, when it is in danger
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of flying apart. The opening. has been described as being

a5 quiet as the perimeter of a whirlpool, and like a
whirlpool it proceeds gently to fasten upon the intention,"5
It presents Lewis Eliot, who once again is both narrator and
participant, in his cozy room, the curtains drawn, the fire
piled with coal and ready to burn for hours. Lewis is
seated within a circle of light from the fire, while the
rest of the room is cold and dark (M, 3). The picture is
also of the atmosphere within the college., The group of
men--teachers and students==exist in a world of learning
whose traditions have been established centuries before;
whose life is one of custom and regularity, who share in

the warmth of the fellowship and in the light of knowledge
and understanding that come- to them through the college.
The safe intimacy of the college is about to be shattered

as is the calm of Lewis's life,

No sooner is the picture set than there comes the
forewarning of disaster: Paul Jago, the Senior Tutor,
arrives to tell Lewis of the certainty of the approaching
death of the Master, Vernon Royce, who has just been found

to have incurable cancer. And just as Royce's body is to

5Scott, op. cit., 134.
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be ravished and ultimately destroyed, so there isi: at work
within the college a sort of cancer that is to tear it from
within and threaten it:with.death,

For the college is now called upon to choose a new
master, a task which promises to produce difficulties.

Jago can see nothing more certain than the inevitability
of a great disruption (M, 9). He himself becomes one of
the candidates; the other is Thomas Crawford.

Jago is a teacher of English; whose academic achieve=
ment has not been great, out of whom "sympathy and emotion
[flomﬂ too easily (M, &), a man of ®"deep feeling™ and
fpassionate pride® (M, 5). To those who support him; such
as Lewis Eliot and Arthur Brown, he is a human being, full

life and feeling, with a concern for others that could

+h

o
be beneficial to the college. To his enemies, such as
Francis Getliffe and Arthuwr Winslow, he is an undistinguished
scholar whose election would be a disaster.

The formal objection to him is his lack of scholar-
ship., "What has he done?" 1s the reaction of Francls Get-
liffe (E, 76). Lewis's recital of Jagots accomplishments
is not}very impressivé: |

It was a harsh question, and difficult to answer,

Jago was an English scholar, and had published articles
on the first writings produced by the Puritan settlers

in New England. The articles were sound enough: he
was interesting on William Bradford's dialogue; but
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it was no use pretending to Francis Getliffe.

"T know as well as you that he's not a

specially distinguished scholar," I said.
(M, 76=-77)

Crawford is a biologist, trained in medicine and
now engaged in research. He is distinguished academically
(M, 46, 78); a Fellow of the Royal Society and a member of
its Council (M, 150), and a Commander of the Order of the
British Empire (M, 128). The scientists are confident
that he will increase their influence in the college;
probably at the expense of the humanities. His opponents
are certain of the dangers in electing him. Arthur Brown
expresses their feelings, "I should regard him as a disas-
ter. He wouldn't 1lift a finger for any of us® (@, 36)9

Lewis liéts the objections to Crawford. He sees
him as "conceited," “shallow;“ "third-rate,™ "inconcei-
vably self-satisfied," a man with "no feeling;“ ™o glow;"
and "not a scrap of imagination® (M, 78, 79). The reply is
that Crawford is an excellent scholar, a fact that Lewis
cannot deny.

It is not merely academic excellence and usefulness
to the college that are factors in the election dispute,
but politics as well. Getliffe and most of his scientific
colleagues are left-wing in politics and object to Jago's

conservatism. Conservatives to them are "absurd," "fools,"
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men who are either "figureheads" or who are only "trying o

behave like responsible men" (M, 78). Crawford suits them
because his beliefs and practices are left-wing. He supports
the Republicans in the Spanish Civil War, trying to influence
men in the Foreign Office and in Parliament on their behalf
(1, 96).

Beyond the academic and political factors there is
another--the personal==which is not openly admitted and
therefore harder to fight. But while it is natural that
certain fellows might not like one another--that is to be
expected in any community of individuals=-personal prejudice
is extended beyond the faculty. The character of Jago's
wife, Alice, is a major drawback in getting her husband
elected., Described by Lewis as a "hypochondriac™ with the
"venom of a shrew" (M, 279), she aspires to the grace and
mannef of the Master's wife, Lady Muriel, but tries so hard
that she is unable to achieve them (M, 61). As a result;
according to Lewis,l"she[ﬁa%]embarrassed Jago's friends ever
since he married her. She Eba@omes}*aséér%i%é in any codver=
sation. SheEiSw determined not to be overlooked. She[geize§}
on insults,[pracks} them down,Erecounts] them with a maso-
chistic gusto that never[ﬁlag%};w She[ha% cost her husband

great suffering" (1, 61-62).




61

Iuch of the opposition's attack is centred on Mrs.
Jago. One of the fellows; Nightingale, begins by telling
that she is already assuming that the Lodge (the Master's
home) is hers, by jeering at her accent and social origin;
by describing what Lewis calls her "absurd flirtations,”
those "of a woman with-'not a dhred of confidence in her
attractions, trying to prove theﬁ" (M, 172}, Eventually;
Nightingale produces a fly-sheet, praising Mrs. Crawford
and implicitly damning Mrs. Jago. He sends it to the
fellows, and, it is believed, to Mrs. Jago herself (M,
Chapter XXXIV).

Soon Eustace Pilbrow, who has been a supporter of
Jago (although a wavery one), changes sides because of
political considerations. He believes Jago and his fellow
conservatives are destroying the country and so decides to
vote for Crawford, who is on the "right side™ (M, 266).

The day before the election, Chrystal, Brownt®s close
companion in college politics and an early supportef of
Jago, goes over to Crawford because he sees that he would
be unable to guide Jago, that his own policies would not
be put into effect, that ne would lose his power in the

college. So the election goes to Crawford.

6

She comes from Birmingham.
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IT.

The division that causes the men in the college to
put up barriers between themselves in their professional
relationships also causes those who are friends to set them-
selves apart. This is true of Lewlis Eliot and his friends,
Francis and Katherine Getliffe, in whose lives he has at one

time played a major role.7

Now, because he and Francis
support opposing candidates, a sense of separation arises
between them which is distressing to both, although they
seem unable to do anything about it.

When they first discuss the election, Francis is
horrified to find Lewis supporting Jago. "It's bloody
foolish,” he says: "We can't have him as Master. I don't
know what you can be thinking about.. . » » Nonsense, |
Sheer bloody nonsense" (M, 75=76)0 He condemns Jago's lack
of scholarship: "We can't have a man whofs done nothing"
(M, 77). Getliffe exprésses his scorn of Lewis's choice
in harsh words: "It's sheer utter irreéponsibility. It's
the first time I’ﬁe’seen vou lose your balance. You must
have gone quite mad " (M, 77).

As the quarrel heightens and the:college becomes
increasingly diVided; Francils and Katherine invite Lewis

to dinner. Their purpose is to persuade him to switch

7In The Conscience of the Rich.




