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Letter from your Chair  
 

  

Hello esteemed delegates, 

 

It is my pleasure to welcome you to the Hartford Convention committee at ClarkMUN XI! My 

name is Jonah Clark (no relation to our school’s founder, Jonas Clark) and I will be your Chair 

for this committee. I am a Sophomore here at Clark where I plan on majoring in Political 

Science with a subfield in Comparative Politics. Before I came to Clark, though, I was more 

interested in American history. In fact, I would often go camping around the Northeast with my 

friends at historical sites like Fort Ticonderoga in New York, Hubbardton Battlefield in 

Vermont, and the Amos Greene Farm in my home state of Rhode Island. 

 

Some scholars will tell you that we must study history so that we do not repeat it. Others, 

however, will argue that the value of learning history is that it never repeats. Oftentimes when 

we look at historical societies, we are presented with worlds and cultures that are entirely 

different from our own, even in a country as young as the United States. The value of examining 

history, then, is that it presents us with alternatives - it shows us that things have not always 

been the way that they are today, and that the world as it once was can change drastically and 

unpredictably in the span of years. This is what attracted me to Comparative Politics, too. In 

the subfield, we study different political systems, how they coexist, and how they came to be - 

in a larger sense, Comparative Politics is also a study of alternatives.  

 

It is my hope that this committee will not only show you how different our society once was, 

but will inspire you to think about how different it could have been. While delegates should 

come to an immersive understanding of nineteenth century America through their research, 

they should also prepare to venture off the path laid out in our history books. Since the 

Hartford Convention itself was very secretive, delegates are encouraged to devise bold political 

schemes and to conspire with one another through in-room debate, as well as independently 

via crisis-notes. This will be a very delegate-driven committee, so all delegates should be ready 

to debate, be creative, and to respond to crises as they unfold. Delegates, prepare to rewrite 

history as we know it! 

 

With that said, don’t hesitate to reach out with any questions! This committee is meant to be 

fun and inviting for everyone, so if you need help, don’t be afraid to ask. See you all then! 

 

Jonah Clark (he/him/his) 

 Chair, Hartford Convention, ClarkMUN XI 

jonclark@clarku.edu 
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Greetings Delegates, 

 

I am excited to welcome you to the Hartford Convention Committee and ClarkMUN XI! My 

name is Alex Dunhom, and I am honored to be serving as the Crisis Director of the Hartford 

Convention committee. I am a senior at Clark double majoring in Political Science and 

International Development & Social Change. Some internships in this area I have picked up 

along the way include working for my Congresswoman Annie Kuster’s reelection campaign 

back home, for my U.S. Senator, Jeanne Shaheen in  D.C., for the Planned Parenthood League 

of Massachusetts here in Worcester and for the Blue Lab- a progressive political incubator 

based out of Boston.  

 

Last year, I had the honor of serving as the Director-General for ClarkMUN X, as well as 

having previously served as the Director of Finance, so I’m excited to jump from administrative 

work to the committee side of things! As a life-long Granite Stater, I have always considered 

both New Hampshire, and New England my home, so the region's political history is 

particularly captivating to me. The Hartford Convention, while unsuccessful in its aims, 

established itself as one of the most prominent cases of New England-centric political debate at 

a critical moment in American history which was what initially drew me to the topic. Though 

these meetings took place centuries ago, I hope that our delegates from across the region find 

themselves as interested in and connected to the material as their chair and myself are. 

Delegates in this committee should be prepared to work as leaders of the Federalist party to 

restore the party to its former glory, while addressing the constitutional, political, and 

economic issues facing the region in its time of war.  It is my hope that delegates not only enjoy 

the research and debate of this history, but also have fun engaging with the Crisis backroom in 

their personal notes. As the Crisis Director, I look forward to seeing how delegates combine 

the historic with the creative to create impactful crisis arcs to influence the trajectory of the 

committee. 

