The Whiskey Rebellion 

“To quell the disturbance in this country, and restore it to peace and government, the measures taken by the President, were in my opinion, the most prudent that could have been devised, and they seem to have been executed with a correspondent propriety and effect: The appointment of Commissioners, by shewing the awakened spirit of public exertion gave a check to the spirit of revolution in this country, and to the progress of disorder in other parts of the Union.”  - From Judge Alexander Addison's 1794 letter to Henry Lee, commander and chief of the occupying federal forces in western Pennsylvania.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The Whiskey Rebellion took place only 15 years after America declared independence. By 1794 President George Washington decided to personally lead a force of 15, 000 soldiers against an estimated 7,000 Pennsylvania frontier farmers. When Washington reached the counties in disfavor, the rebellion had already crumbled into nonexistence. It is believed by some that the cost of sending a force so immense actually cost the government more than the total receipts gained by the tax protested. The severity of the Federal government's reaction implied more may have been behind the rebellion than a few counties missing their payments.

1.  Many historians believe that the George Washington had deeper motivations for his response to the Whiskey Rebellion than just  tax collection.  What historical evidence helps demonstrate this?  Briefly explain.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The common historical account explained the drastic federal action as an opportunity to prove itself as a "police power." It accomplished the demonstration, and made its willingness to defend its right to tax apparent. However, why did government choose a small rebellion in the western Pennsylvania frontier to make such an expensive point? Whiskey was the only valuable export for that part of the country, and collection there did meet resistance. Collectors were chastised, even tarred and feathered, and one had his house raised. But this was the full extent of the violence. 

2.  How violent did the counties in western Pennsylvania get in protest of the tax?  How big was the rebellion?  How much of a threat were these counties to the national government?

Most accounts isolated the Whiskey Rebellion to those few Pennsylvania counties. But the Whiskey Excise Tax of 1791 did apply to all Americans, and whiskey was valued as a consumer good for sale and consumption to others besides Pennsylvanians. In fact, evidence has been uncovered substantiating the Whiskey Rebellion as more nationally widespread than once believed. The federal government may have used the Whiskey Rebellion to demonstrate its policing powers, but it probably chose the counties to its advantage in order to dissuade a national tax revolt.

3.  Was the tax on Whiskey a local tax on Pennsylvanians or a national tax? 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The South as a major actor in the Whiskey Rebellion has largely been overlooked. In reality, respect for Federal power was minimal within the area. Southern distillers, citizens, and legal courts, largely refused compliance or assistance toward the collection of the excise tax. A few collectors, like in Pennsylvania, found themselves chastised, even tarred and feathered, but for the most part they were simply ignored. Any enforcement of the tax policy was virtually nonexistent. A definite lack of both prosecutions and fines against whiskey violators existed in the court records for the period. Even the United States attorney for the district resigned from his office in 1792. For four years no one held the post with its dreaded responsibility of prosecuting "whiskey rebels." Supporters of the law tried to file civil suits against violators with little success, for Jurors and Judges refused to convict. 

4.  In what region was the heart of the dissent against the tax on whiskey?  How did Americans in that region protest against the tax before the Whiskey rebellion?  Violence?

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Despite the same rebellious behavior and minor violence in the South as in Pennsylvania, and definite insurrection within the South's legal courts, Hamilton decided to concentrate his efforts against Pennsylvania. First he recommended using sanctions, and finally, direct military intervention.  Hamilton chose Pennsylvania for strategic reasons. Dissent within the South, especially in Kentucky, was widespread enough, and the section of the country held enough coherence and strength, that federal invasion could have met with real resistance. Secession and rebellion of Southern states were legitimate fears. The allegiance of the area's militia was questionable, and the reaction to outside militia would definitely be one of disfavor. If full scale rebellion erupted in the South, and spilled over into the western states, it would have been impossible for the fledgling federal government to engage both fronts. 

5.  Why did Alexander Hamilton suggest to President Washington that the federal government should try to stop the Whiskey Rebellion in Pennsylvania rather than in the South?

If the above conditions did exist during the Whiskey Tax Rebellion, Washington and Hamilton's decision to invade western Pennsylvania does not seem so suspicious. The action demonstrated the federal government's ability to "police," and successfully protected the federal government's sovereignty over tax policy, at a minimum loss. If the Southern states had been confronted, the tax rebellion could have turned into war. The Federal government would not be ready for that type of action until 1861 and The Civil War.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The Whiskey Rebellion vs. The Stamp Act Revolt – Compare and Contrast

In this section, you will apply what you just learned about the Whiskey Rebellion to make comparisons and contrasts between it and the rebellion in the colonies over the Stamp Act.  In many ways, both rebellions were very similar, yet they ended very differently.  Why and how?  Fill in the following chart.

	                  Whiskey Rebellion
	                    Stamp Act Revolt

	1.  To raise revenue, George Washington and Congress pass an excise tax on whiskey, which is used not only for leisure but also as a source of money in many parts of the country.
	1.  To raise revenue, George III and Parliament pass the Stamp Act, which taxes every day items that use paper, ranging from playing cards to legal letters.

	2.  Pennsylvanians believe...


	2.  Colonists believe that Parliament has no right to tax them because the body is foreign and should not have the right to regulate local affairs.

	3.


	3.  The Stamp Act proves impossible to enforce as stamp collectors are either tarred and feathered or ignored.



	4.  George Washington decides to send troops to ___________?  His rationale is ...

  
	4.  George III decides to send troops to the heart of the rebellion in Boston.  He figures that if he can cut off the rebellion's source, he can stop it from spreading – much like gangrene.

	5.


	5.  Americans are outraged at George III's unfair treatment of Bostonians.  More Americans become sympathetic to the cause.

	6.  Once captured, George Washington decides to deal with the ringleaders of the rebellion by ...
	6.  George III declares the colonists in an open state of rebellion.  The penalty for rebellion is death, making it impossible for colonists to come back to the empire.

	7.
	7.  The American Revolution is fought and the English government loses all power over the colonies.




