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The phrase "HURRY BEST ANSWER GETS BRAINLIEST! Which Group Of Assembled
Representatives Broke Away To Form A New Convention?" hints at a pivotal moment in American
history involving a faction of delegates who diverged from the original constitutional gathering to
establish a separate, alternative convention. This event is central to understanding the complex
political dynamics that led to the creation of the United States Constitution and the debates
surrounding governance and sovereignty. In this article, we will explore the historical context,
identify the specific group involved, analyze their motivations, and examine the consequences of
their actions.

Historical Context Leading Up to the Convention

The Articles of Confederation and Its Limitations
Before the Constitution, the United States operated under the Articles of Confederation, ratified in
1781. This first governing document created a loose alliance of states with a weak central
government. While it provided a foundation for unity during the Revolutionary War, it soon proved
inadequate for managing economic issues, interstate disputes, and national defense. The lack of a
strong federal authority led to calls for reform.

The Annapolis Convention of 1786
Recognizing the need for stronger federal oversight, several states called for a convention in
Annapolis, Maryland, in 1786. The purpose was to discuss interstate trade and commerce. However,
only five states sent delegates, and the meeting was limited in scope. Nevertheless, it set the stage
for a more comprehensive gathering.



The Constitutional Convention of 1787
In response to the shortcomings of the Articles, delegates from twelve states convened in
Philadelphia in May 1787 to draft a new constitution. Originally intended solely to amend the
Articles, the delegates quickly decided to create an entirely new framework of government. This
gathering, known as the Constitutional Convention, was a pivotal moment in American history.

The Formation of the Federalist and Anti-Federalist
Factions

Delegates’ Divergent Views
As the convention progressed, delegates held differing visions of the new government. Some favored
a strong central authority (Federalists), while others preferred states’ rights and limited federal
power (Anti-Federalists). These ideological differences significantly influenced the debates and the
eventual outcome.

The Role of Key Figures

James Madison: Known as the "Father of the Constitution," he played a central role in
drafting and promoting the new framework.

Alexander Hamilton: Advocated for a strong national government and was a leading
Federalist.

George Mason: A prominent Anti-Federalist, opposed the Constitution’s initial draft, fearing it
gave too much power to the federal government.

Patrick Henry: Famous for his vocal opposition, he refused to attend the convention, fearing
the loss of state sovereignty.

The Group That Broke Away to Form a New Convention

The Anti-Federalists and Their Opposition
While the main convention aimed to draft the Constitution, a significant faction emerged opposed to
the final draft — the Anti-Federalists. They believed the new document granted too much power to
the federal government at the expense of states’ rights and individual liberties. Their opposition was
not merely rhetorical; they organized efforts to oppose ratification and sought to create alternative
plans.



The Anti-Federalist Convention and the Push for a Bill of
Rights
Although no separate convention was officially convened solely by Anti-Federalists, their influence
led to demands for explicit protections of individual rights. They argued that the Constitution lacked
sufficient safeguards for personal freedoms. Their persistent advocacy prompted the ratification
process to include the promise of a Bill of Rights.

The Emergence of the "Constitutional" vs. "Anti-
Constitutional" Camps
Some historians interpret the Anti-Federalists’ efforts as forming a de facto opposition group that
challenged the legitimacy of the new federal government. While they did not break away to form a
completely separate convention, their organized opposition and alternative proposals, such as the
Virginia and Kentucky Resolutions, represented a form of political "breakaway" from the mainstream
Federalist-driven process.

Alternative Interpretations: Did a Group Break Away?

Was There a Formal Breakaway Convention?
Historically, there is no record of the Anti-Federalists or any other faction holding a separate
convention that resulted in a new governing charter. Instead, their opposition was expressed
through debates, writings, and state-level actions. The notion of a group "breaking away" and
forming a new convention is often a simplified way of describing their efforts to oppose the
ratification and influence the final document.

Significance of Their Opposition

They shaped the debate over ratification, leading to the Federalist Papers’ publication in
support of the Constitution.

They contributed to the adoption of the Bill of Rights, which addressed many of their concerns.

They laid the groundwork for future political opposition and the development of American
political parties.

