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I t  is  n o w  m a n y  y e a r s  sin ce, in  “  H a r d  C a s h ,”  a tte n tio n  w a s  

c a lle d  to  th e  fr ig h t fu l  fa c ilit ie s  fo r  a b u se  a n d  c o rr u p tio n  o ffered  

b y  o u r  L u n a c y  L a w s , a n d  y e t  th e  e v il  co n tin u e s  u n a b a te d . 

A g a in  d oes a  w a r n in g  v o ic e  so u n d  ; a g a in  is  a  ta le  o f  c ru e lle st  

w r o n g  la id  b e fo re  th e  c o u n tr y — th is  t im e  to ld  s o le ly  fro m  m o st  

b itt e r  e x p e rie n c e . Grod g r a n t  i t  - b e  n o t  to ld  in  v a in , b u t  

m a y  aro u se th e  E n g li s h  n a tio n  a t  la s t  to  d e m a n d  efficien t  

su p e rv isio n  a n d  co n tro l o f  its  L u n a t ic  A s y lu m s .
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P R E F A C E ,
IN

A LETTER TO THE PEOPLE.

M y C ottntbym ex ,—

I n  layin g before you this R ep o rt o f the recent hearing in  Q ueen’s 

B en ch  o f  “ Ex parte  L o u isa  L o w e ,”  I  entreat you to ponder w ell the 

last w ords o f  our L o rd  C h ief J u s t i c e : “  T h ere is no pretence for a  

rule.”  T h ere is no crim inality in  public officials causelessly incar
cerating the sane, and subm itting them  to the m ost crushing m isery  

for eighteen m onths, unless it  can be proved th at deliberate malice 

actuated them. P erfunctorily to treat m atters o f fact as insane delu

sions, in spite o f  my  offering corroborative testim ony w ith  perfect 

coherence o f  sp e e ch ; to reject the presum ption o f san ity  afforded b y  
D r . P o x ’s refusal, in  Ja n u a ry , 1 8 7 1 ,  to certify  me insane for rem oval 

to “  T h e L a w n  ; ”  to demand from  m e in  Ju n e  a  renunciation o f m y  

lib erty o f action, to interpret m y refusal into a  proof o f in sanity, and  

m ake a report to the L o rd  Chancellor w ithout due regard  to evid en ce; 

never to exam ine m y  attendants in  a n y w a y  likely to elicit the t r u th ; 

to suffer me to be deprived o f all healthy pleasures ; to deteriorate m y  
health b y  sanctioning w indow less and pestilential latrines in  the 

a sy lu m s; never to allow  me tim e or opportunity to express m y  reli

gious convictions, the alleged in san ity o f  which gave the o n ly  colour 

of reason to my  incarceration, and which I  asserted then, and assert 
now, but w ith tenfold depth o f conviction, to be in accordance w ith  

prim itive C h ristia n ity ; to be too u tterly  red-tapeists to apply to the  
various individual and congregational referees I  nam ed, who w ould  
have bid them  release their w retched victim , for to believe in  a  G re at  

F a th e r o f all and his holy angels w as n ot in san ity  but piety, and  
sensible visible communion w ith  incorporeal beings not a  delusion, bu t a  

rea lity ;— all this, m y  countrym en, our ju d ges affirm , i f  not unquestion
ably discreet, yet affords no presum ption th at the Com m issioners “  have 

com m itted an error o f  ju d gm en t.”  W h a t  is the inference, an d  the 

only inference ? T h at, m augre the dicta o f  the w ritten law , the livin g
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expounders o f  th at la w  hold that no real responsibility rests on the 

Com m issioners in L u n a c y ; that th ey are not bound to w eigh a n y  

evidence adduced b y  the alleged lunatic in  his ow n favour. F o r, m ark  

that, on the 2 2 u d  o f N ovem ber, I  proved, in  the only w a y  allowed b y  

law  on such an occasion, nam ely, m y ow n solemn oath, th at the Com 

m issioners had neglected the duties im posed on them  b y  Parliam ent, 
th at th ey were cognisant o f  facts all tending to prove m y  sanity, and  

th at I  vain ly  offered them , again  and again, conclusive pro o f o f m y  

life-lon g soundness o f  m ind. M a rk  that, w hen th e C ourt refused mo 

a rule again st the Com m issioners, it  had in its hands the Certificate  
(in  the A p p e n d ix ) which m ost em phatically attests m y san ity. W h a t  

hindered the Com m issioners from  arrivin g in  O ctober, 1 8 7 0 ,  at the  

same conclusion as D r . R h y s  W illia m s, another public servan t, arrived  
at in  M arch , 1 8 7 2  ? U n soun d ness is not an  evanescent phase, b u t a  

p rotractedly m orbid condition o f  the intellect. TJp to F rid a y , the 2 2 n d  

o f  Septem ber, 1 8 7 0 ,  no hum an being m anifested the sm allest doubt 

o f  m y  perfect com petency to m anage m y  affa irs; and, in  reference to a  

conversation on T u esd ay, the 2 5 t h  o f  Septem ber, and a  few  hours after, 
m y capture and arrival at the asylum , M r . Jo h n sto n , after ten years  

o f daily intercourse w ith  lunatics, w rites : “  Th is I  do recollect, that 

on all subjects discussed b y  u s ”  (one o f w hich I  rem em ber w as 

Spiritualism ) “  you conversed as a n y  sane lad y m ight, and I  felt • 

surprised to see you in  the asylum .”  W h y , then, have I  dragged  

out eighteen m onths o f  painful and degrading restrain t ? W h y  am  

I  n ow  broken in  health, broken in  heart, shamed and shunned through  
h avin g the hideous slur o f in san ity  burred on to m e b y  six  o f  the  

co u n try ’s tru sted  servan ts, w ere it  not these m en feel no penalty  

is attached to their neglect o f  d u ty, th at no au th ority exists th at 

can, or i f  it  can w ill, call on them  for an account o f  th eir stew ardship ? 

A n d  now , m y countrym en, to you I  com m it m y  cause— m y cause and  
yo urs. I t  is m y belief, from  personal observation, th at m an y sane, 

and still m ore m erely eccen tric and quite harm less persons, are 

languishing in the m adhouses. T o  each o f  you the sam e fate is 

possible. T r u s t  not to the affection, to  the high principle o f relatives. 

T h e  best and tru est m ind m ay be o’erclouded. I t  needs but one fit 
o f  m onom aniacal delusion, and tw o  certificates, from  m en perhaps 

w h o lly  ignorant o f  y o u r character and position, and certain ly alm ost 

irresponsible, to consign you, and possibly for life, to an A s y lu m  for  
Lu n atics.

I  am,
Y o u r  Cou n tryw o m an ,

December, 1872. LOUISA LOWE.
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EX PARTE LOUISA LOWE.

T h i s  w as an application for a rule nisi for a  Crim inal Inform ation  
again st the Com m issioners in  L u n a c y , and came on for hearing in  
th e C ourt o f Q ueen’s B ench , N ovem ber 2 2n d , 1 8 7 2 ,  before L o rd  
C h ie f Ju s tic e  Cockburn, M r . Ju s tice  B lack b u rn, and M r . Ju s tice  
M ellor. T h e  counsel for the applicant w ere M r. H e n ry  1) . .Tenckeu 
and M r . I .  Ig n atiu s W illiam s, instructed by M r . T .  I I .  W illiam s, 
solicitor, o f  3 ,  Serjean ts’ In n .

M r . Jen ck en  opened the case w ith  a statem ent o f  tho grievous  
w ron gs endured b y  his client, M rs . L o u isa  L o w e , w ife o f the E e v .  
G eorge L o w e , vicar o f U p o ttery, D evon, at the hands o f the Com
m issioners in  L u n a c y , w ho had kept her incarcerated as a  lunatic  
from  O ctober, 1 8 7 0 ,  to Decem ber, 1 8 7 1 ,  solely, as he w as instructed, 
on the ground o f her holding, in  common w ith m an y others, certain  
tenets, and observing certain rites called. Spiritualistic. Inasm uch  
as m an y able w riters defended these view s and practices, and even  
D r. L o ck h a rt liobertson, the L o rd  Chancellor's private visitor to  
lunatics, had deposed in  evidence before the D ialectical So ciety  th at 
m edium istic w ritin g, the particular phase o f Spiritualism  professed  
b y  his client, “  could not be attributed to fraud, though it  m ust be  
seen to be believed in ,”  he, M r . Jen ck en , contended th at the  
Com m issioners had, in  not investigating these phenomena, and  
in quirin g o f the various individuals and scientific societies to w hich  
th e y  had been referred, been gu ilty  o f negligence so w ilfu l and  
deliberate, and so terrib ly cruel in  its results, as to be highly  
culpable, and entitle him to dem and a  rule nisi for a  crim inal infor
m ation against them , w hich he n ow  accordingly asked their lordships 
to gra n t him.

