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This material has been funded by the UK International Development from the UK government; 
however, the views expressed do not necessarily reflect the UK government’s official policies.  
 
This analysis forms part of a wider FCDO-supported programme on digital harms in conflict that 
connected work across several contexts. In Somalia, this social media analysis was conducted as part 
of a broader effort to scope and initiate dialogue on digital harms in the region in the context of 
ongoing challenges to the democratisation process. Other activities included a co-design workshop in 
Nairobi, a national digital harms assessment (available here), and a roundtable discussion in 
Mogadishu with key stakeholders. 
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1.​ Background and Context 
 
Somalia’s political system has, since the collapse of the central state in 1991, been rebuilt around a 
federal settlement that remains contested in both principle and practice. The 2004 Transitional Federal 
Charter and the 2012 Provisional Federal Constitution established a federal model and a 
power-sharing arrangement widely known as the 4.5 formula, under which the four major clan 
families share political representation equally, while a coalition of minority groups receives a 
half-share (Menkhaus, 2014; Mosley, 2015). This arrangement was intended as a temporary measure 
to manage clan competition, but it has become entrenched, shaping the negotiation of power, 
resources, and legitimacy between the Federal Government of Somalia (FGS) and the Federal Member 
States (Hassan and Barnes, 2021). 
 
Successive electoral cycles have been conducted indirectly, with clan elders and delegates selecting 
members of parliament, who in turn elect the president (International Crisis Group, 2021). The 
long-standing ambition to move towards universal suffrage, one-person-one-vote (OPOV), has 
repeatedly been deferred amid disputes over the electoral model, security conditions, and the 
relationship between the centre and the regions (Mosley, 2015; Felbab-Brown, 2022). These tensions 
intensified during the 2021-2022 electoral impasse, when delays and disagreements between the FGS 
and opposition figures triggered armed standoffs in Mogadishu and exposed the fragility of the federal 
bargain (International Crisis Group, 2022). The period covered by this report sits within a renewed 
phase of this contest, encompassing the constitutional amendment process, the December 2025 
Benadir local elections, and competing claims over the legitimacy of the government’s mandate 
beyond May 2026. 
 
Against this backdrop, social media has become a central arena for Somalia’s political life. Mobile 
penetration and the country’s large, globally distributed diaspora have made platforms such as 
Facebook, TikTok, and X important channels for news, mobilisation, and political debate, often filling 
gaps left by a fragmented and frequently restricted traditional media sector (Stremlau and Osman, 
2015; Skjærseth, 2023). For many Somalis at home and abroad, these platforms are the primary spaces 
in which national questions, the model of elections to hold, the constitution, and the conduct of federal 
and state leaders are discussed, contested, and given meaning. 
 
On the one hand, social media has widened participation, allowing citizens, civil society, and political 
actors to scrutinise leaders, organise around electoral demands, and rapidly circulate information 
across a dispersed population (Stremlau and Osman, 2015). On the other hand, the same platforms 
have amplified clan-based mobilisation, hate speech and coordinated disinformation campaigns, which 
can deepen polarisation and undermine trust in electoral processes (Hassan and Barnes, 2021; 
Skjærseth, 2023). Political actors on competing sides have increasingly used online narratives to claim 
legitimacy, discredit opponents, and frame contested events, ranging from the constitutional 
amendments to public land evictions in Mogadishu, in ways favourable to their position. In a context 
where formal democratic institutions remain weak and electoral arrangements are still being 
negotiated, the online information environment is therefore not a peripheral concern but a key terrain 
on which Somalia’s democratic trajectory is being shaped (Felbab-Brown, 2022). Yet, despite this 
centrality, the Somali online information space has been the subject of little systematic, independent 
analysis. This report is intended to help address that gap, offering an evidence-based reading of the 
narratives and harms that shaped the 2026 electoral conversation online. 
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Classification of Data 
 
From the 156k pieces of content collected, 29,550 posts were classified into the topic areas described 
below, and 1.67 million comments were collected from the classified posts. The topic definitions 
themselves form part of the classification method, whereas the volumes and engagement each topic 
attracted are reported as findings. The following key topics were used to classify the social media 
posts and answer specific research questions.  