63

his allegiance. They try to talk him into another position

(g, 197), appealing to his reputation as a liberal by
~accusing him of supporting a reactionary; to his ego by
telling him how much influence he has in the affair; to his
friendship for them by reminding him of past times and by
emphasizing his dutyvnot to desert "our side'; to his

sense of duty and gratitude by making him recall that it
has been through Francis that he obtained his fellowship
(QQ, 1hs E; 197). They argue about the personalities of
the candidates, but they cannot agree. Lewis realizes the
hopelessness of it all: "They were profoundly out of symvathy
with me," he says, "and I with them" (M, 198). He leaves
them, parting, as he says "without the glow and ease of
friendship," "with no intimacy at all® (I, 200).

What happens to the relationship between Lewis and
Francis is a reflection of what happens to the relation-
ships among the men who make up the college. Generally;
the relations between the fellows are not deep. Some;
like Lewils and Roy Calvert or like Arthur Brown and
Chrystal achieve something more profound, but on the whole
the chief bond between these men is membership in a com-
munity and their devotion to it. Each has his link with
the central source of affection and loyalty, the college.
As a result they achieve a meaningful fellowship;rthe kind

towards which Lewis's previous experiences have led him.
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In each individual there is a concern for the college;
its well=being, and its continued existence. True, each
person's loyalty is coloured by his interest and outlook, so
that Jégo the teacher of English and Crawford the research
scientist would each have a different effect on the college,
if elected. But there does exist a community of scholars
joined together in a common concern.

What Lewis has been learning all along is that some-
how men must find an object of loyalty that will 1ift them
out of their isolation as strangers and bring them together
as brothers with a common concern. George Passant and Harry
Eden, Mrs. Eliot and Lewis, Leonard and Charles March, Roy
Calvert and Arthur Brown, Thomas Crawford and Paul Jago;
must not merely be brought into contact, but must learn a
sense of brotherhood. This process begins with the family,
continues with the small group and in the town, and is
realized to the fullest degree yet in the college. It is
important that the fellows hold their community together.

At one point during the discord,; neither side is
able to gather a majority. Then the desire to maintain
the community suddenly comes to the fore. The possibility
arises that because of the stalemate, the Visitor to the
college, a bishop, will have to select a Master, probably
from outside it, Six of the fellows meet to consider the

possibility and are soon drawn into acting, partly because
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of Chrystalt's manoeuvering, but mostly out of a concern for

the college. They decide to direct the candidates to vote

for each other, bringing a majority within reach. Although

there appear to be logical and tactical reasons for this SR
choice (EJ 220), Lewis sees that although they profess these
reasons, they are also

moved by some of the inexplicable currents that sweep
through any intricate politicse. . - » [We] suddenly
panicked at the idea of an outsider for Master. It
was as though our privacy were threatened: magic was
being taken from us: this intimate world would not be
so much in our power.

(M, 221)

"This intimate world would not be so much in our
power." Three aspects of the psychology of the group may
be seen here. The community is intimate--a private world
whose inhabitants know one another, accept one another;
exist together and set up a pattern of life acceptable to
them. The outside world becomes an intruder. These men
also have control of their world; they have it in their
power., The teaching fellows are also the executive of the
college, directing its finances as well as its academic
life. An outsider as master would mean the reduction of
this power. The fellows must possess power and wield it
in order to maintain the nature and very existence of their
cormunity. So Lewis, who once rejected one individual'®s

power over another, now accepts the necessity to preserve
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the even greater power of the college.

The fellows' concern reaches beyond intimacy and
power to security,v Whatever radical tendencies they possess;
whatever dissatisfactions they may have with the college,
they are provided by the community with a secure basis on
which to build their lives. Roy Calvert experiences fits
of deep depression but still has the college and his friends
in it, particularly Lewis, to whom he can turn. In his
difficulties with his wife and his legal career, Lewlis sees
the college as a "refuge to hide in" (M, 197). Nightingale
tries endlessly and hopelessly to become a Fellow of the
Royal Society: he never succeeds, but being vart of the
college and supporting the eminently successful Crawford
meke up for his disappointment. Winslow grieves over his
sonts failure, bub finds relief in giving himself to his
job.as Bursar (M, 142-143).

For some, the college is a home as they'go about s
their professional activities. Crawford goes to London to
attend meetings of the Council of the Royal Society.

Francis Getliffe does his secret governmental research on
radar while carrying out his college duties.

What is threatened is the one thing that gives a
common steady basis to the lives of the various individuals.
So they act to preserve the institution. Their concern for

its welfare is shown in their worries over the college's
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future; the manoeuvering over Sir Horace Timberlake's gift
of money is one indication of this. The difference'between
humanists and scientists is not merely one of superiority
of discipline--a matter of glory. Rather it is a difference
over what direction the college must take in a fast-changing
society. Which Master will be the better choice: Jago or

Crawford, humanist or scientist, reactionary or radical?

i

T

i

By the time of The Masters, the college is the highest

development of society yet experienced by Lewis. The differa
ences between the fellow's attitude to the college and
Georgets friends? attitude to their group point up the
superidrity of the college community. In both, the members
are there partly to satisfy their personal needs: the
fellows search for security; the group seeks freedom. As
we have seen, the concern of the fellows goes beyond self-
satisfaction., This is in contrast to the group.

With the exception of George, none of the members of
the group is concerned with it as a meaningful entity.
Jack Cotery is there because he likes George, because he
sees an opportunity to engage in shady business deals,
because in the group women are available. Olive Calvert
is there for the comfort she gets from others who feel

their lives aimless and empty of meaning. Lewis joins for
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much the same reasons as Olive's, All are there because
the group off'ers them the oppoftunity to express their
radical views without interference.

But there is no concern for the group. The members

allow it to degenerate, at the conclusion of Strangers and

Brothers, to a gathering whose sole purpose is sexual
pleasure. And when they send George a letter of support
during his trial thelr concern is for George himself, not
for the group (SB, 250-251).

In the college, for example,a frankness and openness
of discussion exist‘that George's group do not achieveel If
the fellows disagree, they are 6pen about it. This is partly
due to the security which they have provided for themselves;
a security which George's group lacks. It is not enough for
the group to discuss poiitics, sex, or their elders, if they
cannot work out their future.

Their attitude towards traditiom. also differentiates
the two communities. The college accepts the established
and the traditional without letting them inhibit thought
or action. Although the majority of the fellows are
liberals, they do not feel it necessary to ridicule
traditions or demand thelr abolition, Certain men, Getliffe
and Winslow for example, refuse to enter the Chapel, but

apart from sniping at religious tradition, they do not
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As we have seen, George and his group have precon=
ceived ideas of what is to them old-fashioned and useless.
They want to abandon the traditional, instead of reclaiming
it.

Perhaps the chief reason for the success of the
college as a community, where the group fails, is that the
members of the college can do something, can be successful.
A1l of them have achieved something, in varying degrees,
There are those like Arthur Brown, Paul Jago, and Charles
Chrystal, who have made a beginning, have not realized
their potential, but who are happy in their teaching. There
are others, such as Francis Getliffe, Roy Calvert, and |
Walter Luke, who are still achieving success. There are
still others--Thomas Crawford and M.H.L. Gay are tWO==Who
have reached the top and stayed there, still doing research
and still publishing.