Conclusion: The Legacy of the Opposition



While no specific group of assembled representatives officially broke away to form a completely new
convention, the opposition organized by Anti-Federalists played a crucial role in shaping the United
States' constitutional framework. Their persistent efforts led to important amendments safeguarding
individual rights and balanced federal authority. This dynamic process exemplifies the democratic
tensions inherent in crafting a new government and highlights the importance of diverse viewpoints
in shaping national policy.

In essence, the "group" that broke away—though not in the form of a formal convention—was the
Anti-Federalist faction, which challenged the constitutional delegates’ authority, proposed
alternative visions, and influenced the ratification process. Their role underscores the importance of
political opposition and debate in the evolution of American democracy.

Frequently Asked Questions

Which group of assembled representatives broke away to form
a new convention during the American Revolution?
The delegates who broke away to form the Second Continental Congress after the First Continental
Congress was unable to reach an agreement.

What was the main reason some representatives decided to
leave the original assembly and establish a new convention?
They sought to organize coordinated efforts for independence from Britain and believed a separate
convention was necessary to take decisive action.

Which historical event involved representatives breaking away
from an initial gathering to establish a new governing body?
The formation of the Second Continental Congress in 1775, when delegates from the colonies
convened separately from the First Continental Congress.

Who were the key figures involved in breaking away from the
original assembly to form a new convention during the
American Revolution?
Notable figures included John Adams, Thomas Jefferson, and Benjamin Franklin, who played
significant roles in establishing the Second Continental Congress.

How did the decision of certain representatives to form a new
convention impact the American Revolution?
It led to the creation of a unified colonial government that authorized the Declaration of
Independence and coordinated the war effort against Britain.
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Introduction

The formation of new political or constitutional groups during pivotal moments in American history
often marks significant turning points, reflecting shifting ideologies, regional interests, or reactions
to perceived injustices. One of the most notable examples in U.S. history is the event where a group
of representatives, discontented with the existing structure of governance, broke away from their
original assembly to create a new convention aimed at addressing fundamental issues. This event is
intricately tied to the Constitutional Convention of 1787, but more specifically, it involves the Anti-
Federalists and their stance against the Federalists’ push for a strong central government, which
eventually led to the Bill of Rights.

In this detailed review, we will explore the context, key figures, motivations, and consequences of
this crucial split, shedding light on the political dynamics that shaped the foundation of the United
States' constitutional framework.

---

Background: The Articles of Confederation and Its Limitations

The Initial Framework
- The Articles of Confederation, ratified in 1781, served as the first constitution of the United States.
- It established a loose confederation of states with a weak central government.
- Authority resided primarily with individual states, leading to issues such as:
- Inability to levy taxes
- Lack of a strong executive branch
- Difficulties in regulating commerce
- No national judiciary

Growing Discontent
- As economic and political challenges intensified, it became clear that the Articles were insufficient.
- Calls for a stronger federal government grew louder.
- The Annapolis Convention (1786) was an initial step where states discussed trade issues, but it
lacked the authority to make substantial changes.

---

The Philadelphia Convention of 1787: The Birth of the New Convention

The Original Purpose
- The Constitutional Convention was convened in Philadelphia in May 1787 to revise the Articles of
Confederation.
- Delegates from 12 states (Rhode Island abstained) gathered to amend the existing framework.

Diverging Views



- While some delegates favored strengthening the Articles, others saw the need for a complete
overhaul.
- Debates emerged over the structure of government, representation, and the balance of power.

---

The Formation of the New Group: The Anti-Federalists’ Breakaway

The Emergence of Anti-Federalists
- The Anti-Federalists were a diverse group of politicians, farmers, and thinkers who opposed the
ratification of the new Constitution.
- They believed the new document favored the wealthy and large states at the expense of individual
liberties and state sovereignty.
- Key figures included Patrick Henry, George Mason, and Samuel Adams.

Reasons for Their Breakaway
- The Anti-Federalists initially participated in the Convention but grew increasingly concerned about
the potential for a powerful central government.
- They felt the proposed Constitution lacked sufficient protections for individual rights.
- Their primary concern was the absence of a Bill of Rights to safeguard personal freedoms.

