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[bookmark: _Toc204785977]Introduction
Ireland on its way to independence made an extended and intricate process because there were a lot of milestones that became the causes of the national synergies and antagonisms. The central thread of these radical developments was the struggle of Irish self-determination where the country had to go through a broad range of political, military and social issues. During the 19th and early 20th centuries, the Irish people tried to carve their national identity amid the British imperialism. The earlier desire of independence was evident in the political drive to Home Rule in the late 19th century, which was an attempt on creating a certain level of self-government in Ireland as part of the United Kingdom. Nonetheless, it was not until the 1916 Easter Rising that the Irish freedom movement gained a more radical, revolutionary flair of ideas and demanded a separate Irish Republic altogether. Although the Rising itself failed, it was an influential turning point that altered the further history of Ireland as the country was energized and became much more supportive of independence.
This was followed by the Anglo-Irish Agreement of 1921 which was another turning point of the history with the creation of Irish Free State in 1922. These were hour notch, and the key players of the era including leaders in the form of Charles Stewart Parnell, Patrick Pearse, and Michael Collins among others that contributed to deciding the fate of the current Irish politics. It is through these happenings as discussed in this essay, that not only did these events affect, so the political landscape, but also long term effects on the identity of the peoples of Ireland themselves, with the stark divide between the British imperialism and the Irish nationalism, and the concessions that were to have taken place in the endeavor of achieving freedom.
[bookmark: _Toc204785978]The Road to Home Rule (1870–1914)
The movement of the Irish Home Rule which sought the right of controlling Ireland within the British Empire was a hallmark of Irish political activities in the late 19 th and early 80 th centuries. Home Rule movement has its roots back in the 1870s when it was started by Isaac Butt, who in his early years wanted to gain minimal self-government of the Irish. However, Butt made his own contributions in being a key figure of the movement to establish Home Rule but his efforts tended to be considered conservative, compared to those of the later authorities and others who would become the driving actors in the Irish Home Rule movement, particularly Charles Stewart Parnell, the leader of the movement and by then the movement was the rallying call of the nationalists and land reformers. His political prowess was able to bring these different forces together and form a very broad coalition which was much beyond the political divisions that had always existed in Ireland and it wanted to see the Irish have a separate system with the British Empire.
Land reform was one of the most significant issues that surrounded the Home Rule movement. By the late 19th century, a high percentage of the Irish were tenant farmers who found themselves in an extremely disadvantaged economic position because the British land policies enabled the absentee landlords to hold most agricultural land in Ireland. A lot of Irish tenants were unable to afford excessive rents and enjoyed very weak security of tenure. Parnell and IPP realized that land reform question was closely connected to the Home Rule demand since Irish independence was recognized not as the purely political freedom, but also the solution to the economic position of the Irish peasantry. The agitation of the land movements during the 1880s under Parnell with some support of Michael Davitt tried to stop landlordism and redistribute the land among the Irish farmers. This campaign, which was also referred to as the Land War united the nationalists with the agrarian reformers and there was an accentuation of the social and economic aspects of Irish nationalism (Hoppen, 2016). Such a twofold emphasis on self-rule and social equality was what gave the Home Rule movement its unrivalled strength, attracting broader layers of Irish people.
The Home Rule movement was highest in the building up of the first Home Rule Bill by the British Prime Minister William Gladstone in the year 1886. The proposed bill came up with the idea of giving Ireland its own parliament to take care of domestic affairs but with the British Crown in issues relating to foreign policy and defense. The bill had received a great deal of popular support of Irish nationalists, and been bitterly opposed in the British parliament. Home Rule was hotly opposed by Unionists, especially those in Ulster, the center of Protestant population. They were afraid that Ireland becoming independent would politically and economically exclude them as they stood to lose a lot in their union with Britain. The Conservatives, whose main issue was anti-Home Rule and their Unionist leanings into matters, were in the forefront to oppose the bill citing the instability of the British Empire due to Home Rule which would incur sectarian violence in Ireland. There was some support by the Liberal Party members and a powerful effort by the Irish Parliamentary Party led by Parnell in bringing in the first Home Rule Bill in 1886 which was defeated, a huge setback to the aspiration of Irish nationalists.