 

If you have any questions or comments I am more than happy to help out so please feel free to 

send me an email about either the committee or life as a college political science student! Best 

of luck with your preparation and I look forward to seeing everyone at the conference! 

 

Best, 

Alex Dunhom  

CD, Hartford Convention 

ClarkMUN XI 

(She/Her)  

adunhom@clarku.edu 

 

mailto:adunhom@clarku.edu
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Introduction and Role of This 

Committee  
 

  

It is December 15th, 1814, in Hartford, Connecticut. Federalist delegates from across the New 

England states have gathered in secret to discuss their grievances as the War of 1812 rages on across 

North America. At the present moment, the war is going disastrously for the United States. With the 

conclusion of the war’s European theatre, Britain has allocated the brunt of its military might to North 

America. President and Commander in Chief Madison’s health is in decline, and his Vice Presidency 

remains vacant. The Federal Government under his leadership has failed to raise enough revenue and 

men to continue the war, leaving the nation’s finances in utter shambles and its military might feeble. 

With a tightening British blockade of the Atlantic coast, the New England economy is in tatters. As 

thousands are thrown out of work and resources grow more scarce by the day, popular outrage has 

erupted across the region against the war. Truly, it seems that New England is on the verge of 

collapse. 

 

In this committee, delegates will assume the roles of the twenty-six New England Federalists selected 

to attend the Hartford Convention, where they must discuss the war, its strategy, the laws passed 

during its course, and the laws which led to its conception. Delegates will need to contend with 

various threats to their states and their party, both internal and external, while growing their own 

influence and power through Crisis Notes written to characters outside of the committee. While the 

actual Hartford Convention concluded with a single report, delegates in this committee will pass 

multiple written directives to address crises as they unfold. For the purposes of this committee, 

directives will be framed as “official recommendations” to the governors and legislatures of New 

England. For a recommendation to involve a particular state or states, at least one 

delegate representing that state must be a sponsor. Likewise, the more delegates of a 

state sign on to a recommendation, the likelier it is to succeed. Please note that these rules 

are subject to change depending on the size and other factors pertaining to the committee on the day 

of the conference, and delegates will be kept up to date.  
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Committee Expectations 
  

  The United States in the nineteenth century was a patriarchal and white supremacist 

society. This fact is undebatable. The cruel and inhumane enslavement of African-Americans 

persisted in the South, solely to the benefit of white slave-drivers, while rigid economic and 

social racism persisted in the North. American Indians in all parts of the country were 

continually driven out of their homes through warfare with the United States, and their 

autonomy and humanity were constantly violated. Though the topics of enslavement and Indian 

affairs were both topics relevant to and discussed by the Hartford Convention, they were 

debated purely as political and economic issues, and almost always with racist attitudes. Though 

the Convention can seem like some far off, murky relic of the past, the ramifications of 

enslavement, racism, and the expulsion and genocide of Native Americans can be seen and felt 

everywhere in our society today. Thus, due to the sheer vileness and long lasting, present day 

harm caused by these topics, we ask that delegates refrain from debating them in committee or 

involving them in their crisis notes. Oftentimes crisis committees can resemble role playing 

games just as much as historical simulations, and the topics discussed therein can manifest as 

nothing more than mere props for the sake of a speech or crisis arc. These issues are far too 

grave to be treated as such. Subsequently, delegates who incorporate inappropriate, 

racist, or anti-indigenous sentiments and actions in committee will be subject to 

disciplinary action ranging from a warning to cease said behaviors, up to and 

including expulsion from the conference at the discretion of the ClarkMUN 

Secretariat. Please contact us if you have any questions or concerns regarding this. 
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Historical Background  
 

Jefferson, Madison, and the War of 1812  

One of, if not the single primary catalyst to the Hartford Convention was New England’s role 

and views on the War of 1812. On June 18th, 1812, the United States of America declared war 

on the United Kingdom and all of its territories and colonies which would last until January 

of 1815- a month after our committee is set to begin. The United States Congress 

maintains the sole authority to declare war, which is passed and was signed off on by President 

James Madison to begin the conflict1. Though Congress successfully declared war, it was 

certainly not a unanimous decision, with vehement opposition coming from Federalist party 

members, who were largely concentrated in New England, but held the minority opinion on the 

matter.2 From 1811 to 1817 (the entirety of the war) the Democratic-Republican party held a 

government trifecta in which the party controlled the Presidency as well as both the House of 

Representatives and the Senate for the 12th, 13th, and 14th Congresses which took place in 

this window3. This left the dwindling Federalist Party representatives with rapidly decreasing 

power on the national stage which will be explored more later. 

