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F. M. Alexander vs. Robert Loraine 
– 1909 newspaper reports

In July 1909 F. M. Alexander successfully sued the actor Rob-
ert Loraine for non-payment of lessons. Alexander stated that 
Loraine had committed himself to a course of 35 lessons with 
Alexander in March 1909, had had 15 lessons, and did not 
pay for the remaining 20 lessons. These six newspaper reports 
also illuminate the fees Alexander – and voice specialists – 
charged, and contain reports of some of the actors he taught 
at the time.

The appendix contains three almost identical reports from a 
1908 court case in which F.M. Alexander was summoned for 
refusing to pay a cab fare as he believed he was overcharged.

Daily Telegraph & Courier
31 July 1909, p. 4

Actor’s Lost Voice

Successful Action for Fees

An interesting theatrical case was heard by his Honour Judge Woodfall, 
at Westminster, yesterday, when Mr. Frederick Matthias Alexander, an 
expert in voice production, practising at Army and Navy Mansions, Vic-
toria-street, sued Mr. Robert Loraine, an actor for fifty guineas, fees for 
lessons and treatment given to him.

Mr. Fletcher, in opening the case, said that the plaintiff came to this 
country from Australia five years ago, and his profession was giving les-
sons in voice production to people and showing them how to use their 
voice properly. He was also a consulting voice surgeon in cases where 
people had lost their voices. His usual fee was one guinea for an hour’s 
lessons at his rooms, but where a long course of fifty lessons or more was 
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taken he reduced his fees. On March 5 of this year the plaintiff had been 
to the theatre, and arrived home about 11:30 p.m. Shortly after his arrival 
he was called up on the telephone and asked to go round at once to Mr. 
Loraine rooms in Conduit-street. He did so, and found the defendant in 
a very nervous and anxious state, for which he was engaged in The School 
for Scandal, and had suddenly lost his voice, and was afraid he would not 
be able to appear the next day at the afternoon and evening performances.

Counsel added that Mr. Loraine begged the plaintiff to do all he could 
to put him right, and Mr. Alexander there and then commenced the treat-
ment, and was with Mr Loraine for nearly two hours that night. Plaintiff 
said that a course of thirty-five lessons would be necessary, and men-
tioned his terms to the defendant, who did not object, saying that he knew 
all about them, and was only anxious for plaintiff to “put him right.” As a 
result of plaintiff ’s treatment the defendant was able to take his part next 
day, and Mr. Alexander continued to give him lessons until he had had 
fifteen altogether. Mr. Loraine then said he must postpone the rest of the 
lessons, as he was going to Stratford-on-Avon for the Shakespeare cel-
ebrations, and plaintiff sent in his bill for fifty guineas, made up of fifteen 
lessons at two guineas each, the remaining twenty guineas for the balance 
of the lessons, as his terms were for payment in advance.

Mr. Frederick Mathias [sic] Alexander gave evidence bearing out 
counsel’s opening. His counsel was asking him as to the people he had 
cured, when M. Frank Dodd, for the defendant, objected, and his honour 
upheld the objection.

Cross-examined by Mr. Frank Dodd, plaintiff said that he held no 
medical degrees, but often had patients sent to him by medical men for 
treatment. He had been pursuing his profession for fourteen years – nine 
years in Australia and five years in England. Before that he was an actor 
and professions reciter.

Did you give Mr. Waller some lessons? — Yes. I gave him four, and then 
he refused to go on.

Was that because it was doing him no good? — No, he was so busy and 
would not give sufficient time to the treatment.

Did not, Sir Beerbohm Tree give up your treatment after a few lessons? 
— No, certainly not. Sir Beerbohm came to me to look into the system 
on his daughter’s behalf, and Miss Viola Tree has been coming to me for 
lessons for a long time. I have given her between 150 and 200 lessons.

Do you suggest that you ever told Mr. Loraine anything about your 
fees? — I am sure I did, and he assented to them.

I suggest to you that the terms were never mentioned? — I say that they 
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were definitely mentioned by me.
After plaintiff ’s cross-examination, his honour intimated that plaintiff 

could give the names of some of the people he had treated on the point 
whether his charges were reasonable.

Mr. Alexander intimated that he treated Miss Lily Brayton with com-
plete success, and she had never been out of a cast through loss of voice 
since. Other people were Mr. H. B. Irving, Sir Beerbohm and Lady Tree, 
and their daughter, Miss Viola Tree, Mr. James Welch, Mr. Matheson 
Lang, Miss Norah Kerin, Miss Sarah Brook, Miss Marie Lohr, and Miss 
Kate Bishop.