Me . Justice B lackburn rem arked, that i f  it  could be proved the 
Com m issioners kept the la d y  in confinem ent on pretence she w as  
insane, w hen th ey k n ew  that she w as not, it  w ould give the m atter 
a different aspect to a n y it  had assum ed as yet.

M u . Jencken : T h e y  did it  w ith their k n o w led ge; because, in  the  
A ffid avit I  have n ow  before me, there are four or five letters in  w hich  
the facts are stated, to w hich th ey had to give attention, and which  
th ey failed to do. W h a t  w e contend is, th at w ith  the full know 
ledge--------

Lord Chief Justice Cockburn: "What is the evidence of their 
full knowledge ?

M r. Jencken : The evidence of the full knowledge they had, or 
might have had, lies in the letters addressed to the Commissioners, 
replied to by them, and embodied in the Affidavit I  will read when 
your lordships permit.
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Lohd Chief Justice Cockburn : Y o u  m ust prove m ore than »  
m istake on their p art. Tho lad y m ay be perfectly sane. I  pro
nounce no opinion upon that. I  do not say  th at i f  she actu ally enter
tained these opinions th at w ould be evidence o f in san ity, and the  
Com m issioners m ay have been w ron g in  their conclusions, but you  
m u st show that th ey  k n ew  her to be sane.

Me . Jexckett then contended that it was impossible any men 
should really believe his client’s letters were written by a mad
woman, and, in answer to a question whether the lady could offer 
any other evidence of sanity than her own assertion, stated there 
were affidavits to that effect by medical men.

Lord Chief J ustice Cockburn : W h a t  are her peculiar view s ?
M il. Jexcken : T h e  view s that she entertains are entertained b y  

a  large body o f  people.
Lord Chief Justice Cockburx : T h a t m ay be s o ; bu t w h at I  

ask is, W h a t  th ey are ?
Mr. Jexcken then explained his client believed in  p assive  

w ritin g, which he described as being w ritin g w ithout conscious effort 
or volition. H e  w en t 011 to say : T h is is a  belief entertained b y  a  
v e ry  large society in  F ra n ce . T h e  m em bers o f that society believe  
th at a  spiritual being can guide their hand, th at the hand can w rite  
irrespective o f  a n y volition o f th eir ow n, and th at consequently th ey  
are not responsible for a n y w ritten  statem ents th at are m ade b y  
their pen.

Lord Chief J ustice Cocicbukn : T h en  a  person m ight forge  
yo u r nam e, and not be responsible ?

M r . J en ckek  : I  believe th e  sect in  F ra n c e  num bers 300 ,000  o r  
400 ,000  persons.

Mr. Justice Blackburn : T h ere m ay be other elem ents to show  
in san ity. W h a t  yo u  sa y  sounds a little like th at w a y , i f  th at was- 
one o f the things she entertained.

Mr. Jenckex: I f  you exam ine theological beliefs severed from  
th eir connection, you w ill find th at th ey  are all grotesque, and by  
third parties m ight be deemed to savour o f  in sanity.

Mr. Justice Blackburn : Y o u  m isunderstand m e. N o  one fo r  
a  m om ent supposes th at the en tertain in g o f  a n y  p articu lar belief, 
how ever absurd it  m ay be thought, is evidence o f  in s a n ity ; never
theless, it  m ust alw ays be an elem ent to be taken into account in  
considering w hether a person in other m atters does not show  
in san ity.

M n . Jinckejt: T h a t is the v ery  question I  raise in  readin g th is  
A ffid avit, and I  sa y  the w hole o f th e w ron g clone has been based 011 
a m isconception b y  the Com m issioners, who ought to have know n  
better. T h e  learned counsel then proceeded to argu e in  favou r o f  
religious lib erty, and renew ed his charge against the Com m issioner* 
o f deliberately ignorin g the righ t o f  belief.

Lord Chief Justice Cockburn: T h ere m a y b e  m istaken ju d g 
m ent, but th at does not make them  crim inally liable.

Mt>. .T fvo k en  : S u re ly  culpa lata and dolus are the sam e?
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Me . Justice B iackbubit: G ro ss negligence is, not the m atter, 
but it  w ould be evidence o f  it.

M n . Jejtcken: B u t  doltis, which arises from it  because o f  the 
v e ry  nature o f  their oath. H e  then pointed out th at the oath o f  
the Com m issioners w as not an ordinary oath ; it  embodied the w ord  
“ discreetly,”  and bound the Com m issioners to conduct them selves 
not only faithfully and law fu lly, but to use the utmost discretion, 
and he added : W e  sa y  th ey have broken their oath in allow ing this 
wom an--------

Loed Chief Justice Cockbuen : W e  cannot gran t a crim inal 
inform ation against them  because o f that.

Me . Je>'Cken : I f  their oath is o f the nature o f a rule, th ey must 
pursue--------

Loed Chief Justice Cockbuen : Y o u  m ust really show that 
they have kept this lad y in  unlaw ful im prisonm ent on the ground o f  
insanity, know ing her to be sane. W h a t  is the evidence o f that ?

Me . Jkxckex ; T h e evidence of that lies in the A ffid avit w hich I  
have got.

Loed Chief J ustice Cockbuen : Just tell us what it is.
T h e follow ing A ffid avit w as then read b y  co u n se l:—

I ,  L o u isa L o w e, late o f U p o tte ry  V icarage, in the county o f  
D evon , now  o f (i, B edford P lace, R ussell Square, make oath and s a y :

1 .  T h at on the 2 5 th  day o f Septem ber, 1 8 7 0 , 1  w as incarcerated in  
the A sylu m  for L u n atics, called B rislin gton  H ouse, near B risto l, in  
the county o f  G loucester, upon an order for the reception o f private  
patients, signed b y  m y husband, the R e v . G eorge L o w e, and in  
accordance w ith the m edical certificates o f D r. Thom as Shapter, o f  
E x e te r, dated the 2 5 th  d ay o f Septem ber, 1 8 7 0 ,  and o f M r. A rth u r  
K em pe, surgeon (since deceased), likewise o f  the said city  o f E x e te r, 
dated the 2 4 th  day o f Septem ber, 1 8 7 0 .  T h e said order for tlie 
reception o f private patients, and the said medical certificates, and  
also the notice o f admission, bearing date the 2 7 th  day o f Septem ber, 
1 8 7 0 ,  are produced to me at the time o f  m y sw earing this m y  
A ffid avit, and are m arked as E x h ib it A .

2 . T h at I  w as m arried to the said E e v . G eorge L o w e  on the 1 s t  
o f Septem ber, 1 8 4 2 ;  and that b y  the said m arriage I  had several 
children, o f whom  six  are now  living.

3 . T h a t for m an y years d u ring the said m arriage m y said husband  
and m yself lived together, but I  was compelled on different occasions 
to leave m y home, and reside p artly  abroad, and p artly  at O xford and  
other places. D u rin g  such absences from  m y home I  w as almost 
invariably accompanied b y some o f m y children, w ith whose education  
and care I  w as solely entrusted by m y said husband up to the tim e  
o f m y incarceration.

4 . Som e time in the m onth o f Septem ber, in  the said year 1 8 7 0 ,  
I  had v ery  serious differences w ith m y said husband, and on that 
occasion I  w en t to E x e te r, at w hich place I  took apartm ents in  the  
house o f M iss Kadford, o f  2 3 ,  E a s t  Southernhay. I  remained at these
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apartm ents for a  short tim e. D u rin g  m y  stay’ a t the said apartm ents  
m y husband visited me, accom panied b y  m y  eldest daughter. H e  
requested m e to retu rn  to the V ica ra g e  o f U p o tte ry  forthw ith. T h is, 
how ever, I  declined to do w ithout being allowed furth er tim e for 
reflection.

5 .  I  refused to com ply w ith  his request, as I  believed th at m y  so 
return in g to the V ica ra g e  o f U p o ttery , or even w alking out w ith him  
as he then requested me to do, or seeing him  again in  p rivate, w ould  
constitute legal condonation, and for this reason I  resolved to refuse  
him  furth er ad m ittan ce; and I  locked m yself into m y  room, w here I  
received m y  daughter, but declined adm itting m y h u sb an d ; w hereupon  
he w en t aw ay, ostensibly to  return  to U p o ttery .