 
As mentioned, of the 156k pieces of content collected during the review period (as reported in Section 
4), 29,550 posts were successfully classified into the topic areas below. The classification was guided 
by a curated set of keywords and phrases. The classes included: 
 

●​ Election Process & Model (13,076 posts): The largest class, capturing debate on the kind of 
elections Somalia should hold, including the divide between direct and indirect voting and the 
feasibility of one-person-one-vote, the mechanics of voting such as ballots, polling stations 
and voter and biometric registration, and the actors and standards involved, including 
candidates, political parties, the electoral model and the conduct of free, fair and credible 
elections. 

●​ Conflict (5,968 posts): The second-largest class, covering insecurity, electoral malpractice, 
and political confrontation. It spanned violence and unrest, intimidation and boycotts, 
electoral-integrity concerns such as rigging, fraud, vote buying, and disputed results, and 
broader sources of political tension, including foreign interference and security threats. 

●​ Political Dialogue Process (3,779 posts): Content on efforts, obstacles, and perceptions of 
dialogue between the government, opposition, and other parties, covering political agreements 
and disagreements, the forums and meetings convened (including the National Consultative 
Council), and the stakeholders and coalitions involved. 

●​ Legal Framework (1,820 posts): Discussion of the laws, rules, and procedures governing the 
electoral and political system, covering electoral legislation, questions of constitutional 
legality, term-extension framing, and parliamentary procedure such as quorum, motions, and 
votes of no confidence. 
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●​ Public Land Issues (1,691 posts): Content on land clearance, evictions, and disputes over 
publicly owned land, particularly in Mogadishu, covering the eviction and displacement of 
poorer residents, alleged land grabbing and sale of government and public-interest land, the 
demolition of housing, and specific affected sites and neighbourhoods. 

●​ Constitution (1,322 posts): Posts on the constitutional amendment process, its legitimacy, and 
its implications for Somalia’s political settlement, identified through direct references to the 
constitution. 

●​ Misinfo & Disinfo (807 posts): Content involving misleading or fabricated information, 
covering fake news and false claims, propaganda and information operations, and deliberate 
attempts to mislead audiences. 

●​ Clan (648 posts): Content framed around clan identity and politics, identified through 
references to clan and clannism. 

●​ Hatespeech (439 posts): The smallest classified set, capturing demeaning, exclusionary or 
dehumanising language, including status-based slurs used to mock or exclude, exclusionary 
othering, and moral-religious denunciation. 

 
A further set of contextual classes, used to identify the actors and institutions referenced across the 
dataset, was also applied during keyword development. These included Government Institutions, 
Traditional & Social Actors, International Actors, Opposition Actors, Federal Member States, and 
Pro-FGS Actors. As shown in the distribution of classified posts, electoral and conflict-related content 
dominated the conversation, together accounting for roughly two-thirds of all classified posts, while 
hatespeech and clan-specific content, though smaller in volume, are examined in detail in the harmful 
narratives section, given their potential to drive polarisation. 
 
In addition, a total of 1.67M comments were collected from posts that were classified above. The team 
carried out a qualitative analysis of the comment sections to understand how each narrative was 
received by the public and to identify harmful content. For each of the nine narratives identified, posts 
were ranked by comment volume and a proportional, stratified sample of comments was drawn from 
the most-engaged posts, with a fixed random seed for reproducibility. This yielded roughly 900-1,000 
comments per narrative (around 480 for the smallest).  
 
Each sampled comment was reviewed for harm. Comments assessed as harmful were labelled by harm 
type: hatespeech, incitement, threat, harassment, or mis/disinformation,  and tied back to the 
originating post for context. To map behaviour as well as content, the team also conducted an author 
cross-posting analysis, identifying accounts active across multiple posts and narratives, and exported 
the results for network visualisation.  
 
In this report, “harmful content” denotes comments falling into one of five categories: hatespeech, 
incitement to violence, threats, harassment, and mis/disinformation. References to “high-risk” or 
“dangerous” content denote the subset judged most likely to translate into offline harm, for example 
explicit calls to kill, clan-eliminationist (“wipe-out”) rhetoric, or mobilisation to violence, rather than a 
formal probability of action. 
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Methodological Limitations 
 
It is important to note that the data gathered for this analysis may have certain limitations. The main 
limitations of this approach are as follows: 
 

●​ The general query is used only for an initial search. Based on the results, it is then customised 
to conduct more specific searches.  