Mr. H. B. Irving gave evidence as to the efficacy of the plaintiff ’s treat-
ment. He said that four years ago he was playing Hamlet when he “lost his 
voice very badly.” He heard of plaintiff from Mr. Oscar Asche, and went 
through a course of lessons with complete success. He paid one guinea for 
lessons at plaintiff ’s house, and two guineas at his own. He paid in all £60.

Mr. Matheson Lang deposed that he suffered from loss of voice, and 
went to plaintiff who cured him. He had had in all over 100 lessons. He 
had paid one guinea for lessons at plaintiffs house, and 1½ guinea for les-
sons at his own home.

Mr. Loraine denied having agreed to take a course of thirty-five les-
sons, and said definitely that the terms were not mentioned at the first 
interview on the evening of March 5. He was playing Charles Surface at 
the time when he lost his voice, which he believed to be due to a cold and 
overwork. He did not think that plaintiff ’s treatment did him any good, 
but that his voice came back in the ordinary course of nature. He consid-
ered that plaintiff ’s charges were exorbitant, and that fifteen guineas was 
a fair charge under the circumstances.

Mr Lewis Waller deposed that he suffered from hoarseness, and went 
to plaintiff, who did not do him any good. He did not go on with the 
treatment.

By Counsel: He might have been given up by Mr. Alexander because 
he (witness) was so busy that he could not devote sufficient time to the 
lessons.

Dr. W. H. Cummings, principal of the Guildhall School of Music, put 
the average fee for a professor of voice production at half a guinea, but the 
charges varied from 5s to two guineas. In his opinion, a specified course 
was not usually agreed upon, as some pupils would learn nothing after 
500 hours in breathing exercises, while others would be quite perfect in 
half a dozen lessons. He had never heard of the plaintiff or his methods.

Judge Woodfall found in fact that there was an agreement to take a 



4 F. M. Alexander vs. Robert Loraine 1909

course of thirty-five lessons, and that the price charged was reasonable. 
Mr. Alexander’s position was rather a peculiar one, and his treatment 
was undoubtedly beneficial, and the fees charged were not excessive. With 
regard to the claim for twenty guineas for damages for the twenty lessons 
not given, his honour held that plaintiff cold not recover that sum, but he 
allowed two guineas in respect of damaged on that account.

Judgement for plaintiff for thirty-two guineas, with costs.

yorkshire Telegraph anD sTar
Saturday Evening, 31 July 1909, p. 5

Actor’s Lost Voice

Special Treatment

Interesting Theatrical Case

Were the Fees too Heavy?

An interesting theatrical case was heard by his Honour Judge Woodfall, at 
Westminster County Court, yesterday, when Mr. Frederick Mathias [sic] 
Alexander, and expert in voice production, practising at Army and Navy 
Mansions, Victoria Street, sued Mr. Robert Loraine, an actor, for fifty 
guineas, fees for lessons and treatment given to him.

The Fees
Mr. Fletcher, in opening the case, said that the plaintiff came to this coun-
try from Australia five years ago, and his profession was giving lessons 
in voice production to people and showing them how to use their voice 
properly. He was also a consulting voice surgeon in cases where people 
had lost their voice. His usual fee was one guinea for an hour’s lesson at 
his rooms, and two guineas for the same period at the pupils rooms, but 
where a long course of fifty lessons or more was taken he reduced his 
fees. On March 5 of this year the plaintiff had been to the theatre, and 
arrived home about 11.30 p.m. Shortly after his arrival he was called up 
on the telephone and asked to go round at once to Mr. Loraine’s rooms 
in Conduit Street. He did so, and found the defendant in a very nervous 
and anxious state, for he was engaged in The School for Scandal, and had 
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suddenly lost his voice, and was afraid he would not be able to appear the 
next day at the afternoon and evening performances.

A Success
Counsel added that Mr. Loraine begged the plaintiff to do all he could to 
put him right, and Mr. Alexander there and then commenced the treat-
ment, and was with Mr. Loraine for nearly two hours that night. Plaintiff 
said that a course of thirty-five lessons would be necessary, and men-
tioned his terms to the defendant, who did not object, saying that he knew 
all about them, and was only anxious for plaintiff to “put him right.” As a 
result of plaintiff ’s treatment the defendant was able to take his part next 
day, and Mr. Alexander continued to give him lessons until he had had 
fifteen altogether. Mr. Loraine then said he must postpone the rest of the 
lessons, as he was going to Stratford-on-Avon for the Shakespearian cel-
ebrations, and plaintiff sent in his bill for fifty guineas, made up of fifteen 
lessons at two guineas each, the remaining twenty guineas being for the 
balance of the lessons, as his terms were for payment in advance.