In contrast, George's group do nothing. Passant
remains a solicitor in a small.town for years,S Jack
Cotery fails in legitimate business and even in crime.
Olive Calvert is dissatisfied with her life, but never

gets down to making anythiﬁg of her chances. The rest

8Yhen he turns up during the Second World War, in
Homecomings, he has made no progress.
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of the members wander in and out, talking ceaselessly, but

taking no action. Their life is wasted because their pre-
occupation with themselves limits thelr area of concern to
themselves. They are idealists, like George. When he sees
his faults, his disillusion prevents him from acting. If;
like the fellows, they had some career, some duty, some
object of devotion 6utside themselves, the group might

have come to something.

v

What The Masters says about the areas we have been

discussing is involved with a higher level of meaning.
Since the college is a microcosm of the world, Snow is
dealing with matters of concern to the nation and to
humanity. Within the framework of the college election

he brings into play most of the issues which seem to be
secondary but which are major factors in many elections=--
in political parties or the nation. We have seen the
action of personal loyalty, of personal prejudice~-the
first in Lewis's rekations with the Getliffes and the
second in the objections raised to Mrs. Jago. Patronagé
ig involved as well. Nightingale leaves Jagofs party when
Jago refuses to promise him the post of Tutor.(ﬂ, 14L-16).
He also hopes faintly that Crawford will get him into the

Royal Society (M, 162). -On Crawford's side, his supporter.
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Nightingale tries to coerce Walter Luke into changing

allegiance by threatening the permanency of his fellow=-

ship (M, 180). There are those like Brown and Chrystal

whose desire is not to hold office, but to work behind

the scenes, both in the campaign and after the election.
In all of this, power is a prominent forece, and the

study of it is important to Snow. The Masters is to a large

extent the story of how power is used by individuals and by
society. Power is of different varieties: the power of
ideas-=scientist versus humanist; the power of position
and prestige-=Gay's delight in his eighteen honorary
degrees and in hié position as Senior Fellow; the power
of friendship-=Lewis's misgivings over "betraying" Getliffe;
the power of prejudiée-nthe blindness of Getliffe and his
colleagues, because of politics, to Jago's capabilities;
the power of national politics over collége affairs=-
political considerations master Pilbrow's regard for Jago;
the opposite power of the college over ﬁational politics=-~
Lewis, a liberal, is joined with Jago's conservative
supporters. |

As Lewis has been acutely aware, power on the part
of an institution can be used to stifle individuality,
But if any community is to be achieved, if men are to
leave their tragic isolation and become brothers; they
must face the danger of losing their privacy, pride, and

self-sufficiency. In The Masters each individual gives
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more of himself than we have previously seen Snow's charac-

ters doing, in order that community might exist:. They
succeed; the college survives because its members are con-
cerned that it should, because they are willing to work to
make it succeed. Each looks forward; each overcomes his

tendency to remain a stranger, in order to become a brother.

v
The community of the college leads its members to a
wider concern. This will be dealt with in the following
chapter, but the basis for it is in the college,‘ The
members are concerned politically and therefore have a
vital interest in justice,9 but their chief concern is for
the continuation and effectiveness of the college. They
are not prepared to sacrifice the college for their politics
or prejudices: they compromise when they are threatened.

In The Affair, which takes place in 1953 and 1954, they are

less concerned for the college than for scientific truth
and human justice.

One of the fellows, Donald Howard, has’been found
guilty of falsifying scientific proofs in his thesis. A

photograph, given him by his professor, C.J.B. Palairet,

%0ne issue is the Spanish Civil War (LD, 160 M 96
350)3 which is certainly a matter of Justice; another 1s the
need felt by many in the college to have Mr. Winston
Churchill in the cabinet (M, 209},
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and used as the starting=point of the thesis; has been
proven a fraud, an enlargement of a smaller photograph.
Howard claims that he accepted the photograph innocently
and without question. The Court of Seniors--the Master,
Brown, Nightingale, and Winslow--have found him guilty and
have removed him from his fellowship. Now he is teaching
in a school in Cambridge. As the novel begins, his wife,
Laura, is agitating to have the case reopened, that justice
might be done.

In removing Howard, the college has held its position
intact: it has removed a trouble-maker, a man objectionable
for his rudeness and for his virtual communism, and generally
disliked within the college. It seems at first as if the
college will maintain its attitﬁde, but gradually the fellows
are drawn to Howard's defence. Despite his dislike of him,
Martin Eliot, Lewis's brother, supports Howard once he be=
comes'convinced_of his innocence. Julian Skeffington, who
as Palairet's niecefs husband would suffer from the publi=-
city following an aéquittal of Howard, finds reason to
believe his story (A4, 68=76)° Lewis himself; although no
longer a fellow, is also persuaded of Howardfs innocence
and works in his support. Soon the Court of Seniors decide
to re-examine the facts, but conclude that there is no need

for further investigation,
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Howard's supporters threaten to take the case out-

side the col’lége0 This moves the Court, because of their
desire to maintain the privacy of the college, to hold a
legal trial. In it, Lewis defends Howard. With the testi-
mony of Getliffe, who has put concern for scientific inte-
grity and justice before personal ambition, and the suspicions
he arouses as to Nightingale's possibly having destroyed the .
evidence out of jealousy, wiﬁs an acquittal. The college re-
instates Howard as a fellow, but dating from the time of his
removal, so that his term is nearly expired. But the demands
of justice have been met and the college has been protected.
Howard is cleared of guilt and no scandal has been revealed.
Worth noting is the concern on the part of the
college for scientific truth and, beyond that, justice.
The fellows could play it safe, but they decide to risk
scandal and injury to the college. Their concern for
justice overcomes personal, political, and professional
prejudices. What is important to them is the right of the
individual to receive from society the assurance that his
integrity and individuality will be protected.

10
The Affair is the latest of C.P. Snow's novels,

and is in a sense, a picture of the fullest development

1074 appeared in 1960.
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of stranger into brother, the fullest integration of indivi-

dual and society. Lewis Eliot, again by observation and by
experience, has gained new insights into what the community
of man should be. The narrow self-interest we saw in his
early experience has been replaced by a realization of the
need for human justice. But the last steps in the develop-
ment of this realization appear elsewhere; the college is

the setting for its beginning, in The Masters, and its being

put into effect, in The Affair. To trace its development we

must look at another novel, The New Men.




CHAPTER IV

SCTENCE AND GOVERNMENT: THE WIDER VISION OF
| COMMUNITY

The college is Lewis Eliot's first encounter with
a community whose concern reaches beyond the individual,
at the same time enabling each member to retain his
integrity. The value of such a brotherhood of men and

its working out is seen in The Masters, and in The Affair,

where there are intimations of a wider fellowship. These
intimations are developed in the world of science and
government, a world seen to a certain extent in The Light

and the Dark and Homecomings, but examined at length in The

Search and The New Men. The components of soclety that are

examined in previous novels, the levels of brotherhood in
which they consist, and the restricted loyalties which they
produce are no longer the ultimate source of brotherhood.,
Loyalty to one's family, one's friends, the small group,
the town, or the college, isiswallowed up in a greater
lovalty--to the nation and, beyond that, to universal
brotherhood and justice.