As it relates to the War of 1812, the New England Federalists had little influence or say in 

decisions on war tactics, and New England states ended up bearing the brunt of the war. 

Democratic-Republicans believed that attacking Canada, which was still a British colony, would 

be one of the most viable strategies, but the Federalists felt that a direct attack on Britain on 

the mainland would be a disastrous endeavor4. When Madison demanded that states in the 

Northeast send their militias to aid troops in the war efforts, the governors of Massachusetts, 

Connecticut, and Rhode Island all refused, causing Madison to decide to not give the states any 

ground troops for protection, despite their vulnerability to conflict due to their proximity to 

the coast.5 

 

1
 https://www.history.com/topics/war-of-1812/war-of-1812 

2
 https://www.history.com/topics/war-of-1812/war-of-1812 

3
 https://history.house.gov/Congressional-Overview/Profiles/12th/ 

4
 https://www.nps.gov/articles/federalist-opposition-to-the-war.htm 

5
 https://www.wbur.org/radioboston/2012/06/15/new-england-succession 
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Before Madison’s tenure as president, Thomas Jefferson set the stage for the trade policies that 

would come to haunt New England as the war went on. Prior to passing the torch to Madison, 

Jefferson decided to impose a self-embargo on the United States that particularly hurt the New 

England economy which heavily relied on foreign trade. On Jefferson’s embargo, historian and 

author, James Ellis has said that "As many as half of the working men in the New England coastal 

communities were unemployed. Poor houses were overflowed, banks failed.”6 During the war, 

the British began to occupy the coast of Maine, and further interfere with coastal trade, causing 

mass financial distress and unruliness among civilians7. The Federalists believed that if war was 

the only option it should take place on the water or by targeting France, whose back and forth 

disputes with Britain were routinely hurting the U.S. economy by interfering with American free 

trade8. These factors and general hardships led to the anger which inspired the convening of the 

Hartford Convention in December of 1814, shortly before the war ended in real life. As this is 

a crisis committee where delegates have the option to explore potential alternative histories, 

this committee will recognize the war as current but may or may not end on the original 

timeline depending on the actions taken by the delegates. 

The Federalist Party 

So, what is the Federalist Party anyways? The Federalist Party is one of the oldest political 

parties in the United States, originating during George Washington’s presidency in opposition 

to the Democratic-Republican party being founded simultaneously. Some of the most 

prominent early figures in the short-lived Federalist party were Alexander Hamilton, presidents 

John Adams and his son John Quincy Adams, and John Jay, as opposed to James Madison and 

Thomas Jefferson who founded the opposing party.9 The core belief of the Federalist Party was 

the necessity of a strong, central, and federal government. Their main successes under the 

Washington administration were to have the federal government, “assume national and state 

debts, pass tax laws, and create a central bank,”10. As the Northern Party, the Federalist Party 

was generally anti-slavery as opposed to their Southern Democratic-Republican counterparts. 

By the end of the war, the Federalist Party was hanging on by a thread, and unable to organize 

any large spread support due to their internal divisions, and the overall strength of the 

 

6
 Ibid. 

7
 https://www.nps.gov/articles/federalist-opposition-to-the-war.htm 

8
 https://www.britannica.com/event/War-of-1812 

9
 https://www.history.com/topics/early-us/federalist-party 

10
 https://www.pbs.org/wgbh/americanexperience/features/duel-federalist-and-republican-party/ 
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Democratic-Republican Party11. In no small part, the Hartford Convention was assembled to 

address the potential future or lack thereof of the party. 

