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Dear delegates,  
 
My name is Lydia Montagu-Wenzek, and it is my pleasure to be your Cabinet director for VYMUN 
2020. As your director, I hope to foster both an educational and immersive experience throughout 
the entirety of this committee. Along with my dais team, I’ve worked tirelessly to arrange an 
exciting weekend full of twists and turns that will hopefully leave delegates both gratified with the 
experience and excited for their next endeavour into the world of international diplomacy.  
 
This is a crisis committee in which delegates will represent the Long Parliament at the brink of the 
English Civil War. Since King Charles I came to power, his pro-Catholic religious reforms, unethical 
fundraising, reliance on corrupt officials, and lack of consultation with Parliament have made the 
relationship between Parliament and the monarchy increasingly strained. If the Parliamentarians 
do not take action soon, King Charles I will continue to assemble his Royalist forces and possibly vie 
for total political control over Great Britain. This topic is both riveting and incredibly complex due 
to the variety of religious, cultural, and economic factors leading to the aggression between the 
Parliamentarians and the Royalists. Within this committee, delegates will have the opportunity to 
represent famous Parliamentarians in their efforts to overthrow King Charles I and his forces and 
sway the British people in their favour. They will have to juggle the series of social and political 
concerns facing British citizens, battle the Royalist forces, and establish a stable political structure, 
all while maintaining good relations with nearby European countries.  
 
I have confidence that we will reign triumphant, and liberate Britain from a corrupt and selfish 
monarchy. We will not give in to the King’s forces, and we will fight for the rights of British citizens 
to be fairly represented. The well-being of our citizens and the success of our movement rides on 
your shoulders. 
 
If you have any questions or concerns, please don’t hesitate to contact me at cabinet@vymun.com. 
I look forward to meeting everyone in October. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Lydia Montagu-Wenzek 
Director of Cabinet | VYMUN 2020 
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The English Civil War 
 
Questions to Consider 

1. How can Parliamentarians ensure the support of English citizens and prevent political 
instability? 

2. Which military strategies should Parliamentarians use to defeat the Royalists in battle? 
3. How should Parliament approach relations with other European nations, including 

Scotland and Ireland? 
4. What type of political structure would be most beneficial for the future of Britain and its 

people? 
 
Overview 
The date is August 22, 1642, and King Charles I has just declared war on the Parliamentarians.  He 1

has fled to Nottingham along with his supporters, but his exact whereabouts are unknown. He is 
building up a Royalist army and has plans to overthrow Parliament and become the sole ruler of 
Britain and its colonies. Unlike Parliament today, the Long Parliament is not a permanent 
institution; therefore, King Charles I can choose to call on it whenever it is beneficial to him, usually 
only for taxation or funding purposes. This is problematic as it allows him to ignore the wishes of 
his elected bodies and by extension, the British people. It is important to note that although this 
body has recently become a separate entity from King Charles I and his supporters, some 
Parliament members remain reluctant to overthrow the King due to the ideology of the divine right 
of kings, which suggests that King Charles I was chosen by God to represent the British people.  
 
Moreover, at this point in time, there is a great deal of tension within England and its surrounding 
nations. Ireland is in the middle of a religious rebellion led by Catholics, and the newly formed Irish 
Protestant Covenanters are growing increasingly hostile towards King Charles I. Meanwhile, the rest 
of Europe is involved in the Thirty Years’ War, a European war between Protestant and Catholic 
powers, which has served to heighten religious tensions. At this point, both the Royalists and the 
Parliamentarians have approximately 30,000 troops combined, and it is up to committee members 
to decide how best to train and distribute them. Since King Charles called his first meeting with 
Parliament, the committee has become increasingly divided as the moderate and radical members 
disagree as to whether Parliament should be aiming to seek a more peaceful solution, involving the 
expansion of their role within a monarchical system, or whether they ought to overthrow the 
monarchy altogether and replace it with a new system of governance. 
 
Timeline 
May 23, 1618: The Thirty Years' War breaks out across Europe, instigated by the election of devoted 
Catholic Ferdinand Ⅱ as the Roman Emperor, who attempted to impose religious uniformity on his 
Empire but faced pushback from Protestant groups. 
 