Scientific truth, human brotherhood, and Jjustice

constitute C.P. Snow's concern in these two novels. They
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bring the individual nearer brotherhood in that they expand

his outlook and concern, but even at this advanced stage of

fraternal development they are beset by his tendency to

jsolation. The New Men illustrates both the nrogress. and the

regression, but for background we must go to The Search.

I
Published in 1934, The Search,1 although not a part

of the "Strangérs and Brothers" series, previews the scien=
tific and ideological problems that Snow discusses in The
New Men. It is the story of a young scientist, Arthur Miles,
and his search for scientific, human, and moral truth and
justice. Born in a Midland town, his parents much like
Lewis Eliot's and, most probably, like Snow's, Miles wins
a scholarship to King's College, London. There he does
experiments in molecuiar structure, has a paper on that
subject read to the Royal Society, and as a result becomes
well known in the field of scientific research.

According to Snow, Miles represents "the pure

idealist in science, less involved in either polities or

1mmis novel has been termed a "better novel about
scientists than [ Sinclair] Lewis's Arrowsmith"™ by Mr.
Henry Curtis Webster, in "The Sacrifices of Success,®
Saturday Review, XLI (July 12, 1958), B, .
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2
applied science" (S, v-vi). Miles states his views himself:

I'm not so passionately concerned with practical
benefits to the human race. They don't seem to me
the most important things. « .  if I were, I
shouldn't do science at all: I should have a shot at
jobs which are really urgent. If anyone wants to
help the human race just now, he'll be more useful
doing politics or economics than science.

(8, 65)

Eventually Miles goes to Cambridge to continue his
research, There he rejoices in his acquaintance with
great scientists (S, 87-89) and is present at Sir Ernest
Rutherford's first important steps in splitting the atom
(3, 88). Continuing to publish papers, he is soon -elected
Fellow of his College, and is also chosen to address the
Royal Society.

After his successes at Cambridge, Miles returns to
the University of London and seems certain of being appoin-
ted director of a new scientific institute, so certain in
fact that he promises a position to Sheriff, one of his
friends (S, 251=25L). Thus Miles is nearing the height
of his ambition: he has achieved a reputation; he is about

to be placed in a position of authority and responsibility;

he looks forward to a life devoted to his beloved science.

2We will see that Martin Eliot, Miles's counterpart
in The New Men, has much the same outlook.
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Suddenly, disaster strikes.

When he arrives for the meeting of the committee at
which he expects to be appointed, he is told that his latest
work contains errors. On investigating, he finds that Jepp,
his assistant, to whom he has left the work of performing
the experiments, has made a mistake., Miles had not checked
Jepp's results closely enough. Because of the error, he is
not given the new appointment.

As he vonders his future, Miles rejects various
possibilities (S, 277-278). He refuses to regain his place
by "patience and penitence and effort.”™ He will not go
without money and leisure. He will not enter scientific
industry, because salaries are too low. He will not teach,
for academic teaching is only "instructing people in unime
portant subjects by a method in which one does not believe.”
The field of scientific journalism is uncertain. Rejecting
these possibilities, he has another thought. He says, "It
occurred to me I had no devotion to science™ (S, 278) .

He gradually realizes that it has never really been a pure
devobion to science in the abstract that has pushed him in
his career, but rather, as he himself explains it, "that
human interest of mine, that had grown into a passion.®
Again he says, "My absorbing interest had beern the human

conflict, the motives and the difference between those
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motives and their conscious shape" (S, 279)03

Gone are his high standards of scientific devotion
and his uninvolvement in the affairs of his fellow humans.
Accepting his devotion to those human beings, Miles gives
himself to it, financing his new life by working "fiercely"
at science but "without any delight in it" (S, 283), and by
writing political essays (S, 322). Making up for the job
he was unable to obtain for his friend Sheriff, he also
manages the latter's scientific career (8, 322).

All the timé, he gradually abandons his love for
science and his devotion to scientific truth. His regard
for science is tested finally when he receives an article
in which Sheriff describes an experiment which covers much
the same ground as one which Miles had once abandoned because
the results would not fall into any sort of order. But
whereas his own results were sufficlent to stop his efforts,
Sheriffts have "simplified themselves down to Just those
facts which led to a solution of spectacular clarity"
but which is deceiving (S, 338). Miles decides that this
has been a deliberate mistake on Sheriff's part, the setting
down of some false facts and the omission of some true ones.

Like Miles's own mistake, this is the "major scientific

37nis could well be a statement of Snow's own pur-
pose in the "Strangers and Brothers™ series.
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crime" (S, 338).

Miles must decide what action to take. If he holds
to his sense of scientific integrity, he must publicly point
out the error. There can be no excuse=--eilther Sheriff's
motive or their personal friendship. So he prepares his
letter reporting the error, but never sends it. Miles's
concern for humanity overcomes his allegiance to scien;
tific truth. He decides that on the grounds of humanity
he must not act. For one thing, Sheriffts wife, Audrey,
had once been in love with Miles and so he wonders if
jealousy is his motive. Moreover, to send the letter
" would mean the ruin of Sherifffs scientific career, just as
he is reaching a permanent and-important positioneh These
considerations persuade him not to expose his friend's
mistake., |

For Arthur Miles there is something higher than
seientific truth. That truth becomes for him not an
absolute, an end to be served, but something valuable only
in relation to the service it can render., The rules of
scientific investigation and integrity become too confining
and Miles sets up for himself a new table of values, which
are to be judged in their relation to his interest in

humanity. "I was liberated,™ he says, "from all the

bHe is an older man, having had false starts in his
career,
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faiths and superstitions, and at last there was only the
honesty I should try to keep within myself"™ (S, 342).

Ts Miles's decision honest? It seems that his aban-
donment of scientific integrity is a desperate reaction,
a final, almost petty, hit at the rules of scientific in=-
vestigation which have caused the ruin of his own career,
His concern for humanity is too narrow; it is limited to
individuals, without the breadth of outlook that can
balance the individual and the common good. To allow the
fraud to remain unchecked is to let stand an offence against
science, truth and justice. Brotherhood--the concern for
the welfare of one's fellows which Miles professes--demands
justice,; both indiVidual and corporate., Miles's action is
selfish and sentimental. To fly in the face of the common
good in order to satisfy a feeling for an individual 1s to
place the common good in jeopardy. If society is to func-
tion, its members must be honest as well as compassionate.
In his self«concern disguised as feeling for humanity,
Miles is much like Martin Eliot, whom we shall discuss

later.

IT
Arthur Miles's conclusions, particularly his denial

of the absolute importance of scientific integrity in the
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face of human brotherhood, are a foretaste of Martin Eliot's.

He is Lewis's brother and the major character in The New
Men. DBut while their final actions are parallel, the
motives that move Miles and Martin are vastly dissimilar,
Conditions are very different in the two novels: Martin
works in the production of the atom bomb, the beginnings
of which Miles had observed. England is at war, and scien-
tists must decide on the extent of their involvement and
responsibility. Scilence and government work together out
of necessity. Their goals are one: to win the war. But
they are divided by the scientists! concern for scientific
truth and human justice. The dilemma is focussed in five
men: three scientists--Martin Eliot, Walter Luke,5 and
Eric Sawbridge; and two members of government--Thomas
Bevill and Sir Hector Rose. »

Walter Luke is seen in a dilemma quite different

from that of The Masters. Instead of the survival of the

college or the position of individuals in that limited area

of society, the fate of mankind is now the issue. No longer

5

Who appears in The Masters.