National Grievances 

Besides the war, the Federalist Party has a number of qualms with Congress and the Madison 

administration that they wished to address at the Hartford Convention. Many of these 

problems concerned the current balance of power in the Union that was working against the 

Federalists and smaller states. The Federalists were angry with Jefferson’s Louisiana Purchase, 

and generally the admittance of new western states to the union as it watered down the 

Federalists’ power, especially in the Senate12. Many of their other grievances shared these 

themes of fear of losing power, including frustration over presidents frequently being elected 

from the same state, such as Washington, Jefferson, and Madison all originating from Virginia 

and being less sympathetic to Northern issues13. Concerns over foreign relations were also 

prevalent with the Federalists wanting Congress to require a larger percentage of each chamber 

to approve a declaration of war to increase minority power, as well as believing that Congress 

needs a supermajority to interfere with foreign trade, which was undoubtedly a vestige of 

bitterness over Jefferson’s embargo and how it hurt New England States14. How and if this 

committee chooses to approach these issues is fully up to the delegates, whether it be through 

negotiation, secession, or force, but efforts should be made to address as many of these 

problems as delegates can over the course of the day. 

Below is a link to an outline of the report produced by the original Hartford Convention 

including their resolutions and policy outlines. While the committee is free to stray from this 

document, as this is an alternative history committee, this may provide useful insight to the 

beliefs and desires of the delegates at the time: 

https://teachingamericanhistory.org/library/document/report-of-the-hartford-convention/ 

 

 

11
 https://www.britannica.com/topic/Federalist-Party 

12
 https://teachingamericanhistory.org/library/document/report-of-the-hartford-convention/ 

13
 https://teachingamericanhistory.org/library/document/report-of-the-hartford-convention/ 

14
 https://teachingamericanhistory.org/library/document/report-of-the-hartford-convention/ 

https://teachingamericanhistory.org/library/document/report-of-the-hartford-convention/
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Current Situation  
 

  

New England members of the Federalist party, which occupies the minority in all three 

branches of Government, are eager to see the war’s conclusion with the terms recently set 

forth. Other states with a considerable Federalist presence, such as Delaware, Maryland, and 

New York, which had cautiously supported the war during its course, are now beginning to 

side with the New England sector in their opposition to any furtherance of the war. Ever the 

anti-expansionists, Federalist anxieties are also on the rise that Secretary of State Monroe is 

planning another invasion of Canada following the enemy army’s expulsion from New York 

earlier that year. With the future of the war remaining yet unknown, delegates must decide 

what they see as the proper course for their states and their party to follow during the 

conflict’s remainder. 

  

Questions for Discussion  
 

  

There are multitude of concerns currently facing the delegates of New England, which can be 

grouped into three main topics of discussion: the current course of the war, the future of the 

Federalist party, and grievances with the rest of the United States. While certain aspects of 

each topic will likely not be addressed due to time constraints, all of them will play a role in 

how the crisis develops and delegates should be prepared to deal with each of them. 

• What is New England’s role in the war with Britain? 

o Should New England assume a more active role in the war? 

o What form should New England’s military strategy take? 

o Should New England pursue a separate peace? 

o How can New England leverage more national support during the war? 

o How should New England handle the unrest of its citizens? 

• What policy course should the New England Federalists take? 
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o How can the Federalists ensure their party doesn’t dissipate? 

o Should New England align with the moderate or radical wing? 

o What is the party stance on foreign policy with Europe? 

• How should the Convention address its grievances with the US? 

o How can New England protect its economy from future embargo? 

o Should any amendments be proposed to the Constitution? 

o How should the militia be structured? 

o How can New England more effectively oppose future war? 

o Should New England secede? 

o What is the role of states’ rights in the US? 