March 1625: King Charles I comes to power. 
 

1 https://www.royal.uk/charles-i 
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May 1, 1625: King Charles I enters into matrimony with Catholic princess, Henrietta Maria, receiving 
a great deal of backlash from Parliament and the public. 
 
June 1625: King Charles I holds his first meeting with Parliament. 
 
June 1628: King Charles I accepts the Petition of Right, a document composed by Parliament, 
which aims to restrict the King’s unethical behaviour in exchange for government subsidies to 
finance his war with Spain. 
 
August 1633: King Charles I appoints William Laud as Archbishop of Canterbury, a major role within 
the Church of England, which grants Laud a significant amount of influence on religious politics. 
The Parliamentarians take an instant dislike to him because of his Catholic beliefs.  2

 
February 1638: King Charles I demands that the Book of Common Prayer should be implemented 
into the Scottish Kirk (the Presbyterian Church of Scotland). This results in severe backlash and the 
formation of the Scottish Covenanters, a group of dedicated Scottish Protestants who pledged to 
maintain the power of the Kirk and combat the King’s pro-Catholic reforms. 
 
August 28, 1640: 20,000 Scottish Covenanters invade the English city of Newcastle and defeat 
5,000 Royalist British soldiers in battle.   
 
November 1640: King Charles I reluctantly recalls Parliament after 11 years in order to cover the 
costs of the unsuccessful Bishops' Wars in Scotland. This gives Parliament the opportunity to voice 
their concerns with the King’s leadership thus far, increasing political tensions. 
 
December 1640: Parliament impeaches Archbishop Laud, a key religious advisor to King Charles I, 
on charges of treason. 
 
October 23, 1641: The Irish Catholic gentry attempts to seize control of the government to protect 
religious freedom for Catholics, marking the beginning of the Irish Rebellion of 1641. 
 
November 22, 1641: The House of Commons, the lower house of Britain’s Parliament, passes 
Parliament’s list of grievances, titled the Grand Remonstrance. 
 
January 4, 1642: King Charles I storms into Parliament and attempts to arrest five members (John 
Hampden, Denzil Holles, William Strode, Arthur Haselrig, and John Pym) whom he believes are 
plotting against him. The members flee before he arrives, thanks to the notice of the French 
Ambassador.  3

 
March 1642: Parliament successfully passes the Militia Ordinance, which allows Parliament to take 
control of the Militia without consulting the King. 
 

2 www.britannica.com/biography/William-Laud#:~:text=William Laud, (born Oct.,Charles I of Great Britain. 
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February 23, 1642: Charles’s wife, Henrietta Maria, flees to the Hague (in the Netherlands) for her 
safety and as part of an attempt to defuse public tensions about her Catholic faith. 
 
August 22, 1642 (Initiating Crisis): King Charles declares war on the Parliamentarians. 
 
Historical Analysis 
King Charles I was crowned King in March of 1625. His troubles with Parliament commenced during 
their first meeting in June when they immediately became suspicious of his lack of communication 
regarding his spending, instatement of the unpopular and unsuccessful Duke of Buckingham as the 
leader of Parliament, and support of Catholicism. Parliament soon attempted to impeach the Duke, 
which was met with intense criticism from the King. 
 
In 1628, the former Solicitor General and Speaker of the House of Commons, Sir Edward Coke, 
initiated the creation of the Petition of Right. This was a response to King Charles I’s unethical 
means of procuring funding from the public as an economic measure, including exacting forced 
loans and arbitrarily imprisoning those who failed to comply. King Charles I had also enacted 
martial law in 1628, to force private citizens to accommodate soldiers and sailors into their homes. 
The petition asserted four principles:  (1) that all new taxation must be approved by Parliament; (2) 4

that citizens could not be arrested without an evident cause; (3) that soldiers could be quartered on 
subjects; (4) that martial law could not be invoked during peacetime. 
 
Surprisingly, King Charles I agreed to the petition as a pre-condition for accessing future tax 
revenue. Unfortunately, there was no system in place to ensure that he honoured his agreement, 
and he quickly resumed his unethical and illegal practices. In order to prevent Parliament from 
objecting to his continuation of such practices, King Charles I refused to call on Parliament for the 
next 11 years. 
 
