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: "flntrod.uction. ¥

Gossip is 1rresistib1y :fascinating. Few of us may

" ,"~f‘,'o;pmly avow our fonc‘tness for. it - - the connotatlons of the word :

. k}(:’&e’cer us. We pre:Eer adroitly to &isgulse the dublous reallty

k '»':"under the more euphemistic "study of human nature" ‘fStill

0 ,,f_,'the fact remains that we. cheerfully accept. the rSle of llst- ,

" fft-»rener on. only one oceasion - only when someone whom. we know 1s

k iekf‘.be:.ng G.lseussed whether favourably or. unfe.vourably does not

,‘ma.'bter. Put on. the d.e:i:‘ens:.ve we justify ourselves by the

J ""7f“,"\~ﬁ<‘p1ea that our experlenee is bemg greatly einlarged‘ flI'St by

7]’{,seeing the ob; eet of dlSCU.SSlOIl in a new 1igh1; second. by see.-{f

];1ng what he has _power. to evoke from his critlcs. G0531p,

3 \.;*then, is not only fa.sc:.natlng, it is also 1nstruct1ve,

: Turnlng to the matter 1n hand, it is in somethmg of the ‘
, },spirit of enligh‘bened. gossip that T spproach the study of
iJohn Keats. It is not of the details of his life and ‘the -

S ’:e,,;é‘teohnlcal merits a.nd demerlts of hls work that I msh to hear.

‘ I a.m ea.ger to lea.rn of somethmg apart from these « to 1ea:rn

':‘gwha.‘c people though-b of Keats anﬁ. what 1mpressmn he, in turn

T’f,ma.d.e upon his cmties. . I ehall take from those to. whom I

 listen only what appears to be a sincere expresswn of per-

V:;,;son.alo,plni_op. a.nd,shal‘lk pa,ss over mere transmlxttfed and une- |

‘,;assimiﬁla:bed d‘et’ail. f'I‘heﬁ when 'I have listened 71'0ng enough

I shall eompare wha.t I have heard W:Lth what Kea.ts thought of -

himself. Sta.tlng my aim a llttle more formally, T shall




2.
‘*endeaVOur to trace the main currents in the eriticism ex-
~pre$sed'by‘those who in thé nineteenth~century came in contact
with Keats, either‘by‘personal eneounter or in his works
~alone. _

My sources are not exhaustive. I do not iﬁtend them to
Be,so. To satisfy my own curibsityﬁl have made a faiply
careful study of Keats's ceritics in the nineteenth century.
Important figures'may Ee missing and ﬁnimportant ones may be
present. But,,for my purpose, that is of little consequence.
For my own pant,ktrue to my role of unobtrusive listener, I
shall contribute 1little to the chorus of talk around me. I

shall listen, compare, enjoy--nothing more.
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Relatives a.nc’t In't imate Frlends

g Our searoh :(:‘or ‘che real Keats beglns with the quest ion~
" 'ﬂ'that dia hls relative think of hlm‘?" A prophet; may be

’:ff*without honour in his own ‘country and even at his own heerth.

o fj,{i‘I'his does not seem to have been so with John Keats. ",*Hisa

| gkmother by hlS brother George g8 account appea.rs to have been

“extremely fond of h:Lm and humoured him in every whim of

e ,."fwhlch he had not a few." : Beyond leading us to suspect in

;;fJohn Kests a hint of the "enfant gaté™ this remark_ ca.nnot in-
vﬁ_‘ffluence our estlmate of 'bhe ma.n. s Moreover, on the strength

of 1ater refer eneeS. partaking o:E ‘8 simlar rather. petulant

»,;'na.’cure ‘we may discount somewhat George's sta.tement., We may

even see in hlS attitude a :Eaint refleetlon of that of the

- :“‘eld;er brother 1n the parable of ‘the Prodiga.l Son.

I.ea,ving the Scanty account of Whazt Mrs. Kea.ts thought

:'of her eldest Son we f£ind, in still another letter of George

2

' ;,;Q;«"Keats s, the follow:mg. " loved him frem boyhooa. eyen when

\k;":'ﬁhe Wronged me, :f:‘or the goodmess of hlS hea.r'b and the noble- :

'ness of his splrlt before we left sohool We quarrelled. often

gy anﬁ fought fmrcely, and I ean safely sa.y and my sohool- o

",V‘,;_;"‘;:Eellows Wlll bear witness that John's temper was the cause of

- all,, sﬁti_ll, we \wer;e ,mor/e ,atteched : tha‘n' qut hers ever, are -

1 ﬁJohn Kea‘bs by Amy I.owell - Vol. l, Do 15. o

2 Ibia.. Vol il p.zs.
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' 7,  Aiter we left school we never passed an OPpOSIﬂg word." Here |

‘,f again we are influenced %0 sympathlze with John rather than

‘:‘ ﬂw1th hlS younger brother.:e We'mayweven feel~sorry forvhim in

”;hls endurance of such a prig - eSpecially if we call to mind

gGeorge s conﬁuet 1n'the affalr of. the two hundred pounds of

“ meh1eh the poet stoo& dn sudh dire need towards ‘the close of

1

V: ‘i¢h1s 11fe. : ButffairneSS~campels us~t0~admit that othersfof

{fJohn Keats s schoolfellows haVe left us 1ndependent accounts

f?of his juvenile pugnaclousness. The Sincere interest whlch

: ; George took in his brother's 11terary eareer further dlssuades

~gius from over-dlscountlng hls erit101sms on grounds of envy or

‘75prigglshness. That both George and Tom‘Keats»must have felt

‘jVavdeep,affeetion;for“their5giftadubrother is shownihy~thew

5;  éag¢rnessﬁWi$h,Whicﬁ§thgy,copied:out and p:esérVea John's

- poems. Moreover, evidence of a later date, after Tom's death,

' ffeon&iﬁbes~ﬁs that Keats, on his rart, must have recognized~

;anﬂ appreclated his brother George s sincere- 1nterest 1n hlS

¢f 5l1terary Work.‘;~Haa~it not been so Keams~ ‘always. t00~prouﬁ

‘°~ fan& eonsyierate to weary a carrespon&ent would hardly have

s ﬁincorpgrated into his trans-Atlantic letters to George and

gﬁvGeorglna, so many transcrlpts of verses and 80 many referenoes

”,_;fito hisg 1iterary progress and aspiratlons. Flnally, we have

'T;Q;oonclu81ve proof that to his brothers at least Keats was no

e petted misunderstood weaklxng. ,The»brother who outlived

~.~quf;,5:¢hﬁﬁxeat5jby¢Amyfnqﬁeli;" Vbi, 1, p. 22,
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'eihiéﬁuﬁtimsly}death;vigorously‘aSSailed,the Ourrent,miscon-

"'Mﬁfaeption'of the poet a8 & shrinking, timid soal, mortally

'lezi%wounded by mere words. Ih‘a kﬁter?quotéd by Matthew Arnold'

1

| *f;George Keaﬁs wrote‘ '"John was. the very soul of menliness- and;

if1eourage anﬁ as much llke the Holy Ghost as . Johnny Keate.

'7Here is. a con$radlction (from ane who should have knownrlf

of

',VlKeats erltios..

So mudh for Keaﬁs s family. ’ Next we pause to. 1lsten to

‘ e7the opinlons of hls 1ntimate friends. It is a commonplace,

”' ‘rffthat people are Judged by the company they k39P° Before, then,

*;"'je.skmg point-blank what Keats's friends did and said to show

f fwhat they thought. of him let us note the varled occupations

:fngana condltions of. the 91x friends of the poet whom,we shall

1‘ 5;, single out to tell us of him. - The group eomprlses 8 fairlY

”eefoftypleal girl of elghteen,two &rtlsts, a 1awyer & retired

k‘,brush-salesman, and 8 radlcal poet-crltle-essayist.r Wlthout

‘ffjcomment we. may readlly draw our ewn conclusions as to the

"“v‘ffnature ofvafman who eould 1n591re_ana_keep‘theufrlendShiptof

'ﬂyfsuch dlverse 1ndivmiuals.;~_

From.Fanny Brawne, the poet's flaneee We haar, strangely

?‘Tg;fenough very. 1ittle about Keats. In an undated letter, Te-

2 2
',gproduced by Amy Lowell Miss Brawne referred to him as "one

7awho'I%have heard called the best gudge of poetry llVlng."

‘:"*folé EssaYs In Critielsm,VSecond Serles by Matthew Arnold p. 106.

2. John Keats*by Amy Lowell. anl._z,,p. 154.




‘ ;Tbe‘ﬁﬁchrweight shdﬁIdinOt”bé“éiVen7toitheifaet7tha£”FaﬁnY"

‘Uﬂ“iBrawne 4id not give the. oplnlon her end°rsatl°n "Perhaps She

 7moaestly considered herself unqualifled t0 audee, or, more

| 0 ;probably, s1mply accepted it as true. She, at any rate, was

“r*ﬁperfectly Wllllng to. &efer to Keats 8 Judgment of poetry, fOT

s 1.
j1n~the same letter she said;: "as my dear Keats dld not aﬂmlre ‘

3?Lord Byron s Poetry as many people do it soon lost its value‘

| ‘jfwith me. g In~v1ew of Byron S. immense popularity at that

i fftlme this shows that Keatsﬁsopinlons must have indeed earrled

t{great weight with her. f ‘Her third utterance, years later,

V"“efshows that &lthough she had treasured Keats s letters for

_;sentlmental reasons she was not ignorant of thelr impor tance.'
: 2

rﬁ§?3he eounselleﬂ her ehil&ren to preserve the 1etters as »Vtheyf

”Liwould some day ‘be con81dered of value." Teken all in all,

”75 @her oplnlon of Keams ‘as a poet at least, seems rather"feeblek'

| ”"rfwhen oompared w1th the enthu81asm of- less 1nt1mate frlend8,

| ﬂf}for example Rlehard Woodhouse of whom we shall he&r in the

fw_ffollowing ehapter. Still we must remember thet Keats did not

‘ ﬂ try to 1mpress Fanny Brawne in the role of POBtc Nbreover,

"ﬂifhe seems to have been qulte satlsfled with her interest in and

7ifsympathy fbr hlS literary work - witness their exchange of

' fbooks and the numerous llterary allusions in their letters.

Jonn Kests by Amy Dowsll. Vol. 2, p 185,

2. Tbid. Vol. 8, p. 186.
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From a man who was privileged to see a8 mach - of Keats ag
’d?eifwas the former ‘brush salesman Charles Brown we: might expect
" Lto hear a great deal about Keats. = But 1n-spite of their
’ i‘;l511v1ng and tramplng in Scotland together Brown has left. ys
“”7lQ dvery 1itt1e 1nformetion of value. ‘From, the solid, pracﬁical )
";fiﬂfegolst e 1ook in vsin for. the pas51ona$e deVOtlon of Woodhouse.

"«j;Not only was Brown inoapable of Woodhouse's self-forgetfulnessv'

k‘%l;but he also failed signally to appreciate “the seriousness of
 1};Kea$s s illness when others, who had less opportunlty to- do S0,
' ef;fully reallzed its graV1ty , All.thst‘BrownksaW was the in=
lfconvenlenoefof-altering;hls~u3ual‘Pians for the éﬁmmér‘dis-
“1}flposa1 of his . house.~ Quite,unperturbed he;allOWe¢~KeatS»~Ser*
‘}‘fiously i11 though he Was %o seek lodging's ‘eJ.Sewiie:ﬁr'Qe.‘Tha‘c
({iif ¥there Was however, somethlng in Brown upon which Keats relled
’figand Whloh he needed is shown by the poet's Path3t10 final.
nffletters divulglng, to this same Brown, h1s long-oonceeled G

'(3love for Fanny Brawne.¢ Moreover, Brown d1d care enough about

fiihis frlend to write a life of him as early as 1829.;~That the

"71fﬁfpubllshers refused it Goes not lessen Brown's slneerity in

C;sedjhls labours.,w We may believe that his was a. dlsinterested en-
"*jlfndeavour to ‘keep alive his frlen@% memory and not merely & pid
ffllfor 11terary repute on his own eocount for later, in 184l, .
';e!{he generously placed his manuserlpt at the d1Sposal of
: benckton Milnes Keats s flrst blographer'

@ur next Wltness Bengamln Robert Haydon, has been des-

crlbed by Slr Sldney ColV1n -as S T EP T




7; "that Writer whose v1v1dness of statement 1s seldom found when‘

We have opportunlty to test it, to oo-exist w1th strlct acc-,
' ~juraoy.ﬁ Thls same Haydon Amy Lowell aescribed as "a_perfeet

y5freporter and a poor interpreter.;V’ In Splte of a JUStifiable
ﬁ~ ocaut10n insPired by the two above Temarks we need not con31der
':o fas wasted the time we shall Spend: in interv1ewing Heydon.
;"" !0utspoken - as well as plguheaded = to the last degree Haydon :
“7io;gnever sorupled %o express his honest opinlon of Keats. That
“7¢:ofhls oplnion was subjeot to remarkable fluotuations is not so

*“7,7fmuch to the 901nt as, that whaw he sald was. sinoerely meant at

';oﬁx;the time of utterance. e

. Haydon aid experlenee genuine affectlon for the man Keats.
,’;‘ 3W1thout any false retlcence he Wrote to him: 3"MY dear Keats
‘:f?'I feel grea.'bly d.elighted. by your high OPlnlon» 3110‘” me o
. aida fourth, o be proud of - John Keabem gemus’ mis 1
f‘;f;Speak from ny heart. 5 You a.nd. BerGk are the only men I aver.:

‘;fliked wmth all my heart......there ‘can never be as long as we

&  €11ve any grounﬁ of dispute between use My fr1endshipffor
'\5you is beyond its teens, and beglnning to ripen to its mat-
ﬁ‘iurlty.; I always ‘saw through your nature at once, ana you

~7ﬁgfshall always find me a devoted and affectlonate brother.,-

1. The John Keats Memorlal Volwme. 67

2. John Keats by Amy Lowell. Vol. , p. 251.,

“" f: B?VThe John Keams Memorlal Volume. P- 191'2‘



; By his affection Haydon was impelled as were many
vﬁffegothers of Keats’ s frlends, to sction.. In his Journal, in
NetMarch 1817, he made this entry: ;"I oﬁly know th&t i1

Ji7e§311 my picture, Keats shall never want tlll another is done,
"e that he may have 1eisure for. hls effusions in short, he
‘:“ee jsha1l never want all his 1ife while I llve.?; Haydon falled

‘“'/;mlserably to make good ‘his- resolve when the)opportunity came,

' 7ffbut we should not on that account deny his 81ncer1ty. ,

The frankness with Whlch Haydon and Keats expressed their'

ffgood oplnlons of one- another mlght lesad. the uneharltable to
| *igdlscount thelr opinlons ag8 8o much mutual admlration. L¢Buf,
_Qﬂall things eons1dered this would be unfair. -~ He. honestly

'iienaoyed a dlsinterestea 1ntellectual companlonship Wlth Keats.e
2

~"{7;aHe wrote.ke“l have enaoyed shakespeare with John Keats more

'V”e;ffthan with any other human creature."  He was fully aware,
T B

‘_jctoo, of Keats s independent claims 0 greatness.k "John

' fKeats " he wrote, "Was the only man I ever met who seemed and

:;?;Lilcoked eonsclous of a. high Oallin€-~ex°ept WOTQSWOIth'“

It 1s only natural that a man of sueh Warm 1mpulses‘f;

;should heve countenanoed the killed-by-an-artlole fallacy. fIn:

 }letter wrltten to. MlSS Mitfora Shortly after the poet'
'V~e[gdeath,Haydon stated: f'"Keats~was a victlm of personal abuse

e;ﬂenQ5want of nerve to bear 1t....Flery, impetuous, ungovernable

e,,ggJohn KBats by Amy Lowell. VOlo»ls.p,,lQQ.
.,*5§;Ib1a. Vol, 1, pe 251.e‘ffj“
Wii4’*J°hn“Kea$s by Slaney Colvin. p. 520.
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‘feﬁd;ﬁndedided*fhe'expeOtedlthe“world to bow at OnCe to‘his
",talents as his- frlends had done, and he hed not patlence %0
k’7f~ofbear the natural 1rr1tamlon of envy at the undoubbed . ‘proof he

i [g&ve of strength.»w

In ‘the palnter Joseph Severn we . flnd a flgure etrlkingly

fffdifferent from.that of" Keats s other artist friend, Ben jamin
md~;¥Haydonuof Whom.we~have gust taken our. 1eave.. Inevxtably 1t isH
e;clted as the crowning proof of Severn s devotlon to Keats thet‘
i;he crossed “the: seas With the dying poet to. Italy. Waile
’?Severn 'g tender care of Keats deserves unbounded commendation
‘.iit mnst not be forgotten ﬁhat he had mmst won. a. travelllng
'~scholarsh1p for the pursuance of hlS studies at Rome, Al-
1though 1n hlS later years Severn hecame somethlng of a con-
‘eflrmed racoonteur of. Keats remﬁrmnencee, we haﬁe no evidenced
j‘V*‘:.;fcha.’cfhegeve:x:f felt any overwhelmingrattachment for'the poet or
kftha.’*b'fhef éver fﬁllyunderstood -~ or was, indeed, ever granted

‘”‘*gthe oppcrtunlty to understand - the real Keats.

Only two instances of what, in dlscu331ng other frlends

dfgfof Keats, we have called 1ntellectual sympathy m&y be recorded
‘7of~Severn., First the artist in Severn was delighted by
“*eﬁKeats s keen obeervation of out-of-doors nature. Second~

fafter h1s first readlng of "Isabella™ he wrote to Haslam :

1

’°T(JUly 1820) -“Are~you aware anotherovolumefof Poems was pub-
"*/11shed 1ast Week - in Whlch is "Lovely Isabel . poor simple

‘f ﬁl Isabel“? I have been delighted with ﬁhis volume and thlnk it

l.<John Keats by Sldney ColV1n. p. 466.



> | | 11..
~’ifw1ll even. please +the mllllon."‘q»~ g ‘ |
g : Severn a&mltted that he had never ‘heard Keats utter a H
Aisﬂﬂifword to indioame that the oruel criticism of the perlodlcals'
l**lef;had been responsible for hlS fatal illness. Later when. the
4;Fanny Brawne oorreSpondenee was publlshed he deelared that
}';':,,‘for the first time he understood what Keats must have suffered,
‘kr“s iand felt conv1need th&t had it not been for. hls 1"death-
“ ‘lfstrleken marrlage progeet“ he might ‘have 1ived many years.«'
kl‘ siSti11 in spite of Keats s acknowledged 811enoe on- the subjeet
T7and 1n the faoe of: hlS own admltted ignorance of the real
r;:fcause of Keats's sufferlngs untll years later, Severn was,
flfrg{fnevertheless with Brown, Tesponsible for the petulant

2 o
v?,;phraeeology of Keats! s epitaph: ;f“Thls grave contains: all thad

frhe;bitterness of his heart, at the mallcious power of his en-

lrfeﬁies ae51red these words to be engraven on hlS tombstone

‘*x,ﬂHere 11es one whose name was ert in water! "

The voioe of our next Wltness calls us back from Keats's

"*ffﬂlast days to the earlier and happler years of his short 11fe.
f*flgohn Hamllton Reynolds Keats 's poet-lawyer friend was one

v-ﬁof the several frlends of the poet who, as we shall see in a

glater ehapter aid not hes1tate to. make a public stant sgainst

"”7;the aetractors of his. frlena.k His opinlon of the’ hostlle

 YGrltl0S 1s expressed V1gorously in a friendly letter of en-.

l;‘John Keats by Sldney Golvin.' pg‘555.
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n lcnnécouragement in. which he urged Keats to publish his "Pot of
f?l_BaSllw' l"It's completensss”, he insisted "will be a full
iljlanswer to all the ignorant malevolence of cold 1ying Scotchmen’
: fand stupid Englishmen. , The overweenlng struggle to. oppress |
.;,nn you onlY shows the world that So much of Endeavour cannot ‘be
‘y73.directed to Nothing." “Men do not set their mscles, and -

“”7”fstra1n their sinews. to break a straw."‘ ‘That the motive: powerc;_

‘wejbehinﬁ thls aefense was supplled by genuine affectlon is shown

u*by a. heartfelt - if flowery - posthumous tribute to Keats as
‘lilof"the 81ncerest friend, the most lovable ass001ate the deepest L
;l¥7}flistener to ‘the grlefs and. dlS&ppOlntments of all around him )
"that ever llved in the tide of tlmes' o ‘Coupled with Reynold'sV
affection, Was the knowledge, perhaps 11m1ted ln its scope,
lnlﬂbut none the less: real that his frlend was a man of genlus,
Vf}l ,Wax1ng lyrical Reynolds sang: ‘5 o

"7sv;,~5;jaﬂ~ g Thy genlus Weaves

Songs that shall make the age be naturenled

And win thax coronal for thy young head.

nwwhlch time's strange‘hand of.freshness ne en Bereaves.ﬁnkr
The last tribute from.Reynold's Whlch we. shall con81derl
,;*;here is somewhat marred by a reference to the killed-by-an»
le.f‘artlcle fallacy in Whlch he, 1ike Haydon, was. a flrm bellever.;"
Wkllslt is an explanatory note taken from.hls "Garden of Florenoe“ :
Jl'Publlshed in 1821 and reads: e ” i

1. John Keats by Amy Lowell. Vol. 2, D+ 105,
. 2. John Keats Memorial. Volume. P. 177,

5.»JohngKea£s by Si&ney Colv1n.;p. 75

g <
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oyﬂHe who 1s gone was one of the very klndest friends I poss—
”»*essed and. yet he was not kinaer perhaps to me, than to others,

\iiﬂis intense mlna and powerful feeling would, I truly belleve

*u,fhare done the world some serV1oe hed his life been spared: -

‘7;f§but he was of too. sen51tive & nature - and thus he wes des- -

*Lff,.troyed.

The last and, in. the eyes of posterlty, probably -the

Méffmost trustWorthy of Keats's crltlo-frlends 1s the poet-o'

o fessaylst Leigh Hunt. Himself capable of Wlnnlng and keeplng

fthe affeetlon of a host of frlends, Hunt graciously Welcomed

”” 7}fthe young Keats into hlS eircle. Even when Keats saw it tO

“ﬁ$ w1thdraw from.the Hunt coterie ‘and. rather neglected his old

: Jfriends Hunt continued to regard him in a klndly light. Years‘

2

'7f 1ater he sald of hlm, very simply, - "It was a pleasure to.

 f\h1s friends to haye hlm.ln thexr houses." Two things inspire

rus w:ﬁ:h oonf:uienee in Hunt's critlcism. Pirst, :Erom the very

p n/‘*\

gbeginning, hlsuﬁraise Was “tempered With blameo‘ Seeond the,

'*ffundamental points of hlS earller estlm&te Were repeated

"”, practl0a1lY unaltered years later ‘when to have recognized and

‘f?encouraged the early genlus of Keats was something of Whloh to

kafvf’be proud.~ The orltlolsm below appeared in the "Examxner" of

3

,;Q}o July 6 1817“ "We @o not, of courSe, mean to. say, that Mr.

“:r\Keats has a8 much talent as he w111 have ten years hence, or

Ibié. 521.

2. John Keats Memqual Volume. Do 177.

5. John Keats by Amy Lowell. V°1~~l,.p,w481,g,gn'u'“
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"‘f;thhat there are no imitatlons in his book, or that he does

ﬂfnot make mistakes cemmon to. inexperience - the reVersefls

kfifineV1tab1e at his time of 11fe. In proportion to our idees

,sieﬁor impr6531°ns of the images of. things may be our aoquaint~

'ﬁfance w1th~the things themselves.'y But our author has all the

':gsen31tiveness of. temperament requisite to receive these im~

ffpress10ns~ and wherever he has turned hitherto, he has eV1d-

s <f,jent1y felt them.deeplv. The very.faults in&eed of Mr. Keats

*garise from a passion for beauties, and a young impatience to
;vmd.ica.te them, a.nd as we have men‘bioned. these we shall Te-
'ffer t0 . ﬁhem at onoe.” The follow1ng, veny s1milar to the
7“preceaing, was Writteh by Leigh Hunt anﬁ Was given +0 ﬁhe
"wpublio in his "Esiay on Imaginatlon and. Fency"‘ first pubn

flished in 1844: - "Keats was born a poet of the most poetical
S kind.  All his feelings came to him through a poetical :

/:efmedium, or were speedily coloured by it. Hls feme may NOw -

fsx‘,forgive the erities who disliked his politics and aid not

R understand ‘his poetry...amd there can be no doubt that he has

o {taken a permaneat stetion emong the. Brltish Poets, of a veny

' iyhigh 1f not thoroughly mature desoription." :

In the foreg01ng pages we heVe seen Keets as he appeare&e,e
1»to those Who knew and loved him.best : We have heard his

yibrother George ana SlX of his most 1nt1mate friends Join in

sfpaying homage to the kindliness, 1oya1ty, and indepenaenee of

‘f~"the man as Well as to the unﬂoubted genius of the poet. Oon

'"1only one metter have We noted a div181on of opinion - upon :

l.i“Essays“ (Oxford University Iress) by Leigh Hunt. p. 478.
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the killed-by-an-article theory. With all that we have hesrd
firmly fixed in oun minds we now prepare to pass from the
,ipner sanctum of Keats's life to the outer vestibule. There
7w§»sha11 find awaiting us a varied assemblage of men and women

~ whom we may Gesignate as the poet's easual acquaintances.
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f,dasualwAcquaintaneesr“

First in or&er of tlme among Keats 'S casual aequalntances

h:eqme those WhO met him durlng hls eareer as a meileal student.'

”"eOf the brllllant Sir Astley Cooper who 1ectured hin on anatomy,

, 1
;and physiology 1t is recorded that "He took an interest 1n :

‘Yyoung Keats, and reoommenaed him to the spe01al care of hlS

'iown dresser and h&mesake, George Cooper., The faet th&t a

h‘__fman of such reeognlzed brllllance should haVe 81ngled out one

1‘”;o:E' his students for personal 1nterest sPeaks well: for the

i qualltles ana oapaelties of the student in qeestlon. Cert-
77a1n1y we may 1nterpret thls as an. indloatlon of a favourable
eoplnion of Keats held by Sir Astley Cooper. : ’
From a fellow classnmxe Henry Stephens‘ we have however,~

5a.more deflnlte expre581on of oplnion. Stephens by the way,
2.

:';7was the man to ‘whom Amy Lowell referred as the hospital frlend

 ',who oared enough about Keats to copy the whole of his "Poems"
',f1817, 1nto a blamk book. | Stephen s aooount of Keats comee ’
,hto ushat thlrd hand by Way of Slr Si&ney Colvin. After
:mentlonlng Keats's almost rellglous awe for great poets and

";hls consclousness of hlS own powers, he Went on to explaln.e ;
5 .
Q“It may readlly be imaglned that this feeling wa.s accompanled

l. John Keats by Sldney Colvin.,p.‘50.

2. John,Keats by tmy Lowell. p. 187.

3. John Keats by Amy Lowell. 9§*{51?

LA



- terms ‘"the romantlc poet of Endymion" was thet he "for the

: 17.

"':“{zﬁy5éfg66d?dea17cf pride and conceit, ~and that aﬁongst mer &
:';j:  med1cal stuaents ‘he Would walk as one " of the Gods mlght be
S Supposecl to. do when ningling with mortals.' This pride ex-
 -p0sed hlm' as may be readlly imagined, tc occa31onal rldicﬁle

‘,and some mortlflcatlon."

gﬁOur thlrd w1tness Walter 000per Daﬂdy, is much 1ess

7trustworthy. Only recentiy hlS veracity has been assailed

1

 iiin ﬁhe corr93pondence columns of the "London TlmsS’Literary
 Supplenent“ * Dendy,~unlike~Stephens, seems to have ‘given

‘;Keats no credlt for poetlc genius, although he aoes appear to‘

‘ﬂfhaye thought that he migh+t have amcunted to somethlng had he

o ,fpersevered»in»hls~mea1ca1 Stu@ieS¢' His opinlon\of~what he

2

>'phantom of h1s wakxng dreams ‘gave up the stuﬁy of that
‘;sclence whlch might have nursed and fortifled a mlnd s0 soon
‘5chllled to ﬁeath.by the 1cy finger of critlcism." ‘He pro- )
\“ feeeded to reproduce a . fragment of poetry Whlch he stated was
3"ser1bblea 1n our presenee Whlle the precepts of Sir. Astley '
 }Cooper fell unheeaed on hms ear.t ; Dendy«s\oplnlons arevnot‘ 
 ;;particular1y harsh nor are thay intentlonally mallclous.  In€
Y ‘;deed they are useful in showing us the reaction o Keats of
"fonewof'a-marekpractlcal turn of»mind. Stlll,rafter readlng
fthem, we are glad to rememher three thlngs. fhe flrst is that

'?Dendy had finlshed hlS own medlcal course some time before

l.,“London Tlmes therary Supplement" Mey 24, 1934,
2 Ibld.  :‘j_*  d i ,
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‘*’;kéefs+begaﬁ=his. ‘This being so hie mst have had only a

‘eﬁ;sllght 0pportuhity - as a- Junior demonstramor, 1t has been

~conjeotured - of making the acquaintanae of Keats. The
esecond p01nt 1s that the peem reproﬁuced by Deniy eannot be

?deflnitely ascribed to. Keats. ‘The third is that Keats's
1 |

‘l‘,Medleal Notebook proves that ~ scribbled poetry notw1thstand~

flng - the poet listened to ‘his lectures to some puTpOSe.
Having heara the reminiscences of Sir Astley Cooper, of f
?Henry Stephens, and of Walter Deniy, we are now ready to
flisten 1o the oplnions of Keats S casual acquaintanees of
:later years.ﬂff.“5 | | v, ’ ,}
The popularlty of Keats is- proved by the number of

gacqualntances apert fram intlmete friends, wWo were pleased

“gto lay clalm to h1s tlme ana conversatlon.'< Because of the

'V'M.slow grswth of his fame we may take it for granted that thelr

""1nterest was 1nsP1red by somethlng in the man hlmself ramher

jthan by any des:re far refleeted glory. : The express1ons of
'eiopinlon most valuable for- our present survey are those culled

~from.the wrltings, or 1nferred from.the aotions, of Bengamin

. _Balley,«mrs.»Charles Dllke,*Junlor an& Rlchard:Woodhouse.‘ -

Benaamln Balley, Keats's alvinity stuaent aequelntance

J,,showed the stuff of Which hlS esteem was made when- he ventured
g 5
to erte for the "Oxford Herald" a very favourable reV1ew oi

| “'f"Endymlon"

l l Publlshed by the Oxford Unlver31ty Press. 1954.
2 In.May, 1818. - ‘ ~ ‘



Mrs. Charles Bllke, Junior the wife of one of Keats! s

“H;,Lneighbors at Wentworth Plaoe, forgot herself so far - for At

:75f3fwas the nineteenth century - to exelalm in a letter to her

1

‘f*Lfffather~in-laW'~ MIFf the public ery him‘up as a great poet I

‘l*jeﬂW1ll heneeforth be thelr ‘humble servants if not, the deyid.

