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On December 6,1921, the historic signing of the Anglo-Irish Treaty was signed and this changed the history of Ireland. It marked the adulthood of the Irish freedom movements and formed the Irish Free State as an autonomous dominion in the British Commonwealth. Years of struggle, especially the Irish War of Independence (1919 1921), whereby the Irish Republican Army (IRA) waged its struggle against the British, paved the path to the Treaty. The Treaty was controversial, nonetheless, although this accomplishment was regarded by many as a compromise that was less than complete independence that many Irish republicans had desired.
Some of the major provisions of the Treaty were the establishment of the Irish Free State, the oath of the allegiance of the Irish Free State to the British Crown, and the partitioning of Ireland with the Northern part of the island (Northern Ireland) joining the United Kingdom. Irish Free State acquired dominion status, like Canada, yet the British crown reserved some powers on foreign affairs and defence, which were not acceptable to many Irish republicans. The Treaty also caused divisions among the political sides of Ireland with people as Michael Collins supporting the Treaty as an expedient measure, whereas people as Eamon de Valera, opposed the Treaty as a betrayal of the republican ideal. This cleavage culminated into the Irish Civil war (1922-1923), which would dominate the Irelands politics even many years later.
[bookmark: _Toc202792064]Context and Background
Anglo- Irish Treaty: There was a long history of hostilities between Ireland and Britain (Irish War of Independence 1919-1921) so the signing of the Anglo- Irish Treaty followed. The war which was the successor of Easter Rising of 1916 (Smith, 2002), witnessed the Irish Republican Army (IRA) led by individuals like Michael Collins waging an intense battle to gain independence of Ireland. The uprising had inspired the Irish and though Britain had dominated it in the first part due to its military power, the guerilla-style warfare and presence of a drawn-out war compelled the British government to negotiate. The war ended with a war of attrition with the two sides experiencing heavy losses and their resources being exhausted.
The negotiations of the treaty took place in London (Smith, 2002) in the later part of the year 1921 where both the British side of the government and the Irish republicans sat down to solve the matter. The Irishmen at the table included Arthur Griffith, Michael Collins among others as compared to the British leader who was Prime Minister David Lloyd George. The Irish representatives also wanted independence but there was discord on how independence was supposed to be accrued to them. The negotiations were tense and the Irish delegates were under so much pressure by the British to reach an agreement that would save some semblance of British rule over Ireland yet all they wanted was to create a full Irish independent democratic country. This led to the treaty as the official affirmation of the right of Ireland to self-govern by the British government. But it was a compromise, and a compromise that would have far reaching implications on the Irish political arena in general as well as on the future of the Irish-British relations.
Arthur Griffith and Michael Collins who were key players in Irish delegation (Smith, 2002) played a vital role in signing the treaty because they viewed it as a step towards a full independence being driven by pragmatism. To Griffith, the setting up of the Irish Free State as a dominion in the British Commonwealth was a concession, which was vital as Ireland had to survive and have its own political autonomy. Collins, who was an ardent republican at the start of his career, viewed the treaty as a springboard to a fuller independence, where he thought that the Free State would culminate to become a full republic.
Not every Irish leader though was of the same opinion, this actually resonated so much so that the then President of the Republic of Ireland, whose name was Emmanuel de Valera, strongly opposed the treaty on grounds that it was not far enough going to secure the Irish sovereignty. He was against oath of allegiance to the British Crown and the presence of Britain in Ireland especially military posts located in strategic positions as envisaged in the treaty. The turndown made by de Valera to sign the treaty divided the Irish republican movement with Collins and Griffith opting to sign the treaty and De Valera and his supporters refusing to sign the treaty. Such split contributed to the political and social conflict that would eventually culminate in the Irish Civil War (1922 -1923).
The Anglo-Irish Treaty, although being the acknowledgement of the rights of the Ireland (Smith, 2002) to self-government by the British government, still preserved some points of the rule of the Britain over the name new Irish state. This extended to the ongoing loyalty to the British Crown and also to the garrison of the British troops in key positions, including the Treaty ports of Cork, Berehaven and Queenstown (later changed to Cobh). Many of the Irish republicans regarded these terms to amount to a betrayal of the real republican cause which led to the high pitch of hostility to the treaty in Ireland. According to historian John Foster, (1989) the treaty was a revolutionary turnabout in British policy but many regarded it as half-way as it was not completely breaking the connection between Ireland and Britain.
[bookmark: _Toc202792065]Analysis of the Key Provisions
1. Creation of the Irish Free State: The establishment of the Irish Free State was one of the biggest achieved consequences of the treaty. The treaty put Ireland under self-governance as a component of the British Commonwealth. This was the compromise of the intention of the Irish to be completely independent and the British had to have at least control over this island. Although the treaty also stipulated Irish sovereignty, it did not cut off the British tie completely since Ireland was supposed to acknowledge the British monarch as the official head of the State (Doyle, 1998).
2. The British Monarch Role: The treaty asserted that Ireland would still be part of British Commonwealth and the British monarch would still be the chief of state. This was the most controversial part of this treaty and one of the main reasons that led to the refutation of this treaty by Éamon de Valera and his followers. According to the de Valera and his faction, this clause was an under-pinning to the full sovereign powers of the Irish nation and practically left Ireland as a slave to British jurisdiction (Foster, 1989).
3. Military and Naval Control: Under the treaty, the British continued to occupy some of the military and naval bases in Ireland, especially in the ports and the wireless stations that were deemed as important. This was a stipulation that guaranteed the ability of Britain to enjoy military control over crucial infrastructures of coastal defense. Although the treaty paved the way to the final hand-over of these installations to the Irish state, they were controlled by the British temporarily. Having the British military forces on Irish soil was perceived by a section of the Irish as a tradeoff, which undermined the full control of Ireland (Coogan, 1993).