Although there was no political obligation to call on Parliament, there was a financial incentive 
because without it, the King was forced to resort to more morally ambiguous methods, such as 
implementing new specialized taxation, as well as seizing and selling property of the Church of 
England. He finally recalled Parliament in November 1640 as a ploy to pass the financial bills he 
needed to cover the costs of the unsuccessful Bishops' Wars in Scotland. This meeting allowed 
Parliament to list their grievances against King Charles I’s rule thus far. So began a period of action 
by Parliament. First, they impeached Thomas Wentworth and Archbishop Laud, two of King Charles 
Ⅰ’s trusted advisors, for high treason. Next, they passed legislation which made it more difficult for 
the King to rule without Parliament. When the Irish Rebellion broke out in October 1641, it 
escalated tensions between the King and Parliament as they debated who ought to be in control of 
the British army.  
 
In November 1641, John Pym proposed the creation of the Grand Remonstrance, a document 
comprehensively summarizing the reasons behind Parliament’s opposition to King Charles I’s 
leadership. It consisted of 204 points of objection and criticized many of his financial, legal, 
religious, and foreign policies. The document proposed a series of solutions to resolve the 
inadequacies of King Charles I's governance through strengthening the Parliament’s political 

4 https://www.law.gmu.edu/assets/files/academics/founders/petitionofright.pdf 
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power. These solutions called for the expulsion of all bishops from Parliament, the right for 
Parliament to veto the King’s decisions, and the dismissal of a significant number of important 
officials, both in the Church and the Privy Council whom Parliament suspected of influencing the 
King to form more pro-Catholic policies.  5

 
The document was strongly anti-Catholic and directly opposed the views of William Laud, the 
appointed Archbishop of Canterbury, in favour of a more Puritanical point of view. On November 
22nd, 1641, the document passed in the House of Commons by a slim majority (159 to 148). Its 
passage clearly illustrated the division in Parliament at the time between supporters of King 
Charles I—who would soon become known as the Royalists—and the Parliamentarians, supporters 
of the rights of Parliament. When the King received news of the document, he delayed his response 
until Parliament had already publicly circulated the news to the British people. He then insisted 
that none of his officials were guilty, and refused to remove them from office, sparking even more 
unrest amongst Parliament members and citizens alike. This angered the King, and he sought to 
extinguish this rebellion in Parliament. 
 
In 1642, King Charles I entered the House of Commons accompanied by armed soldiers, and 
attempted to arrest five of its members. He believed that these members had led the Puritans in 
encouraging the Scots to invade Britain, aimed to turn British citizens against the King, and plotted 
to impeach the Queen. Luckily for these Parliamentarians, the French Ambassador informed them 
when the King was on his way and they escaped the city before their arrest. When the King arrived, 
the Speaker of the House, William Lenthall, refused to divulge the whereabouts of the missing 
members, making history by siding with Parliament rather than with the monarchy. When word got 
out about the King bringing armed soldiers into Parliament, fears that he would attempt to 
diminish the powers of Parliament to re-establish his personal rule were exacerbated. Riots broke 
out in London, and King Charles I fled to Hampton Court. He sent Queen Henrietta Maria to the 
Hague to establish support there, out of harm’s way. He began to assemble an army by commission 
of array, a means of raising troops by instructing individuals to convince members in their 
communities to enlist, while Parliament assembled their own army by volunteer. Meanwhile, 
Parliament decreed that its Parliamentary Ordinances would henceforth be recognized as laws, 
even without the permission of the King. After a few failed attempts at negotiations, King Charles I 
relocated to Oxford and set up his own court of trusted advisors and royal family members. At this 
point, King Charles I’s forces primarily control Northern England and Wales, while the Midlands and 
Parliament control London, East Anglia, the South-East, and most of the English Navy. This is when 
the committee begins: Delegates are left to decide how they will sway the British people in their 
favour, win over the neighbouring European nations, and devise a new political structure that will 
better represent the views of their citizens.  
 