'-~take the~publie. : Her enthu51asm.was not besed on blind

yjifzvfeminlne admlratlon for the genus poet, for on an earller
: 2.

,{oecaS1on<she had wrltten'T "You will find him a very odd young

““nfjman, but good~tempered and good-heayted and very clever in~

F:”fndeed."»f

From Mre Dllke we turn to Rlchard Woodhouse, the most

"ﬂj 1nterestlng of all Keats's casual acquaintenees. The‘attltude

fof Woodhouse to Keate rather mystifies us.. It 1s more than

o *lTStrange that a man with ‘such genuine regard &PPTeCIatlon"

'lffanﬂ undoubted affection for Keats should haVe remalned a mere

”‘facqualntance. How with such feelings for Keats he could ‘have

Lbeen eontent to remaln more or. lees aloof and how Keats,

"‘e:kn0W1ng hls feellngs could haVe allowed him to- do so. ‘is some=-

f;é ithlng of a puzzle. L

Woodhouse 8 warm personal devotion to. Keams is more of a

}tribute than hlS commendation of his genrus - glow1ng theugh

| 'that commendatlon be.:; In September 1819 he ooneluded a lettere

f “f“to ﬁhe publlsher Taylor Wlth theee Words' "I make no apology

,John Keats by Amy Lowell. Vol 2, p. 445.

‘“Q;Mz.,Ib‘a Vol. 2, > 152,

'"’ﬂf'5_ Ibid Vol. 2, . 520. o
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G for stuffing my 1etter With these Keatsiana. Ieaﬁ sure»

 7~,enoth1ng else I could say Woul& have h&lf the interest. And I

ﬁF‘ff:;deem myself 1n luek to have such a subgect to write about."

lijeats seems to have been always present in his thoughts. When

”e Abudgetting for a progeated vacation in 1819 he asked himself
1

”F"Would it not be better to 'mlser it' tlll next Summer so as to

”feffafford to take J.K. Wlth me?" = More than that, his affeetion

~g3was tlngea by sympathetlc un&erstandlng for, in Keats he

 **,ed1scerned no trace of the unbecoming prlde Wlth which Bendy

| ';{7had eharged hlm. To the contrary, he wrote in generous app-

2
ereval« "I wonder how he oame to- stumble upon that deep truth

x?°if3that 'people are debtors to him for his verses and not he to

“;;‘themafor~adm1ratlon.,' ~Methinks suchwa conv1etion‘on any,,‘

5ione s mln& is enough to make half a Milton of him."

Woodhouse “too0, like a' surpr1s1ng number of " Keats's

' !7;fr1ends and acquaintances dld not stop at mere words. Ee would

‘,have been-w1llingfand'honoured't0~he1p»h1m.flnanoially had‘thef

~ opportunity arisen. ewriting*torTaylor"bnaAugust\51~-1819»~
. &

he sali- "You are Well acqualnted with my good w1shes towards :

 ffj Keats as well as Wlth their complete &131nterestedness. What-‘_

N ever peeple regret they could not do for Shakespeare or

| ”‘Chatt«e?t,ony Dbeesuse o 410 70t 1ive in their time, thst T would

l.,John Keats by Amy Lowell. Vbl. 2y Do 505,

2.‘1_1d. Vol.,z, p. 301,

"v,Q;59*1b1¢‘~V°1' 2,,@«,5025,:,;
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:“V‘vembody 1nto a Ratlonal prlnclple, and (with due regard %o
{licertaln expediaﬁees) do faereats. But-~"‘and we may be gure
“;fléthe recollectlon eaused ‘him- real paan - Mone! '8 means are nog |

’f'*unlimlted.;»f

';ffWoodhouse outdld Keats s owmn broﬁhars in hisg metioulous
"5gcare of every scrap of‘the pcet's ertlng that came into his
' {f?fpossess1on. : erting %o ‘Taylor in August 1819 he was able to
'Jlf:ilsay of "Isabella“' '1"Reoolleet that this is the fourth time !

 Inave ertten it over, recolleet also that I could say it by

77ff'heart Wlth about five promptlngs and if, as really was the

‘ 770&se, I Went through 1t W1th more pleasure than ever, one- of
alltwo conclusmons is- ineV1table::elther that it is a noble poem;’
’ll;: or thax my Judgment is not worth the tythe of a flg. < And I
,“fﬂvam quite content o be set down for a dolt in the oplnlon of
i that ‘man Who should aeny the flrst of the above alternatlves. :
‘JlfMay those to whom you show the poem derive as. mieh- gratlf- |

ﬁf‘lcatlon from 1t as I dld."

From.the very fxrst Woodhouse Was motlvated 1n ‘his care ,"

- of Keats s warks by a desire that posterlty shoul& See his

,1&01 to the best advantage. In hls manuscrlpt book of GOpleS
2
_of Keats s poems he Wrote, in November 1818~' “There is a~‘

- great degree of reality about all that Keats writes: and there

'émust be allusions to particular elreumstanees in hlS poems.>

| 1.~John Keats by Amy Lowell. jvoli‘z, p. 295

52}2 Ibid. Vol. 1, . 61 2o
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a ",_;flvwhich Would aaa to ‘cheir beauty and. in‘berest s properly

?ﬁf:understood.- To arrest some few of these ciroumstanoes and

‘““7dfbr1ng them to V1ew in oonnection with the poetlc notice of

“aﬁthem,.ls one of the obaects of this eollection - and of thei

da*;observatlons -fas it is of- the notes in the interleaved

.“¢§copies of his published works "

In splte of the bulk of the preceding eulogles it w1ll be
'“Well to quote in concluslon still another rather 1engthy '

fexpreSS1on of opinlon. For, it proves thet Woodhouse was by

“‘,;Ano means bllnd to the flaws in nis 1dol but, on the contrany o~

’}had them olearly before hls eyes when glving his dellberate

' ffafand reasoned estlmate of the man. In a letter to his oousin,l

1

W~'jMiss Frogley, probably wrltten in 1819 he said: "Such a

'ﬂggenlus, I verlly belleve has not appeared 51nee Shakespeare‘

“7‘ﬂand Milton..,....But=in~our,common conversatlon.upon h1s~

“‘merlts - We. should always bear in- mlnd that his feme mey be
*fmore hurt by 1ndlserim1nate praise than by wholesale eensure._‘

i Would at once admlt that he has great faults - enough 1ndeed

f}to S1nk another wrlter. But they are more than sounter-.

"crﬁbalanced by hlS beautles‘>and thls is the proper mode of app- i

'foreo1at1ng an orlginal genlus....I express my opinion, that
‘fKeats, durlng hlS life (1f it please God to -spare him %o the

'?ﬁusual age of man, and the critlcs not to. drlve him.from.the

J‘7f'free air of the Poetlo heaven befare hlS Wlngs are fully '

A ',_thﬁ«;xcéats' by-,fv'Amy,' 'LoWell. ,',volf.l ‘2; pg.' 186-7



:57°:fledged) will reak on a level with the best of the last or. of
"7fvthe present generation: aud. after his death will take his
:place at their head......But ‘while- I think thus, I would make‘
uRn%persons resPect my Judgment by the dlscrlmlnatlon of my. praise
vand by the freedom of my censure Where his ertlngs are openf ;
kto i i (R V" Gl e -
From the Pylades-llke Woodhouse we proceed, naturally
enough ~to: his frlend and. regular correspondent John Taylor;-~
of the publlshing firm: Taylor and. Hessey.w Publlshers are
’often too eager o coneillate the crltlcs to take up the :
cudgels agalnst them.on behalf,of thelr cllents. But, of
 Tay1or who publlshed Keats s 1818 and 1820 volumes We learn
k;vtham he made an - 1mpass1oned plea to Glfford of the "Quarterly"
Affor fair ‘play towards "Endymlon" f The hature of his 1nterV1ew
(LEW1th Mr Blackwood of "Blackwoo&'s Magazrne“ ; also in defensefn'

1 : ,
,of~Keatsf- is revealed by hiS‘curt~comment‘ "I em perfectly

h"’sure he Will never call on me agaln." Nor was Taylor dlffldent
'about expre581ng his eonfldence in. the ablllty of the young
”and oomparatlvely obscure poet._ Berating the "Quarterly k ;
 ReVleW" he said, in a letter ertten in 1820 %o the poet John

| ‘fclare-Tz"Damnﬁthem~(I,eay)\Whofcould-aot~in so/cruel a Way to

“  a~young ﬁéﬁ of*undonbte¢“denins.“ In a 1etter mailed to a

f,f relatlve on the eve of the appearanoe of the “Poems" of 1820
1. John Keats by Amy Lowell. Vol,‘Z, p.‘451.‘

z. Ibid. Vol 2, p. 449. ,“
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Cil he Wrote "If it does not sell Well I think nothn.ng will
"""ff,};ever seli well ‘again, I am sure of thls’ that for Postic
Genlus 'there s not. his equal living, and I would compare him
" f’la.galnst anyone. w1th el'bhe;(' Milton or Shakeepea.re for Bea.utleS-"’
”;Ta.ylor o was no purely int elleetual ‘worship of genius for to ‘
s*b:nll another eorresponﬂen‘c he had written; 8"11? you Knew him, |
"'"":'*yyou would also feel that odd personal interest. in all tha’b

[‘cono erns h:l.m. "

Finally - a.nd actlons, expeelally from a Shrewd man of

e fbusmess speak 1oud.er tha.n worcls - We may note *bhe many kind

‘,;_fe.d_vances of money maae 1;0 Kea.ts by Taylor and. Hessey even. When S

,[‘his prospects of recovery a.nd future work were: almost hope-

~~'1ess.x That Kea:l;s, on his part Wa.s sens:.ble af the good. eg=

"»'fteem in whlch Taylor and. Hessey held him is shown by the frank

'_anti fmendly tone of most of his letters to them. Keats was
far from belng as unworldly ‘and obtuse- abou‘b money matters ;
_}as ‘l:he typical ‘poet is supposed. %o be. ~But even ha.d he been
80 we may be confilent that he would have fared. none the

¥ worse in his dealings w:rbh the :Elrm of Ta.ylor and Hessey., S
‘The relations between Keqts a.na the Ollier 'brothers who
z ;publ ished his first volume were not so- 'satfiefac tory as those

: . w it hTaylor -end Hessey to whom we have just been listening.

l. I-bié.o VOl. 2 p. 427. L
2ov Ibid—o VOlQ 1,P0187o
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{ofooiThe attitade of Charles end James Ollier mey be dlvined from

1

”*fgtwo very contradlotory pieces of ev1aenoe - the first a com-

“giplimentary sonnet Written on March 2, 1817, by Charles

2

'fOllier' the seoond a 1etter to George Keate signea Co & J.n

 Oliier, and dated April 29, 1817, ‘@iselaiming further res-

1€Jyeﬂp0n51billty for the sale of the "Poems“ .‘  S o

: COncerning the complimentary sonnet the pecullar thing
jls that it was wrltten to a poet by a publisher. ‘The.re-~
fversal of thls order poet to publisher is not aitogether°‘
5W1thout preoedent.'nBut, gf the'Olller sonuet‘fAmy~LOWe11"»h

L *qulte rlghtly exclaimed*’ “For a publlsher to break,into

e ipoetlo eulogy of a ollent is so very strange an ooourrenoeu

,that thls fact along muet ‘have given Keate every assurance

/ ﬁof a good reception for hlS book."»;ff

o The second piece of evidenee ~the- dlselaimlng 1etter,
idld, 1t is true, deny further respon81bllity for the sale of
kfthe poet's works. But, When we learn of the med&ling, off-
‘floious letter from.George Keats t0 which 1t was ‘an answer we
:oannot blame the Olliers too severely for their su&den change
(1of front. Moreover although the losers by their recent pub-
fllshing venture, and although denied oredit for their efforts
’on thelr olient s behalf the brothers mede it plain that in-

i ftheir oplnlon.the poems were worthy of a better reception from~

7 1. John Keats by Amy Towell. yol,_l, p. 270,

2.'Ibiﬁ. Vol l e 512
5. Ibid. Yol 1, D. 270




. 7 26.
the publle.,"
With the Ollier Brothers We conclude Chapter 11 of our

| survey. : In this oha;pter we have heard of the interest of-

e Sir Astley Cooper in his ‘young and. obscure ‘student. We have

S heard of Henry Stephens's &elight in the poems of his :Eellow-°

classmate Whom he, nevertheless, accused of ridiculous con-
eeit. f We have heard too, the evidenoe of Walter Cooper

Dendy whe saw in the . poet only an infatuated youth who fool~
1sh1y e.band.oned a Worth-whlle call:u.ng. Then, leaving behiml

f;e us KEats s student days we havs listened 0 Beng&min Bailey

defending his friend in.the "oxford Herald" anﬁ to Mrs.

‘54 Gharles Dilke Junior s, abuse of & public whlch seemed 1ikely

to negleet her young nelghbour. We have been aetalned -
perhaps over-long by the generous affectlon and 1mpart1al
orltlcal dlseernment of Rlohard Woedhouse.- Then ~in con-
"eluS1on, We have glaneed at the relations ‘between Keats anﬂ ‘
his publishers the‘olller Brethers,ﬁanﬁ.Messrs; Taylor.ami
Hessey. " ‘ | |
2 We have stlll to hear many oplnions coneerning John Keats.
But few of the voisces to Whlch we shall llsten in- subsequent
ehepters will have the - oerdlal rlng 1nSpired by the klndly
unaerstanding and forbearanee of personal frlends and aoquaint-,
g anees.: They will be the v01ces of strangers - hostile strang-
1i”ers, self-seeklng strangers, or. frlendly strangers - but for

lfa11 that, of strangers.n; The flrst of these stranger Orltics
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 to WhOmeé shall listen will be the periodical reviewers of

‘the nineteenth century.
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. Ghepteriny.

Perio&ical Reviewersr;f

In ehapters one and two referenoe has been made on more

~rthan one oooa31on to ﬁhe views held by one or &nother of our |

"M7ifw1tnesses in the kllled-by-an~artiele controversy. It is a

"lv,}commonplace of: Keats crltloism that the mere mention of ,eon=

7ftemporary reV1ewers in connection Wlth the name of the poet

,ﬁrlnstantly conjures up. the idea of savage and polltloally

i ;:Lnspired hostill‘ty

Only thls year, however the v01ces of two men Whose

‘fresearch quallfied them.to speak authoritatively have been

\~rf;raised agalnst &ny suoh sweeping oondemnation of the Te- ,"

‘ fV1ewers.~i George L. Marsh and Newman Je White who in 1934
';;contrlbuted to "Modern Ehilology" an index to 2ll contemp-

}orary perlodlcal notioes on John Keams _surprise us with the:‘

‘r~ffollowing signifioant statement'ur '“If bulk and~numbers

' pa1one are to ‘be consriered ‘the crltlos of Keats Were pro-
~~ponderantly frlendly and: encouraglng rather than inimical "

:.JThet"London Times" ReV1ewer who. critlclsed the work of Marsh

“'rfand Whlte summarlzed thelr findlngs thus- f‘ “The 1nfluenee'

ﬁ

','ref the perlodlcals Who were frlenély towards Keats 'S Work was -

;greater altogether than.that of his redoubtable adversaries

el;f'The Quarterly ;.!Bleckwoodfs!-and the !Britishrcrltlc',




~ptalents should have been flattered into the resolutlon to

29.

nifoin;sumdthey,(i‘eo,Marsh and: White) suggest o the blographers
;“”  ﬁof Keats, that the tredltion,emphasizlng his 1n3ur1es at the

'fhands of ‘the ungust should now. be abandoned.“

Wlth “this auﬁhoritat1Ve pronounoement 1n mind we shall

!‘.

;'now commence our study of the criticism aooordea to John Keaﬁs

~*by ﬁhe periodloal reV1ewers of the nineteenth century >

~‘“[ Keats's first volume of poems was. publlshed early in

'”11817.;. Months after its publication the "Eelectic Review" -
‘eowned and edlted by Josiah Condor the &iseenting hymn-wrlter
 aocordea 1t a,somewhat lengthy reV1ew. : Although W1111ng to"

' fbestow ‘some 11tt1e pralse upon the poems. Condor insistently -

1

;‘jdeplored "that a young men of vivid imagination and £iné

 ‘p'pub11eh verses of which a few years hence he will be glad to
e;feseape from.the remembrance.“ Later when 1n July 1820

o',"Lamla" was publlshed the same pious Condor pretended to see

'71n the unauthorlzed advertlsement t6 the poem a 81gn of

5

yfrepentance on the paxt of the author. In~hls oriticlsm he

"advanoeé a doubt as ‘to Whether the author Were & Chrlstian.

As we. may expect when We hear the neme of the reviewer
3

,Benjamln Haydon, the "Champion s" oritlclsm (Maroh 9, 1817)

]of Keats s flrst volume‘ oifpoems,~wasfextremely favourable.‘

l. John Keats by Amy Lowell Vol 1, p. 274

Ibid.VOlo '2, p. 4520

5."Studies in Keats" by Mld&leton Murry, p. 98-105.
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"oHStill although very favourable 1naeed the review dld not

 pf:1ay itself open to the oharge of partiallty. : Some defects -

\“whleh are S1gnalled out for reprimand are: the poet's extreme

a*Tffyouth, the frequent carelessness of hlS verslficamlon whloh

yi"at tlmes passes to an absolute faultiness of measure", and

’:hls over-fondness for eompound epithets.~ The reviewer noted

’fx];W1th pleasure the antagonlsm of the young Keats to French

:‘~ or1t1oal dootrines ama ‘made. the - in 1817 very darlng, alnmst:

‘impudent in faet ——— prophecy that he would: ‘Surpass Byron. ,fHe~ :

*a' ~deteeted 1n his songs the volce of one who is “S1ng1ng from

“'the pure inspiratlon of nature" rather than in an attempt . to

" ;1m1tate some earller author.-fﬁ Even at thls early date, ﬁhe

,,l

frthought of Shakespeare oame eas1ly to the mind of one Judglng
«Rbats for we read "he is fated to 1ook on natural obgects with
{jthe mlnd as Shakespeare and Chaucer dla an& not merely w1th
,ﬁthe eye ‘ag nearly all modern poets do" - The rev1ewer pro~

pheS1ed that the new poet Was destlnea to "1ay hlS name in the

'7aiVlapAof immortality._~

George Felton Mathew, another of Keats s personal frlends
l ,

 Was responS1b1e for the reV1ew uhioh appeared two months later

‘(May 1817) in the "European Maga21ne“" Mathews eharaoterized '

"=‘Heydon s cavaller proneuncement ooncernlng Keats and,Byron as

sﬁ,m;éé;;‘iin,_Keaecs -by Middleton Murry,; p, 106'-112.
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‘ x,with Haydon in condonlng his faults asg, being natural to hlS

| ftender years.; Very sternly he rebusked certain ideas Which
}he declared "savour too muoh of the. foPpery and affeetation
tof Lelgh Hunt.“i In connection with this last ﬂﬁddleton Mur:y
Qrecalls to our minds the fact that Mathew, as an early frlend

oof Keats, later somewhat negleeted for Leigh Hunt mlght not

& here have spoken qulte 1mpersonally and judicially. The
”" ‘“0de on flrst 1ook1ng into ChapmansHbmer“ Mathew alsmlssed as'

ﬁb"falr speoimen" although “abSurd in 1ts appllcatlon" “He

eelosed by holdlng out to Keaxs the hope of immortality Af -

eana thls 1n a nasal strain reminlsoent of Condor - he would

"only remenmer “rellglon and 1ove of virtue are not inconsist-

'Tent With the charaoﬁer of a poet“x'
;1817 in "Constables Edlnburgh Magazine" can. hardly be. des-
o_oribed as unfavorable.,_ Several good qualities of the peeme
' were noted. and Keats Was laud.ed :Eor his. "glorlous Vlrgillan
~ comoeption” in "I stood Tip Toe On A Little Hill". Never-
’theless pious admonltlons simllar to those of Condor were
' very much to the fore.. Keats Was adjured to "cast off the "

«uneleanness of thls eohool"‘~ Leigh Hunt 1s of course meant -

1f ever he hoped to "make hlS W&Y to the truest strain of

f”ee‘poetry in whlch taking hlm by himself it appears he might

i suceeed.i ‘ The "Edinburgh Magazine“ however lacked the eén-

| ’during evangelieal fervour of ﬁhe “Ecleotie Rev1ew" whieh

l. John Kea$s by Amy Lowell. VQla 1,‘P.,2?4,‘

- The rev1ew of Keats 'S flrst book whldh appeared october,‘




‘7even in 1820 Wheh'"Lamla" appeared, eould perplex itself

ieaover the. etate of Keats s Christianlty. When, after the

“3appearance of the Z articles in. "Blaokwood's“ Bailey sub- ,‘
‘mLtted a defense of his friend to the "Edlnburgh Magazlne"*ie

d'it was returned to him w1thout a word of’ explanation.1, Keats

”f‘was very evidently already regarded as beyond the pale.w The

‘iEdlnburgh potentates had none of Condor'!s doubts about the

ljstate of Keats 8. soul.e‘ They kneW.

And now we turn to hear what "Blaekwood's Edinburgh

imagazlne" thought of John Kea$s.;~~Mneh has beenfwrltten'ln

tyﬁfexplanatlon of the motlves that prompted the savage malevol« |

¢~4jenee of "Bleckwood’s“ attaok upon Keats. And much abuse hes -

'::7deservedly on the whole - been heaped upon that journal w1tness

S eLandor s “The Blaekguard Journal“ (an epithet heartlly endorsed

»e;by SWlnburne), and Sir Robert Brldge 8 reference of. later date

S L
QtQ: "thelr serene Caeeltles the "Eﬁlnhurgh Review' and -

f'Blackwood's' " Por our purposes the findlngs of all. Te-
eisearch on ﬁhe subgeet may e put down very briefly - perty
’polltles and the de51re of a newly-established Journal to
meake 1tse1f read by any . expedlent. It w111 be Well too be~,

'fore examlning what "Blackwood’s theught and aid not scruple

d'keto say, of John Keats =50 renpmber the follow1ng note, from

- 2
#the pen of Slr Sldney Colvin. ~"Nwre ama21ng even than the

1.;Colleeted Essays and Papers (by Rdbert Bridges) Vol 4 P 51.

2.eJohn Keats by Sidney Colv1n. p. 500.‘
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~ virulence of 'Blackwood's' was its waywardness and inconsist-
:‘“*‘fency....the only Gontemporary whose treatment by the valaokwood',

;trlo-Blaokwood Lookhart and Wilsonwis truly oon51stent was ,V

: jLeagh tht and of him.lt was consistently blackguardly."~l‘bf o

Jth1&“inoon31stency a8 far as Keats is eonoenned we shall have

lample proof as We turn over fhe pages of . “Blackwood's" mag- :

?[‘faz1ne from October 1817 to June 1882.

In the Ootober 1817 1ssue of “Blaokwood's“ Magazine

'“-fappeared artlole nnmber one "On the Cookney SGhOOl of Ebetry"

‘f;51gned with the 1nit1al Z Whioh most scholars have &eclﬁea

“hrather ineffeotually masked the identity of "Blaekwood 8"

fgdual editors John Wllson and John Gabson Lookhart.' The
,;artlole opened by holding up to ridlcule a poem from the pen
}of Cornellus Webbe, one of the followers of Hunt.  In the

‘:~ilines from‘Webbe reprlnted in "Blaokwood's“ there ooourred
ﬁ 71n large oapltals the ‘name of Leigh Hnnt ooupled Wlth that of

i ‘5Kea$s.\ Keats was referred to as "the MuSes'Son of Promlse"f

| I’iand'the wrlter of ﬁhe poem proposed to dwell on‘"the feats'

/'*he yet may do" Then A commenced his tinade of abuse

‘,f;against Leigh HUnt princlpally,it appears, on the ground that~

7hhe was "no gentleman" h ‘But of John Keats nothlng more.

In artlcle number two, December 1817 A prOposed to

";answer,the charges brought agalnst him by Hunt in hls'"Examln-i

~l'/'6.1vers’:ion a.ga.:.nst some o:t‘ your young and. less importa.n‘b a.ux-

o f'lllarles, the Keats 'S the Shelleys!ana ‘the Webbe&s.“

fana now and then to relleve ny maln attaok upon you by a‘o
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An open letter from Z to Leigh Hunt ubllshed in the

« f7May 1817 issue of "Blaekwood s", reference was made to the
| ‘\"iVy orown shed nod&ing over both eyes as it was fixed by the
"'deelloame hana of young Mr Keats" and also to "that magnif-

:9leent ch&mber of yours at Llsson Grove Where amlable ‘but.

iinfatuated Bardllng Mr John Keats slept on the nlght he com~ i

“ffposed the famous Cockney poem"
: Keats came in- for considerahle more mentlon 1n artlcle o
enumher four ef the serles publlshed August 1818.e, Before

;quotlng from thls fourth artlcle, however, it Wlll be 1n$er-

/]estlng to pause for a moment over a personal letter written

”i;éln January of the same year by Lockhart to a frlend who had

gmet Keats and been favorably 1mpressed by hime Lockhart
- 1
. replled. "What you say of Kea'!:s is pleasnlg e.nd. if you like' :

- ,fto Write a llttle rev1ew of him.ln admonltlon t0 leave his

, Ways etc., and in. mraise of his natural genxus, I shall be g
',greatly obllged to yeu.“;‘ But now baok to artiele ‘number.
‘ifeur of the Cookney School Ser1es~-"to witness the dlsease of
"dany humen understandlng, however feeble, s distress1ng, but
c;the sPectacle of an able mind reduced to a state of 1nsanity

:'!i ,‘of course, ten times. more afflletlng. It 1s w1th such

',‘ sorroW as thls that we have contempl&ted the case of Mr. John

1'1Keats" The wrlter then proceeded to make mention of hlS/

ﬁi“natural talents of an exeellent perhaps superlor order. Whlch

“"jfif devoted to the purposes of any yseful profe531on must have

1. John Keats by Sldney Golvin.~ P 506.




o : , L , 35,
f:?ljrenderea him o respeotable, if not eminent, cltizen" : ;The
l};reviewer statea ‘how, at first he had hoped. that Keaxs Would
kasee ‘the. error of hlS ways but added that 1n thls hope ‘he had
'ibeen disappointed.,! “The "1dloey of the poems was- bad )
‘ f%encugh“he sa1d~ "but it dii not alarm us. half s0. serlously as
‘ithe calm settled 1mperturbably arivelling idioey of 'Endymion’ "'l
~75then came. the plous ‘hope that "even now he may not be utterly
,llncurable" "Flne firm treatmant and. rational restralnt" nght
lyet affeet hlS cure" ; "Readlng this. crltlclsm may show hxm:k
4¥fhe is 81ck and put hlm in the way %o be oured" | The review- -
7er deplored the faot that the "Examiner sn favourable reoept-; _l
';ilon of Keats had "confxmned the‘waverlng apprentlce in: his |
’:fd681rewto~qu1tx the gallipots ana also exelted a fatal ad-
’t-}mlration for- the mostaworthless and. affected of all ﬁhe
-'fVer51flers of our.time"fl: Then followed rliiculefOf severall
‘7{of the. poems of "good Johnny Keats" and sharp rebukes for
 his preaumption in venturing to eriticise the Classicists =
";a.nd, culmlna'bmg all = & devastatlng and utterly 1gnora.nt
Q‘;tir&de agalnst "Endymlon" ; The artlole closed mallciously. |
‘Cf"We ventwre t0 make one. small propheoy th&t his bookseller :

“fW'll not a seoon& time venture 250 upon anything he can. write.

lIﬁ 18 better and Wlser to be a. starved apothecary than a.

gstarved poeﬁ so baek to the. shop Mr. John, back to plasters
fﬂfland pills and young Sangrado --be a little more sParlng of

byaur extenuatlve and soporoflos in your practiae than you

have been 1n your poetry-",‘
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ST In Articles number five April 1819? ‘and number six
5?.(October 1819) and in "Shufflebotham 8 Dream“ (Oct 1820)
ioccurred pass1ng references to Keats who was set off ag "A
?‘;iiyoung Aesaulapius who follows Hunt in all his mOVements. “Tile
7faffa1r of the ivy crowning seemed espeomally 0 rankle in the
:mind of % and was mentloned several times. |
. the

In splte of numerous indlcations that /g artlcles were

‘“tffar from belng pass1vely accepted “Blaokwood's" persmsted in

ttj chelr hostility.‘ ~Theylwere undeterred When their“Lonﬁon

eeagents objected strenuously to. the articles, or even ‘When

‘*Murray of the “Quarterly Rev1ew" Wlthdrew the money he had

f}lnveated in the Blaekwoea venture.l Blackwood as. m;ght be.

"Vﬁexpected refused to publlsh a. defence of Keats submitted to

~fly his journal by Keats 'S frlend Bailey.