    

Suggestions for Further Research 

 

Sources Used In Research 

Delegates are advised to look through these sources which we used to help compile this 

background guide. They should serve as a good starting materials for general research: 

• https://www.history.com/topics/war-of-1812/war-of-1812 

• https://history.house.gov/Congressional-Overview/Profiles/12th/ 

• https://www.nps.gov/articles/federalist-opposition-to-the-war.htm 

• https://www.wbur.org/radioboston/2012/06/15/new-england-succession 

• https://www.britannica.com/event/War-of-1812 

• https://www.history.com/topics/early-us/federalist-party 

• https://www.pbs.org/wgbh/americanexperience/features/duel-federalist-and-republican-

party/ 

 

Other Academic Sources 

More in-depth primary and secondary sources for delegates who wish to take their research 

further. Many are quite hefty, so we recommend quick skims rather than complete read-

throughs. 

The Life and Letters of Harrison Gray Otis, Federalist, 1765-1848  

• https://libsysdigi.library.illinois.edu/oca/Books2009-

06/lifelettersofhar/lifelettersofhar02moris/lifelettersofhar02moris.pdf 

https://www.history.com/topics/war-of-1812/war-of-1812
https://history.house.gov/Congressional-Overview/Profiles/12th/
https://www.nps.gov/articles/federalist-opposition-to-the-war.htm
https://www.wbur.org/radioboston/2012/06/15/new-england-succession
https://www.britannica.com/event/War-of-1812
https://www.history.com/topics/early-us/federalist-party
https://www.pbs.org/wgbh/americanexperience/features/duel-federalist-and-republican-party/
https://www.pbs.org/wgbh/americanexperience/features/duel-federalist-and-republican-party/
https://libsysdigi.library.illinois.edu/oca/Books2009-06/lifelettersofhar/lifelettersofhar02moris/lifelettersofhar02moris.pdf
https://libsysdigi.library.illinois.edu/oca/Books2009-06/lifelettersofhar/lifelettersofhar02moris/lifelettersofhar02moris.pdf
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• A particularly rich source containing information on the Convention’s characters as well as 

an expansive political background. We highly recommend this to delegates looking for a 

much deeper dive into the topic. Those interested should skim chapters XX and XXI as well 

as the following chapters on the Hartford Convention. It is very dense, so don’t hesitate to 

Ctrl+F certain keywords. 

Federalist Party Unity and the War of 1812 

• https://www.jstor.org/stable/27553362?seq=1 

• An article which overviews the internal dynamics of the Federalist Party and some of their 

main concerns surrounding the war. This article is a great aide for understanding the national 

political situation at the time of the Convention. 

The Real Origin of the Secession Movement 

• https://www.jstor.org/stable/25724980 

• A fascinating article discussing earlier plots by Federalists to secede New England from the 

USA. The delegate who enjoys conspiracies and closed-door plots is suggested to skim this 

piece. 

Letters of Connecticut Federalists 1814-1815 

• https://www.jstor.org/stable/359700 

• A compilation of various letters exchanged between several characters in committee. We 

recommend this to delegates looking for primary sources pertaining to the Convention’s 

leaders in CT. 

 

 

 

 

 

“ False plots and conspiracies, traitorous correspondences and seditious 
conclaves, constitute important parts of the machinery of all wars, whether 
foreign or civil, and it is through the instrumentality of these, that the most 
powerful appeals are made to the imaginations and passions of 

[mankind]. ” 
 
 

— One of the Convention  
To the Editors of the National Intelligencer 

c. 1818 

  

https://www.jstor.org/stable/27553362?seq=1
https://www.jstor.org/stable/25724980
https://www.jstor.org/stable/359700
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Character List  
 

  

The following characters will be represented by delegates in committee. We have provided 

some basic information on each character, but delegates should do their own research to 

determine how to best represent them in committee. JSTOR and the Library of Congress are 

great online resources to find both primary and secondary sources, and we have also included a 

list of recommended readings in this background guide. If a delegate is having trouble finding 

information on their character, they should research things related to them such as their town, 

state, occupation, relatives, etc. 