●​ Although we aim to capture a broad range of relevant content, there is always the possibility 
of missing posts that do not explicitly match the selected search terms.  

●​ The effectiveness of the Boolean search terms may be influenced by factors such as variations 
in language use, slang, or evolving terminology. 

●​ The reliance on publicly available information on social media platforms. 
●​ The possibility of missing data from private accounts or restricted platforms. 
●​ The inaccuracy of certain information, even if shown on profiles such as location, gender, or 

identity in general. 
●​ The comment-level harm assessment is based on a sample of the most-engaged posts in each 

narrative, rather than the full comment corpus; harmful content in lower-engagement posts 
may be underrepresented. 

●​ Somali-language interpretation, including slang, transliteration and dialect, carries a risk of 
misclassification. 

●​ The data have an overrepresentation of Mogadishu-based media and individuals due to 
disparities in internet access in remote regions of Somalia. 
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accused of using elections or regional authority without proper legitimacy. This was triggered by 
disputes over the constitutional amendment and signing process in March 2026, the approaching end 
of federal mandates, and the escalating conflict over elections in South West State, especially Baidoa. 
 
A major messaging pattern framed the 2012 constitutional settlement as the only accepted national 
framework and described later changes as imposed, rushed, or politically self-serving.  

 
 

A major messaging pattern framed the 2012 constitutional settlement as 
the only accepted national framework and described later changes as 

imposed, rushed, or politically self-serving.  

 

Several posts claimed the new constitutional process bypassed consultation, consensus, and lawful 
procedure, while others described it as a direct threat to federalism, unity, and power-sharing. The 
most engaged posts used strong language of legitimacy, arguing that a constitution changed under 
pressure, bribery, or exclusion could not serve as a national charter. This message was repeated by 
opposition figures, Puntland-linked accounts, South West State voices, and former officials, creating a 
broad pattern of resistance to the federal constitutional process. 
 
Another distinct narrative focused on elections and expired mandates. Posts repeatedly argued that 
leaders whose terms had ended, or who were perceived to have extended themselves through political 
deals, had no authority to make constitutional or electoral decisions. This applied to both the federal 
leadership and regional leaders, such as those in South West State, Galmudug, Hirshabelle, and 
Jubbaland. The same language was used across opposing sides: one camp accused the federal 
government of engineering one-sided elections and using constitutional reform to extend its term, 
while another accused regional leaders, especially Laftagareen and Ahmed Madoobe, of self-selection 
or of staging elections without transparent procedures. 
 
The South West State dispute became one of the most intense sub-narratives in late March 2026. Posts 
either defended the Baidoa process as restoring institutional authority or condemned it as a rushed and 
unlawful selection. The federal government’s press releases described the Baidoa process as 
illegitimate and contrary to electoral rules, while opposition-aligned posts accused the federal 
government of preparing military pressure, destabilising South West State, and selectively invoking 
the language of legality. This created a polarised narrative in which both sides claimed to be defending 
the constitutional order; the FGS its amended constitution and agreement it had with SWS and the 
opposition the Somali Provisional Constitution of 2012, while portraying the other as resorting to 
force, manipulation, or false legality. 
 
There were also hostile and identity-based messaging patterns within the dataset. Some posts used 
clan references to frame political decisions as favouring or harming particular Somali communities, 
including references to Hawiye, Mareexaan, Sheekhaal, Habargidir, Abgaal, and other groups. In 
several cases, political criticism shifted into insulting or demeaning language, portraying opponents as 
corrupt, traitorous, criminal, foreign-backed, or enemies of the people. A smaller but distinct pattern 
targeted foreigners, especially Indians and South Asians, in one post, portraying them as entering 
illegally, taking jobs, and marrying Somali women. These identity-based messages were less central 
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3.4.1.​ Narrative 1: Opposition challenge to FGS mandate  
 
A total of 485 posts, which received 223 million likes, more than 21 million comments, and 86 million 
shares across Facebook, TikTok, and X, pushed a narrative mainly targeted at the Federal Government 
of Somalia, President Hassan Sheik Mohamud, Villa Somalia, and political actors seen as aligned with 
the federal administration. The most visible trigger, based on the posts, appears to be the approaching 
end of the president’s term, disputes over the election timetable, constitutional changes, and rising 
tensions between the federal government and federal member states, especially South West, 
Jubbaland, and Puntland. 
 