G. T h a t the n ext m orning, on looking out o f m y  w indow , I  saw  
m y  said husband w alking tow ards m y  lodgings, and w as directly  
afterw ard s told b y  m y landlady some one w an ted  to see m e on 
business, w hose name she refused to give, and not u n til the third  
application for adm ittance b y  the said lan dlady did she inform  me th at 
it  w as M r . A rth u r  K em p e, a  surgeon (since deceased). T h is, how ever, 
I  did not believe, and therefore continued locked in  till such tim e in  
the afternoon as I  thought m y  said husband w ould have left E x e te r.

7 . T h a t m y  fears o f m eeting m y said husband arose from  the  
belief he had legal pow er to force me home. I  also believed th at though  
th e law  allowed him  violen tly to take m e from  the house I  w as in, he 
w as nevertheless not likely to do so.

8 . T h a t on the said day, nam ely, Satu rd ay, the 2 3 r d  o f  
Septem ber, 1 8 7 0 ,  so soon as I  considered th at m y  husband h ad left  
E x e te r, I  called at a friend’s house and asked her to shelter me, w hich

. she refused, on the ground she could not exclude m y  husband i f  he 
cam e to take me aw ay.

9 . T h a t I  thereupon returned to m y said lodgings, and found the  
k ey had been abstracted from  m y sitting-room  door, w h ich  greatly  
alarm ed m e. I  insisted on the restoration o f  the k ey, and w ith  great  
difficulty obtained it. I  then again  locked m yself in, only opening  
the door sufficiently from  tim e to tim e to take in  the articles required  
fo r m y  tea.

1 0 .  T h a t after p artaking o f  m y  tea I  called iipon D r . T .  Sh apter, 
a  m edical practitioner residing in  E x e te r  and an  old friend o f the  
L o w e  fam ily, and I  asked him  to recom m end m e another lodging, 
tellin g him  I  distrusted m y  landlady, and also the various fears and  
anxieties hereinbefore related.

1 1 .  1 'u lly  aw are a t  t!>e tim e th at m y  m anner w as agitated, and  
th a t I  w as trem bling from  head to foot w ith  cold and fear, I  dreaded  
D r . Sh ap ter m ight thin k m e insane. T h is fear arose from  m y  havin g  
been m ade aw are th at in  form er years a  report to th at effect had been  
circulated and m u st have been kn ow n  to him. T h e  above-nam ed  
rep ort had arisen from  m y  havin g through m y  earlier m arried life  
beeti often in  a  condition approaching hysterical m ania, though n ever  
und er a n y kind o f restrain t or incapacitated for dom estic duties, and  
therefore I  deemed it  ju s t  and rig h t to tell D r . Sh ap ter in  professional

8
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confidence the circum stances which had induced th at abnorm al 
condition, and which, I  im parted to him, could be substantiated b y  
letters then in L o n d o n , in  the hpuse o f a friend. I  disclosed these 
facts the m ore readily in  tru st that, through his great professed regard  
for the L o w e  fam ily, he w ould contradict a n y reports th at m ight 
injure m y  children’s prospects, and rem ove the im pression th at m y  
brain had ever been affected otherwise than sym pathetically.

1 2 .  T h a t being u nw illin g to go alone and unattended to an hotel 
so late in  the evening— it being then between eight and nine o’clock 
— I  let D r. Sh ap ter reconduct me to m y lodgings, where he held some 
private conversation w ith  the landlady, and w en t aw ay. Th rough  
some oversight I  left m y parlour door open a few  m inutes, during  
w hich tim e the said M r . A rth u r  K em pe, surgeon (since deceased), 
cam e in, on the plea th at he then happened to be in  the house, and  
called for old acquaintance’ sake. B e in g  so unhappy, I  glad ly received  
the said M r . A rth u r  K em p e as an old acquaintance o f m y fam ily and  

' form er accoucheur, though he had not attended me professionally for
sixteen years. I  told him m y troubles and the causes that had  
driven m e from  home. I  related to him  the circum stances I  had  
told D r . Sh apter, and I  say th at neither to M r . A rth u r  K em pe nor 
to D r. Sh ap ter did I  assert th at m y said husband had an adulterous 
connection in  E x e te r  or elsewhere. M r . A rth u r  K em pe then urged  
m e to go to rest, and accompanied mu to m y room-door, w here  
I  found the key had been abstracted. M r . A rth u r  K em p e furth er  
stron gly urged me not to ask for the key, but to retire to rest w ith  
m y  door unfastened, which I  however refused to do,- and on his 
leavin g me I  insisted on the k e y  being restored to me. T h e servan t- 
girl first denied there ever havin g been a  key to the door, but upon 
being pressed d rew  it  from  under the' door-m at, where it  was con
cealed: On pulling the bell-rope for hot w ater, 110 sound w as made,
and 011 exam ination I  found the bell muffled.

1 3 .  T h e  n ext m orning I  w en t out, and, finding m yself w atched, 
did not return  to m y  lodgings, but, after posting a telegram , w en t  
to breakfast at the Clarence H o tel. A n d  I  say  th at iny telegram  
w as perfectly rational, and w as sent in  Italian , on account o f m y  
fam ily being so w ell know n in E x e te r. Tho w ords w ere, “  Sono in  
pericolo e strem o ; venite i n s t a n t a m e n t e w h i c h  telegram  w as  
returned b y  the T elegraph  Office, m y friends being out o f tow n . 
T h a t after breakfasting a t  the Clarence H otel, as aforesaid, I  
w en t to T o rq u ay to see m y  dear friend and sister-in -law  M iss  A n n a  
L o w e , at whose house I  slept th at night, and returned to E x e te r  
on the evening o f the follow ing day, the 2 5th  Septem ber, intending  
to sleep at m y lodgings, and go back to m y children a t A lversto k e as 
soon as m y things should be ready.

1 4 .  T h a t on reaching the said M iss R ad ford ’s house, I  found m y  
apartm ents given up. I n  consequence, I  w en t to the Clarence H o tel, 
an d  took m y tea in the ladies’ coffee-room, several persons being  
present. W h ils t  so stayin g a t the said hotel, at about eight o’clock  
in  the evening, a fem ale servant ru dely presented herself, and barred
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my exit as I  was crossing the lobby of the said hotel. 1  was then 
conducted into an omnibus, and conveyed to the St. David’s llailway 
Station, in the said town of Exeter, and from thence transported to 
the said Brislington House, near Bristol, in the county of Gloucester, 
a large asylum for lunatics, containing about two hundred patients. 
The licensed proprietors of the said asylum are Dr. Fox and his son 
Dr. Charles Fox.

15. On my arrival at the said asylum for lunatics I  was ushered 
into a waiting-room, and then conducted to a small bedroom, with a 
grated window, on an upper floor. A few days subsequent to my 
incarceration, I  wrote to Dr. Fox, complaining of the great dis
comforts and annoyance I  was exposed to, and of which said letter 
the following is a copy :—

Brislington House, October 1st, 1870.
To D r . F ox , S e n ij .

D e a r  S m ,—U ntil i t  shall please Gocl to raise m e up a deliverer, 
I  hope obediently and quietly to follow the rules of your house; but would 
i t  be inconsistent with your duties as my gaoler to mitigate somewhat my 
position ? I  suffer horribly from the blasphemous obscenities and tho 
maniacal cries which greet my ears day and night. Could I  not be 
removed to No. 3 W ard, where there are no violent maniacs P In  addition 
to  this, proximity to your large call-bell is a great trial, and I  fancy there 
is also a gong upon the premises—at least, I  have heard something I  took 
for one, or it  may be my auditory nerves are becoming afl'ected. The pacing 
about, under a servant’s orders, is, of course, a great trial to  me, but would 
be more endurable if, in the intervals, I  m ight sit in my own room, and seek 
peace and strength where alone they are to be found—in communion w ith 
m y own heart, and my God. As to spirit-writing, no amount of suffering 
shall ever make me deny my convictions th a t God is at this time visiting His 
people, and if  H e chooses to promulgate truths through a weak, imperfect 
woman, who shall gainsay Him  P B ut this is certainly not the place for 
intellectual excitement of any kind, and I  last night burned every scrap 
here, and do not intend again cultivating the gift of mediumsliip while I  
am  in your house. I  am, and always was, of a very susceptible tempera
ment. Last night I  was rudely awoke out of my first sleep by your matron’s 
bursting into my room on the plea there was ta lk ing ; nor does she ever 
now see me in the passage, or Mrs. H ill’s room, w ithout hectoring me back 
to  the saloon and its maniacal inmates. Be assured you and your colleagues 
are being made tools in a very wicked plot.—I  am, dear Sir, faithfully yours,

Louisa Lowe.
16. The ill-usage and neglect set forth in the said letter con

tinued for the whole of the time of my stay at Brislington House, 
and I  say that my sufferings were greatly intensified by the fact of 
my being constantly placed in contact with incurable maniacs, one 
of whom terrified me by repeatedly threatening to take my life.

