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A Reflective Review on my Dissertation So Far

Male Suffragettes; a case study of Frederick Pethick Lawrence and the Men’s Political Union for Women’s Enfranchisement. Was the Fight for Women’s Suffrage a Gender War or Were Men Written out of the Historiography?
Abstract	
The purpose of this dissertation is to take a revisionist look at the historiography of the late nineteenth, early twentieth century’s movement to gain women’s enfranchisement in Britain. Most people know about the celebrated female leaders such as the Pankhursts and Millicent Fawcett, but how many have heard of Frederick Pethick Lawrence, the Men’s Political Union for Women’s Enfranchisement and the one hundred men who were arrested for their support of the cause? Little or no mention has been made about these individuals or groups of men in subsequent historiography of the movement, which tends to give the impression that the fight for women to gain the vote was a war between the sexes, men versus women. As with the female supporters there were men who only supported a constitutional campaign but for the purposes of this dissertation focus will centre on one radical group of male supporters who helped the Women’s Social and Political Union, (WSPU), to carry out militant tactics, the Men’s Political Union, (MPU), along with one male individual who gave up practically everything for the cause, Frederick Pethick Lawrence.
Aims/Objectives
The aim of the dissertation is to address some of the issues surrounding women’s enfranchisement; it appears to be a battle between the sexes, men stopping their female family members from gaining the vote, as they, as an entire entity, felt that they would not use it wisely. Is this a true summation of the campaign? If men supported the right for women to gain the vote were they acknowledged at the time and if so was there then a deliberate move by later feminists to take them out of the historiography to create the suffrage movement as a gender war? The aim of the dissertation will be to look at primary sources, such as newspaper reports, court records and society minutes to assess what role groups like the MPU had in the suffrage movement. Biographies, newspaper reports and WSPU minutes will be used to assess whether Fredrick Pethick Lawrence was truly a militant suffragette who has been written out of the historiography of the leadership of the movement. To understand whether the historiography of the ‘vote for women’ campaign changed over time secondary sources will be studied from various eras in British history from early twentieth century to the present day. 
 Methodology
After a summer of reading around the subject it was decided that there were too many characters and groups of men who supported the fight for Women’s Suffrage for a ten thousand word piece so a narrowing down of the subject matter was needed to present a general overview, followed by an in depth study of a group of militant male suffrage supporters and a main male character. To decide who to study primary sources from the early nineteenth century along with documents of the suffrage societies and prison and government records were used. 

Although there were many interesting men it was decided the dissertation would concentrate on Frederick Pethick Lawrence as he helped run the Women’s Social and Political Union and was arrested and force fed because of his work with them. This subsequently caused him to lose everything, his fortune, liberty and public standing, leaving him to be best remembered for his part in the division of India. As there has been very little historiography written about him and his work with the WSPU autobiographies on both Frederick Pethick Lawrence and his wife Emmeline, along with Emmeline, Sylvia and Christobel Pankhurst will have to be read to try and understand how the group of five worked together, how they felt about each other and when and why their relationship changed. Biographies like the one written by Vera Brittain, who got to know the Pethick Lawrences after the vote had been won will also help with the questions about how they were seen by others and what the split between them and the Pankhursts meant to any later historiography. 
After initial reading there appears to have been a number of male only suffrage societies, Angela V John names eleven in her book The Men’s Share? Masculinities, Male Support and Women’s Suffrage in Britain, 1890-1920. At the time of writing it is unclear as to which group will be studied, analysis will be undertaken of the Men’s League for Women’s Suffrage, the Men’s Political Union and the Welsh Trade Unions to find out which group had the most militant outlook. A trip will be taken to Manchester to the Manchester University John Rylands archive to look through the minute books and ephemera connected to the Men’s League for Women’s Suffrage to find out exactly what their stance on the women’s vote issue was, were they suffragists or militant suffragettes? Similarly the Women’s Library at the London School of Economics will be visited, where much is kept concerning the women’s suffrage in general as well as papers, minutes and other items connected to the Men’s Political Union. 
To find out the level of Welsh Trade Unions’ support the Welsh National library in Aberystwyth was contacted, to ask what, if any, archival material they had. A senior enquiries assistant sent back a very useful list of books, archives and journals including how to access them and how to join the library and book time to view the archival material. I would definitely recommend getting in touch with the Welsh National library if you’re not too sure what you want to find out or where the appropriate material is held.