; When the "Lamia volume was' brought out in July 1820
o ""Blackwood‘s“ a.cknowledged 1t only by what Amy Lowell des-‘
: 1

?crlbes aS‘; "a quasi-apology, qua51-snarl interpolated in g

f7frev1ew of Shelley 8- 'Prometheus Unbound' printed 1n +the

n‘lnumber for: SepteMber.? An& in the~samef1ssue in a deggerel .

~l‘aga1nst the Coekney school Keats Was onoe more referred to
:under the gulse of the "Goakney apotbecary." In "Blackwood’s" :
iSeptember 1820 Was prlnted "An Extract frem A Wastrel s :

:,fnlary" 1n whieh it was lamented that Keats "is eV1dently poss-

‘@?sessed of talents that under hetter dlreotlon might have ﬁone :

very eons1derable things.,

1. John Keats - by Amy Lowell. vc'l._;a*, p. 451,




5"7:'. ‘

Death was no impediment to the abuee of "Blackwood“s"

o for literany an1mos1t1es die even hafder than o consumptive

‘}poets., Keats died in February 1821 but in Deeenber 1821
o 5Nb@ginn - thls tlme'~ Was ready Wlth further amminition for
‘,‘-the task of reviewlng Shelley e "Adonais" " Most unfeellngly

sh;the reV1ewer~reoeunted~Kea¢s S“brief literarY‘career the

'h4“neglect of his books and the death by consumptlon of Ythe poor

;sedentary man.with an unhealthy aspect and a ming harraseed
‘fiby the flrst troubles of verse maklng" N Then Maeglnn att»,

’*acked the charge that Keats had. been done to deaﬂh by the

lf;fadverse crltlelsm of ﬁhe "Quarterly ReV1eW" Shelley was

;lljattaekea as everything possible - includlng an athelst a
73 :ma¢man and a dunee. fﬁ | | '

| In “Raphsodles of a Puneh Bowl" numher one, March 1822

. oocurred thls passage "Poor Keats B cannot pass his “name
~W1thout aaylng that I really think he had some: genlus about
”fehim. ‘ I do thlnk he had something that might have rlpened
‘?into fruit haa he not made sueh a mumbling work of the buas.}.
e_somethlng that might have been wine had he not kept pouring

';it before the ground: had time to be settled and the sPloe to -

»V'be concentrated or the flavour to be fonmed L

In September 1822 appeared another very heartlees article

eln the fonm of Wletter numher one, of Mr. Mullion;“ adaressed
[to Barry Cornwall ‘who had evidently been expostulating Wlth
,‘Blackwooﬁb for their attitude towards Keats. Shelley,edeade

hl/gonlY,a fewsmonths,;wasfrldiculedkforghle;“awkwégd posture" in -

P
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ogdeathoﬁgraspingaa rolume'of Keats's pOetry with one hand in
eghls bosom" and was. remonstrated Wlﬁh for his folly in eyer
‘l;setting sall w1th such "fatal ballast" as John Keats s poems
J'equal inmeight to, "seventeen tons of piglron" Once agarn
‘etoo, the whole kllled~by-an~artlcle controversy was fought
fout-_,ko‘ DU e L | 1
e In Mareh 1825 “ﬁettere~from'italy¥,~znamshwas,begrudged L
kthlS tombstone. The oorreSPOn&ent»fStaﬁed~~ "I wasoglad to
;see ﬁhat a copploe was about to be. erectea over the grave of
epoor Keaxs, yet Fielalng lies at Llsbon w1thout a slab or
‘token of hlS name and. the chlefs of our army- have been there
iand also ‘Mr., Canning" _ |
The next mentlon of Keats 1n +the pages. of Blaokwoo&s

‘7occurreé in August 1823, On that date the rev1ewer answered

 the allegatlon of ﬁhe "Edinburgh Review" that Kbars had been

"lattacked merely because of his politleal prinolples. He

’jrlaiculed the notion,that "Johnny Keats"was slaughtered by
"fthe "Quarterly" or any other review. He defended as harmless
f"Blackwood s“ frequent gibes at Keats on the seore of hls;~l
;fprofession. Hls 1nﬁignat10n burst out in: “But let us hear
@no more of Johnny Keats. It really is. too dlsgustlng to have

‘,fhim.anﬁ his poems recalled ln thls manner after all the world

““thought they had got. rld of the eoncern. I would justaask,’l

fany eandid man thls question "What did Keats erte?“ Would

;‘%:not the answer be - 'I never heara the name - oh yes I do

"oremember something Keats - was 1t Keats you said9--are you -
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iy ,.ksure you éLic‘t not mean Cottle"?"

i e The preface of 1826 to Volume Bineteen of "Blackwooa's"
eicontained a great deal of self»congratulatlon for having rld»
f]Eggland of the dread menace of Goekneylsm.’: It cohtained -

:,also some a.ttempts te @alhate the JOuI‘Il&llS’b ic: trea.tment

| :allotted to John Keats by ins1sting that it was only the

‘”;jCockney in him they hs.d. a.ttacked.. Byron was nade something
‘iof a seapegoat when references were dragged in %o hls
'e"outting saroasm on poor. Keats" and his Toutrageous merriment S

’~}on this. very deed ef murder."\' , | :

Two years la.ter (Ma:ech 1828) “the: publlcation of Lelgh

" fHunt' : "Lord. Byron And Some @f Hls Contemporarles" gave

V\V"Blackwood's“ review stlll another oppor‘cunlty to justify

'@_ythe magaza.ne s treatment of Keats. rf“Mr.' Kee.’csf»", it Was 1

',~"',‘sta.ted "died 1.n %the orda.nary eourse of na.ture. ‘- No’dnng was
‘;ever saia in thls Megazine about him.ﬁhat need to have given
“;~gh1m & fatal sickess, md, had he 1ived he would have prof- 5
1 ifflted. by our advice and been grateful for. i-b although perhaps
‘,jconveyed. to h:Lm in a. plll too bitter.- ....H:Ls genius we saW

anﬁ praised but it was deplorably sunk in the mire of

k‘hefCOGknayism"-!»;<'

’*In"Noctes Ambrosianae X" of Decenmer 1828 Wilson,vas

C'hrls’copher North remsed to allew his- “brother“ - the -

L "Edln’burgh Rev1ew"~--—cred1t for his ta.rdy pI'alSe of "Endymlon“e

anﬁ bera‘ced him instead. :Eor his s:.lence on the "La.ma“ volume

in whlch - he now ins:Lst ed.* A“Keats genius is seen ‘co the
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‘d~J57best advantage.“

In “Blaokwood s" of April 1830, one of ‘a number of

fioomplimentary four»line poetioal portraits was dedicated to
i’John Keats and no: obgaction or eomment Was made by the edltors.-
E An essay of July 1840 "0n Personifioation" “poured cone-
‘iftempt upon Keats s "Endymion" in whioh one of the 1oveliest
;ielas31cal fables is defaced by an. absurd incoherence of
'dofdetail and overlaid by an extravagant profu51on of embellish~ .
;fLment | : ; »
- In October 1852 referenoe was made fiv'o] "that fragment
Zf'Hyperion" Whioh suddenly elevated Keats 1n +the- Judgment of |
E ii;many who ‘had been little disposed %o . admire hlS poetry“.f For
~:ff1ts failure to- extol this gem on its. appearanoe "Blackwood‘s"
‘f d;r1d1ou1ed %he "Quarterly ReV1ew"e--~qu1te forgetful of its
é%own conduct.» - _" "' | ' |
L H\ It 1s imp0331b1e at this p01nt to resist oarrying our
%;survey a 11tt1e farther than is really neoessany—uif only

ifffor the sake of. being able to regale ourselves w1th a few

iwefurther instanoes of the inoonsisteneies of“Blackwood's"
‘fInfMarch 1854 in an artiele of soorn for-Matthew Arnold
kf"any man of oultivated taste" Was urged to read “Hyperion"
ﬂf“a splendid poem“ Z and then - if he oould - t0 stemaeh '

ff:*’"Sohrab and Rustum" Also, the "Church of Brou" was dismissed

“?fa_;oery dull indeed when set off against the gorgeous master- 'o 3

;Ffpieee of the "Eve of St. Agnesﬂ




4ltq
In an article 1n September 1875 entltled “Elegiee"

o,’ “Adonals" Was given hlgh praise but it was stlll ingisted that

“Shelley s wrath agalnst Keams's crltles is unreasonable.
2\ Even as. late as 1882 “Blaekwood's" felt that it should

e,not glve the 1mpre531on of being too remorseful for its

e*o’treatment of Keats. ’ It prefaced an equivocal review of"3t.,

““'_Agnes Eve“ With the grudglng Wards '"It 1is perhaps a respeet- 'e[
able 1nstinot WhlGh 1ncllnes us. to ‘accept as good all the -
'Work of- hlm.Who mas come ‘to reoognized as a great erter. ‘So
‘~far as. reparatlon for neglect (...no mention of abuse here 1--)

;lcan be made to the departed it has been made to Keats although

; ~the flne passages he wrote bear small proportion to the i

‘~pagee Whlch are never quoted and hardly ever read and though
: hlS ehlef poems are but fragments in~hls eaee prOmlse Treg="

jelved the reward Whlch.lS generally reserved for aehlevements.“o

yiQiThen followea an. ungracioue acknowledgement of the beautles

k,ana a Ghildlsh tearlng ot the 1ncon81stencles of the same
l,"Eve of St. Agnes" which, not 8o many months earller, had'been
‘clted as 1nfin1tely better than Matthew Arnold's poem.~=

. But our desire - admittedly a little malicious - to see
#how "Blaekwood's" eontlnned to eonduot itself in the maxter of
~oKeats - has 1ed us too far afield. It has heen 1nterest1ng to

k see how the maga21ne per31sted - except for minor lapsee - in

‘ lu1ts polloy of abuse. But we: must ‘remember ﬁhat Lockhart sev-

'ered hie oonnectlon w1th Blackwoods in 1825 and Wllson, n0o

' nany years later, It is to these wo -fmen«tha’c: We now return
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35'}st° see 1f any doubts as to. the Tight conduct of their treat-

L5l ment of Keazs ever entered thexr minc’is° Lockhart years

L,later, exoused hlmself on. the grounds of his youth and hld
funder oover of the general pollcy of Blackwoods.f He took the
‘ opportun1ty of once more shiftlng the real guilt to the' “~

' "Quarterly Rev1ew" which he accused of vindietlveness far

s” greater than that of his own magaz1ne.' From Wilson We have
:\e,only the even 1ess s1gn1fieant utterance, already quoted from o
P'sgthe "Hostes Ambrosianae" of 1828. S i
We now leave“Blackwood's Maga21ne" td cenSider the*eriﬁ;~‘
‘iclsm of the "Quarterly Review" | However much"Blackwoo&'s“ |

w&e7nwy have felt Justified in its gibes at the;"Quarterly" for

’ltS failure to notiee the "Lamla" volume it eould not charge

.::lt Wlth neglect of "Endymlon" v“"Endymlon" was published in -

' f_Apr1l 1818 and in the same month 1t Was reviewed by John

;‘Wllson Croker of the "Quarterly ReV1eW"  Whether- negleet
~“Wou1d have been preferable +0 sueh notlee we. shall soon See.

‘*‘Cffker commeneed by bluntly statlng that he had reaﬂ only

’i‘e_"Book one“ and that of that he coul& make noﬁhlng “He sus=- |
s~e5 pecte& that Keats mlght be a nom de’ plume "for We. almost doubt
ﬁ-‘ that any man 1n his senses Weuld put his real name to such a

 "jrhapsody" Some pralse was glven however.f It Was w1llingly‘

f;; oonceded that the new poet "does have powers of language and

'ﬁrays of fancy and glimmers of genius" ut these, the reviewer

"?eeadaeq were all anulled by Keats's alleglance to the 00ckney

VTgfpersuaSion‘ , Croker affeoted to temper his critlcism in view



“7jof What he coneiaerea ﬁhe extenuating nature of Keats'

‘\,preface and sald that he had "obserVed 1n hlm.a certaln degree

v,of talent whloh deserves to be put in the right way or which

‘\‘fﬁat 1east ought to be wanned out of the wrong." The Yerse.

' “o.§ifloation.ana content of “Endymlon"wa:e'both assalled‘ "there

| °5~ who1e book. & lee Haydon, Croker censured Keaxs for. his

”vls hardly a eomplete oouplet en01031ng & complete 1dea in the

‘;0veruse of compound epithets. : In conclusion he wrote~ "But

fenough of Mr. Lelgh Hunt and his simple neophyte. : If any-ef

"\“fone Should be bold enough to purchase this poetic Romance and:

fj;jso mneh more patlent than oureelves as to get beyond the first

v“ibeok anﬁ so mueh more fortunate as to find a. meanlng we en-

gtreat him to m&ke us aoqualnte& with his suoeess.: We shall

. 5n;then return to the task whleh we. now abanaon and- endeavour

"}to make all due amends to Mr. Keats and to our readers.“

aIn March 1828 the "Quarteﬁly" published 1ts revzew of :

‘fﬁnh,x ;“Lora Byron and Some “of his Gontemporarles. . The

ffre‘iewer rlilculed What he took to be HUnt's bellef that

‘nex‘o to hlmself M Kea;bs Will be oonsiclered by posterlty

‘Vjas the greatest poet of these tlmes.“;' He‘lnsinuated 1n'h18'
‘"frev1ew the remark that "by now our readers have probably. for-

igotten all about Endymlon ijoem“, and the other works of

V',,thls young man the a1l but unlversal roar of 1aughter with

k—Whieh they Were recelved some ten or twelve years ago and the

”;; r1dicu1ous story (which My Ehnt denles) of,the«author\s,

'7f3<death being caused.by the reviewers."




G In hJ.s 1852 review of: Tennyson s seconé'. volume of poems
"the "Quarterly" crl'bic referred mookingly to the "1amen’ced.
: i{Kea:ts“. and ‘to “’che vast popularity whioh ’Endymlon’ has not-
" :t’orn.ously attained. "o | |
_ Even tweaty years after Kea.ts's ‘death the feud was not
rforgotten. i “In the March 1840 1ssue, in an article en‘cltled
"Journalism in Franoe", oecurred. ’chis passage: “The same
’. "»’;»‘:'eort of twaddle was 1eve11ec1 aga:mst the conductors of this

. Rev:.ew when they had: the mlsfor‘cune 1:0 oriticise a siokly

‘,;f"fjpoet who d.ied. soon af'berwa.rﬁs apparently for the express |
o purpoee of dishonouring us....how cs.n we' antloipete suoh
koontlngeneles‘?..must we: 1ike the alreetor of an insura.nce
_f;_\,offloe re:f:‘er our. in’cended victlm to a medical ‘loard of exam-»
‘f"imatlon‘?..but what I‘lgh‘b has any man to aspire to walk in
glory With Byron, Mll'bon, eto., iF he 13 too0 delloate 0
;'endure the rough questlonlng of his contemporarles, 1f he
. "i‘oa,nnot even support the heat of the furna.oe by Whlch the
":‘75‘1‘}'truth aml purl’cy of his owa na.'bure is to ‘betrieds” o
In Getober 1861 }lel.n a.rtlcle on - "Engllsh Poecry" ooeurs
“;jithe elgnlfloant refereme to Keats 8 poeme as “'Ihe too soam:y
i anﬁ. imperfect Work of one who, if from ﬂle promise we. may

‘infer the :Eulfllment would. ha.ve ranked., had. llfe been per-»~

fm:L“b'bed ‘bo him, as the gree:b eS‘b poet of Englana."i

e _;;;In a rev:.ew of "SWlnburne Rosse'bti and Morris“ in "The
‘ ,iQuar‘berly Review" for January 183.7'? We read: “O:E the ma.ny re-

imarkable poetloal appearances in the early par'b of the presen'b -
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eentury there was. none more. rema.rke.ble 1n 1ts character than‘

e the poetry of Kea‘bs." "Kea'ts "‘bhe remewers sta'bed. "was the

| ;-flI'S't purely 1iterary Engllsh poe’c Who had appee:red elnee

| ~'1jspenser' w Once again the killed.—by-an—artlele questlon was
e fj'brough‘t up, but 'bhls time with no hint of v:.ndlctivenessr
’ ,“Though hlS own dea.th is se.:.d, 1:0 have 'been hastened by the |
\_Vﬂlghostlli‘cy of his crrtlcs his immedlate sucoessors have not

s u:‘onlyi monOpolleed the flelﬁ. of poetry but have silenced opp- . |

‘i'blon a.nd. as a 1as‘c ‘criumph ~ of ascenﬁ.ency, he.ve 't:urned.

' “7\.:’7:ﬁ:korlt:.clsm itself into ‘chelr tool.’? : Rl
o April 1882 saw ’che pub]ica,tion of 8. very temperate and
k‘:k”"i;juaieial artiele “Engllsh Poete ‘and. Oxford CI‘l’biGS" in Wthh
. ;“fMa,thew .Arnold 8 reeently 1ssuec1 eriticism o:f:' Keats was d.is- |

| ‘H};oussed.. The reviewer pald full 'bribu'te to. Kea’cs as a. d.e-‘

= ;pplcter of seneuous beauty but 4id not f°11°W Al'n°16~ in his .

b .,‘vx.fn'ydiseevecy in Kea.’cs of a h:.gher pe.ssion "of an 1ntellec1:ua1
fjana. spiritua.l kind." “ o | |

In Aprll 1888 appeared in ‘che same ;;eurnal a rev1ew of -

" ',’-ﬁ;"cwo newly published. 11ves of Keats - the one by Sldney Colv:l.n
Vi‘che other 'by Wllliam Mleha.el Rossettl., The "Quar‘berly" se.w
ffin "chis even’c no occas:n.on :Eor repentance or retractlon -
: in’unese the follew:.ng. e “The Apr:.l 1818 GI‘l‘blGiSm of “Endymlon“
‘»‘{‘in 'bhls magazme he.s proved. the nucleus of a Wldely aceepted. '
’ '~? : ”ki;;literary myth....but it may be sa:.a. a.t the outset tha’c there

L jygk‘,:Ls 111;’516 or nothing of the a.é.verse eriticism eon’calned in.

sfj;f !’cha.t fe.moue renew whlch we desire ’oo mthdra,w even after the




‘,lapse of seventy years. J~:Thenﬁriter?sai&‘6f""En&ymion"*
b f;“whoever now"--and we. may imagine the emphasis ‘he placed upon
“;thew"now"~-“whoevar now studies 'Endymion' reads it w1th the
 “~n;kn0w1edge that the author has ertten poetry ‘which places -
i ,hxm in the flrst rank of Emgllsh poets.ﬁ. And, 81nce, even |
illn 1888 it seamed neeessary to quell thé resurgent killed-bynnk
nian-artlcle acausatlon he: contlnued Wlth: "The most eonc1u31ve

feviaenee is founﬁ in,the fact that all his best work: Was e

| ‘*ertten subSeqnently to the publleation of 'Endymion'" - Then,
| 'ipoint by point the five charges levelled against "Endymlon"
’n,?seventy years earllar were relteraxed and just1fied.~'~
| ; In an artn.cle "The Poetry of Tennyson" published. in the’
nJanuary 1895 issue of the “Quarterly“ fhe nsmes of Keats and ;f
”’.Tennyson were once agaln coupled in- the pages of the "Quarterlyk,
Q 'j4fbut thls tlme in a splrit far other than ﬁhat whleh 1nspxred
»'l;he mock.lng oriticiem of 1832, ‘ |
| In January 189’7 the name 63‘.’ Kea'ts Wa.s 11nked. with mat of
: Sterne ‘a8 one of the "Fathers of therary Impressionism in
‘ 1England" 4"In John Keats", saii the conxrlbutor “we come to
i;the greatest 1mpressionls% we have ever had or it seems to us
V'are ever 1ikely to have.? | | |
'\n,w But, once mpre we flna ourselves too far ailela for
Ln‘ k1897 is a far eall from.ﬁhe contemporamy perloaical crltlclsm
11’_w1th“whlch ﬁhislchapter»purports~to deal. ' Befoxe passing on
| ;to an examlnatlon of still other contemporéry Journals we: shall

';(,ipause for a moment to llsten to only 8 few of the demurs whldh
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greeted ’che orltlclsm Wh:Leh we have ;just heard. ‘ “

The severl‘cy o:t‘ the "Qua.rterly's“ e.'btaok on the new

poet ealled forth in the "Mbrnlng Ohronlcle“ two letters on
hlS behalfr- both 31gned only w1th 1n1t1als - one J.S5. (Oct-
ober 5 18183, the other R B. (October 8) The anonymous '
J S. deplored the unfalrness of the attack on Keats ana clted
’5 as. proof of his ovn eomplete d151nterestedness the fact that
he had not read “Endymlon" - in Whieh he laxer found. real
beautles - until prompted thereto by the "Quarterly g" tiraae.
Keats s frlend Reynolds was suecessful in inducing "The .
Alfred West of England Journal and General Aﬁvertlser" to

: publish, on October 6”1818an artlcle he had. ertten in pralse
of Keats‘ami agalnst the “Quarterly.v | Leigh HUnt’s “Examlner“
reprinted Reynold's artlele a few days later w1th the add- '

e : :’ltlon of a few int:coc‘tuo 'bory reme.rks by Lelgh Hunt himself.

Re’curnmg to- our me.ln theme, We ha.ve yet to hear the :

of whlch Constable was the proprietor and Franels Jeffrey
the edltor. It is not a llttle strange that one of ‘the most
’cemperate S although certalnly very dllatcry contempore.ry
crltleisms of Keats should haVe come from the m&n of whom

1t was sara "that he regarded authors as arlminals ‘who app-

eared befqre him,w1th ropes akready around their necks"‘
1

Jeffrey s erltleism of Keaxs s poems appeared in August 1820

o a month after the "Lamle." volume, ‘tut over two years after

1. John Kea‘bs by S:Ld.ney Colv:m. Dp. 480. -



'5 "Endym1on" ha& made 1ts appearanee. c Endymion end. the later
fpoems were msde the subgeet of a alspa331onate stuay Their

e;beautles were extollea ﬁhough at. the Same time the reviewer

'lfpointed out that these works "have the. faults -of youth -

'extranaga.ne e, irregularlty, rash attempts at orlglnall’cy,

';~fﬁ;....not 0 complete the list of. faults.."whlch manlfestly
;require all the indulgenoe that can be olaimed for a first
’fattempt.“k very gratifylng was the editor's aocount of: the L
ykif;flrst impression the works of Keats ha.d. made upon,him - even
': f3th0ugh We can hardly admlre hls tarﬁlness in expressing it. L
| ;He seid "I saw these Just recently an& haye been exeeedlngly
ifestruck Wlth the genlus they dlsplay"., He Went on to speak of
'sa "seconﬁ SPrlng" in English poetry brought about by a return"
3 j_to the omder poets and espeelally to the older dramatlsts and
:s;[ {of thls second sPrlng, he said, “few of- 1ts blossoms -are
| ";elﬁher mare profuse of sweetness or rlcher in promlse than thls
”‘:swhloh is now before us.ﬁ e e |

:;iijiminor crltleal publlcatlons are yet to be heard from.,~'

vlof the most important of these lesser organs —~"The Brltish
: 1
ucritie" Amy Lowell has thls to. say “it was merely the terrler

‘yapplng bes;de the blg aogs.ﬁ’ "The Brltlsh Grltlo“ llke )
, ”Condor and the “Ecleetie Rev1ew“ regretted the "morality of
fﬂ~the prlneipal poems“'but rather atoned for their dlsparagmment

L 2
[[by pronounclng the author, in their opinlon,: ng, person of no

| 1. John Keats by Amy Lowell. Vol. z b. 88.
‘r,ﬂg. Ibld. Vol.:‘. p. 452. |
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k;ordlnary genius .

Equally nonc omm:Ltal was the notioe of the "Lemia" volume

f; in the "Monthly Rev:.ew“ whlch had. 1gnox'ed entlrely ‘ahe

appearance of "Endymlon“ B ~Keafbs s chief virtue was conceded

~'~,_”’oo be his orlgmallty and hls chief d.efec’c was said to be .
X

 over 'riglnali'ty. . The orrl:io made the profess:Lon ‘that "the

: /';_‘t;iauthor s‘wrltlngs p:esent wswith so ma.ny .f:me a.nc‘i striking .

i iﬁ.eas 'bha.t we shall always rea.d. his poens with muoh pleasure.'
: The "Ind.le a’cor" Lelgh Hunt's journal was, as woula be ‘

| expected. fe.vorable to the "I.amla" volume and greeted it with
: ‘bWo revi;ews Wlth only a Week: between them. ,‘yz"Mr. Kea’bs" o
’,wrote the' “In&wator" Reviewer,“undoubtedly takes his seat

’~ -fuwri:h the olﬁ.est and best o:E our llving poets.™

We conclude thls section of our sbuﬁy with the very

: ;'V‘,magna.nimous treatment given ’co ’che “Lamla“ volume hy' “Colb-

',lfeurn's New Monthly" of Whlch 'bhe 'bhen very popula.r poet Ce.mpbell |
= B

’ "was ’che edi’con. : Gampbell &ecla.red. “These poans a,re \zery ﬁ

'f’fsuperlor to anything whleh the au‘l;hor ha.s prev:.ously oommerxi-

’»:;ed. 1;0 'the press."_; In closing he Wond.ered. a,t “the glgantio o

stride whlch Keats had. taken" an@- SXPI‘63595- "the g°°‘1 hope ~

f"cha.’c if he proceeds in ’che hlgh e.n@. _pure style which he has

: now ehosen he, will attaln an exa.lted. and 1a.sting station amons

- EnelISh poetS-?,,aj,;”ft_

'1. Lbid. p.;447

2. John Keaxs by Amy Lowell. Vol. 2, p. 447

5 Ibid.. Vol 2 Pq 452.,
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Grea.t 1ve I.iterary .Artls’cs

Il‘rom the period.ical reviewers ’co Whom we have 1is1;ened.

« 4'iri 'ﬁle prececllng chapter we now pass to 'bhe opmions of the |

Creative Litera.ry Ar'blsts eonc ernlng John Kea.ts. ' A sur/vey

: _'of ’chis nature soon 1eac1s one 'bo ’nhe conclusion th&t cree.tlve ,’

Vf'artlsts are far 1ees self-cen‘bred. ana. far more generous m

L ‘;thelr p:aaise of others of their fra.ternlw than 'bhey ha.ve

" ‘:generally been glven credi’c for. The rllf.fioulty is not ’co

) fflnd wrlters who pald tribute to‘Keats. ~ It is rather to

| : select from the me.ny who offer themselves 'bhose whose opin-
ftions will be most valuable 'to uw. e

In arranglng ’che various opim.ons fine,lly seleoted. for

- if "::Lnolusz_on I he.ve hesita.ted :Eor some ‘cime be’cween two methods

P o of arrangemen‘b - ﬂqe flrst e.oeorétlng to “the ‘date of the utt-

V__:feranee o:E 'bhe crltlcism the secona eooordmg to the 11’cerery

‘Tora.ftsmenshlp of the sPeaker. Slnce it is much more llkely

] t'x all men o:E a given deead.e Wlll ha.ve eer'baln thoughts m" i

z‘common than that all novells‘bs, say, w:Lll ha.Ve a simila.r oast_

"""‘of mind. I finally deoic’x‘:ed. 1;0 separa.te 'che spea.kers into 'bwo

“ naln categorles, prose-wrrbers end poets &nd to observe

, "J:’,WJ_‘t;hln these two broad. d.ivis:Lons, 8 ehronologloal order.
The 'l:hree prose-wrlters Whom I have s:mgled. out from

‘among Kea.’cs's contemporaries to express i:helr oplnions GO nN=

| teern:mg hlm are Ja.ue Porter the novel:.s*b,and 'bhe essayists
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‘Ha.zll’ct a.nd. La.mb.‘ The firstf- Misre ~Porter,‘ expres‘eed‘to '
_’Keafbs 's :Erlend Woodhouse, her aes:Lre to mee’c Keats, bu'l: the
poet when told of 'bhlS rather ungallan'bly &eelﬁied 10 l"leave

‘the ma.‘t:ter ta cha,nee“ and so the des::r ed meeting never came
2 ,

- Jabout. M:Lss Porter ‘cesbifiefd tha.t she took. a. "very ra.re |

‘ /“d.eligfl'b in reaﬁ.ing 'Endymlon'" in which she. d.escrlbed "the ‘
firs’c frults of: Genius" She expressed the wish that the

l":Lll-n&tured. review will not have d.amped. such Parna.ssi&n :Eireg"x .

Bu't 1f Jane Por‘ber a.dmn'ed ’che poet and never saw the ma.n

Hazlltt, 11: is to be feared ‘admired and. resPeeted. the man but
never olearly sa.w the poeﬁ o «Thrﬂee yea.r's a.fter Keats sfd.eath,,' ‘

however, he pald him ’che trlbu‘ae of inelusion in hlS "Seleet

&Engllsh Poets“ e.ndL mefaeei hlS poans With the i’ollowing
3

eulogy-fl» "He gave ﬁle grea.test promise of genius of any. pee‘b

.of hlS day, In "Notes of a Journey Through F.'ra.me and . Iualy
‘ 4 _

publlshed. in 1824 He.zlitt attacked. "the 1iving mummy of

! P Willlam Gifford" for. his polit:.cally«msp:red persecutbion of -

‘Kea‘bs. . The motive of Hazll'bt's aefence of Kea’cs - appearlng
"~1n this same year in the “Edinburgh Review“ in Hazlltt'

o ‘_article on . Shelley's pos‘chumoue poans - is generally cansmered

to be personal spite e,ga.inst "Bla.ckwood's“ ra‘cher tha.n e.ny
d.esi'ce to champlon Keats. B | B e

: fl' J°hn»KeatS by Amy Lowell p. 122.