17. I  was removed, some time in November, from the central house 
of the said asylum for lunatics, to an outlying villa called Heath 
House, and at which place I  continued detained until the 14th 
February, 1871.

18. During my incarceration at Brislington House I  wrote several 
letters to persons of note and to family friends, and I  say that I

/
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duly delivered the said letters to the proper person or persons 
entrusted with the delivery to the post-office of all letters written by 
the patients confined in the said asylum for lunatics, but that none 
of the said letters, so far as I  have been able to trace, have been 
delivered to the persons as directed. Some three months after
wards, I  was informed by Dr. Fox that the letters I  had written and 
handed to the person entrusted with the posting had all been 
sent to other than the persons to whom they were addressed, and I  
say that the said Dr. Fox, in so wrongfully delivering, or causing 
my letters to be delivered as aforesaid, contravened the Act of 
Parliament the 25 and 2 0  Viet., cap. iii. sec. 40; and I  say that I  
believe this illegal act was done with the knowledge and consent of 
the said Lunacy Commissioners.

19. Some time in the middle of the month of October, 1870, and 
about three weeks subsequent to my incarceration, two of tho 
Commissioners in Lunacy, namely, James Wilkes and Eobert 
Wilfred Skeflington Lutwidge, visited Brislington House, and I  was 
then on that occasion' for the first time introcl uced to the said 
Commissioners. I  M as then informed by the said Commissioners 
that they desired to speak with me in private, but previously to 
their taking me on one side for that purpose, the said Dr. Fox came 
up to me and requested me to admit to him that I  had been properly 
detained. This 1 indignantly refused to do. The said Dr. Fox there
upon went up to the said Mr. Wilkes and conversed with him for 
some time in an undertone. About half an hour afterwards, the 
said Commissioners sent for me, and on entering the private room 
in which they were, I  found the said Mr. Wilkes seated at a table 
with a large open ledger before him. At the head of a page full of 
close writing I  saw my name in large letters. Mr. Lutwidge was 
opposite to Mr.” AVilkes. Mr. Wilkes first addressed me, and said,
“ You are not very happy at home, I  h e a r a n d  then began interro
gating me about things some of which had occurred twenty-five or 
twenty-six years ago, none of them less than several years ago. Mr. 
Wilkes then turned the conversation to Spiritualism. I  referred 
him to that portion of William Howitt’s second volume of “ The 
History of the Supernatural,” in which he treats of its being as easy 
for bad spirits to communicate as for good, and told him I  held 
the same views, and that I  thought passive writing had a deep 
religious significance, to wliich remarks Mr. Lutwidge exclaimed,
“ Oh, books and theology!” and soon after a call-bell was rung, and 
the two proprietors of the said asylum for lunatics, namely, Dr. Fox 
and Dr. Charles Fox, with another, came in, and I  was ordered to 
leave the room.

2 0 . Some time in the month of January, 1871, the said lunatic 
asylum was visited by the Gloucestershire magistrates and visiting- 
physician Dr. W. Budd; and I  was informed by the said physician 
that I  might expect speedy liberation.

21. On the 14th day of February, 1871,1 was removed to the 1 
Lawn House, Hanwell, the private licensed asylum for lunatics of
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Dr. Henry Maudsley, situated in the county of Middlesex, who made 
the statement to the Commissioners of which tho following is a 
copy:

P r iv a t e  P a t ie n t — S t a t e m e n t .
I  have this day seen and examined Louisa Lowe, a private patient, 

received on the 14tli day of February, 1871, pursuant to  an order dated 9th 
of February, 1871, and hereby certify th a t w ith respect to mental state, she 
is suffering from delusions which have the character of insane delusions, but 
which she believes were communications received from the spirits; and that 
w ith respect to bodily health and condition, she is in good health.

H e n r y  M a u d sl p .y , M .D .,
Proprietor of Lawn House, Hanwell, "\V.

Dated this 18th day of February, 1871. 1

2 2 . Iu  tho month of March, 1871, the said Commissioner, Mr. 
Lutwidge, visited the said private asylum in which I  was confined. 
At this interview the said Commissioner asked me one, and only one 
question, and that in reference to Spiritualism, namely, “ Do you still 
believe your hand was guided ?” to which I  replied, “ I  do.” IIo 
then said ho should prefer leaving the question to colleagues better 
acquainted with metaphysics than himself; and to this remark I  
replied that it was cruel and monstrous I  should be incarcerated on 
account of my metaphysical or religious opinions; and that no account 
should be taken of tho perfect' and uninterrupted propriety of my 
conduct through the six months, or thereabouts, of my incarceration, 
or words to that effect; and I  then asked whether it would not bo 
possible for mo to have a jury, and how l should obtain one, to which 
he replied, “ I t  is very possible, but very undesirable; we always advise 
ladies under these circumstances to keep quiet.”

23. On several occasions, between the months of December, 1870, 
and February, 1871, I  wrote to the Commissioners in Lunacy, com- 
plaining of my detention, and asking for an inquiry ; but to none of 
these letters did I  receive any reply. On the 27th of February, 1871, 
I  made a fourth application to the said Commissioners in Lunacy, o f 
which the following is a copy:—

The Lawn, Hanwell, February 27th, 1871.
G e n t l e m e n ,—Suffer me once more to implore an early examination w ith 

a  view to my discharge, for which I  understand you to possess full powers,, 
irrespective of my consigners’ inclinations. I  have now been many months 
avowedly on.probation.—I  am, Gentlemen, yours faithfully,

L o u isa  L o w e .

24. Jfot having received any reply to my previous letters, I  again 
wrote to the Commissioners in Lunacy on the 13th of May, 1871 v 
and of which the following is a copy :—

The Lawn, Hanwell, May 13th, 1871.
G e n t l e m e n ,— I n  November la s t, a t  a  p r iv a te  in te rv ie w  w ith  th e  

G lo u ceste rsh ire  m a g is tra te s  a t  B ris lin g to n , I  w a s  reca lled , a n d  to ld  I  m ig h t.
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certainly expect to be out before Christmas. Shortty afterwards Mr. Lowe 
stayed w ith I)r. Fox, and after his visit I  was informed my incarceration was 
to continue at least three months longer. No reason was assigned. Both, 
then, before and since my medical attendant acknowledged my conduct and 
conversation to be entirely and uniformly rational and becoming. Early in 
January, on occasion of my sister’s desiring my removal hither, Dr. Fox 
himself told mo he would n o t  certify me insane for the purpose; ho also 
told her the 'same, as I  can prove to you by her letters. I  naturally 
hereupon demanded my discharge, but was told I  was to stay on probation. 
The magistrates again saw m eat this period, conversed with me, examined my 
matron, and professed themselves satisfied I  was fit for immediate discharge. 
By your kind permission, I  came here on the 14th of February without any • 
certificate of present unsoundness. So soon as I could reasonably expect him to 
form any opinion. Dr. Maudsley told my family there was no ju s t cause of 
detention, and communicated w ith Mr. Lowe to that efl'ect. My husband, 
however, declined to release me. My object in now troubling you, Gentle
men, is, to  entveat I  may be allowed a jury, should you still shrink from 
setting one free contrary to Mr. Lowe’s wishes. The income I  bring my 
husband, from £1000 to £1200 a-year, entitles me, I  conceive, to this 
expense.—I  am, Gentlemen, yours faithfully,

Louisa Lowe.

25. Some timo in the summer of 1871,1 represented to Dr. ITenry 
Maudsley, in tlie course of a1 conversation, the impropriety of detain
ing me at the Lawn, as the Commissioners must have known that I  
was not insane. To this lie replied: “ Oh, do you think they would 
let out such a firebrand as yourself?’’ or words to that effect.