6Who appear in Homecomings.
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are scientists engaged in experiments merely for the sake of

discovering all they can in the realm of pure science.
Whether they choose it or not, their experiments must, in
order to win the war, lead to the development of nuclear
Weapons.

The contrast between the old attitude and the new
is seen in Martin Fliot. Bogged down in a job that will
almost certainly not lead to fame for him, Martin allows
Lewis to manoeuvre him on to the staff of Barford, the
experimental station where the atomic bomb is being built. '
His view of science and Luke's differ greatly. Fach loves
science, gives himself to it.wholeheartedly, and is bent on
doing his best to win the war. But they differ in the
satisfaction that science gives them. For Martin science
provides meaniﬁg and pleasure when it is "pure"; the happi=-
ness it gives him comes from, as Lewlis describes it, seeing
how nature worked; it would not have lost its strength if
nothing he had done added sixpence to practical human
betterment™ (MM, 84)08 He is a "contemplative™. Else-

where, Lewls describes his brother, in his attitude towards

7Martin?s motives, and Lewis's, will be discussed
later, : :

SMartin shares this feeling with a colleague, Arthur
Mounteney, whose outlook Lewis is here describing, as well
as with Arthur Miles.
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science, as holding the "world in the palm of his hand; as
though he had, in his moment of insight, seen the trick by
which he could toss it about™ (NM, 51).

Luke's attitude is different. As Lewis says; cone-
templation for him is a "means, not a joy in itself; his
happiness was to 'make Mother Nature sit up and beg.? He
wanted power over>nature so that human beings should have
a better time" (NM, 84).

But whatever their difference, the scientists share
a universal understanding of a brotherhood of man that sur-
passes national boundaries. They feel an affinity with
their fellow scientists of every nation, and work together
naturally and easily. So it is not difficult for Eric
Pearson and Kurt Puchwein, two of the Barford scientists;
to go off to the United States and to work closely with
their colleagues there. Bub this blurring of international
dividing lines has consequences which we shall discuss
later.

In a time of war, Martin is disturbed that his
science is abstract. Like his fellows; he claims that it
must do 'more practical good than harm to human lives"
(NM, 8k). The war forces sclentists (and non-scientists)
to examine the basis of their values, to search for the

best expression of their human brotherhood.
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As the war begins and they start their experiments,

the scientists in general are remarkably naive about the
possibility of the weapons they are developing being used
to destroy human beings; indeed they seem unable to recog=
nize the possibility. When they first discuss the matter
with Lewis, he says that "it did not catch hold of us as
something real™ (NM, 18). One of the scientists, Francis
Getliffe, speaks of the possibility of the use of the new
secret Yas 1if it were a danger of the future® as Lewis
puts it, "a plece of science-fiction, like the earth
running into a comet's path" (NM, 18).

And when Martin and Mounteney talk with Lewis of
the likelihood of using the bomb, they are certain that
it "won't happen," that it "mustn't happen® (MM, 85).
‘They inéist that scientists have é duty to warn about the
consequences of using atomic power, but as such a thing
seems "far in the future," the Yshadow of horror" passes
away, and they do nothing (NM, 87). So they continue
work on the bomb, considering it unbelievable that it
should be used.

Once the bomb has been developed, rumours spread
in England that it will first be tested in the United
States and then used in combat. Shocked out of their

naiveté, the scientists meet to plan their campaign against
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the use of the bomb (NM, Chapter XXV)., Mounteney descfibes
their purpose as a "meeting of scientists to find ways of
stopping a misuse of science. . o . the greatest perversion
of science that wefve ever been threatened with" (NM, 177).
He suggests they issue a public statement of their objec-
tions. Largely through Martin's efforts, this proposal is
rejected, and instead a team of English scientists is sent
to the United States to present a plan much like one of
Francis Getliffefs: tell the enemy of the bomb's existence;
demonstrate it where no one will be killed; thén9 only as a
last resort, use it on an enemy town (NM, 179). But as the
team argues its case, the first atomic bomb is dropped on
Hiroshimae9
The scientists are horrified. Mﬁartin9 who has
stopped Mounteney from acting dramaticéily before, comes
to see Lewis. Deeply disturbed, talking in clipped phrases,
they discuss theiquestion weighing on Martin: "What is aﬂ
man to do?" (MM, 190). What can the concerned person dovto
work out his belief in human brotherhood? Martin is deter-

mined to write a letter to the paper, basing his argument on

9In an interview with Mr, Lister Sinclair on the
Canadian Broadcasting Corporation programme "Close=Up’ ! Sir
Charles recalled that the American atomic scientist,
Professor Frank, and his cokleagues wrote a letter at this
same time to the American Government, urging that the bomb
be . rnot nsed in war., This is another example of the scien-
tists? brotherhood and common concern.
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what he calls a "minimum respect for humenity" (NM, 193),
asking why such a step should be taken in the face of peace
moves already under way, and without a warning of the bomb's
availability and its capacity to destroy. Lewis dissuades
him from sending the letter, but Martin's original intention
indicates the depth of his concern.

As they are absorbing the shock of this destruction
of human life, the scientists face another dilemma., It is
discovered that Eric Sawbridge, a young scientist at Bar-
ford, has been passing secrets to the Soviet Unilon. Thus
a conflict arises between national loyalty and vows of
allegiance, and the international nature of scientific
investigation. As Sawbridge is still not proven a sp¥y, it
is up to the scientists to take action (NM, 212-21L).
Martin wishes to remove him from his position, proven guilty
or not, in order to prevent any further leakage of infor-
mation. Walter Luke, a kinder and less ambitious man, is
concerned with Sawbridge's rights and with the disruption
of Barford's progress which would result from the removal
of an exceilent scientist and from the disturbance over
firing a man yet to be proved guilty.

Martin wins and is eventually called in to help
break Sawbridge down. During the interrogation, yet

another contradiction appears within the world of science.




89

Since Sawbridge has given secrets to the Soviet Union, his

allegiance is naturally to that country: England no longer
can claim his loyalty. Science, however, still does. His
interrogators discover (MM, 25)) that even while he is ene
gaged in uvndermining all that the project is trying to
achieve, Sawbridge is professionally and emotionally very
much involved in the success of Barford. Lewis remembers
how diligently Sawbridge has worked for the project's
success and how, when the first test of the atomic pile
failed, Sawbridge had stood, "his mouth open with pain
1ike a marathon runner's." "For once," says Lewls, "I saw
emotion on his face, he . . . was nearly crying™ (MM, 114).
Once he has confessed, Sawbridge is tried and sentenced to
twelve years in prison.