2. John Keats by Amy I.owell p. 122

;";5. Ibid Vol.fl Pe 201
”{';4@ Ibid. Vol 2, p. 108 '




. e ¢ lsg.
| Charles Lamb had some. personal acqualntance with Keats
‘[i,Lbut has 1eft us no ;ersonal remlnlsoenees of him. ‘HlS re-
;f%iew of Keats s "Lamla“ volume (1821} although couserva$1Ve e
‘Was favorable and eontained the signiflcant pronouncement :
\kithat among modemu poets Kbams rankea second only to Woodsworth.
,TfIt 1s dlsappointing to note that this tribute from Ella Was
 fo1;published anonymously. | o - e |
‘ Skipping a decade or two and llstenlng +0 the voices of
fﬂe Quineey and Garlyle we almost 1magine ourseIVes back in the
\‘j}presenee of ﬁhe "Blackwood' "trlo ‘V"En&ymion" aooordlng to
’”€, %De Quinoy, is ﬂhe ?"incomprehens1ble reVeries of an oyster..». o
‘737;7a pieoe of‘gossammry'aifectation," Keats, hlmself,‘;s,a o
o “renegade of the aeepest dye, fbr,'zvﬁpdn~this"m6ther tongue;‘
| 'e;upon thle English language has Keats trampled with the hoofs
 'uof a buffalo.?f Still for. all that ’"Hyperion“ is, to De o
uQuincy, "sublime enﬁ imperishe.ble. | i R
| But llsten to Caﬁtyle’ " He haa not exhausted his’ vit~
:'”“fuperaﬁion in uhe  "dead dog" passage to be echoed back from
‘,France later in this stu@y in the section "Keats Abroa&"  He
| in81sted as Well that to hlm the poetry of Keats is 4“weak—
 eyea maudlin sens1b111ty ‘and. a certaln vague random tunefulness.

«jl. Ibld..Vol. 2, p. 44e.r

2. Librery of Literary Criticism, Vol. IV, . 670.

}fz The Bookman Illustrated History of therature by T Seccombe

e S and W. Robertson. p. 441.
,faéeoEssay on Burns by Thomas Carlyle. ! '
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In Welcome relief :Ls the generous tribute of John Ruskln- ,’

1.

; rendered the more sn:c ere. by its very petulance. "I dare not
o - rea.d. him, S0 dlscontent ed. he makes me - With my own. work ."

s Ruskln, we note with 1n1:eres1; dld not cla.se Kea’cs Wl'bh

i

Shak:eSpee.re. I—Ie regarded Shakespeare's genius as of the

o creative orc‘ier whereas thet of Keats was of the reflective or

e peroeptive type. R RC P

I.eava.ng a gap of eevere.l more d.ecades We turn to hea.r .

';’Lai’ce.aio Hea:rne s op:.nion of Keats. - Our. interest is d.oubly

keen., first 'because Hee:cne hae written severe.l very rea.d_able‘

‘Q:‘e‘SSaf.ys on Kea'bsvse.tti’l:ude towards-l\laturre, : S»econd; becaus-e,

as we sha.ll see :Ln a Je.'b er chapter, he seems to have helped e

great c'Lee.l towards nak:mg Keats apprecla.‘ced in Jape.n. It is,

f:then w:L'th puzzled. surprise ‘cha‘b We read. the terse commen‘c of
2

| '-""_‘,vhis biographer, Dr. Gould "He,cggfees.ec«lh his‘detestation of

‘ :QWord.swor'th, Shelley ancl Keats preferring Dobson?, Watso-n anci |
o ;‘Langf.‘?_g}{ Hearne may, of course rave made the. rema.rk quoted
ja‘bove merely for the sake of effeot or else he mey have been :

,ra.ther hypocrltlcal in 4the- opinions he e@ressed 'bo h:ns Jap-

k aneee students. For, he has aleo 1ef'b us . two other ;aconou,nce-j

8

'ments of 8 very ctifferent charaeter. Firs-b«i “Keate is ree.lly" '
- f 4
ot jwor‘bh me.ny months o:E stu&y" and second. "The misba.kes of the

:grea'b poe‘bs 1ike Kea’cs .‘mve more literary value than the

!.;}tl. ‘I‘he Book of Poetry, Ed.win Me.rkham, D 1650.

2. Goneerning I.afoad.io Hearne by George Gould, p. 94

' 3 ,'Interpreta.tions of Li‘bera.ture by I.a:t‘oad.io Hearne, D. '1949'.‘f

-u4.'1b1d.‘p. zoo.
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o "‘;eorrections of h:Ls ori‘bies."‘,, s

We pe.ss over in s:Llence w,nother quarter cen’cury am'xl hee.r

"the voice of George Bernard Sh&w speaking ‘bo us :Erom the

: {pa.ges ~of‘ the» "Kea’ceMemorial Volume«"» - .Fhaw, a;l.we,ys to be

"f‘relied upon to say something unexpeeted ‘gives "’usi in. his"

: short essay a surprlsing mlxture of conVen'b:Lonal and-: uneon=

e f‘ventlenal Kea.ts cmticlsm, “He. beglns with. the aieamlng, 1f

afabmp-[; sta.temen‘b a llt‘ble reminlscen’c of: 'bhe erltlclsm of

1

‘Leigh Hunt tha.t :“It cis-very dlfﬁcult o aay “enything about

- ;Keate exeep‘b ‘that, he Was & poet " Nor does his second. remrk

[ imprese us e.s particularly novel* "He wa.s the most 1iterary

‘ fof all the ma,]or poe‘bs.; But, 1f ’by thls time, we are
~“perhaps juet a little o:t'f our guard- We are ealled. ba.ok to

e ourselves w11;h e'ba.rtling euaé‘.enness by -the unexpeetedness of

‘/i‘,}{'bhe followlng pronouncemen’c. / “Kea‘as a.chleved. the very curlous’

“:~:Eeat of erting one poem of whmh 1’0 mlgh‘b ‘be said 'bhe.t if

;*"V'Karl Marx can be ime.glned a8 erting a poan- instead. of a

i :tree:t ise on cap:d:al he would: have wr:.’c‘cen 'Isa.bella.“‘ . 'I‘]:ien’

,Shaw, glving us no opportuni‘cy to reoover from the unexpected. |
’shock oloses Wl'bh a parallel between Keats and: Shakespeare, |
\, ;qurbe aifi’erelt from any of thome- to Wh:.ch we heve llstened.
. ‘chus :Ear.f’)"and so Keats is a.mong the prophets with Shakespeare
,,;e.ncl ha& he 11ved. Would no d.oub'b have come d.own from 'Hyperl on'
)anﬁ 'Ena.ymlon' to tm-tacks ag a. Very full«-blooded. modern |

i revolu‘cionlst "

1. Keats Memorial Volume. pp. 1’?3-—1’76.»




‘Because spaoe is 1imited, and since there is no . definite
rpoint made in their tributes of appreoiatlon ‘beyond the l 
‘.paramoun't pom’a tha.t they en;;oy the poetry of Kea‘bs I sha.ll

 coualude this seetlon of my survey with the following 1ist of

‘ ~,lnames of stlll further wrlters of creatlve prose who, strlotly

“fspeaking, 1ie beyond . the scope of this study. ‘They are;

”wHenry Van Byke Kamherlne Tynan ‘Marie Gorelll, 8ir Hall Caine,

‘and John Bminkwater.r er Hall Galne, strangexy enough res~,'

"'furreots once more the contentlon that Keats was kllled by an |

4"5,&rt1016~lv John Drlnkwater 8868 in fhe tragic yet unﬁaunted

/«5life struggle of John Keats a saving 1esson fer the modern
"World.,7~fvi

If I confessed myself bewildered by ﬁhe host of prose-~

Vf,ggwrlters anxious to express themselves about John Keats What

';3ian I to say mhen confronted by the company of the poets? Hene

"7l '1ndeed the too frequently quotea phrase,,"the poets' poet"if

“~:Qvindicates its supreme. appropriateness as the 1neV1table f

eepithet for John Keaxs as Well as for hlS master Spenser.

:‘fFrom the number Who press forward T have selecyed only the

.’31xteen who hene the nmst signifioant opinlons to- offer eoneern-

';ing;Keats. The sPeakers are . llsted,ln dhron010gical or&er.
i}@ard Byren,s veny eVLdent dislike of Keats as- generally

1]t15attr1buted to the laxters slightlng referenoes in "Sleep and.

@3’ Poetry" to Byron s mentars Boileau and POpe.

Byron s opinion of the "Lamia" volume of 1821 is set ﬁown ,

‘:"lfin the follow1ng extract from_a letter to ‘his bookseller lurray,



= dated October 12, 1820 1"Pray send me no more poetry bu:
’ :  ;what is rare anﬁ deeide&ly gpod." - (no concession here that

, d,e gustibus non dlsputanﬁum es’c'? -~"there is sueh a ’crash
ifg £of Keats and the like'upon ny tables that T'am ashamed to

|   ? 1ook at- them.....no more Keats I entreat.....flay him allvé. 
 1 ?“If some of you don't I must skin hlm.myself there is no

o f’\f’jbeamng the drivelling idiotism of the Manikln." o |

| Byron‘s reactlcn o Jeffrey s kindly Orlticism of - Keats

’_f gi1n the "Eainburgh Review" 1s aescrlbed by Sir Sldney COlVin -
”"1iias being z"so fbu1~mouthed anﬁ Gutrageous that hlS 1atest and iy
’  far from squeamlsh edltors have had to mask its grossness‘t
‘V“ﬁiunﬁer a cloud of asterlsks.“ - Only Keats's aeaﬁh averted.
U"the publlcatlon of Byron 9 alrea&y prepared attaeh upon. hin ‘: 
hln'bed at in the words quoted. above "It skln him myself."

In azgtter 0 Dlsraeli (NmIch 15, 1820) Byron looked: down

from hlS o lofty helghts of fame and experience upon Keats
V55w :
:taeyoumg person leanning to wrlte poetry and- beglnning by

3 W  te@ching the art...a tadpole of the Lakes...a young alsciple
f H?‘ of the six or seven new schools:™ ‘ -Asfproof of his Lordship's"
\:flater dmange of: heart Byron 8 ealtcrs refer to a.m&nuscrlpt i
v note appen&ed to the above V1tuparation eafter Keats's death)
e which states that- "My in&ignation at Mr Kbams's aepreolatlon
“5of Ebpe has hardly parmltted me to do Justiee to his own genlus..'

1 Lettersyand Journals of Lord Byron edited by Thomas Moore,
' , p.‘458.

g hn‘ Kea:bs by S:Ldney Colv1n, p. 480

f'< 5 (by Henry Beers B 116.
: 5.A Hlstony of. Engllsh Romonteelsm in the Nlneteenth Century,
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: kHe is a loss to our llterature and the more. so as he himself, ,
E’ibefore his death is said. to. have been persuarﬂled that he hs.a

‘ fnot taken the righ‘b l:.ne a.nﬁ. was reforming his style upon

. ithe more: classical models; of the 1anguage.", .

1
By:con 8 mos‘o genereus pra.lse of Kea‘cs - 11ke the

& :,equlvocal re-—eonsm.eratlon above, not ut'bered. untll af‘ber

e ‘ffK.“ea.ts s death is his referenoe to "Hyperlon" as "'I'he authen-

"tlc large utterance of the ea.rly gods AL

Both the good an& the bad poin-ts of Byron 8 attitude to
£ *;Kea.ts are very clearly to be Seen: in the two quo’oa’cions W:Lth
o Which We ta.ke our: 1eave o:f:‘ hlm to pass on 1:0 Shelley. , -Theyf

5 2
*flI'S’b passage is from Byron‘s le\‘:ter to Nmrray, dated April

. "‘26» ~1=821~.~ . ««Bynon wrlt'~es~ "Is flt ’crue; what Shelley wrltes me,

o _ithaat ‘poor John Keats ched at Rome of the 'Quarterly Rev:.ew"?

o }jI am Very sorry :Eor, 11.7 'bhough I think he 'book the wrong line |

Vﬂa.s a. poe’c and. wa.s spo:.l’c by Cockneyfylng, and. suburblng N and
‘,jfversﬁymg Tooke's '?antheon' and Lemprlere's 'Dictionary .

,:I know by experlenc e, that a sa.va.ge review 1s hemlock 'l:o a

}Sucking author, ana. the one on me o Wthh produced the 'Blglish

L f-.i}JBards’ eto 3 knocked me d.own - bu‘b T got up again. . Instead

o burstlng a blooa.-vessel I drank tree ‘bottles of claret,

o zgand. began an answer, flnding that there was nothing in the

_ar'blele for whleh I coul& 1awfully k:nock Jeffrey on the head. '

1. Joh_n Keats b'y Sld.ney Colv:Ln, p. 451

2. Letters an& Journals of I.ord By'ron edlted by Thomas
, e ' Moore Do 502. :
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"in a.n honoura.ble W@y.  However, T would. not.be the ~per's-o;1~'who‘

o fo,;;wrote the homlcidla.l artlele for gll the honour ani glory in

"the worlé’u- though I by no means a.pprove of tha’c School of

szerlbbling which: i‘b 'l:reats upon. ’
o The secon@: quota‘blon is Sta.nza. IX, Canto XI. of"Don Juan“
k 'publlshed severa.l years a:t"oer Keats s Geath: E P
. "John Kea.ts wno was killed of £ by ome critique, “

| MnJuSt ‘as ~he really promised. someth:.nggreatg,

‘”?If not imtelligible, without Greek

~ Gomtrived to telk sbout the Gods of late,

' ,,:;Much as 't:hey mlght have been suppeseﬁ. ’co sPeak
‘,Z»V'Po‘orf“fellow., His was-an untoward, fate; | - .
- ¥ rs'Tis« ~/stra:age the minﬁ, that :En.ery partlcle, s
| \f,t"!Should let 11;self be snuf:f'd out by an article.’

' Shelley s opinion of Kea‘as must be eensia.ered in the
llgh‘t of the essentlal (11:Ei’erenee between the two authors. '

Q'I'hie d.ifference has beal aptly set off by Glut’aon Brock, as.
: 1

e follows. "For Keats the aesthetic life was an escape. - For

Shelley 1t was a prophecy or mod.el of the wnrld ‘ag he hopecl

' ‘f'bo make 1’0." We have already seen how "Blaekwood's“ had_

“assa.zj.ea. Kee:l;s beea;use of hlS politlea.l affillatlons, i:f not

fprinclples. - If we are ‘o believe 'bhe oritle gust ciged

o i.Shelley s aﬁmiration of Kea:t:s may be put down 1aa:ge1y 1;0 a

| "l:.',.';na.scen'b radle a.llsm whlch he @iscerned. 111 him and. consn.dered.

1Kea1:s ;,«M’einoriele Volume D. 62 .«



 worthy of emcouragement, Tather them to any wider intellectusl
kféymﬁathY‘withbthe;manfhiﬁSelfa,g To this we may edd?tha“faet;
of Keats's untimely d:ea’c’bh‘ vhich, in its elf, was capable of
| :Winhiﬁgiéhefsympathy.offthe-waimyhearted”Shelley. §ti11,
'ihowever sincere Shelley s grief my. haVe been we sgee in hlS

'*magnii’ioent elegy "A.d.cnalsf' as lit‘ble of:. the ‘brue Keats as we
*ff;d.o of the real Da.phnls in Vlrgll's F:Lfth Eclogue. - ‘

’ Few eritlcs fall to enderse, in part at least, Shelley 8
»[view of "Endymien" set f@rth as follGWS“l"I think if he
lﬁhad prlnted.about fifty pages of fragments from it I sheuld

fgﬁhave come to a&mxre Keaxs as a poet ‘more than I ought of
fwhleh there is mow no &&nger.‘. Yot &t a lamer date, Shelley,,

»yiwho usually said what he thought wrote t0: the auﬁhor_of_l

: Q"Endymion“ and statea‘«z"l have 1a$ely read over your

 e§’Enﬂym1on' and ever w1th a new sense of the treasureswof

;poetry it contalne ﬁhough“”he adds in Wellﬁmeant wanning

;"treasures poured forth w1th 1nﬂist1nct profu51on.e Thls

'}people 1n general Wlll not endure an&‘he adds, Wrather tact-
, flessy to be sure, “that is the cause of the comparat1Vely feW
‘ '?cop1es Whlch have‘been sold. I feel persua&ed that you are ‘
_VPefjoapable of the. greameet things so but you w111. I "eand is

 ll:.fthis last proffereé as 8 help along the road 1o greatness?-""kyf

‘?I always tell Ollier to send you copies of my books._
’ It is to Shelley s eredlt that he dla not as less d1s~

'l@erning crltlcs are prone to &o, confuse the dual issues of
1 John Keats by Sidney Colvin, p. 239
2. Jo]:m Keats by Amy Lowell Vols 8, D, 441




‘true greatness and of populé.ri‘tyf He wrote: "In spl‘be of

N lhls transcenﬁent genius Keate never was nor ever will he a

.~.popu1er poet.~ , ‘ V |

| In conelus:.on Shelley cannot ‘be. d.enled either keen pen-
"etratlon or uns elfleh generosity - wmness the - followmg
frank avowal conceming h:Ls pro:f:':(:'ered. hospitality to Keats.
il‘;:l: am e.we.re mﬁeed in per'b that I ‘am- IlOU.I‘lShlng a rlve.l who
'Will far surpass me . and 'chls is an add.ltional motive and. w1ll §
be an added pleasure." | | | | |

ZE‘rom Barr,v COrnwall (Brya,n Proctor), we have two tr:.bu’ces

"to Keets, ene -bo 'bhe man and one to his work. Proc tor 8

L ‘interest in Keats as a men was motlve.'bed by his. interest in

k ‘hlsework.o When Hunt at his: request hed introiuc ed. hlm ‘o
‘ ‘Keets; he;rec&'orded the meetiug,» ,thus,: ’ e"I; never emountered_ a
more irme;nlyf and ‘simple young man " - His opiﬁn’ioﬂ ofKeats"‘s |

poetry is one vﬁnch we Lave already heard exureseed. ané.

,f:;wmch we shall heéar. repea:bed. meny mor'e times in this surveY-

"Keats as a wrlter wes more int ensely and exeluelvely poet:.eal

| ,than any other." S

1* John Keats, bY Sidney Colvin, p. 484

| 2;;° John Keats by Amy Lovell, Vol. 2, P 400

| 5. The Bookman Illustrated H:Lstery of Engllsh thera:ture,
by mmx T. Seccombe a.nd. W. Robertson, p.~ 439.
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& From.the vnluminous an& 1ong—1ivea poet Southey we. have

| fno pralse - and no. blame = fOr Keats. The fact of being |
‘P'xlgnored by one who ‘was in a sense one of the literary leaders
| tof hls age my: be interpreted in me of two ways. Either‘
| tt:Southey regar&ed Keats unfavorably or. else was qulte indiffb
iffeferent to poetry of: the “type produced by the younger poet.
|  Af For Wllliam.Woodsworth to pay any attentlon at all to young
::tr;John Keats Was no doubt in the mlnd of. the older poet Some=

 ttthlng of a condeseens1on. ~Ror: the great man beeldes being E

'r*‘fthe acknowledged llterary leader of hlS age W&S also. many

t‘years the Keats 8 senior. Mbreover We know that gy all
/accounts, Wordsworth con51dered himself and. his own works. with
an engr0531ng serlousness that ten&ed to the exclu81on of all
”1ess important llterary men and llterary pro&uctlons.‘°'AsV~r

‘“~Keats himself noted in a 1etter written June 26, 1815 in the
;course ef a Walking tour Whlch took him past Wordsworth’s home;'

';%But Lord WOrdsworth 1nstead of ‘being in retirement has h1m~
'self and his’ ‘house full in the. thlck of fashlonable 71Sitors ‘

qulte oonvenlent to. be p01nted at. all summer long . " NeVer—

‘theless Wordsworth entertained Keats kinﬁly When he called

trVupon him and on several dlfferent occa51ons extemied hlm.an
B 2.

'7ie'1nv1tation to dlnner.-f Of Wordsworth‘s remark - W g pretty

"pleoe of paganism,‘- ellclted by Keets s "Hymn to Pan" - much

Vr1{7?has been said but the eonsensus of oplnlon is “that the remark

e "was meent to be slighting and belittling. MNore then that, into
l;»The Letters of John Keats, ‘edited by M. B. Eorman Vol.l, p,,,
2. Ibid, Vol. 1, p: 104.footnote 5. e 158'




’ 11: lS read the mentable a.ntagomsm of the old school :Eor a
,:;,‘h,prophet of the mew. k> "

Is 'bhle inference Justlfled however Where suchha d‘lff'-‘
erent meanlng could be ’caken from ‘the words merely by assuming '
fbhat they had been u‘bterea in a kindly tone of voice or to

'.fthe aoeompanimen‘b 'o:E~~ oertaln conoilla‘t"inggestures?

From Wordsworth we pase to a number of m:mor poets mos‘c \

of them belonging to a period’ eomewhe.t 1ater then that of

,’Keats. The fagt tha.t minor poets were: moved to 1mi‘be.1:e Keate

'{shows that he wes not altogether wi thout literary mfluenee even

':eo «ea:cly e.s ~in the /ﬁrst rdeoade af"ter-his &eath. ” Moreover,
- oy,éwhen that 1nfluence 1s shown 1n such elose 1m1te.‘blon as 'bhe:t
wof Thoma.s Hood, (1‘790-1846} the roof is indeed conelueive. ,

“V‘Hoda's "Oc‘ie to Au”tumn" i s“--even in phraseelogy~-very remmnie-y .

| eent of Kea‘be'e “Gde e Mela.ncholy". -Of this s:mneeres-b form

'o:f ﬂattery another 1netanee ocou:r:s in Hood's “‘I'he Water Lady"-
‘,,Whi,ch is suggeetwe of Kee;te 8 “I:a :BelleBemeSa.ne Merci" S
Hood' "Verse ’ce the Moon" br:mgs to our minde certa.ln pe.ss-
S ,a.gee in Kea’cs 's “Qde to & nghtinge.le" ~ The o.egree of res-—‘
: embla.nce me.y be escertained from. the follow:.ng phrases from k
H‘onHood's Moon poem; "Clue‘bered by all thy fe.mlly o:E stare.. :
e.nd. "ca.sting their dappled shadows a:b my :Eeet. Hood. has
& rleft us, a8 well, am un:t‘iniehed. poe‘cieal rome.nce entitled. .
’;‘ "1}am1e," A d.::ceet 'trlmte to Keats is founmd in the “Linee ‘

: ‘»“::”"‘Written in Keate's "Endymlon" Wherein Keats hins el:f:‘ is mourned. ,

uncler the guise oi" Endymlon.f
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: In Spl’be of h1s restralnb and cat 'bimes frlgidity Walter
ﬁiSavage L&mdor (17’75-1864) tooy was a :Eirm admn.rer of Keats s

,poetry. Moreover he expressed. hlS 1ove from the very begln-

: ;‘ning - in the a.ays before Kea:ts Was eleva'bed 170 somethlng of a

o oult by the ad.ora.tion of the Pre»Raphaellte Brethren.

Hastenlng on. to ﬁae Pre-Ra.phaelites we flnd that Dante
‘Ga’brlel Rossetti (1828-—1882) hims elf & pa.in'ber as Well a.s a

,"pietoria.l passages. So near to perfection aid he cons:.der

;"t;he Work of: Keats 'l:ha'b he is said ’co ‘have attemptec‘t o dlss- '

= ;uaae the young Willla,m MOI‘I‘ZLS from poetry. on the groun&s ‘cha.t

'fka.:[:‘\‘:er Keats there was nothlng more to be Qone.; |

Al’chough the. Freneh erltlc Lousm Cazamian sees in Wllllam

i *‘;Morrls (1854-18963 a d_jsciple of Spenser ra’cher than oi‘ Kea:bs |

‘kfwe mve from ‘bhe pen of MOI‘I‘ZLS the eulogistic refereno e"q '

“ ~k’~‘"Kee.ts - for Whom I have suah a bound.less a.dmira’clon and Whom e

,f.oventure to oall one of my magters™. To Morris, 2l ong with Mrs.

i

"',":OWen,/generally conced.ed. ’che credlt :Eor dlscoverlng in Kee.ts

- the “humanltaria.n idealist’ " =t Moreo‘var MOI‘I'J.S perhaps ea.rllera.f

| "f‘chan Shaw, saw i:a Kea’ss '8 "Isabella" the :ussue be‘cween cap-

1‘ballsm and labour.w"Iaa Belle Dame Sans Mercl" was in MOI'I‘:LS s o

ot oplnion ‘me germ from ‘Whlch all the poetry of the Pre-

: Raphaellte Brotherhood had. sprung.

As early a8 1857 'the date. o:t’ the pu'blloa’clon of“Aurora. ;

Lelgh;' we have from Ellzabe'bh Barrett Browning a cri‘bioism of

* 1,. 'Johnf“Keats by Slflney Golvma . 559



: "",“k”‘Kea‘bs Whlch he.s bean repea.ted. m part or Whole by ma.ny later
‘/’cr:\.tlcs, &nd. d.lssented_ :Erom vigorously by . some - notably Slr
S:uiney Colvin. She apostrophlzed. Kea:ts as:
1 73j; l“J'§ w Q_LJ f}~“‘, ,'f~4' %The men who never stepped
In grad_ual progress lllce another man,
'ﬂ‘:?i;Bu't turmng grandly on ‘his central self
v /fEnsphered hlIIB elf in twenty perfect years
.;[k,?A:nd. died no‘c young - (the life of a long life
|   »*  :;{4],,,1?~'«‘:]%1stlllea. 0 a mere drop, :Ealllng 11ke a tear

"V*'f»fUpon ’ohe world's cold. cheek to. make it burn

~§,;;B‘or ever,by tha:b strong a.ccepted soul
5‘{I count it strange ancl hard: to understand

v ;Tha'b nearly all young poel;s should. erte old. "

Concludlng our. mt ervmw ”Wl*‘bh' minoxr: poe‘os we»return‘.td
creat 1ve artists of recogmzedly ou’cstamling genius.u._ We he'a‘f

f f‘,"‘iifrom the mouth of Rober‘c Browning, one. of those testimonles

VWhlGh are oftaa more signlflcant th&n expressed. maise., Brown-~
jing tells hcw tha'l; ~when as a- fourteen year old bay ‘he was PI'G":‘/’
| ‘ygyf.;sented. w:.th the poems of Keats and. Shelley, he beoa:me 2"111“ |

- :f{s;plred Wlﬂl a fervent a,nd wholly new conoeption o:f the scope .

,‘;',,ja,ni power of poetry.'? In hlS ‘worn work oceur numerous ref-

| “::"fi.;erenees to the na.me of Kea.ts. Brownlng, we may note in pass:Lng,
ra.nked Kea.ts not mth Shakes:peare, bu't ra.ther Wlth Milton. ”
’ Edward Fitzgerald - the translator of Ruba.lyat - sharea

Q'to the full ‘bhe adm:.ra‘l:lon of h.lS frlend. Tennyson for Keats., :
, 1 Auro a Lelgh by Eliza.beth Barret’c Brovm:mg, : 1004--1014.
2. Johh Keats by Si@ney Colvin, p. 626. |
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Shelley he eeun‘bed. as 1"no’t’worth Kéa:b:s"s‘ liftlevfing‘er.
The 1etters as well as the poens ellolted. from h1m very hlgh
pralse. | | , | , | ;

g Tennyson 8 interest m Kea‘bs ey be tra.ced. 'back to his
under-graduate days a:b Cambrldge enﬁ hlS a.ssoclatlon Wi'bh the

Hallam group Whose interest in Keats promp’bed. them 0 ’che

reprlnting of" Adona.:l.s.‘ We he.ve aJ.reaay seen how, in- the jeer-»
o 1ng 1852 Revn.ew of Tennyson s second: volume, ‘his na.me Was

| voon'bemptuously linked with tha‘o of "the lamented M:c- Keats" -
eV1d.ently to ma.ke celear. to the public that here agaln had |
arlsen a.nothe:r: m'esump'buous youngster., La'ber When ‘I‘ennyson's
artls'bry wa.s a,elmowled.ged a.ncl Kea:bs 8 genlus fully recognizea.

seholars once more 11nked ’the ’cwo names but this ‘cime 1n

prai se. Keats's has 'been generally coneed.ed. to e the great-—

es’c s:mgle 1i‘cerary influenae upon Tennyson. For all that
2

Tennyson hlms elLf- ﬁeclared that Kea‘be a.lthough "a‘ great ma.s'ter"

haﬁ. not been hlS model“ However ‘this ma.y be, Tennyson paid.
3

Kea:bs a. generous tribu‘te of praise.; "Kea‘cs" he saié.f “Wrbh

ha.s hlgh spiri’ma.l vwion would. have been, 1f ‘he had. llved

'bhe grea:test of us. . There 1s some‘thlng naglo and. of the

mnermost soul of poetry in almost everythmg which he wrote. :
l. Ibi&. p. 541
2. I\Iew Esse.ys Towards A Crltical Method. - John Robertson, :

i p. 267 - foomote. k

5 A Keats Coneorda.nce by Ba’ge Baldw:.n (and o*thers) p. V. '
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~,Ana again - “Keaxs WQulﬁ have become one of the greatest of

‘}f;all poets had he lived. “At the time of his death there was

V’nghfapparently no sign of exhaustlon or having w&itten himself

Vout hls keen poetlcal 1nstinat was- 1n full proeess of deve-
“7 felopment at the time. Eadh new effdrt was a steamy advance'

®g ]on that whlch had gone before.

Swinburne in the opiniqn of Sir Sidney Colv1n, has- &one,
:,jv;i g \
“T:;,llttle 0 advance Kbaxs's fame beoause of. the "torrentvof;-‘

vSfgfhyperbollcal-adgect1VeSfof~praisefan&chlanw”which'he'haS‘

’ﬂ‘? poured upon hlm. : ThlS 1s hardly jJust, fbr both pralse and
ablame are usually appllcable to one and: the same parsan.;
J ;St111 if er Sldney here accuses Sw1nburne of inﬂons1steney
 1n his pnaise an&1ﬂama of Keats, ﬁhat 1s qulte anoﬂler matter.
> \afAs we 1lsten to the oplnlons expressed'by SWlnburne we shall >
 Efbe esPeclally @ the watch fbr any such 1nconsistency. When

’vvwe have turned +the last page of Swinbunne s “Misoellanles" we

7'§have no. aoubt &balt one thing & that as far as ‘Swinburne was"

feoncenned Keats must be eon81aered as. unspeakably inferior to

‘xboth Shelley anﬁ Coleridge.- Note the pass1on&te fervor of -
- 3

  k:the following‘l "At the sound of the'Ode tao the West wﬁnﬂ'the

| stars of Wordworth's heaven grow faimter in our eyes and the

‘?niéhfingaiefdfazbaisys gar&eaxfallstsilént 1n'qur*éamss

John'Keaxs by slaney Golvin, D 542

Idem. p. 542.