The central message across the conversation was that the president’s mandate was expiring and that 
any attempt to remain in office without a broad political agreement would create a constitutional and 
political vacuum. Many posts framed the president as someone who would become a former leader 
after the deadline, unless he accepted an agreed-upon election process. This produced a strong 
legitimacy narrative: that power after the deadline would no longer be legal, and that the opposition, 
federal member states, or even security actors would be justified in resisting an extension. 
 
Other users portrayed the federal government as coercive, corrupt, and abusive toward civilians and 
rival political actors. Several posts accused government forces or forces loyal to the president of 
shootings, intimidation, arrests, displacement, land grabbing, and threats against people raising 
election concerns. The hostile tone often personalised blame toward Hassan Sheikh Mohamud and 
used labels such as “failed regime,” “militias,” “thieves,” or references to land and public property 
being taken. In some posts, this crossed into clan-coded hostility, where political disputes were 
described through clan identity, including claims that certain groups were being targeted, favoured, or 
used as political tools. 
 
A third strand focused on federal fragmentation. Posts about South West, Jubbaland, Puntland, 
Galmudug, and Hirshabelle framed the federal system as at risk of collapse due to disagreements with 
Villa Somalia. Some posts described the federal government as selectively applying the rule of law: 
tolerating some expired mandates when leaders remained aligned with Villa Somalia, but challenging 
others when they resisted. Others argued that South West’s break with the federal government showed 
that the president’s political coalition was falling apart. Counter-messages in the conversation 
defended unity, rejected fragmentation, or argued that Somalia must avoid political breakdown 
through dialogue and agreed elections. 
 
A hostile pattern appeared in political posts, marked by clan-coded insults and accusations, in which 
political opposition was framed as clan betrayal, clan favouritism, or collective blame. These hostile 
strands were distinct from ordinary criticism because they used group identity, not only political 
office, as the basis for blame or suspicion. 
 
The dominant political message was that the federal government’s authority was approaching a 
decisive test of legitimacy and that failure to reach an agreed election settlement could lead to unrest, 
parallel authority, or a constitutional vacuum. The most engaged posts, however, also show that 
unrelated or only loosely connected global narratives about Trump, Somalis in the United States, Iran, 
and Islamists were mixed into the dataset and amplified the broader atmosphere of distrust, fear, and 
political polarisation. 
 

25 









 

shootings in Dayniile, Heliwaa, Buulo Maaxaay, and Yaaqshiid), and they frame the state as using 
police/army to protect private interests and businessmen rather than citizens. In this framing, the 
“cagaf” (caterpillar/bulldozer) becomes a symbol of governance itself: the leadership is characterised 
as ruling through demolition, intimidation, and forced displacement, with frequent calls to stop 
“dhul-boob” (land-grabbing) and “barakicin” (displacement) immediately. 
 
The abovementioned districts appear in posts because they were among the first where land disputes 
over publicly owned land became visible. They have significant public land, and many residents 
reportedly lack formal property documentation, making them more vulnerable to government 
reclamation. While these districts were prominent early on, later operations expanded elsewhere 
outside our data timeframe. The pattern may also reflect prioritising high-value land or 
revenue-generating areas, but public evidence is lacking to confirm the basis for selecting these areas.  
 
A second pattern links the evictions to corruption and “xaraash” (auction/sale) of public assets. Many 
posts allege public land and state institutions (universities, police/army facilities, markets, hospitals, 
and even graveyards) are being sold off or allocated to connected individuals and businessmen, with 
proceeds framed as going into private pockets. This storyline often expands from “public land” to 
“even privately owned homes,” suggesting a progression from state land to citizens’ property once 
public holdings are exhausted. It also includes messaging that institutions meant to safeguard justice- 
courts, local administration, and oversight- are either complicit or powerless, reinforcing a broader 
claim that “the state” is hollowed out and captured by a small network. 
 
