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Assessment one: Analysing forcible feeding source
[image: ][footnoteRef:2]  [2:  The National Archives, ‘Forcible Feeding’ < Forcible feeding - The National Archives > [accessed: 22 January 2024].] 

This is a letter written by M.L.Steward to Reginald McKenna, the Home Secretary at the time, in April 1912 in response to the forcible feedings on suffragette women who were imprisoned. The source was taken from the category, suffragette on file, which is provided by the National Archives website.[footnoteRef:3]  The information provided by the source showcases a genuine concern of the women's welfare while in prison as the author of the source, pleads for forcible feeding to be stopped and demands the prisoners' rights to be treated as a political prisoner. By writing in a letter format, it could be a form of a tactic to try to be personal and appeal for his sympathy and place pressure due to the mention of public outcry with the forcible feedings.   [3:  National Archives, Suffragettes on File (no date) <Suffragettes on file - The National Archives> [accessed 25th January 2024].] 




Who made/wrote it?
The author of the source is signed M.L.Steward who by reading the contents of the letter suggest she might have been militant suffragette or a supporter of militancy, due to the comments made within the source that highlights a support of the actions undertaken by female suffragette prisoners and their demand to be treated as political prisoners. However, the signature of the M.L.Steward is the only piece of information, as of currently there isn't much available that is provided about who she is, what her role was and weather she was a suffragette within the campaign assumably.  The receiver of the letter is MP Reginald McKenna, who was part of the liberal party, was the Home Secretary of the United Kingdom from 1911 to 1915. From the beginning of his time in office the Home Secretary has been attacked by militant suffragettes in his home, office and vacation spots which caused him to be anti-suffrage. McKenna was in support of forcible feedings to an extent to prevent the suffragettes demands to be met, this action led to a divide in parliament and the King who also disagreed of such actions due to using forcible feedings as a weapon to subvert women.[footnoteRef:4]     [4:  Martin Farr, Reginald McKenna, 1st edn.(New York: Routledge, 2007), p.230-232 <https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203498248>] 


When? 
The letter was written on 16th April 1912 which is assumably made in response to the arrests made a month earlier. In March 1912, a huge campaign was launched by the militant suffragettes on a window smashing campaign across the London West End. This was a march unlike any other during this time as Emmeline Pankhurst, the leader of the Women’s social and political union, organised and sent invitations to suffragettes to take part in the window smashing campaign. Unfortunately, there was a leak that found its way to the police which enabled the officers to disguise themselves in plain clothes and ready themselves for the campaign. It is estimated that hundred and fifty women had taken part in the campaign along with hundred and twenty who were arrested and was sentenced from fourteen days to six months imprisonment, seventy-six of those were working class women who received harsher sentence which didn't escape the public notice.[footnoteRef:5]  Due to the militant tactic for hunger striking it led to Forcible feedings that were a measure that the government used to stop the militant suffragettes to stop hunger striking. Hunger striking was a tactic used by the militant suffrages to force the government to treat them as political prisoners, but this led to forcible feedings being used to stop the hunger strikes leading to suffering of female and male suffragettes.[footnoteRef:6] [5:  Vicky Iglikowski, Katie Fox, Rowena Hillel, ‘Suffragettes,1912: ‘Rather broken windows than broken promises’’, National Archives Blog, 9 March 2018. <Suffragettes, 1912: 'Rather broken windows than broken promises' - The National Archives blog>[accessed 27th January 2024].]  [6:  Linda Martz, ‘”That splendid body of women”: nursing, professional registration, and suffragette militancy’, Womens history review, 29.6 (2020), 1000-1015 (p.1008).] 

Why? 
The close range of the dates between the window smashing campaign and the letter suggests that the letter may have been a response to the imprisonment of the suffragette. The difference of sentencing could have allowed suffragettes to make the public and comrades more aware of forcible feeding while also witnessing the effects and the impacts of such action due to the large number of suffragettes who were imprisoned at the same time. The author might have been a victim of forcible feedings or are in contact with someone who was forced to undergo the treatment which prompt her to underlying the words ‘lives will be lost’[footnoteRef:7] which illustrates a sense of urgency within the letter. Also, due to the hunger striking and the harsher sentence might have caused concern for the women who would have to undergo the forcible feeding for six months. The letter was written for the care and the worrisome for women perhaps for the working-class women, seventy-six of them who received harsher sentence, as their welfare and health were a major concern.[footnoteRef:8]  [7:  The National Archives, ‘Forcible Feeding’ < Forcible feeding - The National Archives > [accessed: 22 January 2024].]  [8:  Vicky Iglikowski, Katie Fox, Rowena Hillel, ‘Suffragettes,1912: ‘Rather broken windows than broken promises’’, National Archives Blog, 9 March 2018. <Suffragettes, 1912: 'Rather broken windows than broken promises' - The National Archives blog>[accessed 27th January 2024].
Sophia A. Van Wingerden, The Women’s Suffrage Movement in Britain, 1866-1928 (1999)< The Women's Suffrage Movement in Britain, 1866-1928 < Sophia A. van Wingerden - Google Books> p.xvii-xviii [accessed 27th January 2024].
] 