"5‘fMiscellanies by Swinburne, p. 155.
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The poet who wrote tha.t ancl the poet who Wrote .'Chrlsta.'bel"
; “:f:f"but these alone of thelr generahion are mdeed. to be eoun‘bed
fjf‘famong the very ehlefest glorles of EngliSh poetry and it is
"su:.r: ely no inadequate revgard. for the noble labour of a long
e : anﬁ strenuous life to stand where Wordsworth s’cands - but

:[ifa 111;1;19 lower tha.n these.™ And even lf ¢0ﬂ09d9‘1 to be, as
‘:;«,’valnburne seems to coneed.e him, Wordswor‘bh s P%I‘- Kea‘bs at
"?hlS worst is inferred to be as bad as Worasworth at his worst-

1
‘_f‘a terrlble ind.ic 'bment inﬁ:eed_' SW:Lnbu:c'ne wrote: "Not- ’chat :

?we do not prefe:r: the nebulosﬂy o:E Shelley at his oloudles’o
ﬁ?;"gto the raggedness of Worc’isworth at h:.s raggedest or the sick-
Jfliness of Kee:bs at his siekliest“ | | |
| | Sw:mburne agreed heartlly with Arnold -and: Monekton M:Llnes e
;fin d.eny:.ng the. killed.-‘by-an-artlcle 't;heory. He also, an’c:.c-
""\’k’:kipa'bed. Marsh and Whlte (quo*bed. on page one of: Ghapter three B
o:E 'b'hlS survey), 1n show1ng 'bhat, on the Whole, the contempor-' S
ary periodice.l criticism of Keats was far- from unfavouraiole.
- “;__;Ia.ke Elizabeth Barrett Brownmg, Swmburne marvelled at the
f";,ra,pld development of Kea‘cs 'S poetic powers. ,,2“Never“ he ex-
clalmed “was any one of them but” Shelley S0 ll'bt‘le of a
__ma.rvelous boy and so suﬁaenly revealed. as a. ma.rvellou.s man,. " |

SWlnbu:cne coﬁd.ones th‘e "Quarterly" anct’ “Blackwood s", renewers :

em Shelley in thelr mabillty to ree.d “Enﬂ.ymlon" in 11:s el

He deplored. in conelusion, ’che 'bend.ency of those

l Misoellanles by SWinburne, e 105.
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GI‘l‘blOS oi’ Ke'etfs'who 1"f1x thelr mind s eye an the more
‘f";sallent 8.11('1 dlstlmtwe no’ces of hlS genius" to the. obseurlng
G ’:;1-:'°f his more subtle beaut iee. | -
Goventry Patmore diesentea v:Lolently from the ourrent
}g,tend.eney to link the names of Keate a.nd. Shakespeare 2"Ie it
i :;_not the ’oruth" e inquireﬁ. "that among . real poets Kea‘bs was
i::‘ithe mos‘o un-Shakespearean poet that ever 11ved.‘>" ' Shake-
]k‘j";jspee.re, he wen'b to say, 1s the :Eather of them in whom "intell-‘

. f’,}}eat pred.omlnatee“,- the “masculine ‘poets", Keats on the

other hand leads the poe‘cs of "beauty and sweetness" S the
: "f}’:‘kv"femlmne (not effemma.te)“ 'poets. Patmore d.iverged too, from,
yf‘,li:Kea*cs 8 phllosophy of 1lfe and oppesed. hisg the”y thete
:;»'ﬁ”eoneciousnees of, the 1&&1’0 1ty of Truth a.nd Beauty is suff—-

ic:_en'!; for man. , His own view is.;"But :m: is a faet of prlmary‘

sl ?ff_isignificaﬂce both in more.le ami in a.rt (a :t‘aet which is sa.dly s

f”r‘ﬁ.fios’c sight o:ﬁ just now3 that the hl@hes'ﬁ ‘beauty and joy are
";J]ino t a.‘b ﬁa,inable when they ocqupy the flI‘S‘b place a.s motlves

: f.»but only vvhen they are more or less aeoidents of the exercuse

the many vlrtues of the v:usian o:t':‘ truth". In spite of

a.l ithis Pa'bmore pro:Eessed. 'bo a deep love for the poetry of
8

*’[_;Kea.‘bs emd. acclaimecl “I.a Belle :Dame Sane Mercl" as "probably

7ef,fthe finest Lyric in the Engllsh 1anguege-.,”'”

ﬁgl.\Ibia. 215

2. Princlple in go% Religio Poetal and. o-l;her Essays by
L S L Goventry Patmore.‘ p, 61.

5¢ I.:Lbra.ry oi‘ Bl’cerary Crltn.clsm. Vol. IV. Ds 680‘.
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| : In Keaos Ma.'bthew Arnold saw a "fluldlty of dlctlon" »a.kin
to ‘ohat o:E Chaucer and. Shakespeare. -Arnold aeknowledged

f‘Keats s grea-bness as a wmter of sensuous poetry ‘but added.
B
: "the ques*blon With some pEO ple will be Whether he is anythlng

. ‘else. That he himself was not to be classed. with the "some
}fpeople" referred. to is. shown by a later passage where he mad.e

; 8 :
‘-1“0 plain tha.'b "the yeammg passion for the Beautiful which

j,Was wi‘bh Keats as he hlmself truly says the master p&ssion is |
not a pa.ssion of the sen\suous or ‘sentimental man, is not a

" ‘:f_‘-*pa.ssrlon off'bhe sensuousffor sen»tlmental poe‘b.‘ I‘G iS (Gonmctéa :

'am?“mad.e one) ag: Keats declared. that in his. case 11: Was 'Wi‘bh .

. f‘!;he ambltlon of the :Ln'cellect”’

_ Wl‘bh 'bhe sn.de of . Keats revea.led m Hayd.on's llfe anﬁ. in
,;,the Fa.nny Brawne carresponcleme Maﬂfaew Arnold ha.d. 1o sympathy.
‘ :’\""5"~\ISometh1ng of the snob'blshness of"Bla.ckwoo@’s“ crit;laclﬂs |

_,discermble in hm abuse of ‘the 1et1:ers as "the love 1ett~ers ,

‘.nyfof a surgeon 8 apprentiee. Mat’shew Arnold G.ld however, T
e 65
. id’.entlfy hlmself with those ‘Myho belleve Kea‘bs to have: been,

o ;by hlS promlse at any ra‘be, if ‘not: by his. performance, one. o:E

1 Essays in Gri‘blcism' Second; Serles. by Matthew Arnold, p.29

2 Ibla_ 1=, 100 |

4 o 9 208
5, Ibidop‘ 104’




i’:’ohe ve:csr greatest of Engllsh poebs-ﬁ “'Ihat’"’ '.Arnolcl was no
‘f"'lysha.rer in the killed.-by-a.n-article heresy which - hasg- persmted
v :;’Wlth surprlsmg vigour even to the presen’c da.y is ‘shown- by

{}hlS ineredulous aismssa.l of. 1"1;he fantastlc Johnny Kea‘cs in-

"”"':fﬁfVen‘ced i‘or common opinion by I.ord Byron end. the rev1ewers" o

:‘gj*";He d.es:Lgnated. as highly pralseworthy the parspicuity a.nd
g_d,is:mtemestedness of" Keats s sel:ﬁ‘-ori‘ciclsm. He extols 00, .

ﬁ:he poe&'s 1ack of d.e:r:‘ereme towards the eontemporaxy publ 1e.»'

; ‘,Gnc e’ moxz;e i oc curs a referfence o the _fo;lly of the-kllledeby-ane
; artlcle ?'bh’ebry; - ‘?"Kea;ts”f insi'sted.”Arnold.« "had f£lint: and. iron

- in hig". Kea.ts's achlevanent is very deflmtely set off ag
s )
ranking "in one of the two great modes by which poetry in-

”"""“(,‘terpt'ets in the faculty of naturalistic in‘berpretatlon in-what

’*ijf?iwe 'call"na.'bural magic" with that of Shakespeare." - Of Keats
e P |
;‘,a.splratlbn to be "a.mong ‘the English poets after my Beath"

“",~AA1-nold. sta:bed s:mely “he is with ShakeSpeare" | Arnol-d.— Wen’c'
:"‘l"~fon to hlnt that in 'l;he seetbnd, of ‘bhe "grea’c modes" of . poetry
'~”"k~that of (mora.l interpretation) he :Eails to 'take hlS place
Lbes:n.aie ShakesPea,re only by reason ‘of his 1mma’cur1ty not be-
ea.use of a.ny revealed. 1neapa01ty for sueh a fea‘b.  Judging

Kea“as by h1s bod.y of poe’cry as a. whole Arnold felt constralned

ﬂto rate hlm below Worﬁ.sworth - Milton a:ad; Sha.kespea:ce. -

'9fet1. Ibid. Do 106.'~

,“{522§ Eésays in;Grltlclsm; Sécoﬁ&,ﬁeries,~by Matthew Arnold, p.112
,_e‘j*;é; Ibid. p. 119 TR D S | |
4. Ioia, pe 119
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A_’Lthough by no means. ’coo partlal a crrtie 8ir Rober'«t ;
;fZBrliges (the last ef the poet-eritics to Whom we shall llsten9 |
. "'f‘;: is conflden'b tha'b Kea'bs held grea'l: promlse for the .future.~
,";:'I;If" | he speculat ed. Mone English poet ‘might be recalled to- ,k;
day :Erom the d.ead to eon'blnue 'bhe work which he left un.finish-

| : eﬁ. on ea.rth it 13 probable that the crown of his coun*bry's e
2:27'1;:‘vde81re Woul(i be set an - the head of- John Keats and ‘bhlS general
: i’feeling is based @ a juent of His work ‘whieh we ma.y un-

o k"f{_,:hesite.tlngly aecep’c namely that the best of it is of the |
hlgh est excellence bu’c the mass of it ie dlse.ppon.nting. Nor o

T 1s there a.ny 11ke11hood of. this verd.lct being overse‘b.‘ L

"fi;ﬂéBrla.ges set before himself a.s an aim in hlS crltlcism "to -

- /vindlcate both the form and meanlng of some P°ems from the
yiassumpti‘m o f even h:s reasonable admlrers that they ha;ve :
rnel'bher the one nor the other." . He adm:.tted Wi’ch sorTow

i fKeafos 5 inabllitv‘ Yo portra:v‘ female ehara“’“er but exouses him
:on ﬁrle ground of a fundamental objectivity of outlook. He
Pfalsed Keats :Eor his Supreme capacity for 2"eoncen‘brating all -

the :Ee;r-reaching resources of la.nguege on one pomt g0 that

"fge. s:.ngle and epparen'bly effor‘sless expressmn reaoices the

o : e.esthetlc imaglnatlon when it is most expectant and exacting
:;,a.nd ab the Sanme time a.stonishes the intellect Wlth a new aspeet] ot

of ‘cru‘bh“, of the renarke.ble frequeney with which Keats has

t “}‘jbeen enthroned with Shakespeere, the late poet laureaute ha.cl

1 Collected Essays ancl Papers, by Robert Brlclges. Vol. 4 p.XIII

20 Ibld.o V010 IV Po XCIQ ’
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this to say.:l"a,md,very Justly, for Shakespeare is of all ,
poets, the gréatest master of. it"™ and by "it" he referred to
the happy faculty he has just discussed. On the intellectual
| Sifte, however, Brifges claimed that the parallel between
Keats and Shakespeare could not be med ntained. \Fina;llj, |
unllke A:rnolét he was unable to discern in ’che passgion of-
Keats any deep spirituality. Reminisc_ent of' Patmore, rather
’than of Arnold, is his referencer fo 2"Kea-’cs’s doctrine of.

Beau‘by which might be defended if it was splrl’cualized. which

11; never is by him."

1. Coll,ec;tAed, Bgsays ah@. Papers by Robert Bridges. Vol IV.
. P XCI.

¢ Tbid. XCVII.
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i*7o—fichapﬁer?ﬁ”'”

3 Sehola‘rs of r;I.:it«;era.th e,

5 In ‘bhls chap‘ber I propose to examme‘ 'bhe opinions of
those Whose most important contrlbutions %o lltera:ture have '
;iibeen orl’clca.l rather 'l'ha.n creatlve. : The ola.ssiflcatlon |
",ﬁ;,f"seholars of literature" is, an a.rbitrary one anﬁ. needless o
‘."“,‘f'to say the terms "scholars of 1itera17ure" anﬂ- "oreatlve

' 8.]?[»’[)18178" are not ’co be ’caken a.s being mutually exelus:LVe., _

7’,,»,:"v"chough 'bhls survey c’Leels only W:L‘ch na.ne'teen'bh cen’cury crltlc-",
'1sm 1 have not hes ita:bed 0 include in 1t the opinions of
_;ft's‘everal older crities o:t‘ note who have eon’clnued 1:0 Writo -
','j‘f;":.n'bo 'bhe present een‘bury. o |

If'or more than half a oentury after his d_ea.th Kea‘bs was
“wk.:;,"!kgalmost en’cirely negleo'bed by soholars o:f:' lltera.tur e. Then,
in 1884 he wa.s su&denly recalled or - more properly - intro-"

:‘:Wd.uced. - to the 11‘bera.ry pu.bllc by the appearame of two

S ff;bj_ographles. — The one Wa.s by Wllllam M:Lehael Rosse‘cti ~the |

. f':,other by S:Ld_ney' colvin.

-In -bhe opinion o:f Slr Sidney Colv:m Wllliam Rosse’cn s
'4‘1:,’,01‘11;;10181]1 o:E Kea‘bs 1s "1cily un;just " In listenmg to

,-ﬁ,'{Rosse’cti we shell not forget Colvm s stricture as it will

' lead._;us to a bet'ber understand.ing of the latter s own cmtleal
a’stitude When the tlme comes 'bo examine 11:. :
Wllllsm Mlchael Rosset’ci d.lsoerned in Kea:bs's early Work

a.bsolu’cely no hint of precoolty and no 1naica.1;ion of future

i ;; ]: 1. John Keats. by Siﬁney Golvin. p. 541. :
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'“‘ffifgreatness. He laid the blame for the kllleduby-an-artlcle

h *@theory upon Shellsy whom.he felt spoke from.sentimsnt rather
5;Tthan Wlth authorlty. | | |

Rossettl rather conaesoendlngly 1nferrsd that his eritlo-

‘*V“jxsm”of Keaxs should be tempered by the following consideration:

,,Since Keats died at twenty-flve We are compellea to Judge of
“Ts;an apprentles 1n the severe sohool of life as 1if he haa gone
)jf:fthrough ﬁhe full oourse.ﬂ | He Was very dublous as to wheﬁher -

5 2
‘Keats took any intsrest in "matters of 1ntellectual or gen-g“

eral eonoern other than POEtiG QnBS'" | HOW he could have read‘u'
'Dthe Keats letters‘- first PUbllshed in’ 1848 by Nonokton Milnes -
fjand,still have thought thls 1s very pecullar. o‘
f» Keats s chief weakness was set of £ by Rossettl as f°ll°WS‘ 
s%To the last Keams seems. to have been wantlng in those faoul-

\jffties of seleotlon and of dlseipllne Whlch we sum up by a rough
Vfanﬁ ready process “in the word 'taste' LI R

The following passage forms a s1gn1fioant resume of theo :

“::vaarlous adverse crltlelsms soattsred throughout Rossetti'
e LA
s book‘“ "In 1arge measure 1t 1s unassallably true that sensuous-;

‘ fnsss 1s the paramount blas of Keats's poetic genius. He. was'a

”\ﬁ]man>of perceptlon ra¢her then of contemplatlon or speoulatlon..

:};e.fl. Life of Keats by Wllliam Rossetti.  P. l29oe
2. Thid. p. 180 -

| ?aojbya 'p. 200
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‘ﬁ7f Perceptible things‘musﬁfbe objeots of'sense.~~ HlS chief fame
‘“‘eT,must be due to. the fact” that he is a master of 1mag1natlon in

.verbal form. R

Of Keats 'S, ultlmate rank anong the poets Bossetti had only
N 5nthis to say~ St oannot agree with those Who place Keats w1th
»!;J;qp even above Shelley., The latter is superlor and even ‘sup-

“.erlor beyond any reasonaile terms of comparison.“

: Wlth Rossettl s faint pralse still ringlng 1n,our eare
»v;¥:!WB turn to llsten to the more kindly voiee of Sir Sldney Colv1n.“i
» ;We shall allow him to speak to us through %he pages of his *::’
:,feomprehen51ve “John Keats" of 1917 rather than through those ,
:t;of hls small publleatlon of 1884.n , U v

» 5 ef the dlfficulties inherent in the task of ‘the Keats _;,[
“fcrltle Colv1n has thls to say~ Z“Gne great snare in Judglng
VTT'Keats is his varlablllty in mood ana opinlon,--the very ex-,,
 neel1enoe of What was best in both hlS poeﬁry and hlmself is a

f”secon& snare,-ua thlrd is the frankly avowed intensity of the

jﬂs nsuous elemenm in hlS nature."

\kAlthough not dwelling over-mueh on Keats as. a poet of

'fo'revolt Sir slaney Colvin Qdoes. emphasize the spirit of freedom |
L 2 |
'wndiscernible in hlS Work. He says‘ : "The element in. Whleh~hls o

‘*oipoetry moves is llberty,$the consciousness of release from those

"1iyconvent10ns and restraints not 1nherent 1n its true naturey H:L

 'o?£ife of Keats by Willlam Rossettl. Pe 308

John Kbaxs by Sldney Colvin, p. 542.
| p. 85 ” S
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o7ftfby whlch the art had for the 1ast hundred years been hampered.“! 
| Golvin like meny of his fellow erltlos sees in Keats the
:5;jﬁpure poet. He oannot, however, see his wey elear t0 express
:?e ; ;an oplnlon as to whether or not Keats mlght have beeome a
fﬂffo{great dramatle poet had he lived. 4 Interesting,‘iﬂ this

R 1
?;ofconnection 1s~Colvin~s'remark that** "Parts of his 1etters

1fsfreoall more clearly than any other EMglish erter the prose
 {paSSages of 'Hamlet' and 'thh Ado About Nothing' A

}In V1ew of the frequent insistence by Keats orltlcs upon ’
fnsfthe preponderantly 1iterary sources of thelr poet's 1nsp1ration |
: ;the follow1ng quotation from Slr Sidney Colvin oomes as a-
'?ffpartlal explanatlon. ' He erte~‘2"An intensely intultiVe
’::genius for nature llke his hardly needs the stimulus of
“'Tnature s, beauties for 1ong or at thelr highest power, but on
f{efa mlnimum of experienoe can summon up and multiply for 1tse1f
[2sp1rit sunsets ‘and glories of mountaln rlcher and more varled
‘;than the mere reoeptlve Lover of . soenery ean.witness and refg-
‘ﬂxgister~in‘memozy &urlng a 1ifetime of trave1~and pursuitw"v
In eonclu31on Keats's c¢laim to a phllosophy of life 1s‘ o
,}Ionot dlsregarded by §ir- Sldney Colvin. It 1s,,however, made
7orjquite~cxear “that by philosophy ‘Keats meénﬁ-a"not‘metaphysies
f?fbut knowledge ana “the frults of reading generally.“s"

\ From Slr Sidney Colvin We pass to Andrew Lang whose opln—

'iil. Letters of John Keats, eaited by Sldney ColV1n. ;P' XVI.

.;no;;2¢ John Keats, by Sldney 001V1n. Do 275
;qﬂ5 Ibld. D zee.m N |
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" oion\of Kéets (expressed in 1889} is. refreShing in its spon» '

'C‘,_taneous and unstudled oandour. He gave it esfhls honest opin~‘

‘")ﬁr}lon that perhaps had he 1ived in 1820, he too might have - on-

'77f;ithe ba31s of the poets then published works - misjudged Keate

- as thouroughly a8, a4 Blackwooa‘s Magazine.. Lang had no

‘*Vﬁi;patlenee with the theory that Keats was killed by an artlcle

enor dld he take too serlously those oritlcs who professed to

wiﬂsee in Keats a second Shakespeare- A propos of this second

point he raxher humorously profeeeed to fino stlll anoﬁher

'"e”parallel between Keats ani Shakespeare ln the fact that they

1
*h&ve both been "gushed ebout“ a great deal. : For Slr Sldney

;001V1n e llfe of Keats (18849 Lang had the heartiest of pra1se.'°

- ;His only crltlelem - that it was too short<- was later null— 8

' 1fied by the appearance in. 1917 of Colvin's monumental biog-

*aﬂf  raphy “John Keats,"

The erltlelsmoof our next Wltnees John Rdbertson, 1s in

'»several Ways reminleoent of that of William Michael Rossettl.

o f\31kE Rossettl Robertson appeare 10’ believe that Keats has been

"oT,tremendously over~rated. Speaklng of the Buxton Forman edltlon

o 2
: ,of Keats's poems Robertson Ventures the doubt o “It iS~not»

i the popularlty of a poet Whlch produces new edltlons but new

oy editlons which maintain a Poet's PopularitY-" Flsewhere he
; 8

»”feglnfere'thatwwerealt»not fbrfthe "pecullar sympathy Whleh '

1. Letters or therature by Anﬁrew Lang.,‘p. 54.

2.‘New Essays Towards a Critleal Method by John Robertson.
) . ; , : : ‘Ps 287,
5. Ibld. p. 252. e
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“;  we glve to Keaxs 'Hyperlon' Would be as 11ttle known to- day
‘a{   as¢is«'Tpe E&easyres,ofyﬂopeZN {‘,Heggoes on to attribute

- Koeats's high rank among poets to two things, first, "the .

'ﬁlf:édérdity»oflperféet~work" an& seoand “the inabillty of most
ifff freaders ana of the most prominent critles to discrimlmate
f‘félearly between good work and bad. ‘ Uhllke Bossettl Robertson
:f  does give Keats credlt fbr preooeity of genius but &epreclates
:;fvjhis praise by insisting that 2"phthisls goes Wlth both eroticf
"‘f:anﬁ 1ntellectual precocity and “that precocity 1s in itself a

‘ff? §aisease. = Nevertheless he feels confident that time would
“ fl:have ma&e of John Keats a great poet, an& admits that ??tO_
;" ?have~fa1ledﬂas he>diduatfhls’years was tO Show greatnesé;: T6 :
?sueceed ta the extent that he dld was harﬁly better Fr°°f 2 1

”‘;fFlnally, Robertson Joins with Golvin and. Lamg in complalnlng

"*T[gf.theadlfficulty which beset the,path*ofuthe critlcs of Keats,
R 4
: @Héﬁsays'j "The body of orltlcism.on Kbaxs is about. as Giff-

"7,§1eult to assay conelusively as the poet's performance 8

That Freaerlc Harrlson (ertlng in 1889) did not rank

.:ffKea'bs Wlth Sha.kesPeare is obv:.ous at. the very outset. He .
ingmalntained°" “Neither Lamb nor Keats can olalm a plaee in the .

‘w;veny fqremost rank of - our‘wrlters ana poats.vﬂlt qul&abe-une

;7 litrue or unreal to. pretend that they do.“” fHarrisbnfdiscrimg o

‘f€&fj7l New Essays Towards A Orltlcal Method by John Robertson.4 L
i e i S i 244.

tbxd. D+ 255~ L

V7‘f4ﬂ’Ibid' p. 558' AR f" (Frederlc Harrison, p. 190.
3 5. Tennyson Ruskin Mill and other Literary Estlmates by
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'"'finateﬁ agalnst Keats beoause of the single and unmlxed naxure

"of hlS genius whieh has in 1ts appeal nothlng of the universal.
o 1 ,
¢Thls fact to him carr1ed.w1th it ﬁhe eonviction that - "We
7?;fcou1d no more compare Keats W1ﬁh ShakesPeare than we eould

3compare Mbnt Blanc with one of’ its own snowy plnnacles."‘

"}Speaking broadly, however, it seemed to be with Harrlson 8
:fsgease of "I 1oved not Keats so well lovea I not Shakespeare

R 2 '
“egmare‘?~f~For, although excludlngfhlm;from""the inmost clrole

??;}he willingly praised his 5"unrivalled gift of sensu°us 1YT1°" |
5¥and dwelt upon the fact ﬁhat hlS was a- precoclty unexcelled
i?;’in the. Whole hlstory of Engllsh literature. His opinion of
‘“;Keats 's ultlmate rank is that he s entitled to a place amone
"5;;the poets 4"somewhere below Mlltan and Shakespeare. )

Ak Inethe erlticism of Henry Beers, the author of "A Histoxv
i~7eeof Romanticlsm in the ‘Ninet eenth Century) (19013 we. fiﬂﬁ 11ttle

futhat 1s striklngly original.- The eontributien of Beers may be

aﬁa poet. Beyond poetry he had no other 1nterests.e Seeond

_"ﬂKeats's 1nSp1rat10n came from books rather than from life. Thlrd,
by virtue of hlS “natural maglc" -=-Ma.1;'bhew Arnold's ‘phrase - he

 "e1ranks with ShakesPeare.

b \: l. Tennyson, Ruskin Mlll and Other therary Estimates by
f : Frederlc Harrlson. Do 191.

2.‘1b1a. 190.»fi

V 'oV/f?“‘IblG_o p‘ 190‘ T e

eof the blessed poets whose thrones are grouped about ShakesPeare" 

7«summar1ézed brlefly as follows-~ Flrst Keats Was pre eminently
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gohn Churton Collins erting in 1905 staﬁes eonfldently
/fthat “the eulogies of Matthew Arnold are now-commonplaces
”’=Whlch express nothxng fUrther than 11teral and measured truth."

wlColllns dwells longest o Keats ) claim to pre-eminence as a

l?f[poet;pkaeauty.g Thls seems to 1mpe1 h1m to ﬁhe rather
: Xambiguous cenelu81on that "Keats has ione more than any of the

”fifgdlvine brotherhoo& to Whldh e undoubtedly belongea to vin—

'?fdleate in the. judgment at least of . 1nfer10r dlsciples and

"feeﬂeriticswmlthe alsastrous eeparaxlon of aesthetles from ethlcs
it':anfl me‘baphysms. "o L | .

| Pa331ng from.Churton Collins to- Stopford Brooke we hear
‘llaohce mare oplnions Whlch impress us ag belng more orlglnal
('i_than some to. Whlch we. have already listened. Brooke agrees Wlth
**ff~hls fellow erltlcs that Keats was a "pure poet” who remaxned | .
Qellaloof from.all extra-polltlcal coneerns.‘ But he aoes not let-
“7eﬁthe matter rest there., He goes on o explaln the reasons
;ﬁ1?WblGh motlvated this. often~mentloned detachment of. the poet.
’V‘ngeats“ he tells us,. "uncon301ously felt as Byron and Shelley .

dla not that the 1deas on. Wthh the Worla had llved since

3 l789-were»1n that—form exhausted.; No high splrltual or pol-
'lflfitioal emotlon of anylcuﬁtoame to him out of the heart of the

:'people for there was no such emotlon in England n

it A second point inxo Whlch Brooke sees more clearly than
“l‘fthe average critlc 1s the matter of Keats s attltude to nature.'

:7ffAlter1ng the ueual empha91s, in diseu391ng the poet's devotion

1 Studles in Poetry ana Crlticism by John Colllns. p. 283.

2. Ibid. pe. 2864 :
5.,Studles 1n Poetry by Stopford Brooke. ps 205o
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“5;];to nature. he glVes more oredit to the Romantlelst ten&ancles

] 1
‘-5,of the nlneteenth eentury and less to Keats himself: "o

'V g1ove Nature for her own sake,“ he poinxs out ‘Mhag now“heeome

~"73{fone of -the impulses, one of the Speclal qua‘litles of English

"Wo,osong.vj' Thls 1s a. Well-taken point and one often overlooked
’V;goby those Who are preoocupled to the exolu31on of all else Wlth
the emotlonal equipment of the poet.

Flnally, Brooke aoes notd Share ln the orthodox view

~-;;};(advanged by Matthew Arnold and v1gorously champloned by Amy

"-;Lowella of Keats s infall&blllty as s self—orltic. In his
: 2

Tffopinlon ‘nit was only at the close- that he reproached himself

dfor trylng to do What he was unable by nature to do.“ i |
o Our next Witness shall be Arthur Symans.1 ‘His views-are
’fijculled from.his "The. Romantic Movement in English Poetry" |
Aiipubllshed 1n 1905.;' Keats Was to- Symons & decadent (albeit
'[o*ognwre than a aecadent) Who called %o mind in meny ways the

:j'mannerlsms and casts of thought pecullar to- Mallarme and

”:;ﬂBauaelalre..*Worsefstlll hevwas a decadent of “the. Neo—Latin[

”f:;persuasion Whlch took 1ts roots. in the morbld erotlclsm.of

1ﬂﬂ}Qatullus‘an@»Eropertiusuw: That Keats was &\deoaaent of this
*”7;!ﬁeb;ﬁatinWtypefratharathan-ofmthe-ﬂbelatea.ﬁlizabethanﬂ~sohool
'ivgisfprovéﬁginSSymOQJS'min&,¥byrthe,fact<thatgn“he wasfmore in-

1 Stuﬁies 1n Poetry by Stopford Brooke. pg.224, :
:Ibid.;p.k251. " s

f¢:?5 The Library of therary Oriticlsm. Vol. IV;‘p, 680,
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o Some of the reasons Whloh led Symons to this oonc1u81onymay
pfgbe 1nferred from statements meae 1n Several places throughout
"ghle hook.~ Among fhem are the follow1ng. Fxrst Keats

1 '
'ﬁﬁﬂha& ‘the oourage of the intellect ana the oowardloe of the

"‘%nerves." : Secona Keats 8 ddea of Beauty is sharply &1st1n-
P 5
‘\jgulshed from that of Shelley as being often “the fatal desire

‘*fof 1he moth for the candle flame rather than 1the desire off"

~.?pffthe moth for the star' ¥ Thlrd Keats was a praetitioner e
'?fof‘the art for art s sake theory and as. such his poetlc

olfldentlty, nay more, even his personallty, was. swallowed up

{?fézand lost Slght of in the artist. A fourth p01n$ whloh app-
i°ff_iarent1y 1nfluenced SymonS'Washls oonvlctlon ﬁnat Keats could
lgflolay no clalm to 1nxe11ectuallty and that ‘accordingly, al-
B"chough 0. other poets one muSt7;?§h some mental alertnesg "o
‘fread Keats you have only ‘o surrender your senses to thelr |
"‘ﬁnetural happlness.ﬂ o Even Keats f method of Workmanshlp, in
f?l7symons s opinions, linked him to the &eoadents, for the f£ifth
illfPOint Wh10h~we note in»his~eritlclsmols that. supyerb artist
7o£ detall “though Keats was. oonceded to be he lacked anythlns

"’thhet approached to an archectonlc faoulty. As & final summ-

xj«atlon oomes the following praise still however harklng back
4

?ﬁ(*to the pervading theme of aeoadenoe- "He Was one of our great-

l.vThe Romantlc Movement 1n Engllsh Poetry, by Arthur Sgggns,
‘ Do .