The dissertation will be divided into three sections; an introduction, which will probably be written last, the main body followed by a conclusion. The introduction will give a general outline of the ‘votes for women’ movement and what they hoped to achieve. The groups that supported the cause but had a membership of men only will be mentioned followed by the reasoning behind picking whichever group is chosen and what they hoped to achieve in the early twentieth century. This will be followed by a similar rationale behind the choice of Frederick Pethick Lawrence, finishing with a general theory of, what is understand, at the present, of a countryside male support network that appears to have been written out of the subsequent historiography.
The main body of the work will be divide into three chapters, the first chapter, which is being worked on at the moment, will centre around Frederick Pethick Lawrence, his work with the WSPU and the consequences he faced by his involvement with the women’s movement. Biographies from the time or shortly after the vote was given, will be used to assess how Frederick Pethick Lawrence was viewed by his contemporaries, did he get on with the female leaders of the union or was he always an embarrassment to them? If possible records of his arrest could be accessed to see if there are any comments made by the men who came into contact with him during his time with the campaign but there might not be enough time to do this. The aim is to complete this section by mid-December so the holiday period can be used to research the next chapter.
The next chapter to be worked on is the one covering the male only group who supported the ‘votes for women’ campaign. Hopefully a group militant enough to class them as a suffragette movement will be found, certainly from preliminary work the Men’s Political Union appears to cover the brief. The MPU were involved in protecting the WSPU when out on protest, as well as organising large protest demonstrations some members used more militant tactics to get their message across; one member, Hugh Franklin, threw a stone at Winston Churchill’s house and set fire to a railway carriage. Although there seems to be more information about some of the other groups, having looked through the archives of the Men’s League for Women’s Suffrage the society appears to be too tame for the purpose of the dissertation as most of their campaigning seems to centre around newspaper articles or writing letters to Members of Parliament, in all they seemed to favour a constitutional campaign. The research for this chapter will be undertaken over the Christmas holidays to be written up before Easter.
The final chapter will look into the way that society no longer seems to acknowledge that there were men involved in the women’s enfranchisement movement, certainly schools seem to be teaching that it was women taking on men, a battle of the sexes. The dissertation will look at whether men were mentioned in biographies and articles written at the time of the campaign and at how leaders such as Emmeline Pankhurst viewed them. Frederick Pethick Lawrence and his wife Emmeline were dismissed by Mrs Pankhurst in 1914 even though they had been instrumental in the running of the WSPU up to that date. Did the women campaigners and their leaders’ views change over time, did they write the male supporters out of the historiography or was it brought about by later historians, possibly the feminist historians of the 1960’s? It may be that there was no deliberate writing out of the male supporters but if they were then another question will need to be asked and that is why? Did the leaders of the movement need them to be removed for the sake of the cause or was it the later feminist movement that felt that the fight for women’s enfranchisement needed to become a gender war to enhance their own philosophy?  This part of the dissertation may well be the hardest part and a conclusion may not be reached.
Appendices will be included at the end of the dissertation, the list drawn up by Ancestry.co.uk of the hundred men who were arrested for their part in the ‘votes for women’ campaign, and the list of societies that were set up for men only supporters will be included along with a list of other societies that were for members of both sexes. Although these are not instrumental to the dissertation piece they are interesting reminders of how much support there was for the movement and give opportunity for further research.
Hopefully having spent a lot of time researching the dissertation subject all the information will be gathered together to enable an interesting conclusion to be written backing up the aim of writing it in the first place. Initial research is looking good and it is certainly an interesting subject. Hopefully everything will be researched and written up well before the hand in date so that a possible ‘zing’ moment can be achieved where an ‘ok’ dissertation can be changed to a ‘brilliant’ one. Whenever the subject of male suffragettes as a dissertation subject has been spoken about people have looked surprised with practically every person saying, ‘I didn’t know there were any’. There is a hope that by writing a small part of their story amends will be made while not detracting from anything that women like Annie Kenney, Millicent Fawcett and Emily Davison put themselves through to gain the vote for all women. It will be difficult to get the balance right but hopefully this dissertation will manage to do just that.
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