In 1893, Gladstone brought in a second Home Rule Bill once more backed by the Irish Parliamentary Party. This bill did not pass because it was not accepted by the House of Lords after having been passed by the House of Commons. The failure of the second bill proved that both the British establishment and the Unionists in Ireland were still opposed to the bill. There was a significant political schism that existed between the Irish who wanted more of its autonomy and the British establishment that was afraid of what would happen when they would give this power to Ireland. This contradiction was an indication of the clashing political ideologies of the Irish nationalists as compared to the ruling British. Whereas Irish Catholics were generally in support of the idea of Home Rule to correct centuries of British rule the Unionists especially in the north of Ireland felt that the Home Rule would relegate their political and economic power to the periphery of an Irish dominated system of governance and helpless among a catholic majority.
The Home Rule movement that did not receive its final destination in life of Parnell, gave the foundation to the next phase of Ireland on the way to its independence. The Home Rule politics that divided the people played a critical role in determining the course of the Irish nationalism in the 20 th century. The further inability of the British government to recognize the demands of the Irish people contributed to an increase in alienation in Irish nationalists, and cemented the opinion that Ireland could never have a chance to have any kind of autonomy under the British Empire. The schism of Irish nationalists and the unionist, especially in the north, paved the way to the future sectarian divisions, which in the future, would become one of the hallmarks of the conflict in Northern Ireland. The increasing disappointment with the Home Rule movement later led to the development of much more radical republican movements especially Sinn F and in which they intended to shun the idea of merely having limited autonomy in Britain Empire but instead a fully independent Irish Republic (Foster, 1989).
As the 20th century set in, the Irish Parliamentary Party was not going to give up on the Home Rule pressure but as the century reached the turn of the century, things were changing in favor of Irish self-rule. But as international trends were towards independence movements, and as more and more people were becoming impatient with the failure of the Home Rule agitation, the younger nationalists now started to seek more radical remedies. Personalities like James Connolly and Patrick Pearse rose up and started their demand of full Irish freedom and this prelude to the Easter Rising of 1916 which would turn out to be the breakthrough in the Irish independence movement. This uprising would not achieve its short term goals but would change the political rhetoric of Ireland and motivate the Irish people to pursue their independence more aggressively (Lee, 1989).
[bookmark: _Toc204785979]The Easter Rising of 1916: A Turning Point
The rebellion of the Easter of 1916 changed the character of the Irish fight to be free dramatically. Before this occurred, the nationalist movement in Ireland had been driven relatively much by politics including the Home Rule movement in pursuing its independence in the United Kingdom. The Rising however was a more radical shift of this strategy as it signaled a shift into revolutionary action. A coalition of Irish nationalist organizations, mainly the Irish Republican Brotherhood (IRB) and the Irish Citizen Army (ICA), came together in this event united in a cause that they had in common, the Irish republican ideology, and the urge to be completely free of the British domination. Influenced by the ideas of the French and American revolutions, all of them led by such figures like Patrick Pearse, James Connolly, and Joseph Plunkett, believed that military uprising was required to shack the shackles of British rule forever. This tactical adjustment became the turning point of a new era in the Irish fight against self-determination, which was to be the period of a more direct and violent challenge of the British rule (Keane, 2011).
On Easter weekend in 1916, the Rising was a model in which areas in Dublin to be controlled strategically by attackers were to be seized and an independent Irish Republic was to be declared. The General Post Office (GPO) was proclaimed the headquarters of the Irish Republic and it was the center of rebellion symbol. Although it was to begin with originally intended as an exceptional movement that would launch a nationwide revolt, the uprising took place only in Dublin, and the absence of mass solidarity led to rebels getting easily suppressed by the British troops. Nevertheless, although the rebellion was swiftly quashed, it would turn out to be much more important than the mere military defeat of the event indicated. One factor that immensely contributed to making the rebels martyrs to the cause of Irish independence was the heavy-handed approach by the British military to deal with the Rising by executing its leaders, such as Pearse, Connolly and others. These executions provoked a popular feel throughout Ireland which changed the perception of some people where they had witnessed this as an ill-fated innocent insurrection to a cause to sacrifice, put up resistance against imperial rule by Britain (Foster, 1989).