”2; Ibld; Do - 505;17‘

f-Q 7 B Iblﬁ. p. 184,
i 4 Ibiao po 1810 -
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lest, one of our most pa.ssmnate poe’cs, | ;
From the opinions of our nex‘c w11mess Edward }}owden we

sha.ll seleet for eons:.deratlon only one ste.tement - 51gnif10-

an’c because 11; presents still another point of view rega.rdmg

Kea.‘b's de‘baohmen’c from the extra-poe‘bloal aotivrcles of hlS

age. Dowden d.oes not agree w:Lth Beers and- Colv:.n in ’chelr
oontentlon that Keats was . a poe‘b pure and.. simple nor does ‘he ,‘
; follow Brooks in ﬁemonstrat 1Dg tha'l; 'bhere Were no extra-poetlc- -
' " _al a,e'blvitles Worthy oi‘ hlS a,t'bentlon. H:LS attl’m@,e is ’cha‘b
’~ %Even Kea’cs belongs to. ‘me movement oonneo‘ted with Rousseau
and. the Revolu’cion by his p&SSlOIl :Eor some a.bsolute perfectlon -
anﬁ. W:r.th h:Lm it was the . absoiute of beauty a.nﬁ. a.lso the :me:.t-s
igable hunger for human 1ove.,..Now th::.s oraving i‘or somethlng
whleh shall satlsfy the _soul, somethlng absolute, perfeot ~
1nf1nite, 1s closely akln 'to the emotlonal side of ‘bhe trans- |

s eend,ental movement . The new. Gospel of: felth and. love of the B

oen'l;ury possesses somsthmg in. oommon With ‘che ‘new S.eeptlclsm

and despalr ‘la, malad.le du s:.eele' L

We now pass on 'bo a consideratlon of the oritlelsms ad-

vanoed. by Professor J. W. Maokall, Professor Maoka.il not
2

T only s’cates WJ_th agsurance that Keats "stands in the first :

ra.nk o:E Engllsh poets" but also goes on to add that the fact: A

of h:Ls hlgh rank is "unlversally reoognlzed.--

1. Studles 111 I.iterature by Ed.ward. Dowden.; p. 59,

'fi”"f 2. Leo'bures on Poeftry by J. W. Ma,ekall._ p. 28L. |
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2 This admlssion aoes not however oonV1nce him. that. the 1ast
V: word has been.written in the story of Keaxs oritlclsm for he
Tf afflrms hlS bellef that 1“at no. time can the last word be sald

':~'on-any greaﬁ poet " As a sincere personal trlbute oomes -

Mackall's a&m1381on ﬁhat ‘he reads Keats s poems every year
2 !
"Wlﬁh greater 1ove and admlratlon" Mackall'a closing trlbute :

lS reminlscent of the praise of Lelgh Hnnt quoted earlier in "E
: ﬁhls study~*? Kbats seems to gm in.some respects stralghter | ;
| than almost any other English poet to the heart of poetny. Eeutey

Irofessor A Q. Bradley, Ho ‘whom we Shall 1lsten next

Wlll not detain us 1ong but 1n.the short time in Whldh he o | 5

SPeaks hB‘Wlll be able to glve us hlS opinion upon s1x d1ffer~

'“”:ent points which we bave slready heard dlssenting opinions.

Gi; That~Profossor Bradlqyfdoes not entlrelywdlsoounbonanoe the

killed-by-anpartlcle theory is hhown by ﬁhe reservation im-
3
: plied in his pronouneement upon ﬁhe aQVerse reviews: "So
?f 1ong as health remalned.to hlm they dld him nothlng ‘but good."

Bra&ley 301ns W1th Dowden in his in31stence that 1t is unfalr

to see 1n Keats o figure removed from.the extra-poetieal actlv-~
4

f‘ 1ties of h1s age. He sayS" "It is a mlstake to supposo “that
o he had not polltlcal 1nterests., But‘he,careﬁ“nOthing for the

op mere quarrels of Whlg ana Tory "}5 In1Bfa&lQY¥S'opinioaneatS{S‘

:];5?1. Bectures o Poetgy by D.W. Mackail, D.. 285.

*‘eoz. Ibla. p. 23 | ‘;
'“5‘o5 foora Leotures on- Poetﬁy. by A.CH Bradlay. ‘pP. 825,
: mbid. 217., S | ‘
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,rema.rks upon the true poe‘b’s 1a.ek of 1denti13r are far more
applleable 'bo Shakespeare tha.n to Keats hinself and by . ‘che
\'ﬂ'sa.me token more applleable to Keats than t0 Milton, Words-'
",Wor’ch and. Shelley., In connect:.on with ‘the often-discussed

eompa:c'lson be‘cween Kea't;s ‘and Shakespea.re Professor Brad.lev,
:distinguished. Shakespea:rean critic though he: be, does not -

o hes:.'tefce to endorse Ma'b'bhew Arnolﬁ.‘s verdict tha'b Keats "is

of Shakespea:ce’s tribe." As far as Braé.ley's appraisal of

ﬁ},Keats 8 elalms ‘bo a’ PhllOSOphy of life coincides olosely Wl‘hh

1

V"‘v“tha't o:E Slr S:Lc‘mey Colvin. HlS words a:c'e- ; "any phllosoph'y

; 'bo be found 1n hlS wri‘blng Was evm.ently such reflectlon on

- ,‘ ihuuna.n nature anﬂ. 11fe and “the World as a.ny thoughtful man may

: *,,;praetlse' his reflection - 1n'tent no dou‘bt but nelther tech-—, e
nmal nor sys’cematm. Bradley s fmal verd.le’c upon. Keats
. 2

,;_i ~ NI would ‘be more than haze:rdous I ’chink to say tha:b he ‘

Was the most hlghly end.owed. of: all our poets m ’ohe nlneteen'bh

s ":feenbury but he might well have Wrrbten its grea’cest 1ong

‘ ”poems.!' L 7 , | |
| Qn 'bhe subject of" Keats s relation ’oo the extra~politlcal

| "\¢k‘1ssues of nis age. sir Edmund Gosse dlssmts v:Lgorously from
| "‘Professor Brad.ley to ‘whom we ‘have. Just been listemng. ’Gosse

3
st:r:esses “the faet that "KQ&'ES‘ is _e,:n.ther«r a poet or a.bsolutely

l. Kea.'l;s Memorlal Volume. p. 46

2. Oxfford. Leotures e Poetr:y, by A.. C.. Bradley. 'p., 238

L _.5.«;','Gri-tf_,mal»Klthitﬁ;’.' by BAmung Gosse. D. 25.




‘*Jf»novonving."_ In Gosses s book "Critical Kit Kats", Keats's

f':'lacku of o:clginallty ILS dwelt upon in considerable G.e'ball and
‘]no hope is held forth th&'b greater ma.turi’oy would ha.ve .
lsupplled. the d.eflciemy.; Never‘bheless Sir- Edmund Gosse de-
’:,cla:ces that to hlm Keats is l"One of the very greatest poets : !

_fthat the modern world has ever seen.'} And. making hlS statement;

. stlll more sweepmg, coneludes ‘his cmtique with, "I gome-

‘ ;,'tlmes fancy that we lost in the author of the flve geat odes

: ;;I;:'the most ﬁasterful capaei‘cy for poetle express:.on which the

-',‘twcrlci s ever ‘seen,”

The last of the “sehola.rs of . 11’cerature" o vxhom we shall ‘

‘1isten in this. chapter is Pro:fessor George saintsbury, 13"'79

'~=~jProfessor of Rhetorlc and. Engllsh I;J.tera:ture at Edinburgh
'r'University an& for mny years dean of Engln.sh crltles.
: "'}Sa.intsbury Was by. no Ireans sanguine in hls prophecy of what
g f’.longer life. mlght habe meant t0. Kea'bs. 'I‘he po‘et was, in his’
Vopinlon.k ‘mueh. - 1ess llkely ‘1;0 have surpassed_ the Works he ha.d.
: ‘:, alread.y proﬁ.uced. than was. Shelley. In dwelling upon Keats!? 'S
o importanae in the history of Engllsh I.iterature, howevar, i
'ﬁ;;‘Salntsbuxy Was 'by no. means diffldent. ~ All the main points of
;his crltlcism of l{ea{;s, cons:r;dered. from this po:Lnt of view,

| : ar.e ».a?_p’cly fepltomlzed ; J;nw-bhe following extra.c t fI‘,Om'ﬁhlS nA

‘}‘?'Hlstory of Nlneteenth Century thera’cure" ' "Keats" s he wrote,

““as no. one of his contempora.rles did_ felt, expressed and.

1. Gri‘bleal Kl‘b Ka'ts by Edmund Gosse. Ds- 24.

:"{ : (bury. p; 88,
2. A His’cory o:E N:Lneteenth Century L:L'berature by Geo. Saints-
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o handed. on, Vthe exaot ohange Wrought in Engllsh poetry by the
'grea:t Romantic movement. colerldge Wordswor’ch Soott and
_even Southey to some extent Were 'the a.u‘bhors o:E thls but, ’

"p_,belng ‘d:me authors they were neoessarlly no'b the resul’cs o:E 1‘5.,

~Byron Wa.s fundemm'bally ou'b of sympathy W:Lth it..Shelley an
‘and

f:,]; angel and. a.n effectua.l angel, of . poetry was ha.rdly a ma.n/still

“/1ess an Rw.glishman. - ‘But Kee:bs felt it all, expressed wha.t of :
"11; he hacl tlme and strength ’oo express and 1eft the rest to |
‘A““y’hls sueoessors, helped guided :Eur’chered. by his- ovm example., &

T-}Keats ~in. short, is the :Ea‘bher dlrectly or a:t short stages

yq“of d.esoent of every Engllsh poet born within the nineteen’ch |

century WhO ‘has not been 8 mere - 'sport' or. exception.  He .

'begat Tennyson am Tennyson begat all ‘bhe rest " |
| ’ In eoncludlng this seetlon of our surVey We gshall pause |
' ,for a. moment to- summrize 'bhe opinions expressed by the |
o fourteen "scholars of literature" to whom we have listened.

Three of those orltics have dwel’c upon the speola.l diff- :

_1eult1es attendant upon the path of the erities of Kea‘ts-

;A :ﬁ'ourth Professor J oo Ma.ekall has e@lained somewha'b ’chelr
‘,sense of difflculty by pointlng out. the futlllty of: seekmg
,deflnl-l;a.veness in the oritloism of- any great poet.‘

iy Eight of our witnesses h&ve emphas:.zed the: 1mpor‘banoe of

,Keats a.s & post pure anﬂ; simple. 'I‘hey have, nevertheless,

“ - alf:f:‘ered. emong themselves a8 to the degree of mterest be-

'.‘fstowed 'by the poe'b upon extra-—poe’sleal affairs.
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. FlVe of them have .eoupled. the names of Keats and L
iShakespeare - eaoh one 1n a manner peeuliarly his oWNils
| ‘ Other toplcs, too, ‘have. been discussed by one or more of
| ;the "soholars of literature" g Among the sub51diary points'
;Qbrought to our attentlon 1n the course of thls chapter have
ifbeen“ Keats s, faults «_ his def101ency 1n taste, orlglnallty‘
v3and the faculiy ﬁor self eritlclsm,, Keats es a aeeadent
knmeats s preooeity; and Keats 'S philosophy of 11fe. None ' of'”
: i;these subgects, however have been dlseussed Wlth the degree ‘
T f'€of ﬁhoroughness bestwwed upon. the toplcs 1ndlcated in the
3preceding four. p&ragraphs.,, ¢~ | il
Flnally, dlverse though the utterances of our varlous
fSpeakers have been, there 1s one. point upon whleh all are
_‘ agree., A semblance - more than a semblance, the very reallty -
Hk:,of harnwny has been glven to thelr utterances by one thlng -
‘ e\;by the unanlmlty of their ultlmate verdict ‘upon John Keabg.
:All have assigned to hlm.a very high place in the annals of
' ;;1iteratwre.:¥Some, itzls true have renkea>h1m,higher than
others have done. Bu'b Whether 'bhey heve rauked him with
ShakeSpeare ar a 11ttle below Shelley none have, for a 51ng1e‘
momen’c, d.enled. that he has abunclently fuli‘llled and will con=
‘\tlnue +to fulfll his modest boast '"I thlnk I shall be ameng

iff/the English poets after my aeath.f
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A :Broader View

Thus :Ee.r we ha.ve bem concerned With _what va.rlous indlv-

16_u.e1s - relefalves friend.s, acqualn’canoee, periodmal crltles, e

i ‘prose-wrlters, poebs, and. scholars of ‘literature = thought of

_"’John Kea'bs. | We a.re now read.y 10 ta.ke a broader. VleW of 'bhe ‘

poe‘b. ThlS Chapter of my survey w1ll be éevoted to a cone

81deratlon, of Keats and the Wfl’cers of ,historles’ oi‘ lltera'bure',,

k! ﬁKea.ts and the general publ 1c, ‘and Keats and the :forelgner.;

e:ccluﬁlng all “modern" eritiolsm and have oe,rrled my survey

usearch after the "Broader View“ of Kea.ts by listening to the

Ty orles»have a peoullar ve.lue in .surveys of this kind - a ‘va.lue -

-""‘,»r‘:efthat is. 1n inverse ratio to thelr us eleesnees for full and

1nolus:.on of Whe.t in ‘bhe mlnd.s of the. oompllers, are the SE

"In 11: T have eoneclous ly dlsrega:ra.ed my general prino:.ple of

S dom ‘co the present d.ay. My purpose :Ln 50 domg 1s to 1nsilce:be
brlefly whet has ‘been though‘b abou’c Reats snme the close of

hlS ow_,r,ly_cem;ugy.- ~Fo'_r~, unles;s some;men;’olon,; at leagst, is made
o bfr'v&hatf‘tﬁe"“?tweﬁtﬁiéth'c’enturir“thﬁinks of John Keats it will be
’ :imposs 1b1e %0 place a ‘true evalua'blon upon wha’c the nlneteenth‘
oentur-y thought i - | |

I'l: 1s espeolally appropr:.a'be that we should commenoe our

VOlGeS of writers of hlstorles of literature. © Literary hist-

d.etalled. e’cudy. " The veryiiml'bata.'on of “their space ensu:ces ’fche

salient po:Ll’.I?bS about 'bhe author or perlod under dn.souss:.on. In

f the follovvlng paragraphs I shall examlne What '!:he compilers of |
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'i *ifcwrteen historles of 11terature felt was the ‘most important

' ,thing to be said ‘about John Keats. T shall arrange their

‘7 aopinlons in ehronologlcal order.b;;n

In a volume bearlng the ambitlous tltle "Handbaak of

Unlversal therature" (Clrc. 1855) Anne Botta makes a orlticlmn :

' of Keats wnidh Whetner We agree'with it or not, is dlfferent
1

from any we' have as yet clted. She says":"In native fellclty

ﬂof poetie adarnmant these two (Keats and Shelley) were the

:g:ffxrst mlnds of their time but the 1nadequaey of their perform~

" ;ance to thelr poetle faeultles Show how needful to the pro-

_ ;auetion of effective poetry is & Substratum ot solia thought ,

= “’of practical sense and of manly and. eXteﬂSlV@ 5YmPathY°"

Louise Imogea Guinay; iﬂ."Warner's lerary of the World‘

 ‘;Best therature“ (1902) m&kes 1t her prlme point that Keats

o “} 2

qf mumsJY

"has ha.d. from ‘t:he flrst a most fecund.atlng influence on other

A.B. de Nllle in his history of 11teramure (“Nlneteenth

\ﬁH? CenturY SerleS" - 19053 joins with meny others in deploring -

k.~Kea$s's untlmaly deaxh. He does not, however, empha31ze uns

””kduly the tragedy of hlS mying unacclalmed. Hls argument is~._

38
P“The Work he. was able to do gave almost unbounded promlse for

\the future.v No: poet at the age at whlch Keams dled had done
; i‘i§uethrea$ WQIK.“ De. Mille's second contention is that K@ats, 

1 Handbook af Unlversal Elterature by Anne Botta, pe. 500

20"'

5 Nineteenth Gentury Serles (Vol XIX) by A, B de Mllle. D 82
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'by v1rtue of hlS mfluenoe on. Tennyson, may . Well be called’ the
1
“'fa’cher of most of the mod.ern poe’os." ‘

The "Garnett-Gosse Illustrated Hlstory of Mglish Li't;erat-
:ure" hails Keats as "'bhe master spiri’c in the eVOlutlon of

e Vlc'torlan poetry." 1t 'l:ouches also upon his debt to Spenser

Shakespeare, Milton and AI’lOS'tO.‘ Th:Ls hlstory empha.smes

",";,’,kﬁKeats's early ana unaoclaamed. dea.th.~ It s:m@es out "Ad.onals"

g :Eor commm&ation as hlS flrst "posthumous triumph."_»'.

~',’~'L1tea:'ature" (19063 delve d.eeply into Kea‘bs's aesthetic phllos—
L E
(N ophy.‘ Thelr oonclusmon s that of all. poebs Keats. “oa.rrled.

the idea 'bha.'b 'Beauty is Truty, Tru’ch Beanty ! farthest, held.

| of llfe.’ ThlS, i't is - mterestlng to note, 'they find to be

S ke Ibia. . 85.

'F“Jf4.~1b1&.~p~ 440,

‘I'he authors oi‘ the "Boolnnan Illustrat ed H:Lstory of Engllsh-‘

it most consclous 1y, and aeted upon 113 most Whole-hearted.ly."
| !'For thls reason, 'bhey decide, Keats cannot: De asmgned to any
«poetlc school save "'the one which he himself founaed anﬁ at

the head of Which; he stands." After eons:.d.ering Keats 's

aesthetie phllosophy the Jolnt authors furn to h:Ls philosophy'k

o ofound.ly-»pessmmlstle. - They hold :Eor't;h +the hope however,

: tha,t had he lived 1onger he might' have outgrown hlS pessimlsm
: 5
‘ am would wa.th 1ncreas:mg maturlty, have "struek & balance

betwem les goies et les d.ouleurs dans 1a V1e."

-'2. Illustrated. H:Lstory oi‘ Engllsh therature by R. Garne'ct, '
L — anl E. Go586. D 1.40
8. "The Book:man Illustra.’ced History of English Ll‘cerature" by
i L. Seecombe and W. Robertson.-, P. 4.-59. -

50 Ibld:o po 4450
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The "Dlotionary of- Natlonal Blography" (19083 ‘is more

retrospective in its erltlcism,~ It dwells at con81derab1e

ng; 1ength upon.KeatS'S relaxlonshlp to the Elizabethans and the

';1ater imltators of Spaoser.

Turnlng to the "Cambrldge Hlstory of EMglish therature"

e(l915) ‘we seleot as s1gn1floant two statements - oth at var

“1anoe W1th opinlons expressed in several oﬁher hlstorles of

yliterature. The flrst 1s that Spenser was not the chlef E
;Elizabethan influence @ Keats. The seoond is that l"w1th

ip ethe publloation of hlS last volume in July 1821 some: perceptlon

 Vfof nis real stature at last dawned in the hlgh places of |
critm:sm.r»fﬁ**"“ , ’ , |

L The polnts cons1aered most 1mportant by the edltors of

e"Ghambers' Hlstory of therature“ (19229 are : 2Keats s "felo

’v~1clty of phrase" his "saturatlng 1anguage wiﬁh oolour“, hlS

vi~ehoiee of: subgects from.Greek mythology, his aesorlbxng nature

'p"lmaginaﬁively but Wlthout much of Worasworthean splrltuallty"7

"7F«and his 1nfluence on fhe Pre~BaPhaelite poets &ﬂd PalnﬁePS°'

In sPe&klng of: Keats 8 early death Pmofessors ‘Neilson and
V_Thorndlke, 1n thelr "Hlstory of EngliSh theramure“ (1927) do

ﬂnot share De Mille's optlmlsm as %o the promlse Keams held for

“‘the future. Stlll »thqy do not deny ﬁhapvthere«ls a p0331b111tv.

. that he mlght have left even greater works behind hlm.had he

’V;,llved 1onger. Thexr rather contradictory conolu81on is that

l Cambrlﬁge Hlstory of Emglish therature. Vol XII. P 92,

2. Ghambers Cyolopedla of English therature. pp. 99-1070
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- "though 1n the plo'turlng of na.tural beanty it is hard o’ gSee

f:.how he eould. have _surpassed. what he has left us, his intellect-

‘ :]ual powers Were only beglnnlng to expa.ndg- ’I'hese Wri'bers

ql:Lke many others, pay trlbute to Kea.ts's consumma‘be Sklll in
"f;permee:bmg hig poetry with sensuous beauty.,
One of the crrblolsms advanced by Berna:rd. Groom in h:Ls

f"& Eiterary Hlstory of England" (1929} is strlkingly reminls-
2

;cent of a s‘aa.tement mde by I.eigh Hun’c. Groom says' nIg- is

‘doubt:f:‘ul whether any other me.n ‘has ever llved. Whose nature was

L ,'more entlrely' a.nd essent*lally p’ozetlcal' n Unlike Sir S:Ldney

: Golv:Ln, Groom is eonflaent that had Kea’cs llved longer he ,

‘]\mlght well have i‘ulfilled his cherlshed ambltlon of bec omlng

a great dra.ma'blst. He bases his oplnlon upon a study of ‘bhe E
?ﬁrame:ble elements m "Lemla" d“Isabella." f_f P

The wrrber of e:a uns:.gned. e.r‘blole contrlbuted to “the |
e "'Encyeloped.la Brita.nmca" (1929) dlseusses in great detail the

1nfluenee o:E Lelgh Hunt upon Kea‘bs. He demonstrates that in

ar‘V1ew o:E 'bhlS mfluenee and 1'bs consequent pernlclous effeets

upon the poet;'s style those: contempora:ry crltlcs Who a.ssalled

hlm as 4a Cockney poet were ‘not entlr ely Wlﬁnout Justiflcation. -
‘ Gecn:ge F. Beynola;s, in his "History of En,gllsh L:Lterature"
i ,(1929) d.wells in the usuesl ’coplcs of Kea'ts's unpoetlcal en- .

vironment 'bhe tragedy o:E his lack. of contemporary appreoia’cion

l. Hlstory o:E Engllsh therature by w. Neilson and. A. Thorna.lk:e.

L 3;{,'A*:Li.t.eztary«,Hisrtgoryz, ofEnglan& by ffBam‘ar@f"Gi‘Oom-‘ P 285{.
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7anﬁ his Sklll as a poet of nature. In a&dltion he makes ‘the
i i ;
;too-often neglected polnt that ‘Mas a. thlnker abouu poetry

S as well as a master in its creamlon "Keaﬁs cannot now be over-

H jlookea." :

7; Laurie Magnus in hlS "History of European theraxure"
ﬁ(1954) beeomes eloquent over Keats 8. reoovery for Engllsh |
“11terature of the pagan attlt%de towards life. In hlS“Epilogue

'he expatiaxes at length upon "the more than aeclaental llke-'

“yness“ between Petraroh and Keats. The hlstory of EuroPean

“~that beauty into exqulsite poetry.~u
e 11terary hist orians to whomwe ha.ve just llstened Would be

f~,,pedantlc an& superfluous. The veny brevity of their erit-.

'“f]lcisms makes further conﬁensaﬁion unnecessary. -The 1nelus1onu'

: ';reeurrlng poinis in.Keats g critlclsm,§ second if 1t has proved

: lateraturevis he contende epltomlzed in the Work of those
:two great wrlters.,i¢‘u - "'

‘ The veny brlef notlee in "Everyman S chtlonary of
"Emgllsh therature" & ~‘ stresses as: noteworthy two thlngs~-e'
‘>f1rst the fallure of Keats s centemporarles to- appreclate hlm*

'”;second hls 1ntense love of beauty ami hlS ablllty to. translate '

Any attempt to sunmarlze “the oplnlons of the fourteen

L of their opinians in thle survey is Justlfied if. it has done
',etwo things flrst Cif. 1t has. demonstrateﬁ the most frequently

;f kth&t Keats' criticlsm underwent no sudaen ch&nge at the turn of"

1 Hletory of Engllsh thera$ure by G F. Reynol&s.,p. 315.

2. Hlstary of European theraﬁure by/Lamrle Magnus,;p, 295.
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,'i,;'bhe oentury but eorrblnued. to follow mueh 'l;he sazne llnes as it

i k‘hayflf hi'bher'bo ,‘bak,en,

,ﬁlFﬁiémiésihé;thé ﬁriteré*offhisﬁories of litefature and
gth31r eontributions to our "Broader Vlew" of Keats, we are
"now rea&y to approach ﬁae second t0p10 to be dealt with in f"
;;this chapter -;"Keats and the General Publle."

Probaﬁly 1o better 81ngle treatment has been accorded to

'"Wﬁ%the toplc "Keats and ﬁha General Publlc" than that given to -i%

'1by Slr Sldney Colvin in Ohapter XVII, entitle& "Epilogue“; of

. fhis llfe of Keats. In ﬁhe following pages I propose to

viset down in.chronolog;cal order only a few of the many avail-
.able faots which 1llustrate the varylng attitude of the publle -
f~towards the work of John Keats from.the date of the publlca$1on
‘l;of his first volume to’ the present time. Needless to say, my:
;lolﬁreatment of the subgect will be general ra$her than detalled
”:ami Wlll owe a great dealto Sidney ColV1n s a&mlrable survey

‘ »l};already mentioned.,

‘ Gur first news of the public s reaction to the new poetb,
,John Keaﬁs 13 indeed a dlsmal one. Cowden Clark referrlng o
"fto the reception of the poets flrst volume of poems in 1817

- 1
atellus us-f "Alas that book might have emerged in Tlmbuctoo

| ‘lf?with far stronger dhance of fame ana appreelatlon.:f The Whole7

7?,;;oommnn1ty as 1f by comDact seemed detennlned to know noﬁblng

*',ljabout 1t°vo It is hmghly probablg that Clark exaggeratea some-'

”',What the apathy of the readlng pUbllO. St;ll,(weoneod not

1. John Keats by slaney Colvin. p. 18l.
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‘,allow fbr too Wnie 8 margin of exaggeration when we remember

ethat the orlglnal eoples of Keams s -three volumes were able to

‘*7f‘,meet the demanﬁs of the book-sellers w1thout a further issue

un‘bll 1840.

| : Nevertheless,;in splte of the utter indlfferenoe berated
5by Glarke,?anﬁ amply proved. by the soanty deman& for the poet's
 kWQEkS Keats was not Wlthout hlS public follow1ng°, In,Dec- '
"fember 1818 he was both gratlfied and annoyed t0 receive ‘a

thentyuflve pound nete ana a congratulatory sonnet from.an

' »§unknown admirer.; In the sonnet the unknown wrlter expressed

fhls 1ndignatlon over the adverse crltleisms of the reviews
~,he1d out to Keats the hope of future glony,,anﬁ gave him the
~fcomfarting assurance that: |

o ,:~f"there breathe now who dote upon thy fame
Whom thy wild numbers wrap beyond their belng,

Who love the freedom of thy Lays = their Aim
,]Above the scope of a dull tribe unseelng.;n

, kStill another 1nstanoe of a letter from an unknown though-
nethis time not anonymous,_a&mlrer is a communloatlon reoelved
'lin 1820 from.a total stranger a teller 1n an East Loﬁhlan

"iBank, The erter, John Altken who later became edltor of

) ;“Constable’e Mlscellany", pralsed the poet's Work and begged

efhlm to pay hlm a 1ong v131t. The 1nv1tatlon was dlsregarded.
| Elght years 1ater, 1n 1828 ,ﬁhe “Athenaenm!¥s1gn1fwcant
Hes ﬁhe 1ndex of Gambrldge opinlon publlshed an artlele cla1m~
iing that ;"Keats Whose memony they (the TBlackwood's’ group)

f[epensevered only a few months baok in spltting upon was, as

: '~\l, John>Keats, by,Si&ney Golvmn.f p. 525.A.
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:  Jeveny one knows who has read him, among the most dellghtful |
  Emgl1sh poets of our- aay.;“ B
In the follow1ng year a grmlp of cambrlage students, under
<the leadershlp of Arthur Eallam, gave ev1dence of their 81ncere 
"interest in Keats by brlnglng out a reprint of "his first post -

From Joseph Sevarn we hear that 1n 1852 “young Mr.