4. Submarine Cable and Wireless Stations: The treaty provided that there should be no laying down of submarine cables and wireless stations to communicate with the likes of places beyond the borders of Ireland without the consent of the British government. It also prevented Ireland free operation to set its own network as far as international communications were concerned as Britain had the control with regards to international communications in Ireland. This provision showed the existing British government issues on the ability of Ireland to act independently in the international front (McGarry, 1999).
5. Economic and Political Consequences: Social and economic effects of the treaty were also great. It provided the possibility to create an autonomous Irish currency, and the right of Ireland to conclude treaties and alliances. Nevertheless, it carried certain financial costs as well and among them there was an agreement to cover a portion of the British national debt. Although the treaty declared economic autonomy, the common financial responsibilities were highly debated over these years after the signing of the treaty (Fitzgerald, 2013).
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1. Political Implications: Making of the treaty led to the divide of Ireland (Smith, 2002), and the six counties of Northern Ireland continued to belong to the United Kingdom. This separation led to deep-seated wounds in Irish political life leading to years of struggle. Acceptance of the treaty also caused a divide in the Irish Republican movement specifically between supporters of the treaty (with Michael Collins being the leader), and those opposed to it (including the then Amalyces of the same). That led to the Irish Civil War (1922-1923) which was fought between pro- and anti-treaty workers and left its severe scar on the political and social life of the country during decades (Doyle, 1998).
2. Social and Economic impact: Social and economic consequences of the Anglo-Irish Treaty were also great. Although it had set up a lot of political freedom, it left several Irish people in disarray as regards to the question of sovereignty and the presence of the British influence. Provision of the treaty concerning the control of the military and communications infrastructure of Ireland by the British was interpreted by many as a compromise that failed to deliver the full potential of the Irish independence (Coogan, 1993).
3. Long-Term Consequences: The treaty however has over time paved way to the ultimate full independence of Ireland (Smith, 2002). In 1949, the Irish Free State became a republic and the remaining influences of the British were eliminated. Nevertheless, the legacy of the treaty was divisive especially in Northern Ireland where the conflict between nationalists and unionists ranged throughout the greater part of the 20th century (Fay, 2001).
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The Anglo-Irish Treaty received a lot of opposition especially by those who did not find it as a total independence of Ireland. One of the core people involved in the struggle to have Ireland free and the then President of the Republic of Ireland, was none other than Egamon de Valera who opposed the treaty vehemently. De Valera declined to sign the document considering that it did not give Ireland the full sovereignty powers. He especially did not agree with further membership to the British Crown, which he considered an offense against the republicanism of Ireland. De Valera further disliked the fact that the treaty limited the negotiations of Ireland with external nations as Ireland was now a part of this Commonwealth in Britain and thus not so free to negotiate (Brown, 2003). He objected to the signing of the treaty because it reinforced the idea that Ireland could never become truly independent given that the treaty was going to leave the British in control of Irish affairs by compromising on its principles.
Contrary to this and with the other influencing members in the Irish delegation, Michael Collins who is the other important member in the delegation embraced the treaty and held the view that it was a compromise that had to be made. Collins was a practical politician and he clearly saw the benefits of the treaty as something that could weaken to help Ireland to form its own independence. He wanted to believe that treaty was mostly a stepping stone, but not a final destination and that with additional negotiations and reforms, the remaining problems could be resolved with time. This led Collins to support the treaty because he did not want any more bloodshed and want Ireland as a nation to survive as a political power. In his argument he stated that though the treaty had its shortcomings, it could grant Ireland a higher degree of autonomy than it ever had experienced under the British especially enabling the Irish people to ultimately develop a course leading to full Irish Insurgence.
Anglo-Irish treaty legacy is a contentious subject in Irish society (Smith, 2002) indicating the sharp divisions within Irish society on the character of independence and relationship between Ireland and Britain. Although the treaty has been considered by many as the first step towards Irish independence, some feel that it was a bad compromise, which could not be up to the expectations of the Irish republican’s movement. The treaty also pointed out the contradictions that existed between those who wanted immediate and unconditional independence and those who knew that to achieve a state of self-government one would have to achieve small steps. According to historian John Foster (1989), the events of the aftermath of the treaty revealed the divisions inside the Irish political and breathed life into the Irish Civil War as the country tried to straddle its need of independence and sovereignty and the practicalities of the political and diplomatic environment.
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Anglo-Irish Treaty, 1921 was one of the major documents dealing with a very crucial matter of the history related to Ireland. It was signed at the end of a long struggle of independence and signaled the beginning of the Irish road to the self-ruling and the creation of the Irish Free State. Nonetheless, the treaty did not lack its challenges and contradictions, because the treaty elicited strong opposition by many quarters and mostly by those, who felt that the treaty was not a complete independence. The treaty was also extremely controversial in what it said of British military and naval supremacy. The Irish Free State notwithstanding, British government still had other strongholds over strategic military ports in Ireland and this was perceived to be a sign of British occupation. The next bone of contention was the fact that the monarch of Britain retained the head of state position, an aspect that did not go down well with Irish republicans who had struggled to have a complete republic. Moreover, the contributions to coping with the financial demands shared by the Irish Free State and Britain and the influence of the British in the foreign policy were viewed as the compromises that limited the potential of Ireland to negotiate freely at the international level. Although the treaty established the basis upon which Ireland would in the future assume full sovereignty, clauses in the treaty established the foundation of a political rift that has taken an ugly turn in the Irish society. The divisions which it caused culminated in the Irish Civil War (1922-1923) which is a major event in the history of the country. In the end, the Anglo- Irish treaty was a very rich text and which contributed immensely to the shaping of the modern Ireland and yet its legacy continues to be observed and debated.
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