26. Some time in the month of June following two of the Com
missioners in Lunacy—namely, Messrs. Wilkes and Lutwidge—again 
visited the said Asylum for Lunatics, The Lawn, and interviewed me. 
Previous to seeing me in private, the said Commissioners had a 
conference with Dr. Henry Maudsley. Mr. Wilkes on this occasion 
asked me whether all Spiritualists acted as I  had done. To which I  
replied : “ I  believe so for it is generally admitted that all mediums 
are deceived and do foolish things at first at the bidding of passive 
writing. Mr. Wilkes said : “ I f  the writing told you, you would 
separate from Mr. Lowe ?” To which I  replied: “ I'certainly should 
not on that ground.” He then urged me to be guided by a friend 
who was known to be strongly opposed to any litigation, and also by 
Dr. Maudsley; but I  would give no promise whatever. At this or 
some other point of the interview, Mr. Wilkes referred to his papers, 
and reminded me of what I  had told him at .Brislington concerning 
my private affairs as an insane delusion. I  told him I  had said 
nothing but the truth ; and if he would have read the correspondence 
I  offered him, he would have understood the case. To which he 
replied : “ What correspondence ?” and changed the subject. I  told 
him they must, in judging my Spiritualism, bear in mind I  had all my 
life been called a religious person, and considered approach to God 
the main end of life. Mr. Lutwidge said : “ Yes ; believed the Bible, 
and all that sort of thing,” or words to that effect. They then retired 
to another private conference with Dr. Maudsley, and went away.
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After their departure, Dr. Henry Maudsley informed me lie had told 
them he believed what I  stated to them respecting my private 
affairs was true, and that I  had not spoken of them in his house.

27. Soon after the said interview, I  addressed a letter to the said 
Commissioners in Lunacy, of which the following is a copy :—

T h e  L a icn , I la n w e ll,  June 13th, 1871.
To Messrs. Lutwidge and Wilkes.

G enti.hm en,—A t our interview on tlie 3rd instant you led me to 
expect a speedy and favourable change in my painful position. None such 
having- occurred, I  beg; the favour of your kindly informing me w hether I  
am to consider your then apparent intentions are altered. The following 
is an extract from a letter I  received from Mr. Lowe last n ig h t; he is now 
staying a t 7, Seymour Street, Poi'tman Square:—“ H ad Dr. Maudsley been 
a t  home when I  called, I  would only have told him  w hat he already knows, 
namely, th a t I  do not wish you to remain a t The Lawn one single hour 
longer, than he and the Commissioners deem it advisable you should be 
there.” You thus perceive Mr. Lowe casts the sole responsibility of my 
detention on yourselves, for Dr. Maudsley cannot act w ithout your 
sanction. Gentlemen, I  am utterly a t a loss as to why you condemn 
me. All you have been told of my antecedents is either u tterly  false, 
or grossly exaggerated; the attem pted suicide, on which you lay so 
much stress, occurred, in tho first place, sixteen years ago, and was, 
moreover, merely the carrying out of principles I  was known to hold, 
and which I  openly advocated, viz., th a t under certain circumstances suicide 
was right. I  have changed my views on. this head w ithin the last two 
years, but, a t any rate, it  seems strange th a t I  should he imprisoned now 
for things done many years ago. As to my belief th a t some unknown 
motive force is occasionally brought to bear on material objects by intelli
gence or intelligences extraneous to man, I  share it  w ith thousands in all 
countries. Certainly an indiscriminate compliance w ith all commands so 
given would be insanity, bu t I  deny having ever complied w ith any tha t 
were not wise or perfectly trivial, and submit that you have neither sought 
for nor obtained one particle of legal proof to tlie contrary. I  deny the 
righ t of anyone to extract pledges under pressure of a lunacy w arran t; but I  
think I  told you tha t some months ago, finding my sister apprehensive on 
th is subject, I  pledged myself to her hot to  act on so-called spirit-writing 
for a considerable time after my liberation, without her knowledge and 
approval. Gentlemen, I  am loth again to trouble the Lord Chancellor, if  I  
can in any way satisfy you I  am unjustly detained. I  am still more un
willing to injure my children by the expense of a public de lunatico 
inquirendo commission; this last will, however, be inevitable, unless I  can 
obtain from yourselves or the Lord Chancellor my liberation in tim e to 
stop the suit before Sir It. Malins,* th a t being based on the assumption I  am 
a  lunatic; if  it  is carried out, duty to my children will require my proving 
to the world the triviality of the grounds on which I  was consigned to 
Brislington, and the perfect rationality of my conduct and conversation 
from the hour I  arrived there, on the 25th of last September, to  the present 
time. W ith  many apologies for troubling you, and soliciting the favour of 
an early reply, I  am, Gentlemen, yours faithfully,

Louisa Lowe.

* This suit—“ Lowe v. Lowe ”—was finally heard before Vice-Chancellor Wickens, 
in May, 1872. Thus I was openly proclaimed a  lunatic in the Court of Chancery, 
and my property and rig h tsd ea lt with on the assumption I was one about two 
months after the final cancelling of the certificates.—L o u is a  Lowk.
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28. To my letter of the 13th of June I  received the following 
reply:—

M a d a m ,—The Commissioners direct me to  reply to your le tter of the 
13th instant, hy informing you tha t they have submitted to  the Lord 
Chancellor whether, under the circumstances of your case, the suit of Lowe 
v. Lowe is a proper proceeding for the protection of your property, and the 
disposition of your income during your detention as a person of unsound 
mind.—I  am, Madam, your obedient servant,

Mns. L o w e . Ch a r l e s  P a l m e r  P h il l ip s , Secretary.

29. On the 18th of June, 1871,1 again wrote to the said Commis
sioners in Lunacy, and of which letter the following is the only copy 
obtainable:—

June 18th, 1871.
G e n t l e m e n ,—W ill you allow one or two leading Spiritualists to meet 

you here a t your next visit, and testify whether my opinions are or are not 
identical w ith those of the highest judicial functionary in America, and other 
English public men, whose mere tenure of office is conclusive proof of 
sanity ? My conduct is and has been, as I  can prove hy numerous witnesses, 
uniformly rational.

To this letter I  received no reply.

30. On the 11th of August, 1871, I  again wrote to the said Com
missioners in Lunacy, of which letter the following is a copy:—

T he L a m i , H am cell, August 11th, 1871.
G e n t l e m e n ,—It is now very long since Dr. Fox refused to certify me 

insane, and I  have good grounds for believing Dr. Maudsley, if appealed to, 
would also decline certifying me a lunatic. Mr. Phillips’s letter of the 14th 
of J une, w ritten hy your instructions, implies doubts of my being legally 
insane a t your last visit. I f  this be so, surely I  am entitled to the benefit of 
the doubt. You can little realise the moral torture, the crushing misery, of a 
mad-house, if you do not shrink from needlessly prolonging such misery for a 
single day. Let me once again, Gentlemen, entreat you to examine dis
interested witnesses of my conduct during my captivity. I  believe there is 
not one who would not testify to  my perfect and uninterrupted sanity, and 
remove any hesitation you may feel to my immediate discharge. Trusting 
you will kindly give your attention to  my case,—I  am, Gentlemen, yours 
faithfully,

L o u is a  L o w e .
To which letter I  received no answer.

31. On the 1st of September, 1871, I  wrote to the said Commis
sioners in Lunacy respecting the bad state of drainage at The Lawn. 
Of this letter the following is a copy:—

The L a w n , H a m o tll , September 1st, 1871.
T o  T i i e  C o m m is s io n e r s  in  L u n a c y . .

G e n t l e m e n ,—My general health is and has been long suffering so 
severely from the bad drainage of The Lawn, th a t unless you contemplate my 
speedy enlargement, I  must solicit your kind interference, either to procure 
sanitary improvements here, or my removal to a healthier spot. My appli
cation will appear justifiable when you learn a garden pond, very near the
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house, receives a large amount of house sewage. The effluvium arising from 
it is, in certain atmospheric conditions, pestilential. Our in-door arrangements 
are also so bad, I  should long ago have laid them before the district officer had 
i t  been possible for me to communicate w ith him. Of course the other patients, 
though too ill to complain, m ust suffer as I  do from the miasma. Dr. and 
Mrs. Maudsley are now both absent on a to u r ; they are well aware of these 
nuisances, but seem unwilling to incur the expense of remedying them. I  
am sure you will consider this letter confidential, and, should you deem inter
ference right, see the necessity of not mentioning me as your informant.— 
I  am, Gentlemen, yours faithfully,

L o u is a  L o w e .

Of this letter no notice was taken.