When the Rising came about, many people in Ireland were uncertain in the beginning in regards to the value of an armed revolt. Public opinion was strongly divided, some being of the opinion that a peaceful and political course of action, exemplified by the demand of Home Rule or constitutional transition would better serve the purpose of the Irish gaining self-rule. Nonetheless, the British reaction to the Rising, especially the execution of the rebel leaders, made the rebels martyrs and even more popular amongst Irish people. Consequently, the Rising served in changing the popular opinion towards more radical nationalist groups, especially the Irish Volunteers who would then turn into the Irish Republican Army (IRA). In the devastating British revenge and the ensuing martyrdom of the rebels, the nationalistic Irish crossings that had been mutually exclusive to each other feel a sense of togetherness. It also resulted in the emergence of the Sinn Féin, whose ideology based on its complete followership of the republican ideology of the rebels completely denied the possibility of compromise of any kind with the British-imposed political system. The way Sinn Fn had rejected Home Rule and how it demanded full independence with Britain reduced the root of what was growing to be a highly disillusioned population regarding British rule and the inability to gain true independence and power of the Irish people (Keane, 2011).
The Rising also preconditioned the Irish war of independence (1919-1921) an ongoing struggle between the IRA and British army which would eventually lead to the signing of the Irish Free State by 1922. The short term impact of the Rising was to further alienate Ireland and Britain and it provided an environment of escalated tensions which served to push Ireland towards a more polarized politics. It was the start of a more militant period of Irish history in which the goals of Irish independence would not be sought by parliamentary vote but instead by military struggle against British colonial rule. The revolt paved the way towards the greater independence movement that would dominate Irish politics in the coming years setting the stage on the subsequent removal of the British rule in Ireland and the establishment of a new Irish state.
To sum it up, the Easter Rising in 1916 was not a military success at first, but its effects on the further course of the Irish political and social life were enormous. It was a decisive turning point in the Irish fight against independence that saw the movement evolve out of parliamentary and political activity into a movement on revolutionary principles and direct action. Public opinion was galvanized in favor of Irish republicanism not only by the martyrdom of the rebel leaders but also their British response and a generation of new nationalists were inspired to carry on the struggle to free Ireland by the event known as the legacy of the Rising. The Rising as well preconditioned the Irish War of Independence and firmly established a stratification of Ireland and Britain, on the cruises towards Ireland final goal of full independence.
[bookmark: _Toc204785980]The Anglo-Irish Agreement (1921): Negotiation and Division
The years that followed the Easter Rising saw the nationalist side of Ireland beginning to give more attention to winning their freedom through a process of negotiation, rather than the business of rebellion. There was a cost that had to be paid by the IRA since the war against the British soldiers that began in 1919, Irish War of Independence is what it has come to be known as, was costly to both sides. Following the First World War, Britain was all swarmed over by the aftermaths hence, not in a beneficial status to sustain the imperialist stake over Ireland long term (Townsend, 1983). The issue was the same in Britain in 1921 as Irish politics attempted to work out a resolution of the problem.
On 6th of December 1921, the Anglo Irish treaty was signed that settlement was the creation of the Irish Free State that was a self-, domination of the British Commonwealth. This agreement was shocking even though it was a very significant step toward a full independence. The treaty did not reject the British monarch as the head of state, instead a new government was created which would have a partial control and even it was a component of the British Commonwealth. This compromise was quite bitter to a significant proportion of the Republicans who disapproved the treaty on the grounds that it was inadequate with regards to the require of asserting the Irish sovereignty (Lee, 1989) with the Éamon de Valera leading all the Republicans.
The treaty signing had created a huge crack in the nationalism movement. Collins then, a big negotiator believed that the treaty was supposed to be the best compromise in the circumstances he was negotiating and that it will provide a platform of more freedom in future. However, to de Valera and his supporters, the treaty was seen as a betrayal to the dream of an imposed on the Irish Republic that was supposed to be completely sovereign (Townsend, 1983). This division led to the Irish Civil War (19221923) a bloodbath in which pro and anti-Treaty men would fight it against each other and this would scar the Irish society into decades.
[bookmark: _Toc204785981]Conclusion
Certain historical events marked the process of getting the independence of Ireland and each of them played the role of shaping the Irish nationalism. Some of the milestones which eventually led to the formation of Irish Free State in 1922 included the home rule demand, Easter rising in 1916 and the Anglo Irish agreement of 1921. Even though all these situations were heralded through political division, violence and sacrifice, they were a mark of the immense endeavor on the part of the Irish people to achieve self-determination. The history of the Irish partition and the ensuing civil war proven that it was extremely hard to create a united Irish state. But the struggle of independence and the creation of Irish Free State depicts to whom strong the Irish man was and how much they desired their freedom.
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