---

The Key Events Leading to the Breakaway

The Constitutional Convention’s Secrecy and Decisions
- The Convention was held in secret to allow open debate.
- Delegates drafted a new Constitution that proposed:
- A strong executive (President)
- A bicameral legislature
- A federal judiciary
- Checks and balances

The Debate Over Federal Power
- Federalists, led by Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, and John Jay, supported the new
Constitution.
- Anti-Federalists opposed, fearing it would centralize too much power and diminish states’ rights.

The Critical Moment: The Ratification Debates
- States began debating whether to ratify the Constitution.
- The Anti-Federalists argued that the document lacked sufficient protections for individual liberties,
leading to their push for a Bill of Rights.

---

The Anti-Federalists’ Formation of a New Convention

While the Anti-Federalists did not officially break away to form a new convention in the same way
that later groups might have, they organized to oppose the ratification process through:
- Publishing essays and pamphlets (The Anti-Federalist Papers) arguing against ratification.
- Lobbying state legislatures to reject the Constitution.



- Proposing amendments (which ultimately led to the Bill of Rights).

However, in the broader sense, the Anti-Federalists represented a distinct political faction that
sought to challenge and eventually reshape the direction of American governance.

---

The Ratification and Its Aftermath

The Federalists’ Response
- The Federalists, led by Madison and Hamilton, published the Federalist Papers advocating for
ratification.
- They argued for a balanced government capable of managing national interests.

The Critical Role of the Bill of Rights
- To secure ratification, Federalists promised to add a Bill of Rights.
- This compromise led to the adoption of the first ten amendments in 1791.

The Legacy of the Breakaway Group
- The Anti-Federalist movement laid the groundwork for the protection of civil liberties.
- Their opposition highlighted the importance of safeguarding individual and state rights within a
federal system.

---

Key Figures in the Split and Their Contributions

| Figure | Role | Significance |
|---------|-------|--------------|
| Patrick Henry | Anti-Federalist | Opposed the Constitution, emphasizing states’ rights and
individual liberties. |
| George Mason | Anti-Federalist | Advocated for a Bill of Rights, helping shape the First
Amendment. |
| Alexander Hamilton | Federalist | Supported a strong central government, authored the Federalist
Papers. |
| James Madison | Federalist | Known as the "Father of the Constitution," balanced Federalist and
Anti-Federalist ideas. |
| Samuel Adams | Anti-Federalist | Opposed ratification without protections for liberty. |

---

Deep Dive: The Impact of the Split on American Politics

Establishment of Federalism
- The eventual compromise resulted in a balanced federal system that incorporated both national
authority and state sovereignty.
- The Bill of Rights became a cornerstone of American political culture.

Political Party Development
- The disagreements during this period laid the foundation for the first political parties:
- The Federalists



- The Democratic-Republicans (Anti-Federalist-inspired)

Long-Term Effects
- The division exemplified the ongoing tension between centralized authority and states’ rights.
- The debates influenced subsequent amendments and constitutional interpretations.

---

Modern Reflection: Which Group Broke Away?

While the Anti-Federalists did not form a separate convention per se, their opposition to the
Constitutional Convention's outcomes and their efforts to influence ratification are often viewed as a
breakaway political group that challenged the mainstream.

In summary:

- The group of representatives who broke away to form a new convention—or rather, to oppose and
influence the formation of the new government—were the Anti-Federalists.
- They initially participated in the Constitutional Convention but later opposed its final draft,
advocating for a Bill of Rights and stronger protections for individual liberties.
- Their influence led to the addition of the Bill of Rights, shaping the American constitutional
landscape.

---

Conclusion

Understanding the dynamics behind the Anti-Federalists’ opposition and their role in shaping the
U.S. Constitution is essential for grasping the foundational debates about government power and
individual rights. Their decision to challenge the prevailing consensus was a pivotal moment that
underscored the importance of balancing federal authority with personal and state freedoms.

The group of assembled representatives who broke away—either literally or ideologically—from the
original convention to advocate for a different approach—are best identified as the Anti-Federalists.
Their legacy persists in the protections enshrined in the Bill of Rights and the ongoing dialogue
about the role of government in American life.

---
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