32. Ou the 28th of September, 1871, two of the Commissioners 
in Lunacy, namely, Mr. John Forster and John Davies Cleaton, 
visited the said asylum for lunatics, and interviewed me in private. 
A t this interview Mr. Forster stated that the communications he 
had received from a near relative of mine greatly influenced him 
in sanctioning my further incarceration. At this interview I  handed 
a bundle of papers to the said Mr. Cleaton, containing dialogues with 
passive writing I  had written whilst incarcerated at The Lawn. On 
the same day I  addressed a letter to the Commissioners in Lunacy, 
of which the following is a copy:—

The Lawn, September 28th, 1871.
G e n t l e m e n .—As you have my medium writings for inspection, I  th ink  

i t  fair to express unequivocally my conviction th a t no so-called spirit- 
writings have any weight or value, as such, any more than human communi
cations. You will observe my addresses are to the G reat Father of all, and 
may therefore gather I  consider the replies as certainly divine. I  do n o t; I  
simply consider th a t all spirits are God’s subjects, and flee to  H im  for 
protection, as I  would complain to  an earthly master of the misconduct of 
his servants. I  emphatically deny that I  ever bu t once acted on medium 
communications to the possible detrim ent of anyone, and tha t I  most bitterly 
regretted at the time, as my diary would show. In  matters only concerning 
my personal comfort, I  felt at liberty to experimentalise concerning the tru th  
of statements w ithin reasonable limits. I  never told anyone of, or believed 
the slanders w ritten of mv husband and my daughter. The proof is, th a t she 
herself was w ith  me alone for a considerable tim e the following day, 
and we conversed on indifferent subjects as affectionately as usual. 
Further, immediately on my capture, I  wrote to one of the maids incrimi
nated solely by medium writing, expressing my full trust in her, and desire 
to  have her in my service as soon as I  should be free. Further, I  have 
duplicate of a letter I  -wrote to  Mr. Lowe as soon as 1 guessed he might have 
seen the books, telling him I  felt all w ritten against him  and my family to  
be “ lies and vilest calumnies.” This too will be evidence. Granted the 
reality of medium writing, I  do not see how I  am responsible for w hat is 
•written. H ad I  been unmolested, all these bad pages would have been 
burnt. I  strongly feel bu t two, courses are open for my liberation from 
a mad-house: either for gentlemen to see me entirely ignorant of alleged 
antecedents, and judge me simply by conversation and examination betore 
my friends or before me of my acts and conduct since I  came here ; or a trial' 
by jury, w ith proper legal advice and witnesses. I  should be glad to avoid 
the latter, if  possible; not on my own account, but for the sake of my family.
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Still, Gentlemen, if  you cannot judge me w ithout reference to  unproved 
assertions, and so satisfy yourselves I  am sane, 1  most heartily pray you will 
■use your utmost endeavours to have me tried before a ju ry  in open Court na 
soon as possible. Be assured the whole case has been so involved by con
fusing' together w hat rests on legal evidence w ith mediumistic assertions, 
learnt only by breaking of locks and abstracting of manuscripts, th a t nothing 
bu t cross-examination in a witness-box can elicit the plain truth. Can no 
rid media bo h it on p For example, an examination in London by Dr. L. 
Robertson and some of yourselves in the presence of two of my friends ? An 
instance of the unfairness I  speak of occurred to-day. As you say, I  was 
here tw enty years since. I  was suffering from nervousness, after an illness, 
and was brought to see Dr. Conolly for advice. He prescribed for me, and 
by his advice I  went to a water-establishment at Richmond. The doctor 
there annoyed me, and Dr. Conolly very kindly invited me to stay two or 
three days, till I  could learn Mr. Lowe’s wishes. I  was here as his guest, 
and then went to another water-cure at Malvern. This is a fair specimen of 
the way everything has been distorted. My having had charge of my 
children for years, and Mr. Lowe’s letters now a t my lawyer’s, refute all 
allegations of previous insanity. Gentlemen, I  beg you will forgive my 
troubling y o u ; I  can never express myself viva voce, and on this subject 
there must be no misapprehension.—Yours faithfully,

L o u is a  L o w e .

33. On the 2 nd October, 1871, I  again addressed a further letter 
to the said Commissioners in Lunacy, of which the following is 
a copy:—

The Lawn, Hamnett, October 1st, 1871.
G e n t l e m e n ,—You did, on Thursday last, pronounce me mad on 

account of “ inconsistency of mind,” in thinking Mr. Lowe, though naturally 
a good and noble character, by my own admission, to be now detaining 
me in a  mad-house for his own ends. W ill you, in the presence of 
m y solicitor, interrogate two eminent medical practitioners as to whether, 
in 18G8 and 1870, they did not severally so advise me as to account 
for the apparent inconsistency of my views P For obvious reasons, I  with
hold further particulars till I  get your answer. Gentlemen, I  am most 
cruelly and unjustly ilsed. On the 3rd of June, Mr. Wilkes condemned 
me “ because all Spiritualists are mad ”— ipso facto, irrespective of their con
duct in life; and now I  am indefinitely re-consigned to this hideous doom—this 
lingering death in life, this moral torture of incarceration among maniacs—on 
pretexts th a t would not deceive a child. And Mr. Forster buttresses himself 
w ith my sister’s supposed opinions. W hy, Gentlemen, your very raison d'etre 
is to protect the alleged lunatic not only from the wickedness but the amiable 
errors of kindred. I  must remind you that as each ground of detention has 
oozed out (for none has been honestly stated) I  have successively olfercd 
you legal evidence of its  falsehood, which you have pertinaciously ignored. 
As to Spiritualism, I  have once and again expressed to you, in writing, 
the extreme moderation of my views, and put on record months ago my 
conviction th a t the only authority of medium-writing lies in its agreement 
w ith conscience, thus putting it  exactly on a par w ith human counsel. I  
submit to you tha t before a ju ry  my witnesses must be heard, my evidence 
(including all my letters to you) must be weighed. Tho documents at
Mr. R --------- ’s—on the existence of which Messrs. Wilkes and Lutwidge
so insultingly cast a  doubt a t Brislington—will tell in my favour, and 
I  have no doubt of a trium phant acquittal. B u t I  warn you, Gentle
men, the scandal to society may be g reat; the injury to the happiness
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and prospects in life of two or tliree young families mast be serious; and 
the responsibility will be yours, and yours alone. Do you, of your own 
knowledge and from personal observation, certify me, a t the present time, 
legally and technically a lunatic p I f  not, when was I  last one ? On w hat 
day or in w hat month did I  commit my last insane act P I t  is your 
province and duty to ascertain this point, and if  the tim e allowed for 
probation has been exceeded by a single hour, to grant me instant 'discharge. 
Gentlemen, no men in  England—not even yourselves—are above law. . The 
law declares no sane person shall be incarcerated as a lunatic. I  d e n y  
I  am mad. I  again even assert the original certificates in E xeter were 
obtained and granted virtually on hearsay evidence. I t  is for you to 
investigate. I  can demand no more than my legal rights. I  will take no 
less. None but a criminal lunatic can be incarcerated during pleasure, or as 
a measure of precaution. Once more, Gentlemen, I  challenge your justice 
and sense of public duty, and, I  remain, yours faithfully,

L . L o w e .

P.S .—In  case you should be really so unacquainted w ith Spiritualism as 
to think it  an insane delusion, I  refer you for information to Mr. Bums, 
publisher, 15, Southampton Bow, Ilolborn, who will name to you many 
writing-mediums, and also inform you of the new Psychological Society, 
recently organised for the[special investigation of spiritualistic phenomena. I  
have this moment heard from my sister, and send you an extract from her le tte r : 
“ I  grieve to hear you spoke of Spiritualism to George. Y our having 
done so has forced on me the conviction your mind is npt in a healthy state. 
P u t away from you all thoughts of Spiritualism ; neither think nor speak 
upon the subject; and give up all thoughts of retaliation against George. 
B y resolutely persevering in this course, the Commissioners w ill become 
convinced of your sanity, and you will be released.” Gentlemen, I  cannot, 
w ill not believe tha t English officials can ever lend themselves to such 
injustice, because, forsooth, I  choose my own topics of thought and con
versation, and it  is imagined I  may “ re ta lia te” on my husband—th a t is, 
appeal to my country's laws through solicitor, counsel, and the proper courts 
for protection from m arital wrong,—I  am to be incarcerated for life ; for 
this is the alternative; my sister tells me plainly my incarceration, as far as 
my own family goes, shall only end w ith my submission. Gentlemen, I  
won’t  submit—I  will give no pledge whatever, under a moral thumbscrew. 
W ere I  the vilest woman in London—were Spiritualism avowedly and 
exclusively witchcraft—I  have a right to my liberty. I f  my husband has 
just cause of complaint, le t him sue in the proper courts. I t  is now a 
twelvemonth since coercion was avowed as the object o f incarceration. 
Gentlemen, it  is time you stopped this crime.

