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fron a critic more competent than Mr. King. At p. 198 of
his Lires qf /e Poebs (Edit. 1861, revised by Peter Cuiiiiig-
hmin), the poet Campbell writes :" The charges of malice
and jealousy that have been heaped on his .mne turn out
to be without foundation. e did not receire bemfis.lom
Shakspere, and did not snerr ai hin in the passages thai hare leen

laken Io prore hi ingrafitude; and instead of entrging thal giat

poei, he gare hlm his nobles praie." The Rev. Alexander Dyce,
w'ho iad a thorough knowledge of all the Elizabethan literature,
expresses himself in similar terms, and declares that "after
Gifford's Life of Jonson no one can ever doubt that a sincere

.iendship animaied t/e firo poe." So, also, Mr. Minto, at
p. 443 of bis Charneicristies of Eneiglish Poets-a valuable critical
work, latelv published by Blackwood-: " Gifford, who inakes
a good iany mistakes in the course of his rabidly one-sided
memoir of Jonson, is ceriainly right in saying that he, wu.? not a;
enriou.s man. .There is nio erÛdence to syport his ai/eged .jealous|
of Shakspere." As a final paragraph on the subject, we ex-
tract the following testinmony from the well-known Li/ qf
Shakspere by Byron's school-fellow and friend, the Rev. Wil-
liain Iarness: "It is certain that an intimacy the most
sincere and affectionate subsisted between these two dis-
tinguished mon. On the part of Jonson, indeed, the nie-
inorial of their attachient bas been handed down to us in ex-
pressions as strong and unequivocal as any which the power of
language can combine. No hint q the existence of any difèrence
or unkindness belceen these celebrated individuals is Io he found i
any contemnporary aihor. Rowe, in the first edition of his Lil'
of Slakspere insinuated a doubt of the sincerity of Jonson's
friendship ; but, before the publication of his second edition, lie
found cause to reject a suspicion se injurious to the reputation
of Jonson, and had the honesty to crase the passage from the
work. The words, however, did not escape the vigilance of
Malone; they were reprinted and the sentiment readopted.
For years the friend and eulogist of Shakspere iras prsed as
envious and ungratejil; but lie judicious exer tions of Gilchrist