Current Situation 
Religious Tensions 
In 1534, King Henry VIII broke from the Catholic Church in order to dissolve his marriage with 
Catherine of Aragon, forming the Protestant Church of England. He aimed to form a new sect of 
Christianity that rested all authority with the word of God, rather than with the Pope. This event is 

5 https://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/humanrights/1500-1760/doc-remonstrance-transcript.htm 
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typically regarded as a leading cause of the Protestant Reformation.  After Parliament passed the 6

Act of Supremacy in 1534, which finalized King Henry’s break from the Catholic Church, the Crown 
began to systematically redistribute the Catholic Church’s property holdings and monasteries to 
King Henry’s counsellors. Throughout the next century, tensions between the two branches would 
only heighten as the government moved further away from the Catholic Church.  
 
In the early 17th century, the Thirty Years’ War, a series of conflicts between Catholics and 
Protestants, broke out across Europe, and is at its peak by the start of this committee .  The 7

Catholic population has drastically declined during the past few decades, now making up a mere 
1-5 percent of the British population . Many Protestants fear Catholicism, partially due to the 8

Gunpowder plot of 1605, when a group of English Catholics attempted to assassinate King James, a 
Protestant.  Within Parliament, there are a large number of Puritans—Protestants who aim to 9

cleanse Britain of all Catholic rituals. These members became increasingly frustrated with King 
Charles I due to his relationship with his advisor Archbishop Laud and his marriage to Henrietta 
Maria of France, both of whom were Catholics and, therefore, quite unpopular. Aside from the 
religious tensions in Britain and the Puritan agenda to limit Catholic influence, Catholics and 
Protestants are at odds all across Europe as they continue to struggle for power through the 30 
Years’ War, and rebellions continue to break out in both Scotland and Ireland. 
 
Economy 
Economic struggles were a key cause of the English Civil War because of how they negatively 
impacted British citizens and strained the relationship between Parliament and King Charles Ⅰ.  10

By the time Charles was crowned, the royal treasury was already significantly depleted due to 
James Ⅰ’s lavish spending habits. Nonetheless, King Charles I followed in his father’s footsteps, 
spending significant amounts on entertainment for his court, thus angering the lower class of 
British citizens and Puritans alike, who were opposed to the unnecessarily luxurious lifestyle of the 
royal family. King Charles I further angered Parliament by instituting forced loans, ship money, and 
knighthood fees on landowners to finance his wars with Scotland. He also sold monopoly rights to 
rich merchants, which was a practice that his own father had abolished. This meant that if anyone 
who was not in possession of the patent for certain products attempted to produce these goods, 
they would be punished. This was harmful to the lower classes because it ensured that the rich got 
richer while those in poverty got poorer, and many citizens had to shut down their businesses.  
 
These structural causes have culminated in substantial inequality and stratification: Around 
two-fifths of the working population work for a ‘master’ who provides them with food and a place 
to live, which makes it even more difficult to climb the economic ladder because they are 
completely dependent on a wealthy landowner for their livelihood.  These individuals have little 11

6https://www.britpolitics.co.uk/causes-of-the-civil-war/#:~:text=Religion%20was%20a%20major%20cause,b
etween%20Roman%20Catholicism%20and%20Protestantism.&text=The%20reign%20of%20the%20Catholic
,seen%20the%20persecution%20of%20Protestants. 
7 
8 http://www.olivercromwell.org/wordpress/?page_id=579, 
https://www.thoughtco.com/english-civil-war-an-overview-2360806 
9 www.history.com/topics/british-history/gunpowder-plot#:~:text=The Gunpowder Plot was a,Catholics by 
the English government. 
10 www.historic-uk.com/HistoryUK/HistoryofEngland/Origins-of-the-English-Civil-War/. 
11 https://www.historyextra.com/period/stuart/stuart-britain-what-was-life-like-for-ordinary-people/ 
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control over their businesses or the ability to improve their financial status, meaning many are 
living hand-to-mouth and are highly dependent on the harvest to feed their families. On the other 
hand, most upperclassmen are unbothered by monopolies and inequality, because wealth 
disparity gives them more economic control and improves their social status. As such, although the 
Parliamentarians will likely have a vast number of middle to lower class supporters, it may prove 
difficult to get corporation owners and the aristocracy on their side. 
 