Notable Patients
Cross-examined by Mr. Frank Dodd, plaintiff said that he held no medi-
cal degrees, but often had patients sent to him by medical men for treat-
ment. He had been pursuing his profession for fourteen years – nine year 
in Australia and give years in England. Before that he was an actor and 
professional reciter.

Did you give Mr. Waller some lessons? — Yes, I gave him four, and then 
he refused to go on.

Was that because it was doing him no good? — No, he was too busy 
and would not give sufficient time to the treatment.

Did not Sir Beerbohm Tree give up your treatment after a few lessons? 
— No, certainly not. Sir Beerbohm came to me to look into the system 
on his daughters behalf, and Miss Viola Tree has been coming to me for 
lessons for a long time. I have given her between 150 and 200 lessons.

Do you suggest that you ever told Mr. Loraine anything about your 
fees? — I am sure I did, and he assented to them.

I suggest to you that the terms were never mentioned? — I say that they 
were definitely mentioned by me.

After plaintiff ’s cross-examination, his Honour intimated that plaintiff 
could give the names of some of the people he had treated on the point 
whether his charges were reasonable.
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Mr. Alexander intimated that he treated Miss Lily Brayton with com-
plete success, and she had never been out of a case through loss of voice 
since. Other pupils were Mr. H. B. Irving, Sir Beerbohm and Lady Tree, 
and their daughter, Miss Viola Tree, Mr. James Welch, Mr. Matheson 
Lang, Miss Norah Kerin, Miss Sarah Brook, Miss Marie Lohr, and Miss 
Kate Bishop.

Efficacy of the Treatment
Mr. H. B. Irving gave evidence as to the efficacy of the plaintiff ’s treat-
ment. He said that four years ago he was playing Hamlet when he “lost 
his voice very badly.” He head of plaintiff from Mr. Oscar Asche, and went 
through a course of lessons with complete success. He paid one guinea for 
lessons at plaintiff ’s house, and two guineas at his own. He paid in all £60.

Mr. Matheson Lang deposed that he suffered from loss of voice, and 
went to plaintiff, who cured him. He had had in all over 100 lessons. He 
had paid one guinea for lessons at plaintiff ’s house, and 1½ guineas for 
lessons at his own home.

Mr. Loraine denied having agreed to take a course of thirty-five les-
sons, and said definitely that the terms were not mentioned at the first 
interview on the evening of March 5. He was playing Charles Surface at 
the time when he lost his voice, which he believed to be due to a cold and 
over-work. He did not think that plaintiff ’s treatment did him any good, 
but that his voice came back in the ordinary course of nature. He consid-
ered that plaintiff ’s charges were exorbitant, and that fifteen guineas was 
fair charge under the circumstances.

Mr. Lewis Waller deposed that he suffered from hoarseness, and went 
to plaintiff, who did not do him any good. He did not go on with the 
treatment.

By Counsel: He might have been given up by Mr. Alexander because 
he (witness) was so busy that he could not devote sufficient time to the 
lessons.

The Average Fee
Dr. W. H. Cummings, principal of the Guildhall School of Music, put the 
average fee for a professor of voice production at half a guinea, but the 
charges varied from 5s. to two guineas. In his opinion, a specified course 
was not usually agreed upon, as some pupils would learn nothing after 
500 lessons in breathing exercises, while others would be quite perfect in 
half a dozen lessons. He had never heard of the plaintiff or his methods.

Judge Woodfall found in fact that there was an agreement to take a 
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course of thirty-five lessons, and that the price charged was reasonable. 
Mr. Alexander’s position was rather a peculiar one, and his treatment 
was undoubtedly beneficial, and the fees charged were not excessive. With 
regard to the claim for twenty guineas for damages for the twenty lessons 
not given, his Honour held that plaintiff could not recover that sum, but 
he allowed two guineas in respect of damages on that account. Judgment 
for plaintiff for thirty-two guineas, with costs.

noTTingham evening posT
31 July 1909, p. 3

Voice Specialist’s Action

Distinguished Clients

A bill for lessons in voice production sent in on April 1st formed the 
subject of proceedings at Westminster County Court yesterday, brought 
by Mr. Frederick Alexander, voice specialist, against Mr. Robert Loraine, 
the actor.