 

Due to the secrecy of the Hartford Convention, little is known about the exact opinions and 

demeanors of these individuals during its proceedings. Thus, delegates are encouraged to build 

off of the available information and make these characters their own during committee. Some 

characters on this list have been given attributes in place of missing historical information — 

this has been done purely for the sake of lively debate, and such characters have been marked 

with an *. The Chair and Vice Chair will be representing Chair George Cabot and Secretary 

Theodore Dwight respectively.  

 

 

1. Calvin Goddard, Delegate of Connecticut: A renowned lawyer of Plainfield, Goddard 

has served six years as a State Representative (for two years as House Speaker) and has 

been thrice elected to the US House as a Federalist. Goddard’s time in both the statehouse 

and the nation’s capital make him an important and recognizable figure in Connecticut 

politics. Though opposed to secession, Goddard fears it may be inevitable if the war 

continues on its current course. 

 

2. Chauncey Goodrich, Delegate of Connecticut: Goodrich served in the US House as a 

Federalist for the Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Congresses, and returned as a Senator in 1807, 

during which time he strongly opposed the war that now embattles the United States. 

Goodrich is both the Mayor of Hartford and the Lt. Governor, positions which will give him 
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sway over the actions of the state itself. He hopes that though the war is going poorly, New 

England may steer its cooperative war effort toward a better direction.  

 

3. James Hillhouse, Delegate of Connecticut: Thrice-elected to the US House and 

elected US Senator until 1810, Hillhouse opposed the Louisiana Purchase, fearing it would 

skew the balance of power in Washington against New England. In 1804, Hillhouse 

collaborated with Aaron Burr and other Federalist lawmakers in an ill-fated scheme to form 

a Northern Confederacy independent from the US. Joined again by some of his fellow 

radicals, Hillhouse is unafraid to rehash his former aspirations of an independent and British-

allied New England. 

 

4. John Treadwell, Delegate of Connecticut: Considered the last Puritan Governor of 

Connecticut, Treadwell is a devout Congregationalist whose faith is intertwined with his 

Federalist politics. Treadwell founded the Missionary Society of Conn. in 1798, of which he 

is still President. A man of strict morals, Treadwell seeks to aid citizens affected by the war 

and frowns upon stoking any further conflict. All the while, he hopes to promote New 

England and Federalist values through his Missions in New York, Vermont, and New 

Hampshire.  

 

5. Nathaniel Smith, Delegate of Connecticut: Born to a farming family, Smith defied the 

odds of his poor education and went on to become an esteemed lawyer and member of the 

US House under the Adams’ Administration. During this time, Smith was wary of French 

influence and supported the Alien and Sedition Acts. Smith now presides on the bench of 

the Connecticut Supreme Court with Zephaniah Swift. He now seeks to restore peace to 

the region without becoming entangled with foreign powers. 

 

6. Roger Minott Sherman, Delegate of Connecticut: The youngest member of his 

delegation, Sherman was deemed the state’s most active and successful lawyer of the first 

half of the century. He took an active part in the formation of the Hartford Convention, 

though he stands strongly against any aspirations of New England secession. Rather, he 

hopes to see better cooperation between New England and the rest of the country.  

 

7. Zephaniah Swift, Delegate of Connecticut: Swift is a pioneer in the practice of 

common law and an active advocate for judicial independence and progressive legal reform 
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in Connecticut. He currently serves as the Chief Justice of the Conn. Supreme Court, 

sharing the judicial bench with Nathaniel Smith. Swift’s seat gives him a large degree of 

influence over the actions of the state itself. Swift stands in firm moral and political 

opposition to the values of the Southern states and the D-Republicans that control the 

Capital. 

 

8. Daniel Waldo - Delegate of Massachusetts: Born in Worcester, Waldo became a 

prominent and incredibly wealthy merchant in the Mass. economy through sea-trade with 

the European nations. Though more resigned from politics than the other members, Waldo 

has a wealth of experience in the Atlantic economic sphere. As New England faces 

economic ruin during the war with Britain, Waldo represents the voices of the region’s 

beleaguered merchants. 