2 _Gladstone fresh from.Oxfora“ sought out the palnter while 1n'

‘a"Rome to hear about John Keats from him., 

At last in 1840 ﬁhare Was ‘published. the flrst separate

editian of Keats 8. colleeted poems.‘ Even ﬁhls tardy reprint :

'77'fowed its 1mpetus to & souree out81de of England. For the

. volume Was reproduced from one publlshed in Earls in. 1829 for
1“reaaers on ﬁhe Conﬁlnent. Sad to. say, ﬁhis 1840 edltlon
:1iproved to be no more of a best-seller than 1ts predecessor of
‘,,ﬁhe poet's 11fet1me had been. The bulk of the coples Were sold
,f  as "remainiers" and bound up into 2 single volume with stlll
‘ gf'another 1ot of illustrlous “remalnders"x- chpies of Browning g

ff_"Bells and Pomegranates"

Slowly, however, the tlde of popular favour was turnlng.

m , Colv1n in hlS account of publlc feeling 1n ﬁhe late fortles

1and early flftles of ﬁne 1ast century tells us. that the three
k7’Pre~Raphaellte 1eaders Holman Hunt, Millals an@yRossett1VV1ea _'

k.t°i9ut@9;ea¢h‘Otﬁet~ln¢their¢veganatlonkofngats.g

l. Ibld. p. 526.
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Nevertheless mctory was not yet a.ssured.« In 1848 app- ,

' k,ea:ced Lorﬁ. Houghton 8 "Lii’e, Letters and; thera:ry Remains of

i Joh.n Keats" O:E the cond:emporary reoeptlon of ’bhlS :f:‘lrst
y blography of the poet Snr Edmunﬁ Gosse records-: 1“It was
'Widely 1ooked upon a.s a rash a.nd. fantastlo act £0 conoentrate
: ,;so nmoh attentlon upon so 1mperfect a: aareer.", | :
i S'blll,‘ln spite of the eon‘tlnued. G.:Lsheartening apathy of v’
the publlc we learn from the pages of the "Keats Memorlal -

iiVolume" that dnring *thls Sane’ period the leaven w&s slowly at

5 Tjwork even in ‘the high places. . Osear Brownlng, Fellow o:E

- ‘;K:Lng’s College Cambrld.ge, records 'l;hat in 1851 one of. the

" ;5mas1;ecs at Eton a.ss1gned. the speeoh of Cly'mene :Erom Keats s

','"Hyperlon" ’co his elasees- a8 an exercise in I.a.ftin verse. .

i “‘Tha,‘c thls Was done n a splrlt of appmeclation of Kea.ts a.nci

‘ :not m the d.esu'e to save really good poe‘cry from bemg mangled.
: ~'by schoolboys is shom b.y the fact that the same master offered

‘ ﬁa poize- to a.ny boyn 'Who» e‘ould.»xr'eolte "Hyrperlon" from memory.

A hasty excurs:.on 1nto the rea.lm of flo'blon (1854) re-"

".','vveals to us- the a‘ctimde towards Kea.ts of 001onel I\Ieweome -

| juna.oubtedly a more trustworthy observer than me.ny o:f:’ his
’flesh-a:ad.-blood oontemporar:.es. Thackeray.:ecordsl that th“e' ,
',C;Qlonel» hearderbh wbemlderment' from Giive and. his‘fr‘ie’nds .
-bha:b 2"young Keats Wa.s a genius to be estlmated. in . future days
Wi‘bh Raphael-- -Mr.«KeatSs and’ th:a.-s ‘young Mr. fffmemson~of : .

l. Li‘bera.ry Ki‘b Ka.ts i by Eamund. Gosse.' Tp‘p"’.'24-'-'25:

2. Q,uoted. from the "Neweomes" by Tha.ckeray, by S:Ld.ney Golvin
‘ in hlS John Keats. D. 538. : -
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Cambm&ge the ehief o.f moclern post ic literature." :
; o Leaving Colonel l\Tewcome to hlS ‘puzrlement We pass on from
him a.ndL the younger generatlon whose changing stazldards $0
& ;&1sturbed hlm and find ourselves an the threshold. of the
k twentle’ch oentury. There is no doubt ‘bhat in. ’che m‘cervening

; years the leaven S'i;lll contlnued ’co d.o 11:8 s:.len’c Work bu'b for

all tha.t 11: Was not untll the last Cteca.de of the nine’ceen‘bh

centvry that there appea:r:ed. any s:.gmflca.n’c indlcatlon tha.t ‘

’ f‘Keats was at 1as‘c about to - eome 1n'bo his own.
: Then, on July 16 1894 ‘che first memorial to Kea.ts ‘on
Eagllsh s011 was unvelled in the Hampstead Parlsh Church.;,: The

s faet‘cha’c: the funds Whieh md.e pos's:!.ble this monument were

: ralsed :m ‘the- Unlted S'bates shows that on the o*ther 51de of |

the Atlantle as Well Keats was no‘c by thls tlme ' mthout a.n ;

o appreo iatlve audienc 8,

Next after ano’bher uneventful quarter cen‘bury, there
_appea.red, 1n 191’7 the two most mportant of all memorlals to !
’t,‘the poet's memo::y.f Merely to name thm is suf:fion.ent for ‘ohe:ar
f}value and. mgna.f:.eanee is - obnous. The frrst was Sir Sidney
',jColnn 's d.eflnltive blogra.phy of John Keats- ‘The" second: W&-S“
'bhe "Kea'bs Goncord.anc e prepared. by six professors of Cornell
‘Unlvermty, ang - publlshed by ‘the Carnegle Instltute of Wa,shing-
‘ - Two. years l&ter- 1919 -~sa.w d.etermlned and sue oessful
"efforts G.:Lrectecl by the "Mommg Post"‘ and.- aeoonded. by Engllsh-

= m.en o:E\ _-,a‘l;L,; c;lasses, _,1;0: ,preserve as ana.tiona.l memopmal K;eats‘s .
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: 7';Hqii's'é;g’cx‘;ﬁemp!stea‘d. | '

| *Inr‘cbnélusion if' is in'tereSting to*note that even the
‘modern novelist hasfoun@.materlal for hlS books in the 11fe of
1John Keats - Witness among several others, i \ ’
‘l lRaymand Khlster s "My Star Predominant“ 1934, whldh retells‘
“e:the life story-of the poet With a close adherence to actual
'~~faot.," | ‘

In the preceding ‘paragraphs we have stuiled the eritlcal

foblnlons expressed Iﬁ England by erters of historles of
7,1iterature an& by ﬁhe general publlc from.lBlV down %o the

present day.' Before concludlng our- stu@y with a V1ew of What

Keats thought ofthlmself we. shall glanae brlefly at: represent~

"f‘oatlve crltieal opinions from countries other than England.

7.This dlgression also, for reasons alreaﬁy stated will be‘
",‘carra.edbeyond«our- norma_l ‘11“m1t ﬁle turn of- the cen’cury. ~The
~benef1ts of thls excur31on Wlll be twofold. Flrst we shall :

fsee whether Keams was essentlally Engllsh in his appeal or:

mﬂ~whetherxhe actually au& parmake of that. unlversallty'which~hasr7

'_5 le& many of hlS ar&ent admlrers to link his ‘name with that of

k:ShakeSPeare. Second we. shall see. Whether forelgn crltios of
| nyeats have. sonmthlng orlglnal to say about hlm.or Whether theyl

gare content to- edho ﬁhe crltical oplnlons of his once abus1ve

‘,1anﬁ now aﬁmlrlng countrymen..m

Before interV1eW1ng Wltnesses from.the dlfferent forelgn

~‘l countrles 1 must acknowledge my 1ndebtedness to the "Keats,

7[“'Memor1al Volume" (1921) ~In that 1nvaluable work are assembled
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' *Vgoontributions from.thlrty non~ﬂmg11sh speaking countries.
These tributes to Keats are given Ain both the natlve 1anguage
“'~and 1n English translation.4 I haVe, it is true, found mat—
"sgerlal elsewhere as well but my debt to the "Keats Memorial :
]Volume“ is outstanﬁlng. :; | | | i -
' ...ConS1derat1an of erltieal opinions from.the Unlted
i fStates will not. detain us long, = not because imericen - ’
t?criticism is unlmpartant 1n mass or quality (far other is the
‘ anse) but because in the. preoeding chapter of this study
| 1Ameriean and Emglish scholars ‘have often been con51dered 31de )
/f_fby side.‘ To stu&ents of English 1itera$ure Ameriea cannot
!as yet at any rate be regarded as & foreign country.

: Keats eannot h&ve been at all Widely appreciated in the
';United States in 1884, Judging from.the contents of an -
yenanthology, "A Thousanﬁ and One Gems of EMglish anﬁ American,

k‘;Poetry" publlshed in New York. 1n.that year.‘ Although the |
- fvolume eontains three hunared ana th1rty~eight pages of. What the
»»editors term recognized gems of poetry not one single line

lf‘fromsthe pen of John Keats is. 1ncluded. $he outlook is con-

s‘s1derab1y more promis1ng nine years 1ater. For the editorsfof‘

'"Quotations" published in Pennsylvania in 1895 allotted to

;Keats about seven entries.

We h&ve already notea that it was Amsrican money Whldh i

i7f1nanaedythe anument unvelled at Hampstead on July 16, 1894. o
fIt was at ﬁhe presentatlon of this monument that Sir E&mumﬁ

U,Gosse mads the follow1ng statement~étstatement so sweeping in
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’i‘ts Scope ’cha.t although uttered. by an Englishman it will’

3 ‘a.lmos‘c serve for the Amerlcan a.nswer to the questloxr B ?”Wha:b
f is youi opinlon o:E John Keats‘?" S:.r Ed.mun@. Gosse'’s words

"Were' "Ml the. reeem: poets oi‘ Amerlca are of Kea‘bs's kith -

i :and. kn.n. : No’c one but has felt his 1n:f1uenee....today s

_’ceremony is really the pllgrlmage of long-exiled. ehild.ren 1:0
_Wha.t was once the home of thelr fa.ther

The 1ast vo:.ces from ’che Unl‘ced Stat es. whioh we- shall

) ',,'v,llsten are those of the . poets James Russell Lowell and. Ed.mn ’

,:Markham. ‘I'hat the vetera.n Amerlcan poet Edwin Markham en'ber-
\“ca.lned & very hlgh oplnlon of ‘Keabts is- elear to a.ll readers of
~bhlS Anthology “The Book of Poetry" ~ James Russell Lowell, |
fo:c his pa.rt has 1ef1; us a sonnet "To The Sp:l.rlt of John

Keats" as. Well as” expllclt referenc es to Keats im his "E‘able

- for Crltics" ‘ Even mer e olearly than eer'bain Engllsh emtlcs

2

o Lowell sa.w in Kea’cs the figure of & rebel. ‘He wrote: . “Keats

wa.s the flI’S'[I resolute aud - ml:ﬁul here‘cic ’uhe truefoundfer‘ of

i kaﬁthe mod.ern sehool whmh ‘admits no. Cis-Alpine a.uthority save

| e "Milton. ’ | V
Leav:mg Amer :Lca we journey to the Hague Helland. Where
tywe hear Ed.wa.rd. Bs Koster paying tribute to Keats s masterly

. a,rt;stry. an@i fhls-; :pass-lonate; lo.ve;of;the‘ 'beauti;ful. :

1. Gr:"'tloal K:Lt K&rbs by Edmund Gosse. P 28., ,

: 2. H:Lst ory o:E Romanticlsm in the Nmeteenth Century, by
‘ : Henry Beers B
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'Even more valuable for our purpOSes is Koster s 31mple statement

1

'Q,"I owe o John Keats ‘some of the happlest hours of my llfe.?

| Germany contributes “to our stuﬁy two v01ces - very dlff-
teerent in tone, but each representing a distinot school of

’ 7.German scholarshlp.l Herr,Johannes,Hoops\of Heidelberg con-

"n[ftrlbutes;tofthe;“Memorial jolumevfarlaboriousfattempt t0 proVe

that the opening lines of :\"End.ymi?on’! were inspired by a

& ﬂ{,passa.ge 1n Bacon 5 “Essa.y o:a Garﬁens" Herr Scherer ‘on the

o ﬁother hand suggests to us the true German Romantlelst when

S -8
]he 1mplies a decried preference for. - “Keats g heady philtres"

'frfas oppoeed to "Wordsworth 8 aeeper but 1n.a Way rather

“‘ﬁgrovelling un&erstanding of nature."

A Enrnlng to the three. ScandlnaV1an oountrles ne‘ encounter
'-;eflrst Nils Myiler of Norway, chantlng a sonnet in honour of -
ltxJohn Keats ?"cherlshed and. aear."‘ < | “(
In his Swedish translatlon "Ode Tll en Greklsk Urna" br.
| @Anders ﬂsterllng suooeeds 1n reproduolng to a remankable ‘
'7~Idegree the sP1r1t and at times eVen the cadenoes -of the
“~:;Emgllsh orlginal. Of the Swedlsh attltuae to Keats Br¢‘
:rgOsterlingwwrites:q%”Keats oan soaroely be said to belong to

fthose Engllsh poets who- have many readers dn Sweden but}hﬁ;
'LWill always be. admxred by the faathful few." |

” 1. Keat,lMamarlal Volume. pp. 255-4,

P 2. Library of therary Gritlclst Vol IV. Pe 679.

L

‘f’e. Keats Memorlal Volume. kp..zél.
4. lbi&», p. 243,
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- Dr. Osterling relates that the first reference he reealls o

ii.‘iKeats in Swedish llteratwre oecurred in Per Hallstrom.S‘

'/l"Thanatos" - In thJS book the teller of the story &eacrlbed*‘

|  how he ueed to engoy reading Keats s poetry° Dr. Osterling,“

: feonoludes Wlth a parallel between Keats and the Swedlsh poet 2
3Stagnelius. | o

1 J‘ ‘From Denmark we heam the scholarly voice of George~‘

hoeBrandes’- author of “Natwrallmm in England" (1905) In Keats
rBrandes sees an outstandlng example of ‘the poet devoted to |
lart for art's sake.l Ar the Bame “time he feels ‘that had Keats
lllved longer he mlght have been attracted to some of “the |
'polltloal or soolal issues of hlS day. The Dap;sh~eoholar~s’

;omost:detalled>stu@y of~Keats'occurs in a'ohaoter which he

‘fentltles “All~Embra01ng Sensuousnee“ In ﬁhe poet’s Works he

; i '
,sees "the ‘most- fragrant flower of Englleh naturallsmﬁ Stlll,f,
2 g

oa feW pages later, he can make the statement that “Wordsworth?sl'

“poetry of nature leads us into the open alr following Kbats

kfolwe enter a hotnhouse.“ By V1rtue of hlS purely artistle de-

: 8
f;tachment Keats - in Branaes 8 oplnlon - forms ,"the eonnecting

' ‘Qllnk between the conservative ana the progre351ve poets.“"

4Once ‘more we“heam_the name of Keats~coupled~with thatfof

l. Naturallsm dn Englan& by George Brandes. ’p.f157.
' 2 Ib:um. 142. o '
3 Ibm@. p. 145 |




‘}VShakespeare, this time by Bogdan Popovitch of Serbia.
?aPopovitch 1s impelled to thus associate the two poets by

'ﬂgreason of Keats’s 1ife11ke aepiatlon of external nature. He

s gitellus us: that “the compaay of those in,Serbla Who lovs

'*~sKeats is 11tt1e but not 11ut1e enthuS1astlc." In concluding,

‘ 5he &oes What many other faremgn critlcs are prone ric} do —,~e‘
“ffseleots a ‘poet. of his own mtion who dled young ( in this case
‘f;Boltch) snd likens him to’ Keams.r“ R ,

Dr. StephanOV1tch also of Serbla records'w1ﬁh prlde
that many years earllsr he had attempted to render into his
ee;natlve language "La Belle Dame Sans Merci" ~He pays.g10W1ng |
»;fpersonal tribute to Keams as 2“h1s Veny darllng among Engllsh -

‘ﬁppets,ﬂ ~With no ev1dent fear of contradlctlon.he states

"mthat;Keatsahas giVenaall the,flrst“v1tal impulseS«from.Which

: ;modern poetry is. &erlved.. g He eoncludes w1th a phrase rem~ -

{inlscent of the crltlclsm of Lelgh tht. "He remains as the_k

fgreatest 1n$uit1ve and therefore, the most truly poetlcal of

v poetSo"' TN

Ra.fael Altamira of Medrid admits that very few of hlS E

“Z_gGOunirymen h&ve read‘Keats 1n ﬁne~original Engllsh an&-that

f;because of the soarcity of translawions even in anthology
1icollections, few: Spanlaras ‘have been able to read him in their ’
”,native tongue. : Altamira earnestly deS1res a Spanlsh trans-s

;latlonqofhKeatshs~poems;ami’feels that such a,translatlon ,

: T

l. Keats Memarlal Volumef pp. 250;é“ks
2. Iblﬁe p. 247.:*”" B




Would. be of grea‘c value to Spamsh llterature ané. cul'bure».,
chncluﬁlngvh;sgartlcleqhe>quqtesmthe;prominent;SpaniSh oritie
'7T?alagefwho praisesJKeats:fofihis Love of;Nature; his skill

as a pa:mter of picﬁure, and: his successful repmod.ue’cion of '

: the ealm dignity of the . Greelan sp iri’c.

In thls roll-call of: the na.t 1ons we now turn towards I‘ba.ly- ‘
vuth pecullar interest. for 1t was. 'l;here that Keats spent the '
: _1as’c days oi‘ his 11fe anéi. 11: is there tha.t he 11es bur:.ed in |
| :'bhe Protestant cemetery at Rome. o L
In Aprll 1910 'the King of Italy himaelf aoted. as. cha.lrman

ganﬁ_ sanet:.oned Wlth hlS presence the opmlng of the Keats

I—Iouse in Rome. Kea‘bs house 1tself was. mac'x’.e possn.ble by

' ‘Ameriea.n and English money although Mar:.e Corelli, hereself _
half Ita.lla.n topped. ‘che EﬂgllSh subscrlpt ion 1ist W:Lth a Very

generous donation. 'I‘hab the Italians eon‘binue te show some

ﬁinterest at 1east 1n Keats is eV1aenced by the fect that meny
o.f 'bhe lectur es. glven 1n Rome by ‘che Keats-Shelley Soclety
are G.ellvered in the I’sa.llan language. S L
‘ I’callan readers have bem much more fortunate tha.n Spanlsh -
"'{;,yr,,ronés in havumg aecess to translatlons of Kea'bs's poems. - "Endym- |
ion™ was :Elrs’c 'branslatea. in’co Itallan in “che 1850‘5 by Pa.reto."
In 1906 appea.red. Tad.aeo Wlel = anthology‘ of ‘cransj,atlcns from
_‘k»Engllsh poets.. In 1925 a verse transla.tlon of. "Hyperlon" Was |
1nclud_ed by Maxlo Praz in his "A'bene e Roma." Praz, hims elf
a Well-knovm studen‘b of English 11terature, traces in his

"Bomantchgony"(IQSZ) the :Lnfluence of Lea’cs upon. the Freneh |
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f"Symbolists by way of the Emgllsh Pre~Raphaelites. In 1924

o fFasclno 1ssued his translation of the Works of Keats. ~ The

‘{following year appeared MBIlO Praz! s most scholarly volwme
L"Poeti Ingle31 Dell Ottocento" In this Work are a number of
ietranslations from.Keats, accompanied by bibliographical and
,biogr&phlcal announcements and. notes. In the year 1929 was
:*publlshed R Piccili's Italian translation Bf “Hyperion" 'the~’ 
ii "0des"ana the “Sonneﬁs" N

It 1s something of a paradox that certainly the bulklest

'l'Qand perhaps the most dlsoerning, body of foreign oriticism :

:'eeTature 1anguage, and even manners, the poet h&d no. . sympathy.

'fof Reats should eome from.France, a’ eountry for Whose 11ter-

Tuﬁning fxrst to “the great Taine (1865) Weffind~onlyfa

'!passing referenoe to John Kea$s.~ Kbams is not even consiaered

efas an 1nﬂ1v1dual 11terary figure. His neme is esoupled. w1th
fthat of Shelley to prove Taine s contention that although thesef‘
,;tw”~*"thanks to the nervous delicaoy of- their Sickly or overm '

L)flow1ng 1maginat10n“ partially succeeded in &eoapturung the

»

;iGreek spirit this 1s 8 task in.whieh no Englishman need. ever

'Thope for. even moﬁerate success.e» i
2

Joseph Texte wrlting 1n 1898 sees in Keats "le grand

f{poete du neo~hellenisme en Angleterre" »although fo a European,‘

‘ki,and especially to a. Frenohman Byron makes a strong appeal

‘Texte finds quite compa:bible With his a.cimiratlon for Kea:bs the
'?realization that no Englishman oould be 1ess capable of com~

1o History of EMglish TLiterature by Hippolyte Taxre. Pe 130
g ,2, EtudeSHQe Litﬁerature Europienne by Joseph Texte. p. 1898,
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‘;’posmg "Child.e Harold“ then John Keats. Justlfiably ne‘dtled
by Keats s scorn of thlngs Fra&ch ‘I'exte humorously 1ncli_nes

~- v"‘,’for 8 moment toward.s applying 'bo Keats ‘che epl‘che‘c "bourgems"v
wlas the Gallic equivalent of Matthew Arnold.’ “Phllis’clne.", -

}Elsewhere We ha.ve hea.rd. Laurie Magnus acelaim Kee.ts as the

ﬁlres’corer 1;0 English 11tera’cu;'e of the paga.n sp:ri’b.k‘ I\Iow we

the
hear 'I‘exte expressmga/ sa.me v1ew and show:Lng simultaneously

| 'kjust Wha.t 11; enta.lls. , Because of thls same restoratlon of

; 1
;Paga.nlsm, says 'I'exte, "tous les purs Chrlstlens a eommencer

o a,par O‘arlyle qui le o traltalt de ‘clea.d-aog ont Sen‘bl en Keats |

s un enemi et leur 1nst1nct ne. s ‘est pas trompe. "

Pro:[:‘essor Louls Gazamlan the la.st French cr:.tle to Whom ,
we shall llsten, thus accounts for ’che contempora.ry Engllsh

neglec’c of a:nd even antagonlsm towaré.s, Joh.n Keats. He says :
B ;

e "In pushing ‘che virtua.l qualitles of: thelr epoch to a degree e

~of rea.llzatlon th&t was too complete they (Keats and . Shelley)

‘-'had. overstepped the llmlts.“ Gazam1a.n is stlll another GI‘l'blO‘
: 3

who couples the names. of She.keSpea.re and Keats. "How elosel:&"» “

it he exelaims “'bhe cult o:E Shakespeare was- interwoven Wlth the

tenor of hlS ’choughts can be seen from hlS prlvate 1etters.
Cazemien can. no’c see Keats as the Whole-hear'bed pagan ’cha.t'

r"T~e.,X;fc,er~;1~maeine@. hlm,to_be'.', He ‘s"}e.e,s him ‘c,inged,a most un‘f:‘pa‘gan

-3

l. Etude de I.ltterature Euromenne by Joseph Tex’oe, pp. 141- 2

2 H:Lstory o:f:‘ Engllsh I.lterature by Emlle Lego:.us and LOU.].S
. ; Gazamian. ‘Do 10’76.

5. o b, 1092,




mysticism a8 well.- “More than this, he even detects in his

Work"crae‘es*o:f ngiffuse ‘puri‘ba.n'ism~s“if Cazamian carefully

o ;traees Keats's influence not- only ‘co 'bhe Pre—Raphaelites but also

| }tof 'Bhe Engllsh Aesthet es. He is. firm m hlS conv:Letion that
"a'b the time o:f:‘ his unfortunate cleath Kea‘bs l"gave promlse of
f,“fbecomlng ‘the greatest poet of his generatlon and. one who

fbe‘c"ber than a.ny other would have untied the free msPlra.tlon

‘“of Romantlclsm wa.th the :fo:cmal prlneiples oi’ 'bhe schools of

‘the pa.st.

From Frances =3 tlny neighbour, Belglum, we hea:c ‘che

p vo:.ces of two W:Ltnesses. Maurlce Maeterlinck expresses his

o ad.miratlou for Kea'ts With ‘the most vn.gorous enthusiasm.

5 S
"'Keatfs«f“ *he:raptw:'ously proclaims:, "is one of’chosfe mlraoulousw

poets WhO are ‘born oharged from hea.ﬂ. to foot Wi’ch div:une
' ‘tmelody a.nd who a.ppea.r bu'b onc e Ain the course of a. century.“/

“ Then “true to the Eur0pean method , he proceeds to draw a

e number of parallels betweea John Kea,ts ana the - Freaeh poet

"'f",‘Andre Chenier.u e |
| Kea‘bs hims. eli' would_ probably haVe apprecn.ated the tribute

: epald him by our next wumess Ernlle Camma,erts a.lso of Belglum.‘

o »’Camna.erts, ‘in his verse oon‘sributlon to the TKeats Memorial

-8
_Volume" Wrote-' ‘"Mals a.ueun n'a comprls la lune eomme toi s

lo Ibid.p Po 1@96.

2. Kests Memorial Volume. p. 259,

ffj5. Iblﬁl. pp. 225-—6..
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’I‘e.king leave oi‘ Belglum e.né’. W:Lth it of Furope - we now

- ,Journey towards the - coun‘cries of A51e.. Eas’cern @ul‘oures e.nd.

jf;conventlons are 80 dlfferent from our ovm a.nd - %0 Oceidental
', eyes = often 80 strange tha’c it is. With a ‘chrill of surprlse
'-'f'bhad: we encoun*ber even . :m Orlen’cal w:c-itlngs re:ferenoes %o a.n

kEngllsh poet .« , ;
I'b Would be. gratlfylng to know how mich of 'bhe mterest

& j;of Japanese soholers in John Keats is d.ue to “the sojourn e.mong

"them o:E La.foad.lo Heerne. Espec:l.ally sime, as We have eeen din
. j,v;a preoed.ing chapter Hearne h:l.ms eli‘ confessed. to Wha.’u almos’c
,amounted o a v1ole'b distes’ce for. me poe’cry of Keets. '
: Our spokesman :Eor Japan shall be Dre Sa.:.to whose thes:Ls
‘ "Keats anéi Jape,n" Was accepted for the doetorate by the
/ “Unlversity of Toklo in. 1924. :Dr.» Saito :Ereely admlts that
‘Byron seems ’co be fhe most popular English poeb in Je.pan mck
| "but e.dd.s tha’c l"both Shelley and Kea'bs e;ce there in increasmg
o "brlg‘htness.ﬁ;' In-Ma‘b'chew Arnolcl Dr- Sai'bo sees “2"one of ’che
'ables’c and most sympefchetn.o exponents of Kea’cs.‘? . He chssents
’e from ’shose Engllsh cr:c.ties who sa.w in. Kea'ts the concrete M |
vkbodlmen’cf of»sthe-art~for—a.rtv~s sake theory. : 'Se.»lte wrote:
5 *%Kee.ts says noﬁnng in favor o:E the art for art's sake d,octrme

nor 1s he to be J_abelled as a. preeursor of ‘chat school, ;Kea’cs s

l Keats and Japan, by Dr. Saito. ;pgllz.
5 2. Ibld. P 41
5. Ibld. DP. 45.
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”humanltarlan conceptlon.of beauty and poetry is’ at varlance
“Wlth.the aesthetle hedonlsts’}notlon.’ Keaxs’s V1ew 1s art

egfor llfe s sake.," In Keats 5 dbaect1v1ty Salto sees a very.

3import&nt reason why he Should not ‘be 1nclu&ed in the company |

\’egof those of hlS contemporarles, whom we term<Romantlclsts.

zElsewhere Dr. Salto wrltes.',"Though ‘his poetry is 1n a sense

f,fthe eulminatlng point of. EMglish Romantlclsm he was not

',‘5con$ent Wlth the Romantic v1ew of 11fe." V~Evenffrqm,gapah‘

N 2',4‘
'chnes the parallel between Keats ‘and Shakespeare' "Of all the

"gpoets 1n the Unlte& Kinp&om", says Salto, "Keats is most akln
‘to Shakespeare in his flexlble and. receptlve selflessness"
“'With Bernard Groom our Japanese witness sees in Keats the
promlse of a. great dramatlst.v Interpretlng Keats's phllosophy7‘
/ kof life Dr. Salto dlscenns the 5"end’.eavor to be a. huﬂwnltarlan(;
Ak*ideallst‘“k He diseusses 1n aetail the often argued phrase
‘“O fbr a llfe of ‘sensation rather than thought " His—stualed‘
:conclu31on is that 4"the greatness of Keats does not lie so
emnch 1n hlS sensuous poetry as in- his Neo Ideallstle poetry amie

:f v1ew af 11fe.“ Infoonclu51on Dr. Salto dlssents - ag did John

” lmlnkwater - from.er Slaney Golv1n 'S suggestlon that it m&y

g Ibiﬁ-e‘p,‘w{? |
‘2, T, p.BO.
5° Keats and Japan by Dr, Salth D 64.;

4@ Ibld p., 14:5. o
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‘ibe that the poetry oi’ Kea'bs 1s nelther real nor. v1gorous
Venough to appeal o “our pos't~war World. « "

\ J.\Text 1eaving the Far ‘Fast. for the Near East we hear from -

.‘fAra.bJ.s the vo:Lce of Se.yyld. Muha.mmad Ali Nam:L proelalming"

1

"’:horse." e

. "Keats lS e of 'bhe greatest Engllsh poe‘cs.....no one rlvals
~’<fth1m in the rece nor even ventures to pleroe the d.us‘b of his
In Pers:.a, we pa.uss over a chronogram for ﬁie year 1821
i',_{,oomposed. by Mahdl Husaa.n Nasnrl who laments tha'b ano‘cher Kea‘bs
",Z,has not yet arisen. | . | , | ,

| Nor gre ‘che schola.rs of Ind.ia prevented by ’she barrlers

s of a.n alien ‘bongue from a: true 1nsight :m’co 'bhe poebry o:E

'Kea.’cs. ThlS is proved by the fac’c that one of . the eon’uri‘bu’cors

: auto the “Kea'bs Memorlal Volume" 1s able to refer to Keats as

: éf“Greek in temper though no"c 111 a.r‘c.“, Keats 's untlmely c‘teath

l'seans ’co have mad.e a aeep impress:.on upon the kind.ly men of

‘ '»Indla for no less tha.n three referemes are: mad.e m the

: ""Memorlal Volume" contrlbutlons to the poet's death at the
‘harﬂs o:t' the reviewers. We hear: | , |
R N ‘ :

“Base oalumny assalled his tend.er heart

And. in his bosom left 1’us po:Lsoned dart. "

' Jh154-'/f‘Ke.a:’ds;MempIriai; .Volume.* ' 867

[,e'z. Ibia;,p,yzes; g

B Kea‘bs Memorlal Volume. DP. 256,

4 Ibldg,p' 276«
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and : , o
l - .
- "Jealously green with felon stroke,
‘Thy youthful vigour fatally ‘bx"okye".
end yet  again: .
2"But the dart struck the innocent heart, wiaieh soon
succumbed, leaving behind a garden decked with sweet-smelling
flowers¥ For our final tribute from the land of Ganges none
could be better i;han this one which Keats himself would surely
“have appreeiated: 5“Enough he had of true poetic fire
A score of humbler poets to inspiré,

His songs of Nature are a priceless store,

For never poet lived loved Na,,ture more."’