Military 
By 1642, both the Royalist and Parliamentarian armies are early in the recruitment process and are 
relying on volunteers. King Charles I has accumulated around 30,000 troops, as has Parliament, 
although both sides also have small trained bands of fighters throughout the country. In the 17th 
century, infantry were primarily made up of pikemen (soldiers equipped with protective armour 
and a long spear called a pike), and musketeers (unarmoured troops equipped with matchlock and 
flintlock muskets, both of which were quite imprecise). Artillery was also used frequently in 
combat, including large cannons called mortars.  12

 
Foreign Powers 
During the beginning of the Civil War, the alliance of Scotland and Ireland was highly desirable for 
both the Parliamentarians and the Royalists. Scotland and Ireland were both part of the British 
Empire, meaning that they would both be significantly affected by a change in leadership, and are 
unlikely to stay neutral in the conflict. Much of the rest of Europe at this time was fighting the Thirty 
Years' War, and were therefore unable to provide any significant resources to either side.  13

 
Scotland 
Although Scotland has been united with England since 1603 when James VI of Scotland inherited 
the British throne, it maintains much of its independence. One of the organizations that has the 
most influence over the Scottish people is the Protestant Presbyterian Church known as the Kirk.  14

When Charles I attempted to add the Book of Common Prayers, a Catholic prayer book rooted in 
the Church of England, into the Kirk, he faced a lot of backlash from its Protestant followers. These 
followers renamed themselves the Covenanters and in 1640, invaded Great Britain, spreading all 
the way to Newcastle in an attack known as the Battle of Newburn. The Covenanters only withheld 
their troops when the King promised to desert his efforts to reform the Scottish Church. Currently, 
the majority of Scotland outside of the more Catholic leaning Highlands and Islands are loyal to the 
Protestant Kirk and mistrustful of King Charles I. The Highlands are uniquely loyal to the Royalist 
cause because they prefer to maintain King Charles I’s distant and wholly uninvolved leadership, 
rather than that of the Parliamentarians who would likely allocate more power to the Covenanters 
and push through policies that would negatively affect Scottish Catholics.  Although the 15

Covenanters and their supporters would likely prefer Parliamentary leadership over the rule of King 
Charles I, there is currently no official agreement that they will support the British Parliamentarians 
or offer any type of direct military support.  
 
Ireland 

12 study.com/academy/lesson/english-civil-war-weapons-lesson-for-kids.html. 
13 https://www.history.com/topics/reformation/thirty-years-war 
14 https://www.britannica.com/biography/James-I-king-of-England-and-Scotland 
15 https://www.electricscotland.com/history/genhist/historyofscottish06.pdf 
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Similarly to Scotland, Ireland also became united with England in 1603, due to the leadership of 
James VI; however, the two countries vary significantly in their religious and cultural orientation. 
Unlike England, the majority of Ireland follows Catholicism. In 1641, the Irish people rebelled in an 
attempt to gain more religious freedom for Catholics, a rebellion that is still going on in the present 
day.  Ireland could prove important throughout the war, and is likely to side with whichever side 16

better caters to Catholic communities. 
 
Governmental Structure 
In the 1640s, England was ruled primarily by the monarchy, with the advisement and supervision of 
Parliament. Although King Charles I is the sole leader of Britain, some of his decisions require 
Parliament’s approval before they could be officially instated. Parliament is divided into the lower 
house and the upper house (often referred to as the House of Lords). The lower house is composed 
of elected officials, while the upper house is either hereditary or appointed.  The majority of 17

Cabinet members in this committee originate in the lower house. Throughout the span of this 
committee, delegates should discuss which governmental structure would best suit their personal 
interests, as well as the interests of the British people. More peaceful or moderate committee 
members, such as William Lenthall and John Pym, may be in favour of maintaining the monarchy 
while redistributing more financial responsibility and governmental control to Parliament, thereby 
forming a constitutional monarchy of sorts. More radical members, such as Oliver Cromwell and 
Henry Marten, could be in favour of overthrowing the monarchy altogether and replacing it with a 
new government run by the members of Parliament, or even electing a new leader to rule over 
Britain. 
 