30 the scientists move out of the isolation of the
world of their research into a world of action and involve-
msnt in society. As we have seen, Martin experiences
stirrings of discontent at the lack of practical applica-
tion of his research to the welfare of men. These stirrings
are intensified by the possibility of the bomb's being
used to destroy life, and break out into proteét when his
fears become facts. Finally, disgusted with what out=
siders have done with science, with the political diffi-
culties involved, he retreats to the college, to pure

sciences
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Martin's reaction is one of the two extremes of

action found in The New Men--the other is to turn to

Communism, as do Sawbridge and Mounteney. But there is
a middle way, a more realistic one-~Luke's way. He too
sees the corruption of science that has begun in the war,
but he refuses to hide himself from life, from responsi=-
bility. Instead, he determines to carry on, loyal to his
country, and at the same time, to try to restore the purity
of science. ol
A1l three, and the other scientists they represent,
move from isolation to an awareness of the need for involve-
ment , from stranger towards accepting the need to be |
brothers., Martin, Luke, and Sawbridge become involved: they
camot avoid it. They are not merely concerned for science
and their fellows; they grasp the wider aspects of
cormunity. Even if Martin is in retreat, he has had a
vision of a new world., The process with which Snow is con=-

cerned is not constant and certain. If Martin has once

reached out to his fellows, he is likely to do so again.
What has emerged as a vital force is that sense of human
brotherhood which reaches beyond personal, professional,
and ideological boundaries. The individual in the novels
of C.P., Snow is increasingly involved in creating a vital

society.
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IIT

In his progress from isolation and involvement,
from stranger to brother, Lewis Eliot learns that each
level to which one proceeds depends for its success on
the satisfactory achievement of the previous one. So the
establishment of a family relationship depends upon the
ability of individual members to give to each other.
Before the community of group, town, or college can be
achieved, solitary individuals must learn to become friends.
So it is perhaps too large a jump from the more local con-
cern with scientific truth and kinship to the larger area
of concern for humanity. An intermediate step is neces-
sary: national loyalty, as expressed in participation in
government. At each stage of his life Lewils takes the
appropriate step; he understands the need for committing
himself, So he becomes involved in government, and the
scientists gradually follow him.

The scientists are liberal and even radical in
politics. Like Lewis, they mistrust professional poli=
ticians, career civil servants, or anything that smacks
even faintly of reaction. So when he hears that the
Minister, Thomas Bevill, does not think it impossible that
the atom bomb could be dropped, Mounteney's reaction is
typical: "What else do you expect o o o of a broken down

reactionary politician?® (NM; 86). At one time this would
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have been Lewis's reaction as well. In Time of Hope, he is

a member of George Passant's liberal, free=thinking group,
and takes part in radical speech-making (¢8), ~'. In his
relations with the Marches, Lewis's radical tendencies are

repeatedly revealed in The Conscience of the Rich (96).

In The Masters he declares his political affinity with the

scientists (32). He admits to being prejudiced against
Sir Hector Rose, the civil servant who appears in Home=

comings and The New Men. Because Rose i1s a conservative,

a traditionalist, in the liberal view a reactionary, Lewis
says he would have "distrusted him when it came to a crisis®
(H, 123). DNo reason other than the political is given.
Yet, once Lewis has worked with Rose and with the Minister,
he admits that he had let prejudice rule him, %I should
have been dead wrong," he says. "Actually, when war came,
Bevill and Rose were as whole=hearted about fighting. as
men could be. Compared with my friends on the irregular
left, their nerves were stronger" (H, 123). Rose, he
points out, is "totally immersed® in the war, "carrying
responsibility without a blink" (H, 123).

Thus it is chiefly through Bevill and Rose, his
Permanent Secretary, that Lewis sees government at work.
Bevill is a born aristocrat, a politician, a gentle man
who at the outset of his career, decides Lewis, determined

"never to give away a secret, and never to allow himself the
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bright remark that makes a needless enemy" (MM, 13), who

makes "a profession of being unassuming®™ (H, 112). He is
not at all like the scientists. He is prepared to use
the atomic bomb if it is the only way to win the war.
Besides, he asks, "Has there ever been a weapon that someone
did not want to let off?" (NM, 71). He is horrified that
any man could think of betraying his country (NM, 220-221).
His realism is in contrast to the naive dreamings of the
scientists.
| Just as the scientists think of Bevill in slanted
preconcevtions, so they try to make out Sir Hector Rose as
the typical c¢ivil servant. In many ways he is that--immse-
1late in'his official black coat and striped trousers"
(ﬂﬂ; 14), careful each day to have a vase of fresh hyacinths
on his desk (NM, 122), with his "convention of politeness™h
(NM, 25), proud of his country (MM, L7). But when he gets
to know him, Lewis sees Rose as having '"no taste for show"
(MM, 56), "himself formal, but . . . only [objecting] to
informality in others when it interfered with his adminis-
trative power" (NM, 14). Above all, he is scrupulously
fair, prejudiced in many ways, but able, as Lewis discovers,
to keep that prejudice from influencing his judgment, and
expecting others to be the same. For him, says Lewis, it

is Measy to eliminate a personal consideration, and he
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would [despise} me if I could not do the same™ (MM, 123),

And when in the face of Francis Getliffe's arguments, Rose
changes his mind "against his preconceived opinion, against
most of his vrejudices," Lewils wonders "with some shame . .
o Whether in his place I should have been so fair" (gﬂ, 67),

So Lewis learns to judge people by what they are and do,

_not by what they appear to be. This is necessary if he is

to become a brother, and the scientists must learn to do
the same.

Gradually, those in science and those in government

- come to understand each other, and by the end of The New

Men they are working together. The scientists finally
become aware of the need for a national loyalty; they
accept Sawbridge's trial for treason. The Minister and
Rose begin to understand the agonizing decision the
scientists must make as to the use of the bomb in war.
Both want to win the war: the desire of the government to
do so as quickly as possible and by whatever means neces;
sary is balanced by the more scrupulous concern of the
scientists for human lives.

In Science and Government, Snow claims with a

degree of truth that professional administrators, no
matter how Mintelligent, honourable, tough, tolerant,

and generous,' lack foresight, a quality possessed to a
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greater degree by the scientists, despite their inefficiency

)010

in administration (SG, 83 The nature of each group

limits its outlook; only by working together can they

arrive at a community in which strangers can become brothers

in the fullest sense.

v

Once more in his life, Lewis Eliot sheds a prejudice,

realizing that stereotyped attitudes are most often modi=-
fied or proved wrong by actually getting to know people.
He learns that political differences are not absolute, un-
alterably separating men from each other. He learns that
there must be accommodations between liberal and conserva-
tive, just as between science and government. Each can
contribute to the common enrichment of both.

Thus he becomes aware of a new area of concern.
Far behind him is the narrow, self-interested person of
his youth. He has achieved brotherhood, but the need
remains to guard against falling back into his former

practices.

10This is anticipated in The New Men when Mounteney
comments that scientists must speak out because they 'fcan
imagine the consequences™ of the use of nuclear weapons
(87). Luke expresses the same idea (136).
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That this is especially necessary is shown in Lewis's
attitude to his brother, which is much the same as Mrs.