To this letter I  received the following reply:—

Office o f  Comm issioners in  L u n a c y ,
19, W hitehall Place, S .W ., October 4th.

M a d a m ,—I  have to acknowledge receipt of your letters to the Commis
sioners of the 28th ultimo and 1 st instant, and to inform your their contents 
w ill be fully considered by the Commissioners.—I  am, Madam, your 
obedient servant, C i ia h l e s  P a l m e r  P h i l l i p s , Secretary.

34. Some day in October, two Commissioners in Lunacy, namely, 
Dr. Nairn and Mr. Lutwidge, visited the said licensed mad-house, 
and saw me in private. I  conversed with Dr. Nairn, and I  say that 
throughout this interview I  was perfectly calm and’ self-possessed,
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an d  re ite ra ted  m y u rg e n t request to  be fo rthw ith  liberated . T his 
reasonable req u est w as re fu sed ; tb e  said Com m issioners alleging 
th a t  th ey  had  no power, bu t, correcting  them selves, rep lied  i t  w ould 
be co n tra ry  to  all e tiquette , because 1  was th en  in  an o th e r court 
th ro u g h  a  su it in  C hancery in s titu ted  by m y said husband, w hilst I  
was so incarcerated , to  ob tain  possession of certa in  p roperties settled  
upon  m e fo r m y separa te  use, and  yielding about .£500 a-year. 
N o tw ith s tan d in g  th e  occurrence o f th e  above-recited conversation, I  
w as rem oved, early  in  N ovem ber, from  th e  said p rivate  m ad  house, 
called T he L aw n, to  O tto  H ouse, H am m ersm ith , an  asylum  for 
luna tics , con ta in ing  from  th ir ty  to  fo rty  lunatics, m any  of« them  o f a 
v io len t o r incurab le  descrip tion .

35. On the 27th of October, 1871, I  again wrote to the said 
Commissioners in Lunacy, of which letter the following is a copy :—

G e n t l e m e n ,— By your informing me a week ago tha t the Board had 
communicated w ith my husband, you not unnaturally raised hopes that my 
liberation was decided on. Continued incarceration proves them  fallacious. I  
now make you one more offer w ith a view of establishing my sanity, tha t a t 
any rate my children may hereafter see no effort has been wanting on my 
part to avoid a publicity injurious to them. I  assume your non-acceptance 
of my offer of the Oth instant is an admission you are satisfied my actions 
have been and are sane, and conclude you still condemn me on the ground 
th a t so-called inediumship is a chimera, an insane delusion. I , on the con
trary, assert it  is a reality, and maintain a careful inspection of all the books 
abstracted from my desk will prove it  to be such. I  believe these manu
scripts are now a t Dr. Maudsley’s, 0, Hanover Square. They consist of 
dialogues in various hands, one of Vliich I  assert to bo mine, and expressive 
of my thoughts; the others produced by extraneous intelligence or intelli
gences, using my hand, through w hat some call the psychic force, to express 
their thoughts. Of the nature of this intelligence I  say nothing, for I  know 
nothing; nor does its quality at all affect its reality, which is all that con
cerns the Board. I  petition these books, after being shown me for identifica
tion, may be submitted to two umpires—one chosen by the Board, and 
another, a Spiritualist, chosen by me—who shall decide whether their origin 
is w hat I  assert, or a fraudulent forgery—the only other alternative. For such 
forgery i t  must he borne in mind there was no conceivable m otive; and I  
have already endured for thirteen months the most horrible moral torture 
th a t can be inflicted on a rational and cultivated woman, rather than acknow
ledge i t  to be such. I t  would, of course, also be right the umpires should 
ascertain my character and principles through life by application to referees. 
Gentlemen, I  earnestly hope, for your own saltes, as for mine, you will not 
turn a deaf ear to my request. Had you not, at Brislington, rejected the
perusal of the documents I  offered you, which are still a t Mr. I t ------'s, it  is
scarcely credible you would have condemned me. Since then I  have a t each 
interview offered you strong w ritten evidence of the illegal motives of my 
consigner, and of my sane conduct; you have declined looking a t it. Lastly, 
on the Gth instant, I  proffered the expenses of a travelling commission to be 
sent to investigate my conduct for a year previous to incarceration, by 
examination of local witnesses. All these chances of vindication you have 
denied me. Gentlemen, if rejecting this last you continue my terrible im
prisonment among maniacs, or connive at any curtailment of my liberty else
where, w hat will be your own position' before the country when all becomes 
known, as it  must do at an inquisition ? The fate of an obscure old woman,
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immaterial in itself, may yet bring vividly before the public mind the insecu
rity  of individual freedom, the u tter friendlessness and unprotectedness of 
alleged lunatics.—I  am, Gentlemen, yours faithfully,

Louisa Lowe.
To this letter I  received the following reply :—

Office o f  Comm issioners in  L u n a c y ,
19, W hitehall Place, S.W ., 28th October, 1871.

M a d a m ,—Your lotter of the 27th instant shall be laid before the Com
missioners as soon as possible. The Commissioners are in correspondence 
w ith your husband upon your case, and daily expect his reply to a question 
pu t by the Board.—I  am, Madam, your obedient servant,

M bs. L o w e . C h a r l e s  P a l m e r  P h i l l i p s , Secretary .

3G. In  consequence of the said proceedings in Chancery, an inqui
sition was ordered, in. prospect of which my said husband consented 
to my immediate liberation and reunion with my children ; and I  say 
that after mv said husband had so consented, I  was detained at Otto 
House for about three weeks without any reasonable cause warranting 
my further detention, and with full knowledge, as I  allege, on the part 
of the Commissioners, of my perfect sanity and fitness to manage my 
own affairs. And I  further say that, before releasing me from incar
ceration, and as a condition of such release, I  was required to accept 
in writing certain conditions imposed by the Commissioners, namely, 
that I  should remain under the power of. the original certificates of 
lunacy, and reside under a keeper in a specified place.

- 37. At the end of December, 1871, or the beginning of January, 
1872,1 was discharged from Otto House and removed to the aforesaid 
apartments, No. 9, Bedford Place, Bussell Square, in charge of the 
said keeper, at which apartments I  remained until the end of the pro
bationary time prescribed in the order of my liberation.

38. And I  say that in consequence of the protracted incarceration 
I  have been so unjustly and cruelly submitted to, and the want of all 
reasonable amusement and change, the (at times) unwholesomeness 
of the food allowed me, the rudeness and even violence of temper of 
some of tho superintendents, my health had greatly suffered, and for 
several months afterwards i  was in a most precarious and feeble 
state, and wholly unable to attend to my business. That owing to 
the sufferings I  had undergone, I  had contracted an affection of the 
heart, as will appear from the certificate of Dr. Walsh, produced to 
me on swearing this my Affidavit, and marked as Exhibit B. And as 
will further appear from the certificate of Dr. Cutmore, produced 
to me at the time of my swearing this Affidavit, and marked as 
Exhibit C.

39. During the time that I  was detained at No. 0 , Bedford Place, 
I  was visited on behalf of my legal adviser, Mr. John White, of
11, Bedford Bow, solicitor, by Dr. Rhys Williams, of Bethlehem 
Hospital, who made an affidavit in reference to and affirming my 
sanity, and of which an office copy is produced to me at the time of 
my swearing to this Affidavit, and marked as Exhibit D.
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40. On tlie 7th November, 1872,1 received from the Kev. William 
Johnstone a letter in reply to mine of the 5th of that month, of 
which the following is a copy :—

4, Grace Terrace, Bishop Wearmouth, Sunderland, 
November 7tli, 1872.

M y  d e a r  M r s . L o w e ,—I  beg: to acknowledge your letter of the 5th 
instant, and am sorry tha t you had the additional trouble of a journey to 
Ipswich. I  should be glad to help you in the m atter desired to tho best of 
my ability, bu t not having continued to take notes of my visits to the 
inmates of Brislington House a t the time of your being there, I  do not so 
recollect the particulars of your case that I  could make an affidavit on the 
subject such as you desire. This I  do recollect, That you were able to con
verse on the subjects discussed by us as any sane lady would d o ; aud that I  
felt surprised tha t you should be an inmate of the asylum. Mrs. Johnstons 
and myself are truly sorry th a t you should be so troubled; and we trust that 
you will be able to  get clear of i t  w ithout having recourse to the expensive 
tribunal of the law. _ I  am glad to add tha t we are comfortably placed here, 
and the climate suits us. Mrs. Johnstone unites w ith me in very kind 
regards, and I  am ever, dear Mrs. Lowe, yours faithfully,

W il l ia m  J o h n s t o n e .