Possible Solutions 
Military Intimidation 
One potential solution would be to use the Parliamentarian forces to intimidate the King and his 
supporters into renegotiations with Parliament. One of the primary benefits of this solution over a 
more aggressive approach would be that it would likely maintain a more stable government by 
allowing Britain to continue under monarchy rule. Many members of this committee including John 
Pym, Henry Vane Jr., and Denzil Holles would prefer military intimidation over an attempt to 
overthrow the monarchy all together because of their belief in the Divine Right of Kings and the 
worrying possibility that Ireland would rebel against Parliament rule because they were already 
mistrustful of Parliament due to their anti-Catholic ideologies. In order to implement this strategy, 
Parliament would have to focus on demoralization tactics such as displays of force concentration 
and attacking the Royalist forces with less-lethal weaponry or incapacitating agents to showcase 
their military potential. In this solution, the Parliamentarian goal would not be to defeat the 
Royalist forces in battle, but instead to intimidate them into surrendering by demonstrating their 
superior military capabilities. Once the King’s forces have agreed to regard Parliament’s wishes, it 
would be up to the committee members to invoke new policy that limits the power of the 
monarchy and increases the role of Parliament in the rule of Great Britain. Delegates would have to 
decide the terms for renegotiations, and use their personal connections and foreign allies to 
bargain with the Royalists. Hardcore Puritans would be unlikely to favour this solution, because 

16 http://www.bbc.co.uk/history/british/plantation/planters/es10.shtml 
17 https://www.parliament.uk/about/living-heritage/evolutionofparliament/ 
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many of them would prefer new leadership and believe the King deserves to be executed given his 
potentially pro-Catholic viewpoint. 
 
Incite Civilian Protesting 
For delegates wishing to adopt a more peaceful approach free from military intervention, inciting 
civilian protesting could be an effective means of pressuring King Charles I into making significant 
changes in his leadership and allocating more power to Parliament. In order for this solution to be 
successful, Parliament would have to garner more public support amongst British citizens, and 
devise a new policy, similarly to the first solution, which would make the monarchy more reliant on 
Parliament’s judgement and limit the political influence of the Catholic Church. Pro-peace 
members of this committee including William Lenthall, Benjamin Rudyerd, Simonds d’Ewes, 
Samuel Luke, and Henry Vane the Elder would likely support this solution because it is the least 
likely to aggravate Irish-British relations or provoke the breakout of a full-on British War which 
could lead to hundreds of thousands of unnecessary deaths and horrendous economic 
consequences. 
 
Destruction of the King’s Forces and Instatement of a New British Government 
The most radical solution would be to overthrow the King’s forces and take complete control of 
Britain. This solution would require a great deal of military strategy, and delegates would have to 
carefully map out their battle plan from raising an army to targeting each Royalist base. Because so 
much of the Royalist army is made up of English nobility, it has the advantage of a superior cavalry, 
which is something the Parliamentarians should take into consideration. Contrastingly, the 
Parliamentarians have an advantage when it comes to weaponry because they have access to the 
Tower of London which holds the Royal Armouries.  Parliament is also in control of the majority of 18

the British navy, which they may be able to use in their favour. Although Parliament has a larger 
pool of potential soldiers because they are more widely supported by the lower classes, the 
Royalists are more likely to acquire well-trained upper-classmen which could potentially put 
Parliament at a disadvantage. If the conquering of Royalist forces is successful, delegates will then 
be faced with the task of deciding on a new governmental structure, and disposing of the King 
without causing public uproar. This new government could be led entirely by Parliament, with or 
without an appointed House of Lords and/or a new sovereign leader of Great Britain. This solution 
is a riskier approach than the first two for a few reasons. Firstly, delegates would have to consider 
their relationship with Irish Catholics, who could potentially ensure the success of the Royalist army 
if Parliament angered them by violating their freedom of religion. Secondly, many of the British 
people believe in the Divine Right of Kings, meaning they believe that King Charles I was chosen by 
God to represent the people. This ideology could pose a threat to Parliament because if they were 
to overthrow King Charles I, there would likely be rioting and public unrest. Finally, there would still 
be the opportunity for corruption within Parliament. If Parliament successfully executes the King, 
the decision over the instatement of a new leader could easily become a fierce battle for power. On 
the other hand, this solution allows for the most radical pro-Protestant reforms and is the only 
solution that could grant full and complete Governmental power to Parliament. This solution 
would likely be supported by the most radical committee members including Oliver Cromwell, 
William Strode, Henry Marten, Arthur Haselrig, John Hampden, and Edward Montagu. 