Eliot's demands on Lewis himself. As The New Men opens, we

see LéWis trying to prevent Martin from marrying Irene
Brunskill, who he believes will ruin Martin's life. He
complains that Martin's seeming stability and detachment,
his ability to avoid foolishness and to look after himself,
are not really there (NM, 3). He knows better; he knows
that Martin needs guidance. Just as Mrs. Eliot had wanted
to livevthrough Lewis, he wants to do the same through
Martine "I had invested much hope in him, including hopes
of my own that had been frustrated® (NI, §-9), When Lewis
tries to dissuade him, Martin retreats within himself,
directing the conversation instead to the atomic energy
then about to be developed. Because of Lewis's intrusions,
Martin begins to isolate himself, and the blodd brothers
begin to become strangers.

Then, because he thinks that Martin will not go far
in his present war-time job, Lewis decides to get him into
Barford. Because Martin is proud and secretly ambitious
and would retreat even further into himself, Lewis
manoeuvres him into asking for the position by having
Martin present while he talks to Luke about it (NM, Chapter
IV). Martin asks for Lewis's help. Although Lewis worries

about his own involvement in Martin's 1ife and his responsi-
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bility for him, he rejoices that his "self-identificatory

dreams" will be fulfilled (NM, 117).

As Martin progresses in his career, Lewis has his
moments of despair. When things beyond Martin's control
go wrong, it is Martin with whom Lewis is angry, Because
his own dreams would be destroyed, Lewis stops Martin from
risking his career by sending the letter to the paper (NI,
195). At this point, partly in "frustrated reaction,™ as
one reviewer points out, Martin becomes a "ruthless success-
worshipperg??l1 pursuing his career at thé expense of other
scientists. OFf this Lewis cammot approve and he and
Martin become even more estranged.

When the Sawbridge affair comes up, Martin takes
advantage of Luke's good nature. When Luke rejects his
plan to dismiss Séwbridge out of hand, Martin insists on
having his views on record (NM, 214). Lewis sees his
brotherts hidden motive, which soon becomes apparent.

Once thé suspicions against Sawbridge are more certain,.
and Luke wants to dismiss him, Martin reverses himself and
demands thatlhe be kept. Again Lewis sees only too clearly

his brother's desire to use the situvation to gain his own

v llpeview of The New Men, in The Times Literary
Supplement, May 7, 1954, p. 290.
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advantage (NM, 227). Then Luke becomes ill once again with

radiation sickness, leaving Martin in virtual control of
the establishment. %The 1uck;" says Lewis, "was playing
into Martin®s hand. I knew that he was ready « » o toO
make the most of it" (NM, 241). Even as he praises Luke's
ability, Martin watches for his opportunity. He persuadés
the Minister to let him help break Sawbridge dovm. He
succeeds, and in the reorganization of Barford he is

of fered the position of superintendent, with Luke to be
demoted to chief advisor (NM, 261-282).

Then, in a reversal which is mystifying and not
quite successful as a literary manipulation of character,
Martin refuses the position. The reasons he gives are
based on his concern for personal integrity and what has
been termed ¥scientific virtue“,12 To his wife he says,
"The head of Barford is just as much a part of the machine
as any of the others, . . « 1If I take the job, I shan't
have the trouble of thinking for myself again® (NN, 293),
His explanation to Lewis is that in the face of the problem
of the bomb, there are two choices. One can do as Walter

Luke=-="struggle on . - » and take [one?s] share of what
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had been done and what might still be done, and hope that

we might come out at the end of the tunnel,”™ to accept the

"hurnings alive, the secrets, the fighting point of power,"

3.

and to take the consequences, to live in a "power squili-
brium" where the Grelics of liberal humanisnl[ﬁavgjvno
place" (NI, 300},

In the words of Mr. John Metcalf, this "rejection
for integrity's sake doesn't ring true when sounded against
the facts we are given aboﬁt Martin@"lB But as another re-
viewer points out, Snow is concerned with the problem itself,
not with any fixed solution@lZP Certéinly, the problem is

there., Martin Eliot, in The New Men, rejects certain

success and Arthur Miles, in The Search, rejects the promise

of it. Both do so from ostensibly the same reason--a concern
for humanity. Both choices are a retreat disguised as a

step forward. Miles says that he abandons scientific
integrity out of his concern for humanity. Martin abandons
humanity out of his concern for scientific integrity--
although he claims to be concerned for humanity. His move

is equally sentimental, but with more sinister implications.

D peview of The New Men, in The Spectator, May 1k,
1954, p, 600.

14Review”of The New Men, in The Nation, CLXXX (March
5, 1955), 206, - v
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For Miles's concern is genuine; Martin's is not. Miles
genuinely feels that what he does for Sheriff is more
important than the theory of scientific truth. Martin's
action is a disgusted revolt against what he considers‘a
perversion of science. But whereas Luke stays a scientist
in the world, at the same time fighting for his fellows'
welfare, Martin chooses to satisfy his ego by abandoning
his fellow men.

The result to Martin's career is significant.
Returning to the college, td pure science, he finds that
he is outclassed by men junior to him, that he has no
real chance of advancement (NM, 308§309), Lewis visits
him in his new life, sees him subdued, accepting the
decreased renown that will inevitably be his, yet with the
oeurious kind of happiness™ that comes to those who make
such renunciations (NM, 309).

Lewis begins to see the wrong of his possessive
love: ®"Suddenly I thought that, hoping so much for him,
with the fraternal concern that identified myself in him,
I had worried little about his happiness* (NM, 309). He
believes what Martin had told him once before, that instead
of seeking his happiness, Lewls had wanted too much for
himself (MM, 273). Lewis recalls his reaction to his

mother's love and sees that his love for Martin is no less
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possessive, that it is also "a darkness of the heart"
(MM, 310). Because he recognizes this, he can do some-
thing about it.

In spite of Martin's retreat into himself and his
abandonment of the wider W’orlds in spite of Lewis's regres-
sion into the possessive love he had once rejected, there
is hope at the end of the novel. The people with whom
Snow is concerned in this series of novels, despite their
widening vision of community, retain a narrowness of out=-
look which hinders their full development as brothers. In
this novel, the scientists have a broader vision, and are
open to the wider sense of community that is necessary if
civilization is to survive. Some, like Lewis Eliot and
Walter Luke accept this necessity; it only remains for
them to improve their society. Some, like Martin Eliot,
reject it; but there is hope for them because they have
once experienced it and will probably accept it at some
time. Others--and they are in the vast majority--have
vet to learn about brotherhood and to accept it. But
the awareﬁess of community is abroad in the world, and
for that reason there is hope that strangers will become
brothers, that individual and society will achieve a

balanced relationship.
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In Chapter III we saw the role played in the college
by ability and success. Snow is concerned with both of oo
these throughout his novels. Whatever gifts a man possesses,
he is expected to use them; so Lewis emphasizes the failure

of Jago, Brown, and Chrystal to fulfill their promise. So

in The Conscience of the Rich Mr., March feels that because

he has left his career at an early age, he has failed in
some way, in spite of his fortune and his generally happy

1ife. So in Homecomings Sir Hector Rose declares that

George Passant cannot be worth much or else he would not
have remained a small town solicitor for so many years. He
says, "A man of his ability who just rests content in a
fourth-rate job must have something wrong with him" (H, 19L4).
For the same reason, Lewis is concerned throughout the

series of novels with winning success in his own career.