What audience did they have in mind? 
The source was intended for the Home Secretary to stop the usage of forcible feedings and to listen to the demands of the militant suffragettes to be treated as a political prisoner. While also to appeal to Reginald McKenna to understand the danger and the loss of lives that is the result of the continuation of forcible feedings. On the other hand, there is the knowledge that Reginald McKenna the Home Secretary doesn't support the suffragettes and their demands as such, there could have been a slight intention from the letter to be seen by other government parties, who do sympathise with the suffragettes. This would have enabled the suffragettes to gain support from the government body to listen to their demands but to also try and gain sympathy from other parties while also appealing to their power to change the system. As well, the author perhaps wanted the knowledge of the impact of the forcible feedings is having on women in prison to be made aware in a split government.[footnoteRef:9] [9:  Martin Farr, Reginald McKenna, 1st edn.(New York: Routledge, 2007), p.230-232 <https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203498248>
] 


What are its strengths and weaknesses?
 	The strength of the source highlights the continuation of the suffragettes struggle for the right to vote and the tactics that they follow. The content of the source showcases the demands of the militant suffrage for the treatment of political prisoner rights during imprisonment which is still being denied. Also, the source acknowledges the treatment of suffragette imprisonment through the knowledge of the danger of forcible feedings which were beginning to be known by the public. 
[image: ][footnoteRef:10]  This is another piece of evidence that can correlate to the letter written to Reginald McKenna. This evidence is part of a petition of stopping forcible feedings, the date that it was published was on 25th of April 1912.[footnoteRef:11] If a historian would use the letter as a piece of evidence to review the protest and the disagreement over forcible feedings on suffragette prisoners, they would then use this petition to support the writings of M.L.Steward as the petition would signify that forcible feedings were public knowledge, and the danger of such practice was being questioned. The letter then can be used to validate other forms of petition and letters that were sent to the government to argue against the use of forcible feedings but, also demonstrate the demand of being treated as a political prisoner and the tactic of the militant suffragettes.  In addition, the letter can be used to highlight the implementation of the Temporary Discharge for Ill-Health act or better known as the Cat and Mouse Act in 1913. This act was a response to the hunger strike of the militant suffragette due to the demand to stop forcible feeding, the government instead then used the Cat and Mouse Act to release prisoners to recover before being again imprisoned and forcibly fed. The letter could be one of the catalysts in response to the demand of stopping forcible feeding, instead allowed the suffragettes to recover at home to then finishing their sentencing with the continuation of forcible feeding, perhaps the government thought by using the Act would save more lives and appease those who demanded to holt the usage of forcible feedings.[footnoteRef:12]                                                                  However, while the source is a good source to use to understand the urgency to stop forcible feedings there is no mention of male suffrages. Many male suffrage prisoners would follow the militant tactics, but the letter makes a clear bias presented. The letter only demonstrates the sacrifice and danger of forcible feedings on women not men. It gives an approach that women are suffering along with the only people who were fighting for the vote were women but, this overrides the knowledge of the male suffragettes that were also suffering, being forcible fed and who were helping to get the vote for women. Due to the limited knowledge of the writer itself this can limit the source as there is no way to know if the writer was a supporter or comrade of the Militant suffragette. There is a clear awareness of support shown within the letter but with the limited knowledge it can cause the letter to be interpret in different ways as the author could be a suffragette who experienced force feedings or witnessed one.  [10:  The National Archives, ‘Political Prisoner’ status’ < 'Political prisoner' status - The National Archives > [accessed: 22 January 2024].]  [11:  The National Archives, ‘Political Prisoner’ status’ < 'Political prisoner' status - The National Archives > [accessed: 22 January 2024]. ]  [12:  	United Kingdom Parliament, Cat and mouse act page 1(no date) <Cat and Mouse Act first page - UK Parliament>[accessed 27th January].] 




How might the answers to these questions affect the way we use and interpret the source? 
 	By answering these questions, it allows a historian to investigate into the wider context of events that may have impacted the author of this source to write such evidence. Answering what the source is gives a insight into the time-period as well with knowing who the person is writing too or who is writing it can give a good understanding of the way the source was written and how it was written. Knowing when the source was written can place the source in its context and how the source might have impacted on laws, regulations and events. Understanding why something was recorded or written, again places the source in its context and maybe understand why the author would have written or recorded it in the first place. Every source has an audience in mind whether it be a diary, picture or a letter answering that question can affect the potential it may have, writing a letter with the knowledge that it maybe leaked the author could twist the truth or say matter of events in a way that is favourable to them. Acknowledging the strength and weakness can form a balanced approach to how reliable a source is, answering questions of how the source either contradicts the general knowledge or supports the general knowledge can give an insight to the sides and different attitudes at the time. By answering all these questions allows a historian to review a source reliability and potential to find the truth in events and attitudes at the time. 
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