41. I  further say that, in incarcerating me in mad-houses or lunatic 
asylums, the perpetrators of this act have been guilty of the grossest 
oppression and wrong; that in asserting my belief in the phenomena 
and teachings generally known as Sjriritualism, I  do but accept the 
teachings of a recognised and A*erv numerous religious body, which,

- on the 21st November, 18G7, wa3 duly registered under the 18th and 
3 19th Victoria, cap. 81, as “ The Spiritual Church.” 
j 42. And I  say that though I  have in no wise seceded from the Church 
J  of England, I  am at perfect liberty to accept the teachings and 
:» follow the practices of “ The Spiritual Church;” and that any attempt 

.x at repression by coercive means is in violation of the law, and renders 
.all persons so transgressing amenable to the criminal law of England.

43. And I  further say that the essential doctrines of Spiritualism 
conform to the formularies of the Church of England and other 
established Christian bodies.

44. And I  say that, in attempting to coerce me into a renunciation of 
the opinions I  hold all sacred, the Commissioners have made me the 
victim.of the most cruel oppression and religious persecution.

45. And I  further say the said Commissioners have grossly neglected 
their duty in continuing my incarceration after they had been 
informed that the views 1  entertained then, and entertain still, but in 
a more advanced form, are held by hundreds of thousands of educated 
persons in all countries.

4G. And I  further say that the said Commissioners in Lunacy are 
also • chargeable with criminal neglect, in not only sanctioning my 
improper illegal incarceration at the licensed private mad-house called 
“ The Lawn,” but in not there and then inquiring into my occupations 
and amusements, as directed by the Lunacy Act, the 8th and 9th 
Viet., cap. 1 0 0 , sec. 4, and in suffering me to be for many months
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deprived of all rational and healthful change and variety of employ
ment, subjected to a long course of unfriendly and discourteous 
treatment, subjected to annoyances and privations injurious to my 
health, and in all respects fed and maintained at the said asylum of 
“ The Lawn ” in a style wholly incommensurate with the large sums 
paid for my support.

And I  further say that the writing called passive writing is an act 
wholly apart from any conscious volition or effort on the part of the 
writer, and is well known as such to all Spiritualists, and, I  am 
informed and believe, is practised by many thousands in England, 
1'rance, and America, and that the school or sect known as the fol
lowers of Allan Kardec practise passive writing at their public meet
ings as part of their religious worship.

Sivorn, Nov. 22, 1872.

After the reading of the Affidavit, and some remarks by the 
Court and by Counsel,

M e . Justice Biackbuen said: By this Affidavit it would not 
appear that the Commissioners had ever made any inquiry at all. 
I f  they made an inquiry, and came to the conclusion bond fide, even 
if it were a mistaken conclusion, that she was a person who was 
dangerous to be at large, you would have no more. You ought 
to show what that inquiry was.

Mr. Jencken: The whole of the evidence is in the hands 
of the other side.

Loed Chief Justice Cockburn: Up to this moment there is 
not a shadow of foundation for saying that the Commissioners have 
acted wrongly. They may have been mistaken; on that I  pronounce 
no opinion. But where is there the slightest shadow of proof of any 
intentional misconduct on their part ?

Mh. Jencken : I f  the Commissioners are so neglectful—
Loed Chief Justice Cockbuen: W o do not grant criminal 

informations on that.
Me . Jencken : And allow an alleged lunatic to remain in prison—
Loed Chief J ustice Cocicbuen: N o, no; there are other forms 

of proceeding.
Me . Jencken : The difficulty we have to deal with is this. In 

the first instance she is a married woman.
Loed Chief Justice Cockbuen : You see, we have nothing to 

do with your difficulty. You are asking ns for a criminal information 
against the Commissioners on the ground of intentional misconduct; 
on the ground that, knowing this lady to be sane, they have kept her 
in imprisonment as being insane. The scientia, the knowledge, 
the intention, is the whole substance of the inquiry with reference to 
criminal proceedings.

Me . Jencken : Then, my Lord, why does the Act say you shall 
act “ discreetly” ?

Loed Chief Justice Cockburn : We are not to constitute our
selves judges of the discretion exercised upon a matter of criminal 
information. You are asking us to institute criminal proceedings.
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Me . Justice Blackburn : You seem to think that if they made 
an error in judgment, they are to be punished; not that I  mean 
to say or see any grounds in the materials brought before us for 
saying they did commit an error in judgment.

Mb . Jencken: They refused to read the evidence.
Me . Justice Blackburn :. They have not refused to read the 

evidence. They held an inquiry, and upon what grounds you have 
not brought before us at all. Having held an inquiry, they pro-, 
nounced her insane. You do not show us what the grounds were. 
You do not show us what evidence they refused to receive.

Me . Justice Mellor : As I  understand, she has been released 
for some time ?

M e. .Te n c k e n  : Yes, for some time.
M e . Justice M ello r  : For how long ?
M e. .Te n c k e n  : She was released at the beginning of the year, 

about April.
M e . Justice Blackburn : Not, as I  understand, released 

altogether, but allowed to go from the asylum, but still being attended 
by a keeper.

M e . Jencken : She was released in December; she remained 
under a keeper till April, so that her liberation dates from April.

Loud Chief Justice Cockburn ; Since April she has been 
entirely free from all restraint ?

M e . Jencken : Yes; but her health was so broken down she 
could do nothing, and it is only now she is sufficiently well to 
instruct her solicitor and come before this Court. My Lords, I  will 
not take up your time any further, if you really think I  ought not to 
press it.

Lord Chief J ustice Cockburn : I t  is quite plain that thero is 
no ground for this criminal information. I  pronounce no opinion 
whatever upon the discretion that has been exercised by these 
gentlemen, or on the want of i t ; that I  have nothing to do with; 
but I  see no indiscretion here that will in any way warrant us in 
saying these gentlemen did not act to the best of their judgment; 
nor do I  entertain the slightest doubt in the world that they exercised 
their judgment fairly. What object could they have for keeping this 
lady under confinement, if they had thought it right to release her?

M e . Jencken : The danger would be this, that if any particular 
views are entertained by one member of a family, the other members 
could use the lunatic asylum as a means of coercion.

M e . Justice Blackburn : Religious opinions are not in them
selves insanity, but they must be evidence to be taken into con
sideration.

Lord Chief Justice Cockburn : I  should imagine that from the 
position these gentlemen occupy they would all very well know, if 
there was anything that could confirm a person in peculiar religious 
opinions, it would be an attempt to coerce them out of them. There 
is 110 pretence for a criminal information here. There must bo no 
rule.
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A P P E N D I X .

I, W illiam Khts W illiams, of Bethlehem Itoyal Hospital, in 
the County of Surrey, Doctor of Medicine, make oath and say as 
follows:—

I  am the Resident Physician at the said Hospital, and the 
Lecturer on Mental Diseases at St. Thomas’s Hospital. On the 
twenty-second day of February last, and the first and ninth of 
March instant, I  had long interviews with the above-named Louisa 
Lowe, at No. 9, Bedford Place, Jlussell Square. I  attended her for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether or not she is of unsound mind.
I  had previously seen and read copies of the certificates of Dr. Shap
ter and Mr. Kempe, upon which the said Louisa Lowe was admitted 
into an asylum, and also of the certificates of Dr. l ’ox and ' 
Dr. Maudsley, under whose care she has since been. I  have also had 
three letters from her. Those certificates do not describe her present 
condition.. The said Louisa Lowe is evidently highly intellectual, 
and some of her views with regard to Spiritualism are not in accord
ance with the opinions of many at the present day ; but similar, and 
much more advanced opinions are held by many whose sanity has 
never been doubted, and I  do not consider them to be of the nature 
of insane delusions. On each of my three visits her conversation 
was at all times coherent, her behaviour and manners most ladylike; 
and even when pressed with regard to Spiritualism she betrayed no 
excitement, but defended her opinions in a calm and ladylike manner.
I  discovered no indication of insanity in the said Louisa Lowe.
I  consider her to be able and competent to manage her affairs ; and 
in my opinion she is not of unsound mind, or a fit and proper 
person to be detained in a lunatic asylum, or otherwise restrained in 
her liberty.

W . liHYS WILLIAMS.

Sworn at No. 11, Bedford llow, 
in the County of Middlesex, this 
13th day of March, 1872.