18https://royalarmouries.org/about-us/history-of-the-royal-armouries/history-of-the-royal-armouries-in-the-t
ower-of-london/ 
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Bloc Positions 
Oliver Cromwell 
A devout Puritan, Oliver Cromwell was first elected to Parliament in 1628.  His military career 19

kicked off at the brink of the Civil War, and he is known for being a brilliant general and a proponent 
of radical religious reform. Although he does not hold a vast amount of power in Parliament, his 
dedication to the Puritan faith and determination to terminate the monarchy’s continuous abuse of 
power establishes him as a strong leader who is greatly respected by many delegates in this 
committee. Due to his drastically different religious and political preferences, Cromwell is 
extremely judgemental of the King's leadership and is likely to favour an attempt to overthrow the 
monarchy altogether. Cromwell has always had ambitious leadership aspirations and will likely vie 
for a more powerful position if a new Government is successfully created, potentially even as the 
sole leader of Parliament. 
 
William Lenthall 
William Lenthall is an experienced politician, and will serve as Speaker of the House in this 
committee. He made history when he pledged his allegiance to Parliament rather than to the King 
and refused to divulge the locations of the five Parliament members that King Charles I had unjustly 
accused of treason. Although he is loyal to the Parliamentary cause, Lenthall is one of the least 
radical members of this committee, and is unlikely to sympathize with the aggressive Protestant 
point of view. He is likely to favour a more diplomatic approach and is emphatically in favour of 
continuing to send Peace Proposals to the King in hopes of reaching a non-violent agreement. 
Lenthall would likely support the second potential solution of inciting civilian protesting in order to 
prompt the King to re-enter negotiations with Parliament. 
 
John Pym 
The treasurer of the Providence Company and a renowned leader in Parliament, John Pym 
famously headed the movement to impeach George Villiers, whose incompetent leadership and 
military failures made him a menace to Parliament’s agenda. Pym was one of the five members that 
King Charles I attempted to arrest in January 1642, and is a dedicated Puritan. He is a strong leader 
in Parliament and acts as the primary mouthpiece for the King’s opposition, meaning he is a good 
candidate to deliver press releases, speeches, and negotiations. Surprisingly, Pym is far less radical 
than Cromwell and his like-minded Parliamentary members: Although he recognises the need for 
drastic changes in Government to prevent the King’s unethical practices and Catholic influences, he 
does not wish to dissolve the monarchy, meaning he is likely to support the first potential solution. 
 
Henry Vane Jr. 
Henry Vane Jr. will play a vital role in this committee, as his position as the Treasurer of the Navy 
makes him responsible for garnering naval support and controlling much of Parliament’s funding. 
Although he works closely with Oliver Cromwell, Henry is strongly against the creation of a new 
government, and will likely support the first potential solution. 
 

19 history.com/topics/british-history/oliver-cromwell#:~:text=Cromwell's Rise to Power&text=With the Scots 
defeated, Parliament re-formed in 1651.&text=Several months later, following various,Cromwell Lord 
Protector for life. 
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Benjamin Rudyerd 
Benjamin Rudyerd’s significance in this committee primarily stems from his difference in opinion to 
many of the other members. A poet and politician, Rudyerd is strongly opposed to the King’s “evil 
counsellors,” as he referred to them in his first speech after being elected to Long Parliament in 
1640.  Despite this animosity, Rudyerd consistently expressed fears that a poor relationship 20

between the King and Parliament would pose negative consequences to the British people. He will 
likely oppose any actions that will upturn the stability of Great Britain, meaning he is probable to 
support the second potential solution. Rudyerd believes in the importance of maintaining 
monarchy rule, and could be described as a Royalist sympathizer, although he agrees with the 
other council members that there needs to be stronger measures in place to prevent King Charles I 
from engaging in unethical practices such as unfair taxation and imprisonment. 
 