1. Ibid. p. 256,
2. Tbid. p. 261.
B, Ibid. Dp. 276. | -
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Chapter VII,

eﬂbéisjs'selféériticisms

In ﬁhe precedlng chapters we have seen What others at
e;home anﬁ abroad thcught of John Keats. We are now rea&y to
'kattempt to dlscover What Kbats thought of himself. ' Nor - |

‘{shall we be dlsapp01nted in our quest fbr there are few major

e "flgures 1n Engllsh llterature ‘co whom one may tur]m in gree.t er

afconfldence of findlng a full and: honest express1on of self-

fe1 cr1t1e1sm, : The neee381ty of keeping hlS distant and aearly

‘Qfloved brother end S1ster~1n~1aw, and hlS nearer but hardly |

 ‘;more acce331ble sister Fanny, posted cn all his aet1v1t1es

“efat Walthamstow the many oﬁler letters and notes to frlends

"g,fana acquainuances and you have the se1f~reVea11ng mass of

ﬂan@ ﬁhoughts lald upon John Keats ‘the necess1ty of belng hls“
k'own'Boswell. How Well he sueceeded in this his prllShed
icarrespondence bears Witness. Aad to the Journal letters

:efto Gearge ana Georglna 1n America an& ﬁhe letters to Fanny

f57corresponaence eollected and edlted 1n +Wo substantlal volumes

(by Maurlce Buxton Forman in 1930, f The value of this vol-

"fetumlnous carrespandence is enhanced'by ﬁhe fact that no one -

"has ever so mueh as hinted that Keats oonaucted hlS corres-\

_Vponaence With a v1ew to 1ts ultlmate publicatlon., His Prlde

 /fa1one Would have ensured against that. In his letters we

;have no oonsclous posturlng before & mlrror bub raﬁher the

A frank and m&nly self express1on ana self-revelation of- a still

‘7e~;very ycung man to hlS best frlends. But let Keats speak for
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 himself. |
Hav1ng Seen g0 nmch of Keams the man, from so many diff—

_ierent angles, we are by'thls time probably anx1ous above all

\ 'else to see how he responded to hlS eritles. Dld he act as

h;'we should expeet the man of whom,we have heard S50 much from

 ;such a host of W1tnesses, to aet?j This then, shall be the
,fflrst point of self-erltlclsm.upen Which we shall listen to
‘the Words of the poet hlmself. E | B
- Naturally, a man: of Keats s pass1onate temperament Would
freaet V1olently to parsonal abuse as alstlngulshed from
"”1egit1mate erltloist; Thatheats did S0 is shown 1n hlS ;
~{commen$ in alletter to- Bailey dated November 1817 upon the
*personal attack made upon Leigh Hunt 1n Artlole Number one of
”;ethe Coekney School serles.: The slightlng references to himr |
iself ‘he passed over w1ﬁh “I don't mind. the thlng muoh" but |

;he goes on. to add "1f he Should go to sueh 1engths Wlth me ag

, .fhe ‘has c'ione with Hu.nt I must infalllbly csll him to an

’\faccount if e be a humaa belng, and- appears in Squares and
,‘ﬁiTheatres where we m;ght pOSSlbly meet = I don't rellsh his :
‘Je;abuse."e‘ Although Keaxs wes never subgected to abuse of such
‘a scurrllous personalenexure we have every reason to- belleve
that he wauld have made good his. boast in Just such a manner

‘ ;as that hlnted above.

l. Uhless speclflcally stated 1n footnotes all letters‘ 
quoted from.are foumd. in "Phe Letters of John Keats" (2 Vols.)
edlted by Maurlce Buxton Forman. ‘ : ’
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The aouse which later Was dlrected towards him. alﬁhough
 ‘it eertalnly overstepped ﬁhe bounds of- good taste was never

"so insufferable as that of which Hunt was a V1ct1m, That
r7Keats took 1n good part ‘the references to- his "galllPOtS"‘lS
eishown oy hlS own.use of ﬁhe term in a 1etter %0 his S1ster
fﬁFanny, July 8, 1819.: His. Woras were: - "I ‘have enougheknowledge
,qof my galllpots to ensure ‘me an employment and malntenance."k
- Stlll another proof that the aﬁverse orlticlsms dld not
i rrankle deeply 1n Keats s mlnd is shown by ﬁhe words. in Whidh
r};he couehed hlS refusal to publlsh "The ‘Pot of Ba81l" The
i’estani he took in the matter showed that although he did not
; 7aotua11y belleve ﬁhe posm an.unworﬁhy one he was. not blind to
‘k:ltS faults and eertalnly dld not wish to subgeot himself %o
;;rrldlcule Whlch he. felt would be in part gustlflable.r,“I-W1ll,‘
”fefglve you," he wrote to Wooahouse 1n September 21, 1818, "a fmﬁ
  reasons why I shall pers1st in not pub11Sh1ng ”The Pot of BaS1l'
'rrIt is too smokeable., I can geb it smoak'd at the carpenters'~ :
‘ogshaV1ng chimney mheh nmre oheaply.. There is $0:0° muoh inexper-
"ilence of 11fe an@ s1mpllclty of knowledge ih it - whlch night
‘do very Well after one 8, &eath ~,but not. whlle one is allve.">
i fThey are‘very Lew. Would 1ook to the. reallty. 1~intend‘to use
'o,more~finesse Wlth-the~IMbllcw : It 1s»possible't0mwrite fine
'“,thlngs whloh oannot be 1aughed at in any Way.solisabella*;is
-,Whax B Shoula call were I a rev1ewer "A weak~51éeVPoem“'rith an
ijamusrngfsover-sadness about 1ts Not that. 1 do not think

; Reynolds e.nd you are qu 11;e rlght abou'b it. It is eno,ugh’rfor-meof e
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i fmms Will not »aa to be public. If T msy so say, in iy
"G.ramatlc capaelty I en’cer :Eully into ’che :Eeellng ‘but in

»rPropr:La Pe:csona I should b‘e apt 1;0 quiz 117 myself n.

| A ‘bhll’d llght-hearted. referenee %0 the renewers o¢ cure
,1n a let‘ter to hlS frlend Bailey, in June 1818 "Wl’bh respeet
jto iiomes’cle L:Ltere.ture - the Edmburgh Magazme in another

""blow up agalnst-*Hun’c calls me the amlable Mister Keats and I

:have more than 8 Laurel from the Q,uarterly Renewers for they

: ,”‘fhave snothered. me m “Folla@e' "

V{WIJO‘be, in October 1818 to George a.nd. Georglna 1n Amerlea“
F "__fln the 'Quar’cerly' has only brought me more mto noizlee a.na
"‘,f',,,"'Quarterly“ should. cu:‘b its own - throa’c. » It does me not the

D I k.now When a ma.n s superlor to me and. glve him all due

Kea:bs coul& eVen in the- harsh c:m.tlc ism of the ,"Qua.rterly"

“‘f~§someth1ng :Ln ﬁle na.’cure of gratultous advertlsement :f:‘or he
""EVen as a mat’cer of present :Ln’cerest THhe attempt 40 cerush me
1t 1s a eommon expressmn among book:men 'I wondexr: that the

| least harm in Soelety to mek.e me appear 111:1:19 anﬁ rldleulous. ;

"respecf'b - he W111~"be the lastto.v laugh atme and: as. for the :
y4yrest I feel that I make a.n impress:.on upon ’chem Whlch :Lnsures
| ‘me personal respect Wnlle I am 1n s:Lght What ever ’chey may say |
& fwhen my back is turned. "( | ‘; &
| Very s:Lgnlficant ’coo ig the followmg ex‘aract from a
"f{le'bter Wrrbten to his. brother George mn Sen'bember 1‘7 1819, |
~/The passa.ge fo whlch we shall listen shows that Keats was. much

lmore l:Lkely 'l:o be hurt by bemg 1gnore6. com;plet ely than by even
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very harsh~eritiaisﬁ. Speaklng of the silence of the
"Edlnburgh ReV1eW" he complalned "The Edinburgh Rev1eW‘are:
afraid to touch upon my poem° They do not know what to nmke
of 1t -~they do- not llke to condemn it and they Wlll not pralse
, 1t fbr fear - they are as shy as I Would be of wearlng &

",Quaker s hat.‘; The fact 1s that they have no real taste - they :

*"fdare not comgromlse thexr Judgnmnts on so puzzllng a questlon.~

' }If on my next publicatlonkthey shoul& nralse me ana so 1ug in
“Q'Endymlon' I‘Wlll adoress them in & manner they w111 not at
. al1 rellsh.,! The cowarallness of the 'Edinburghfyis‘wqrseuh
“‘than the abuse of the 'Quarterly “’ -
- At tlmes however, Keats s lightaheartedness and self-
 fo£sook hlm someWhat.‘ Rather at varlance with what We have
‘Just been 1lstening to s an undated remark whlch accordlng
 1‘to er Sldnev ColV1n, was. made by Keats from hlS sick bed to‘
 Reynolds 1’1"If I ale you mst. ruln Loekhart" Was this a

;Joklng belﬂttlement of the serlousness of hlS own. 111ness'

‘Vor Was 1t actually a proof of the broodlng upon adverse crlt-

”1clsm Whlch, 1n 001V1n 8 opinlon, aceompanled fhe flnal stages

kof hlS dlsease? | Anoﬁxer remarkm indlcatlve of a simllar

, gloomy state of mlni occurs 1n a 1etter o George Keats in ,”
 ~Amer1ca,VSeptember 17 1819.‘ Keats refers to "the mlre of a
bad reputatlon.whleh is. contlmualxy rlslng aga;nst him"‘ and
observes that "my name w1ﬁh the llterary fa81onables 1s vulgar =

I am a Weaver boy to them.  e

1 John Keats by Sliaqy Golv1n p. BBL.
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| Of the reV1ewers themselves - qulte apart from.any refer~
enees Whleh fhey had made to hlm.and his friends - Keats spoke

 w1th e bitterness Whieh he Would have scorned to uSe in his

‘/fown defenoe.e “I have no doubt of suoeess" he: wrote to his

‘;brother George, February 14 1819 "in a eourse of years 1f’I
‘persevere - but- 1t must be- patlence - far the ReVleWS have S
'enervated and made “indolent men s minds - few thlnk for them-
?selVes. These ReV1ews are gettlng more and more powerful and'
’7fe8peolally the 'Quarterly - they are like a superstltion which
 ‘the more 1t prostrates the Growd and the 1onger 1t continues |

the more powerful 1t becmnes gust ‘in pqoportion to their in-

:?;crea51ng Weaknesses.s I was ‘in hopes that When people saw, as

”'do not eare who w1ns or Who loses.v"

‘ they must do riow, all the trlckery and 1niqu1ty of these
‘,Plagues they would ‘soon seout them but they are like the speet~‘
'ators ai the Westmlnster cook— it - they ‘like the battles arid i

All such moods of pess1mlsm or of resentment were, hOWever,

5}ephemeral., Even while they lasted Keats reallzed that they

L Were superzlelal an& Would soon pass away.; To Haydon, “in Jan~

uary 1819 he wrote-é ny have been writlng a little now and
then lately. but nothlng to speak of - being dlscontentea and
as 1t Were moulting.‘ Yet I do notwmhlnk I shall ever come to
.the rope or the plstol fbr after a dayoor two s melancholy,

-although I~smoke~more an& more for my own 1nsuffic1eney - I-see 

'A~‘by 1ittle ‘and 1ittle ‘more of what is to be aone and it is +0

"be done, should: I ever be able to ao it.m
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5 AlWaySJafterfsuchwmooas of pessimism or fatigue Kéats re-.

5 turned to ﬁhe taSk 1n hand Wlth resolution and 1ndustry

undlmlnlsheﬁ., erting to Haydon on Ootober 5 1819 he con-

“7'3£1dent1y affirmed: "I have no reason. to complain beoause I

‘,‘am certaln that anythlng really fine w1ll ‘in these days: be

 felt. I have no Goubt that if I hed written ®0thello! T

~ ffshould have been eheered by as good a mob as (Henry) Huﬁf..,.;

fijI Shall go on in patience 1n.the confldence that 1f I ever

'ifdo anythlng Worﬁh rameﬁberlng the Rev1ewers Wlll no more be

'\able to stumble-bloak me than the Royal Academy could you.“

’ We h&ve Just heard how Keats respanded to his critlcs"
 kthe oontemporany reV1ewers.f> We shall now attempt to 1earn
‘hlS reactlon towards the coﬁtemporary publlc. ; |

Adn a 1etter, ertten uo Mlss Jeffrey of Teignmouth June ,
,29 1819 Wlthout any trace of maudlln self~p1ty Keams made
 che observat10n~ “One of the great reasons that the English fﬁ"“' i
fhave produced ﬁhe finest erters 1n.the World 1sfthat the. |

\ Eng11Sh world has ill~treated them.during thexr llves and
‘fosters them after thelr death.~_ To his. publlsher, John
' Taylor Keats on,Angust 24 1819 desoribed the: Eublle as

7 "A Drummer Boy who holds out hls hand. famillarly %o a field

' l‘ marshal1,ﬁ1,Then,,fearlpgulast~thls,~and.othar‘31m11ap utteré

 ances might have laid him open to the charge of false pride
;he;hasténed'tojgife;his¢dgfinition_Qf true pride - "I will
give you a definition of the proud men. He is & man who has

‘ 'heiﬁher%#anitysnorgwiédOmA,QOne;fillédyWith hatreds cammot
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s ‘b’e‘f*;vain 'heivther?"ean'he be*wise.*" ‘ Biscuss:.ng Wlth his friend
“,’Reynolds (Aprll 9, 18183 the ma‘c’cer of Prefe.ees Kea’teonce‘ |
agaln expressed. his v1ew of the. Publlc as g thlng I canno’c
% lrelp‘looklng upon as an Enemyu,e.n@;-whlch I @anno"c,ad@resse
| Wlthout feellngs of Hostility . If I wri’ce a Prefa;e‘euin a
supple or subdued s’cyle, 11; Wlll not be in character mth me
’ ‘:as a public speaken._, I Would be subdued befa e my friends and -

ﬂthank them for subduing me - but emong Multl’cudes of Men -1

have no feel of stooplng, I hate the iGea of humility to 'bhem.a

E I never wroﬁe one ‘single 11ne of poebry m’ch the leas® shadow e

.~:of publlc thought.™ o S |

’ : Kea’cs refers pmn’cedly to a certaln sectlon of the

| ,jc’iesplsed pu’bllc 1n a letter to Gharles Brown, August 1820.

| Af er speaklng of the slow sale of his books he saidk '“One of
"‘,,,"l;he causes. I unﬁers’ca.nﬁ. from dlfferent que.rters, of the un-

= popularl‘cy of this new book and the others also, is the off-

’f}rence 'bhe lad.les take at me .Qn thlnklng ’cha.'b over I am certam

that T have saia nothlng iIl/SpiI‘l't to displease eny women I

‘Woula. care to please' bu’a st 111 there is a tendency. to class
fwomen in my books Wlth roSes. a.nﬁ sweetmea.ts - ’chey never see.
fr,,‘ithemselves d.ominan’o "

There is no need. for us to think that Keats 8 d:le:Lke of :

: mthe publle Was assumed. merely 0. compensa‘ce hlmself fer his

' ~~’_1ne.‘blli‘cy ’co ga:Ln publlc recognltion. : HlS ideas of hlS own
g (Oapa'blll‘bles a.s a popula:r er'ber are well. set for’ch in this |

i+ extrac-b from a 1e’t"aer from w]mch we have alrea.dy quo’ﬁed - ’che
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- letter to John Taylor, August 24, 1810, ’Hekwrote:’ "I feel’
eV’eI‘Y confidence tha'b if I "'ohooSéf' I may be a POPUIai? | Wr\i'tsr’ o

"that I never will be; but for all that T Wlll get a livelihood.,

o I squally ‘dislike the favour of. the public Wl-bh the love of a - ’

Woms.n -~ they are ~both a oloylng ‘breacle to the w:.ngs of indep~

:’,‘end_enee. I, shall ever. cons,ld._er‘ them (~Peoyple‘). a.s debtors to

fﬁime, for "verfs;es “no*t myself to them ,for.'a‘dmiraﬁi on = which T can

. do. mthout A

Finally, in a 1etter to Hay@.on, December 25 1818 Keats ,

T’(,congra‘bula'bes hlms elf upon possessing - at the tlms of W:rltlng -

a small ut irﬂependent 1ncome.g“Bior", said. he, "I never ex- ‘

ffpect 50 gst anything by my books, a.nd. moreover I w:Lsh to- avoid

'.PubllShlng. T admn'e humen nature but I do not like Nen. CT

";shoulﬁ. like 'bo compose thlngs honourable +0 ma.n but no‘b
":Elngerable over by men.‘ 56 I am anx1ous ‘i;o ex1s1; Wi’chout
,troubling the prlntsr's dev:Ll or dra.wmg upon Men s ar Women 8

ad.mnra‘blon, in Whlch grea,t soli'l?ud;e I hope C—o& Wlll glve me

o ;gs’urength to reg ome. ,

'I'he thlrd. questlon kol Whioh we sha.ll seek an- answer in

‘,this oha.p‘ber iss “What Was Kea.ts g ovm opinlon of h:Lms elf as a -

k,poet‘»?f"a 'I'here is no doub’c ’chat Keats was either uneonscious

ofhls :gsnius ors unw:tlllng to let foth-ers Know of its exm'benc 6.

3

- Stlll he seld. om was so i‘la.mboyan‘oly outspoken as When he re- |

torted 'i:o Mr Abbey, hls s:.ster s guardlan who annoyed. him a
1 o

g‘neat d.efa.ls,w—* "I know tha'b I possess abilities greater than

LstSt'menran&;theraione,lwam:determine&/to,saln my living by
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exercising them," = Tater, in a’letter t0 George "anc‘i |
;Gej‘orvginai‘ in Ameraie‘a,\, June 27, 1818, he jocularly referred to
himself as "one %w:hom YOuVundm:rst-and. intends to be immortal in
yjt‘he‘ best point'-s ané_ let all his sins and pecadillos die away."

- For the most part, however,;l/’eats, though’g{ not inelined to |
k‘k:eep ‘his llg,h'b unf.er. a. bushel, cared little for the praise of .
fother-s.; Writing to his ~publisher Hessey, on October 19, 1818 |
“he éaid;‘*-"l\‘/ly own erit leism hasf given me ‘pain without compariSon
,beyond. What 'Blackwood's' or the 'Quarterly’ could possﬂ)ly
'inflict and. a.lso When I :Eeel I am right, no external pralse

can g:.ve me such & glow;.as my own solitery pereepblon of what
s fi’ne. This (hostlle crltlelsm) is a mere matter of the |
; dmomen’c and I° ’(h:l.nk I sha.ll be among the Engllsh poets after ;
\myjaeaxh,"k |

r gCldsyel:y conneeted wrbh Keats's opinion of ‘himself as a

poet is his, ‘opinion of himself L",}i}pf‘com‘eétion with Sh,akeSpeareg '

: !I'his gubject has been exhaustively dealt with by the book

3 ‘f"I{:eats ané. ~Shake 'épe are™ by Middlietbo'n Murray. | For our purp-
~6Se’s ihen:‘-e’ one s‘:tgmificént quo tatfidn - from a letter to ‘Haydon,
May, 181’7 - will be sufflclent. Ke‘a:bs w:c'ote:’ "I remémber |
.’your saylng that you had notlons o:E a- good Genius presiding
| ‘ov,er yous I have of 1a1:e had the same thought for things

“Wh’iic};vI do ha;lf at ranciom are afterwards confirmed by iy
j’udgineritlin@ &oZenrfeatures‘ of propriety. Is it ﬁoo daring

 to fancy Shakespeare this presider?™

1. John Keats. by Amy Lowell. p. 184
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Althcugh as we ‘have just seen, GOHSGZLOU.S of his own |
genlus Keats was even more consclous of ﬁhe greatness of “the
© task mich lay 'before him. He redlized that Poetry was &
hlgh ea.lling for whlch hlS best not too go oa - for Wthh, 1n
‘faet, it was not even. &d.equa‘te. He knew too, that 1n hlS |
fself-oappointed calllng constant 1mprovemen1: was neoessary. For |
- ‘hls progress m hlS ascent he was willing to give himself
,xeredlt where it Wa.s c‘Lue him but Was ‘even more willing to -
; a.cknowleclge his mls’cakes anl %o learn from them. : Th'e two e
Volumes of his letters con'taln reference a:t‘ter referenc:e to ,
hlS comeptlon oi‘ the hlgh calllng oi‘ poetry. To Reynolds on ‘
August 25 1819 he wro‘be*“ "I a.m conv:Lneea. more a.nd more da.y
by day tha’c flne writing is, next ‘oo fine doing the ’cop of the |
World.....The more I know mat my dlllgence may in time probably
‘efi‘ect the more does my heart distend with obstinacy....;.. I
«thlnk 1f I had 8 free anxi healthy an(i lastlng organlza“blon of
vhea.rt anﬁ lungs as s*brong as an ox' 8 80 as to be able 1:0 bsear
:.‘iunhurt the shock of extreme thought and sensa‘clon w1thout Wear-
‘1ness I eould pass my life very. nea.rly alone though it should
‘ 1a.s“s elghty yeers. But I feel my body too wea.k to support me to

’che helgh'b ; m& am o'bllged contlnually o check myself and

""strlve 'bo be nothmg.....lt is 'bhe only state for ‘the best sort
of Poetry - that is all I care for all T live for;" | |

Some‘blmes the grea:bness of hlS call:u.ng seemed almost 1:0
overwhelm him. To I.elgh Hunt May 181’? he exolalmed.‘ : "J‘I ,

f ha.ve asked myself so often why I shoulc’i be & Poet more 'bhan
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“‘ether men - seeing how great a: ’chlng 11: 1& - see:.ng how grea'b
'bhlngs are to ‘be galned by 11: - Wha’c a thing to be in the

»Mouth o:E Fame - th&t a‘c 1as1; the idea has grown S0 monstrously

e ,“'beyond. my seemlng power of attalnment ‘that the other: day I

.“~“,,'happens to be struck Wlth 1ts brlllia.nce...so probably every

 near1y consented Wlth myself to drop 1nto a. Phaeton - yet ’tlé
a &1sgraoe to fall even in & huge attempt an& at this moment I
 dr1ve ‘the thoughﬁ from;me. " Hls aoubts, howeger although
mncere, neVer daunted Kea‘cs for long.,’ A few months la.ter, in ‘
“October 1818 hs wrote to hlS brother George, in a much more
”confldent vein. “The only thing'", he declamed "that can ever
' affeet me. persmaally for more than one short pass1ng day ig

a.ny doubt about my powers i‘or poetry. I seldom have any and

«I look Wlth hope o the nighing tine When I shall ha.ve nome.m o
’ As a thing entirely apart from.any momentary distruct of  o

: ;_hls om powers. 'bhere came to Kea’cs far deeper doubts . doubts*,
',of the ul'i:imate Wor'bh o:f:’ any munda.ne pursui‘b. Tof Bailﬁey he

wrote on Ma:reh 15 1818' "I em sometimes S0 very sceptleal as

%o thm_‘k Pow‘sry ihself a mere Jaek-a—lan‘thom ‘to' amuse whoever

fmen’cal pursult ta.kes its reality a‘nd ‘worth :Eram the ardour of
:the pursuer - belng in itself a nothlng n O:E these doub’cs

, Kea’cs has le:t‘t us no. recorded solution - even as Shakespeare has,,

| ‘1ef‘b us noxe . : ] :
S In comlusi on We shall wand.er 8 11ttle faprther a.,fleld. i:han

E the con:flnes o:f our: ehosen t0p10 "Kea‘cs CI‘l'blClsm" to glanee :

Very brieﬂ.y at. Keats's phllosophy o:f:' 11fe, or his oo-ealled
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*5aeSthefie7phiIOSOphy;f That he aia have ‘some deep guldlng
“f,prlnolple &bl all h1s wozk lS obv1ous to any reader of ei ther
f:the oorresponience ar the poems. ‘ In a letter to Mlss Jeffrey,

*(June 9 1818) he expressed the: hope that "I am a little more
l of a phllosopher than I was, consequently a 1ittle less of a
?vars1fy1ng pet 1amb.ﬂ A.more expllclt statement of his |

Vl;theory occurs in - a letter to Rlehard Wbodhouse dated October
| l7 1818' "I ‘am ambltlous of ‘doing the world some good~'if I

‘shoula be spared that mey be the work of matwrer year - in

aijrthe interval I Will assay to reach to as high a summlt 1n Lo ; ﬁ

"'flnto ny forehead.' All I hope is that T may not lose all int-

'nfl}for applause even from.the finest spirits, w1ll not blunt any

fPoetry a8 the nerve bestowed upon me will suffer.‘ The falnt

,coneeption I have of Pbems to eome brlngs the blood frequently
‘erest in human affaxrs = that the solltary 1n11fference e feel

s;facuteness of vision I. nay have., I &o not thlnk it will° ;I £
';feel assured I shoul& erte from.the mere yeamning and fond~
w'ness & have fan the Beautiful even 1f my nlght's labours should |

\‘be burnt eveny morning, ani no eye ‘eyer shine upen +them, But

even now I am perhaps not speaking from myself' but from same

,;;character 1n.Whose~soul I now live‘ﬁ Finally, to Haydon, on ;'

‘ imarch 8 1819, he expressed the resolve "never to write for

n the sake of wrlting or naklng a’ poem but from runnlng over wiﬁh ‘
:any llttle knowledge or experlence Whlch m&ny years of refleot-

o ,1on may perhaps glve me,,otherw1se I will be dumb."
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’, “f:herwise I will be dumb -" in these words Keats very
s~s1mp1y, and quite unconsclously reveals how 1ittle he could
 ever haye besa perturbea by the hostlllty or elated by the

:pralses of any orltlc. HlS dignlty a8 a man made it impsr~
'\atlve that he Should be prepared to dsfend himself against

‘_spersonal abuse. HlS self~re11ant nature made it inevitable
sthat he should disdaln the publle." His very humanity made it‘
jnatural that at tlmes hs should haVs fallen 1nto peSS1m1sm ‘
govsr the unfair tre&tment he received as well as over hlS

"sgreater worries of health,an& means of 11velihood. : But the
TSLgnlficant p01nt 1s thls - that he nsver remalned long in |
 any of these states impstuous readlness for Self-aefence,

‘seorn of the publlc ar def—pity. Always he returned to
rf h1s true balanee - to hlS trust thst "anythlng really flns
1&Wlll in these days be felt", to his happiness 1n hlS own

‘  "$011t&fy perception of Wh&t is flne"; to his conv1ctlon that

' "fine wrlting is, next to fine doxng, the top of the World"
“wThen, re-assured and fortlfled he Would press on in the pur-
: suit Whleh even far h1m “mlght take its reality and worth

from.the ardour of the pursuer - being 1%self a nothing."
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- Epilogue

In the precedlng pages I have endeayoured to set forth
a picture of John Keats the man and poet as others saw him
ond ds he saw himself.; Starting in the intimacy of his
-,home exrcle, following him.ln his career as & medlcal student AR
Tand 1n£erview1ng his frlends and aﬁquaintances we have heard ‘
lmuch of the llVlng human man. himself - more probably‘than of
 the poet.;;i From.the contemporary reviewers an& from oon-,,-
. tempora:r'y WI‘l’b ers of pr'ose and poetry We he.ve 1earned what
'Vsthe 1iterary'world of hlS ﬁay thought of hlm. ‘ From studles
” by emlnent seholars of llterature and by eonsultatlon Wlth
,wrlters of poetry and oreatlve prose of the two succeeding
e\generatlons we have heard ﬁhe flnal verdlct acoorded himfby
ifhis mother oentury, the nineteenth. Trespa331ng a llttle -
‘ fbeyond the bounds of our survey, we have seen in "A Broader
j;_Vlew" whai other 1&nas and a later age thought of hlmJ Fin—e:

, ally, turning to fne xages of his publlshed correspondence we

,of Keats s oontemporary and posthumous fame much has been

:fsald and mnch Wlll yet be sani. It mnst all however, be in
“*substance homogeneous w1th the portlon whloh we have examlned
“here, Lord Dunsany, in hls shott verses "To Keats“, sets

 ;forth very simply the whole hlstory of the crltlolsm of: Keats

‘ yianﬁ at the same tlme ﬁhrows over it somethlng of the glamour

‘fof young poesy:
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On a magical morming, with twinkling feet

- And a song at his lips that was strange and sweetb,
Somebody new came down the street,

To the world's derision and@ laughter.

‘Now he is dumb with no more %o say,
Now he is dead and taken away,
Silent and still, end leading the way,

And the world comes tumbling after.

1. John Keats Memorial Volume. p. 79.
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