Mr. Alexander said that he was called by telephone at 11.30 at night to 
attend Mr. Loraine, who had lost his voice through hoarseness. He told 
Mr. Loraine that his terms were 35 lessons at one guinea each at his place, 
or two guineas at the pupil’s place. He gave Mr Loraine fifteen lessons. 
His method prevented a singer or speaker from catching cold, but he did 
not profess to cure everything. Among his clients were Sir Herbert Beer-
bohm Tree and Miss Tree, Mr Lewis Waller, Mr. Matheson Lang, Miss 
Marie Lohr, and Miss Kate Bishop.

Mr. Loraine said that in a sense it was true that 35 lessons were fixed, 
but he did not agree to Mr. Alexander’s suggestion. When he received the 
bill on April 1st he thought it was a joke. He offered to pay for the lessons 
he had had.

Mr. H. B. Irving and Mr. Matheson Lang said that the plaintiff ’s treat-
ment had benefited them. Mr. Lewis Waller said his voice recovered in the 
natural way.

Mr. Alexander was awarded 30 guineas for lessons, 2 guineas damages, 
and costs.
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The Derby Daily Telegraph
31 July 1909

Voice Treatment

Well-Known Actors Give Evidence in County Court

Mr Frederick Alexander, a voice specialist, on Friday recovered 32 guineas 
and costs in the Westminster County Court from Mr Laurence Loraine 
for fees.

Counsel stated that while performing in The School for Scandal, Mr 
Loraine was in danger of losing his voice temporarily. He was attended by 
Mr. Alexander, who agreed to give 35 lessons at one guinea each. Fifteen 
were given. Defendant offered 25 guineas: but the contract was for 35 
lessons.

Plaintiff, in the box, said he had been treating people for voice and 
breathing for 14 years, the first nine years in Australia. Before that he was 
an actor. He gave Mr Waller four lessons, and he then refused to go on. 
He have Sir Herbert Beerbohm Tree four lessons and Miss Tree 150 to 
200 lessons.

Mr. H. B. Irving and Mr Matheson Lang said they derived benefit from 
plaintiff a course of treatment. Defendant denied agreeing to a course of 
35 lessons, and did not consider he derived any benefit from plaintiff ’s 
treatment.

Mr Lewis Waller said to consulted plaintiff about his voice, and had 
heard him say that he (plaintiff) refused to go on, but witness thought 
“the boot was on the other leg”. His voice recovered in the natural way.

The era
7 August 1909, p. 16

The case of Alexander V. Loraine, which came before his Honour Judge 
Woodfall in the Westminstr County Court on the 31st July, was an action 
by a consulting voice surgeon on a verbal contact to give lessons to the 
defendant. Counsel for the plaintiff said Mr. Alexander was called by the 
defendant, Mr Robert Loraine, to his address by telephone, as he thought 
that he was in danger of losing his voice temporarily, which was very 
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undesirable, for he was performing in The School for Scandal. A course of 
thirty-five lessons was contracted for. The price agreed to was one guinea 
per lesson at the client’s chamber, and fifteen lessons were given. The 
defendant, he said, offered 15 guineas for the lessons he had, and wanted 
no more, but the contract was for thirty-five lessons.

Frederick Alexander, the plaintiff, gave evidence that he was a spe-
cialist in voice production and breathing. Cross-examined by Mr. Frank 
Dodd, he said he gave Sir Herbert Beerbohm Tree four lesson and Miss 
Tree 150 to 200 lessons. Mr. H. B. Irving stated that he was performing in 
Hamlet when he lost his voice and went to the plaintiff, and paid him £60 
in all. Mr. Matheson Lang also spoke to undergoing defedant’s course of 
treatment.

The defendant said that he had a cold, and lost his voice, and called 
in the plaintiff after a performance one night. In a sense it was true that 
thirty-five lessons were fixed, but he did not agree to the plaintiff ’s sugges-
tion. His cold departed, and he recovered his voice in the natural way, in 
about a fortnight. His Honour found for the plaintiff for 2 [sic] guineas, 
with costs made up of 2 guineas damage and 30 guineas for lessons.

Weekly irish neWs (Dublin)
Saturday 14 August 1909, Volume 37, no. 1,728, p. 1.