William Strode 
Strode is one of the King’s most bitter opponents. Early on in his political career, King Charles I 
imprisoned him for 11 years for his critical resolutions to the King’s shortcomings. Strode was also 
one of the five members who had to flee Parliament to escape the King’s attempted arrest. He is 
likely to support an attempt to overthrow the monarchy in favour of a new Parliament-led 
Government, and opposes all suggestions of compromise with the King. 
 
Henry Marten 
Henry Marten is a fiery English lawyer and politician. He is one of the few politicians who openly 
and ardently opposes one-man rule in favour of a democratic system with representational 
government, a stance King Charles greatly resents.  His enemies claim he is an atheist, and a heavy 21

drinker, but he describes himself as a Puritan, although his lifestyle was inconsistent with Puritan 
norms. He is likely to support the third potential solution in this committee. 
 
Denzil Holles 
Denzil Holles is a radical statesman and writer who was previously imprisoned for disobedience 
against the Speaker of the House. Although he sides with the Parliamentarians, his ideologies are 
wishy washy, and he is strongly opposed to a solely Parlimentarian government because of his 
aristocratic station. He often clashes with Oliver Cromwell and would likely support military 
intimidation as a tactic to reform Britain’s Government without eliminating the monarchy. 
 
Arthur Haselrig 
The representative for Leicestershire, Haselrig played a significant role in the arrests of many of the 
King’s aides. His experience raising troops and military prowess will make him invaluable in this 
committee. He is likely to support the third potential solution in this committee, although he would 
prefer a Parliament-led Great Britain rather than the instatement of a new leader as he opposes 
autocracy in all its forms.  
 
John Hampden 
A landowner and politician, John Hampden led the movement against funding King Charles I’s War 
against Scotland and against the implementation of arbitrary taxation. Although Hampden is not as 

20 historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1604-1629/member/rudyard-sir-benjamin-1572-1658 
21 bcw-project.org/biography/henry-marten 
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decidedly opposed to the monarchy in comparison to some of the other delegates, he would likely 
prefer the third solution because he believes that the only way to ensure that the King does not 
continue to take advantage of his position of power and infringe on the rights of British citizens is to 
beat him in combat. 
 
Edward Montagu 
The second Earl of Mancester, Edward Montagu is an important Parliamentary commander, who 
the King had attempted to impeach along with the five other Parliamentarians. Montagu is a 
Puritan, but his allegiance tends to fall with where it will most likely benefit his personal stature 
and aspirations. He is a strong supporter of Oliver Cromwell and therefore will likely favour an 
attempt to overthrow the monarchy in favour of the instatement of Cromwell as a Parliamentary 
leader. 
 
Simonds d’Ewes 
Sir Simonds d’Ewes is a renowned antiquary and lawyer. He is critical of the King’s arbitrary 
decisions and unethical behaviour; however, his views are more moderate than most members of 
this committee. He is also a dedicated diarist and takes note of much of the activity in Parliament.  22

In this committee, he is likely to favour the second potential solution, partially due to his political 
affiliation, and partially due to the fact that his Royalist younger brother is fighting in the King’s 
armies. 
 
Samuel Luke 
A Parliamentarian and military officer, Luke is a devout Puritan. He spent a significant amount of 
his youth abroad, meaning that he is knowledgeable about Europe outside England. His vast 
military knowledge will prove critical in this committee. Luke is likely to support an attempt to 
instigate civilian protesting and enter re-negotiations, as he is against many of the King’s 
indiscretions, but still believes in the significance of the monarchy. 
 
Dudley North 
An experienced soldier who fought in the German state and Holland armies, North’s role in this 
committee will consist primarily of military action and economic consultation, and he is likely to 
support the third potential solution. Aside from his experience in the army, North is an intellectual 
and a writer who has published a series of works including Passages Relating to the Long 
Parliament about his time working in Government.  
 
Henry Vane the Elder 
Henry Vane, Lord Lieutenant of Durham under the Parliamentarians, allied with Parliament when 
King Charles gave the treasury position to Thomas Savile rather than him, and dismissed him from 
his duties. Vane acted as England’s representative for peace negotiations with Holland and Spain, 
and was previously a member of the King’s Privy Council. Vane’s economic and diplomatic 
expertise will likely prove useful to the committee, and Vane is likely to take the more peaceful 
approach and support the second potential solution. 
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