 

9. George Bliss, Delegate of Massachusetts: A competent lawyer, devout 

Congregationalist, and well-renowned member of the Springfield community, Bliss is also 

the most trusted advisor of Mass. Governor Caleb Strong, only leaving his side to attend 

this clandestine convention. Bliss is a man of great moral integrity and iron will, refusing to 

compromise his ideals in any instance. Bliss represents the more radical faction of 

Federalists who favor rebellion or secession. 

 

10. Harrison Gray Otis, Delegate of Massachusetts: A party leader and ally to Gov. 

Strong, Otis sees the convention as an avenue to vent and pacify public frustration over the 

war effort. More of a moderate, Otis believes that the Union and Constitution ought to be 

preserved, and he rebukes the radical hotbeds of Worcester County and Old Hampshire. 

At the same time, Otis thinks the furor across New England can be harnessed to end the 

war, leverage the party’s political demands in Washington, and establish his state as the 

leader of the region — nay, the entire country.  

 

11. Hodijah Baylies, Delegate of Massachusetts: Baylies is a well-mannered and disciplined 

man of Uxbridge, Mass., no doubt due to his Harvard education and military service during 

the Revolutionary War. Baylies served as a first-lieutenant under General Lincoln, and, later, 

lieutenant-colonel under General Washington himself. Baylies’ military service will be 

important when discussing wartime strategy as well as the conscription and militia questions 

that face New England. 



Hartford Convention ClarkMUN XI  15  

 

12. Joseph S. Lyman, Delegate of Massachusetts: Lyman is one of the main political 

leaders of the Old Hampshire district, the most prominent Federalist stronghold in the 

state. Lyman and his enclave oppose the Essex Junto of Federalists, and were among the 

first to call for a convention in Hartford. His influence over party affairs will be essential 

when deciding the future of the Federalists, whom he believes must devise several 

constitutional amendments that protect the New England economy. 

 

13. Joshua Thomas, Delegate of Massachusetts:* Having seen first hand some of the most 

famous and bloody sieges of the Revolutionary War, Thomas is a red-blooded American 

Patriot. Hailing from Plymouth, Thomas is the President of the Pilgrim Society, which seeks 

to preserve and commemorate the importance of the Puritan history of the state. His 

military experience, local clout, and bold patriotism will be important aspects of his 

character during the Hartford Convention. 

 

14. Nathan Dane, Delegate of Massachusetts: Dane is a powerful local statesman and 

member of the Essex Junto, a group of leading Massachusetts Federalists. Though he and his 

Junto had once plotted to form an independent Northern Confederacy, Dane’s tempers 

have calmed, and he enters the Convention as an outspoken moderate. He now aims to 

quiet any secessionist fervor that has overtaken the region, but still stands in strict 

opposition to Southern hegemony in Washington, especially their past embargoes. 

 

15. Samuel Sumner Wilde, Delegate of Massachusetts:* A Justice of the state Supreme 

Court and former member of the state General Court, Wilde accompanies Stephen 

Longfellow Jr. as one of two delegates representing the highly Democratic-Republican 

district of Maine. Maine’s economic reliance on sea and cross-border trade make it one of 

the most battered by the ongoing war and embargo. Wilde wishes to secure Maine’s 

political and economic rights and must also try to salvage Federalist presence in his district. 

 

16. Stephen Longfellow Jr., Delegate of Massachusetts:* President of the Maine 

Historical Society, Longfellow is one of two delegates representing the district of Maine, 

which has suffered the brunt of war more than any other region in New England. 

Longfellow is highly patriotic toward his district and its revolutionary history. He has 
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insisted that Maine should not be passive toward the despots in Washington, but should 

actively resist conscription and embargo, even if risking loss of life in the process. 