Specialist Who Prevents Colds

The care which actors and actresses take of their voices was shown at 
the Westminster County Court during the hearing of a case brought by 
Mr. Frederick Alexander a consulting voice specialist, against Mr. Robert 
Loraine. Mr. Alexander said he was called to attend Mr. Loraine, who 
was performing in The School for Scandal, and had become very hoarse. 
He gave him fifteen lessons, and told him that he charged one guinea 
each for thirty-five lessons at his house, or two guineas each if the lessons 
were given at the pupil’s house. “I have been treating people for voice and 
breathing for fourteen years,” he added. “I have given Sir Herbert Beer-
bohm Tree four lessons, Miss Tree 200, and Mr. Matheson Lang 100, and 
I have also treated Miss Kate Bishop, Miss Marie Lohr, Mr. Welch, and 
Mr. H. B. Irving. I say, ‘I can put you right,’ and I make no claims beyond 
that. My methods prevent a singer or speaker from catching cold, but I do 
not profess to cure anything” Mr. H. B. Irving and Mr. Matheson Lang 
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stated that they had derived much benefit from the treatment. “I lost my 
voice while playing in Hamlet” Mr. Irving said, “and I went to Mr. Alex-
ander. I was never out of the case while I was under his treatment.” Mr. 
Loraine contended that he had not agreed to pay for 35 lessons. Judgment 
was given against him for 32 guineas and costs.

Appendix: Taxicab terror*

The miDlanD Daily Telegraph
17 March 1908

Story of a taximeter cab-ride

At Westminster Dr. F. Mathias Alexander [sic], of Army and Navy Man-
sions, Victoria Street, S.W., summoned by James Henry Smith, a taxi-
meter cab-driver, for the non-payment of a shilling fare, urged that he 
was driven so abominably from Bruton Street that the wrote a letter of 
complaint to the Commissioner of Police and enclosed a postal order for 
1s. The driver would go a short distance, and then apply the brakes so vig-
orously that he (the doctor [sic]) was shaken from his seat. This occurred 
so frequently that he declined to pay the man, and now made that public 
protest. He had heard that the constant application of the brakes affected 
the registering apparatus. The Magistrate said he thought the defendant 
had taken a reasonable view of the matter, and the summons was dis-
missed.

The Daily Telegraph
Tuesday 17 March 1908, page 4

Taxicab terror

Dr. F. Mathias Alexander [sic], of Army and Navy Mansions, Victoria 
Street, S.W., summoned at Westminister by James Henry Smith, a taxime-

* This story was related by Walter Carrington in one of his lectures, and later 
published in An Evolution of the Alexander Technique by Walter Carrington, 
Dilys Carrington (Sheildrake Press, 2017), pp. 161-62.
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ter cab-driver, for the non-payment of 1s fare, urged that he was driven so 
abominably from Bruton-street that the wrote a letter of complaint to the 
Commissioner of Police, and enclosed a postal order for 1s.

The driver would go a short distance, and then he applied the brakes 
so vigorously that he (the doctor [sic]) was shaken from his seat. This 
occurred so frequently that he declined to pay the man, and now made 
that public protest. He had heard that the constant application of the 
brakes affected the registering apparatus.

Mr. Horace Smith said he thought the defendant had taken a reason-
able view of the matter, and the summons was dismissed.

The morning posT
Tuesday 17 March 1908, page 4

Dr. F. Mathias Alexander [sic], of Army and Navy-mansions, Victoria 
Street, was summoned at Westminister Police Court yesterday by James 
Henry Smith, a taximeter cab driver, for the non-payment of a shilling 
fare. He urged that he was driven so abominably from Bruton-street 
that the wrote a letter of complaint to the Commissioner of Police, and 
enclosed a postal order for 1s. The driver proceeded a short distance, 
and then he applied the brakes so vigorously that he (the defendant) was 
shaken from his seat. This occurred so frequently that he declined to pay 
the man, and now made public protest. He had heard that the constant 
application of the brakes affected the registering apparatus. Mr. Horace 
Smith said he thought the defendant had taken a reasonable view of the 
matter, and the summons was dismissed.

With thanks to Jeroen Staring for discovering the 1909 court 
case (‘F. M. Alexander and Edwardian actresses-actors’ in 
IJCS vol 7 issue 2), and to Regina Stratil for discovering the 
1908 court case and for providing copies of the newspapers 
from 1908 and 1909.
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