His illness, as portrayed in Time of Hope, has its origin

in his fatigue and his poor diet, but is aggravated by his
fear of its becoming public knowledge. He feels that "o
one would persevere with a sick young man® (TH, 316).

When he recovers and is able to continue his career, the

constant care he must give Sheila hampers him in his
career and determines that he will never be as successful

as he has wished, and so he retreats to the safety of the
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college.

This same attitude to success continues in The New
Men, Martin must make a harsh decision when he chooses the
obscurity of the college to the fame of the scientific

world. In The Affair we see him reduced to what seem to be

insignificant politics, as compared with the politics of
science and government, as he concerns himself with ob=
taining the post of Senlor Tutor.

Men with high ambitions, and their friends, are con-
cerned with the formal recognition which success brings
with it. To be made a Fellow of the Royal Society is im-
portant to Nightingale, who never makes it (M, 161-162),
and to Luke, who is honoured at an early age (NM, 231).
fcademic honours are important too: Gay's eighteen honorary
doctorates mean very much to him; and Ffancis Getliffe, even
after his distinguished scientific career, desires intensely
to be Master of his college.

A1l pay great attention to those honours their
country can give them. Luke and Getliffe are knighted
for their war-time researches, and Lewis recelves the
K.B.E. for his government service. Drawbell watches the
honours lists for a knighthood that never comes (NM, 98,
139, 221). Sir Hector Rose is especially careful to see

that those who deserve honours receive them (NM, 277=278,
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304-305), Crawford wears his C.B.E., Nightingale his
D.S.0. and M.C., and Pilbrow his '"medals of miscellaneous
Balkan wars" (M, 128). And there is Houston Eggar, a
junior civil servant in the foreign office who is dis-
appointed when he receives the C.B.E., because his senior-
ity demands a C.M.G. (LD, 127). Since he is, as Lewis
describes him, ™a man who gets much pleasure from small
prizes,"® he is not content until he receives it (LD, 331).
But what about the unsuccessful, who receive no
public honours, who must make the most of their failures?
TIn his article "The Sacrifices of Success,“15 Mr. Henry |
Curtis Webster maintains that it is the "relative failures®
who dominate the novels. They are there to balance their
ffsuccessful oppositessﬁlé George Passant's warmth and
devotion are in contrast to the cold ruthiessness of his
employer, Harry Eden, and his vigorous independence
balances the unfeeling efficiency of Sir Hector Roses17

The agonized soul-searching of Roy Calvert is in contrast

to the pompous self-assurance of Sir Oulstone Lyall, his

-

155aturday Review, XLI (July 12, 1958), . 8-10,

3L,
107hid., pa 10,

_ 17George is for a time a civil servant in Home-
comings.
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fellow orientalist (LD, 67-68). There is the warm-hearted

pure scientist, Martin Eliot, retiring to the "uneminence

18

of the college, as opposed to the submissive engineer,

Eric Pearson, and the "essential functionary," Cyril Draw-
bell.l9 Sheila, with her tortured soul and inability to

love, is superior to George Passant's mistress, Daphne, in

Strangers and Brothers, and to Rosalind Calvert, in Time of
Hofeyiboth of whom are ™ormal women® sensually, but incapable
of fathoming the depths of love and life.zo

The "failures" are generally more likable than the
Ysuccesses," says Mr. Webster. This is true because they
have examined life more closely, tasted its dark moments
as well as its joys, learned to reach out to their fellows
either out of their own need or in order to give help., They
are closer to being brothers than are the successful
strangers. To be successful costs something--in most of
these cases, the awareness of a wider area of concern.
Those who are most successful in their own field tend to

regard that field as the end of their existence. So

Crawford cannot see beyond science and Pearson does not

18yebster, op. cit.

191514,
0134,
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see the moral implications of the use of the atomic bomb
(MM, 159-162). Eden is bound by the tradition of his firm
and the town. Because of their narrowness of outlook these
men are slow to grasp the ideal of community and so they
remain strangers,

- The unsuccessful and the less successful are the
ones who see the need for brotherhood--George Passant, Roy
Calvert, Sheila Knight, Charles March, Paul Jago, and
Martin Eliot. In their careers and in their lives generally
they suffer for thelr ideals and their vision.

Yet society cammot be composed only of people who
are failures, if it is to be meaningful; practical persons
are needed, persons who can carry out the vision, either
their own or that of others. So Snow sees the need for
seientists and humanists, idealists and realists, inde-
pendents and the politically committed, strangers and
bréthers,rto join their insights and abilities to create

a new and vital society.

VI
The Reverend C.P. Crowley has declared that
although it woﬁld seem that Snow's world has no theological,
vertical dimension, his horizontél movement does lead to

. 2L . . .
something beyond man. Snow's idea of justice as some-

21"The Closed Universe of C.P. Snow, " given on the
Trans-Canada network of the Canadlan Proadcastlng Corpora=
tion, March 4, 1962.
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thing coming from beyond man leads him to a higher vision.
His intuition of a world where men live according to the
demands of justice is a glimpse of the ideal, of the city
of God whose nature is love,

Formal religion does not play a major role in Snow's
novels. The Christianity which Lewis observes is the
formal, traditional, surface religion of Arthur Brown
(M, 20}, the "hygienic" perfunctory religion of the
Reverend Ralph Udal (LD, 202), the spiritually dead reli-
gion of Despard-Smith (LD, 387-389). Roy Calvert, in his

despair is unable to find God; religion i1s useless to him

(LQ, 80-82)., In The Affair (32-33), the younger scientists
are believers, but their religion has no force in the action

of the novel. In The Conscience of the Rich, Judaism comes

off no better as ah effective force: in the lives of the
March familf;r9 it seems to be no more than part of their
tradition.

Lewis Eliot can find hope only in the brotherhood
of man. Man's tragic aloneness forces him to join with
his fellowse. Religion says that there is a God to whom
man can turn in his isolation and that therefore there is
hope. For Snow, there is no such God; man is absolutely
alone and hope is impossible except in maintaining a

meaningful community.
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Snow's plan for achieving community is not a Simple
blueprint, imposed on a number of lives and events. There
is no series of successive levels of development, each
leading directly on to the next. Man is tragic and comic,
serious and ridiculous. His higher nature sees the possi-
bility of community; his lower nature drags him back towards
selfishness, as we have seen happen to Lewls. If a man is
innately a stranger, as Lewls is, he will have greater
difficulty in attaining brotherhood than if he were closer
to it by nature, as is George Passant. I, like Lewis,
either or both of his parents impose a demanding love on
him; his progress will be further slowed. But even for
the more self-giving person, the danger of being exploited
still exists. The characters in Snow's novels are seen in
varying degrees of isolation and involvement.

Justice, integrity, compassion, and involvement;
these are the bases of the society Snow envisages, yet
they point beyond man. Man's position is confusing and
distressing in its alonenesée But in his capacity for
community, man the stranger becomes man the brother. In
a masterly narrative that compels and instructs, Sir
Charles Percy Snow shows that when the strangervbecomes
the brother, when the individual discovers his proper place

in a meaningful, vital society, at the same time not
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abandoning his individuality entirely, then this age can

be a time of hope.
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