 

17. Timothy Bigelow, Delegate of Massachusetts: Bigelow is the Speaker of the House of 

Massachusetts and is among the faction of Federalists sided with Timothy Pickering’s radical 

wing of the party. One of the most outspoken radicals attending the convention, Bigelow 

favors New England secession in one form or another. He is among those who support 

crafting a new or revised Constitution that focuses on ensuring the protection of New 

England’s economic and political rights. 

 

18. William Prescott Jr., Delegate of Massachusetts: Prescott Jr. has served as a member 

of the state Legislature as both a Representative and a Senator, representing Salem and 

Essex respectively. He is also the pupil of fellow delegate Nathan Dane, close friend of 

Harrison Gray Otis, and son of famed Revolutionary War Colonel Prescott, and has served 

on the Governor’s Council.  

 

19. Benjamin West, Delegate of New Hampshire: West has been elected as a delegate 

on behalf of Cheshire County, an overwhelmingly Federalist district in New Hampshire. 

Having refused every political office offered to him but this one, West has accepted this 

duty with great gravity; he must reconcile the radical Federalist furor of those who elected 

him with what he sees as an urgent need to calm the situation in New England before it gets 

out of hand. 

 

20. Mills Olcott, Delegate of New Hampshire: Olcott is a renowned lawyer by trade, 

having studied law alongside his colleague Benjamin West. He represents Grafton, another 

overwhelmingly Federalist district in New Hampshire. A man of faith and a level head, 

Olcott must do his best to vye for his constituents in Grafton as well as the rest of his 

politically-split state, or else the Convention cannot truly say that it represents all of New 

England. 

 

21. Benjamin Hazard, Delegate of Rhode Island: Son-in-law of fellow delegate Daniel 

Lyman, Hazard is a popular state legislator representing the town of Newport, an important 

fortified position for the defense of New England’s coasts. The General Assembly on which 

he serves has refused to give its militia forces to President Madison for the war. Hazard 
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must utilize his popularity among his constituents to effectively mobilize Newport’s 

garrisons. 

 

22. Daniel Lyman, Delegate of Rhode Island: Lyman is Chief Justice of the state Supreme 

Court and President of the Society of the Cincinnati, having served as an officer in the 

Revolutionary War. Allied with the radical Federalists, Lyman considers it expedient for the 

Convention to resolve the various issues regarding the militia, conscription, and tax revenue 

for the war by any means. Lyman is also a relative of Joseph S. Lyman.  

 

23. Edward Manton, Delegate of Rhode Island:* Manton is a merchant and state senator 

of Johnston, Rhode Island. He is generally resigned from politics and fairly inconspicuous, 

being both easily swayed as well as easily trusted by others. The owner of multiple textile 

mills in Olneyville, Manton relies on trade with both the Southern US and Great Britain. 

 

24. Samuel Ward Jr., Delegate of Rhode Island: The leader of his delegation, Ward is the 

son of Brown University’s founder, was a colonel in the Revolutionary War, and is a 

member of the Society of the Cincinnati. Having previously established himself as a very 

successful merchant in New York, Ward currently engages in trade with Europe and East 

and South Asia. He represents Rhode Island’s various powerful and discontented merchants. 

 

25. Josiah Dunham, Delegate of Vermont: Lauded orator, State Secretary, and personal 

aide to Governor Martin Chittenden, Dunham was elected a delegate on behalf of Windsor 

County, where Federalists occupy a political minority. Dunham is a radical who favors some 

form of secession, and hopes to eliminate Democratic-Republican attitudes in his state. He 

is also a colonel of the state militia and cousin to Harrison Otis. 

 

26. William Hall, Jr., Delegate of Vermont:* Delegate from the Federalist Windham 

County, Vermont, Hall presides on Governor Chittenden’s Council and had formerly been 

garrisoned with the US army in Burlington. Hall is not a politician but a very prominent and 

wealthy merchant of Bellows Falls. He is well known in public life throughout Vermont, and 

is politically a moderate.



 

 