A third pattern focuses on repression of dissent and the criminalisation of protest: posts repeatedly 
describe arrests of women, elders, activists, and journalists for speaking out about evictions and 
land-grabbing. Several messages insist that peaceful assembly is a constitutional right and portray 
detentions as “caburin/cabsigelin” (suppression/intimidation) meant to silence “codka bulshada”, the 
public voice. In parallel, the dataset contains mobilisation messaging for demonstrations, especially 
around 24-27 September 2025, with repeated calls to gather in Siinaay, Dayniile, and Tarabuunka. 
Some posts also warn of escalating instability, implying that continued evictions and violence could 
inflame broader conflict, while others argue that security narratives are being used to justify clearing 
“buushash/oobasiibo” (informal settlements) under claims they might shelter militants. 
 
A fourth, distinct strand adds identity-based hostility by describing evicted communities using 
dehumanising or stigmatising labels and by framing the issue through clan-based representation and 
exclusion. The clearest example is the repeated labelling of a community as “Falastiiniyiinta 
Muqdisho [Habargidir] - the Palestine of Mogadishu” and contrasting them with groups said to have 
protection or representation. This language pattern doesn’t just criticise policy; it uses a disparaging 
collective label for an identifiable group within Mogadishu and frames them as weak/without 
defenders, intensifying social blame and grievance. Other posts show clan-coded blame or 
insinuations about who benefits from land allocations, which can amplify resentment and stereotyping, 
even when the main topic remains evictions.  
 
A related strand extends the corruption framing from private enrichment to political financing: several 
opposition posts bundle land-grabbing with the constitutional amendment and the election as a single 
indictment, and one widely shared post alleges a parallel 'Cagaf' treasury operating beside the federal 
treasury to channel state-extracted revenue to the ruling party. An explicit claim that land-sale 
proceeds directly fund the election or the amendment appears occasionally rather than as a dominant 
narrative. 
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4.​ Author Analysis 
 
A recurring feature of these debates is that they are not sealed off from one another: a relatively small 
set of highly active accounts move between topics, commenting across several narratives at once.  

 
Network analysis of the commenting network across the narratives (Source: Build Up/ Gephi) 

 
The network graph above maps this interconnectedness, showing how authors cluster around and 
bridge the main narrative communities: 
 

1.​ Authors Pushing Dialogue Narratives 
2.​ Authors Pushing Constitution Narratives 
3.​ Authors Pushing Public Land Evictions Narrative 
4.​ Authors Pushing Mandate and Legitimacy Narratives 
5.​ Authors Discussing Direct or Indirect Elections 

 
The network graph above visualises how commenting accounts tie the five narrative communities 
together. Each large labelled node is a narrative community; the surrounding mass of small nodes is 
individual accounts, sized by the number of comments they posted and coloured by the community in 
which they are most active. Each edge links an account to a community it commented in, and its 
thickness reflects how many comments it contributed. The hubs are sized by volume: Dialogue (green) 
and Direct or Indirect Elections (blue) are the largest, followed by Constitution (orange) and Mandate 
and Legitimacy (red), with Public Land Evictions (purple) the smallest. 

32 





 

5.​ Conclusion and Recommendations 
 
Somalia’s 2026 electoral moment is being contested as much online as offline. Across the period 
reviewed, the digital conversation was dominated by five interlocking debates, the election model, 
government–opposition dialogue, the constitution, the FGS mandate, and public land evictions, and in 
each a broad, largely one-off audience engaged while a small, persistent core of cross-topic accounts 
carried a disproportionate share of the tone. Harmful content was a modest but structural feature of 
every narrative, concentrated on the highest-engagement posts and spiking around offline flashpoints, 
with clan-identity hostility the most pervasive form and explicit incitement the highest-risk. 
 
The picture is not uniformly bleak: harmful authorship was organic rather than coordinated and 
constructive and celebratory content coexisted with the hostile. But the recurring patterns, clan-based 
delegitimisation, foreign-conspiracy framing, and calls to violence around the mandate and the 
evictions, point to real risks to a peaceful electoral process, and to an online space that amplifies 
perceived instability. The recommendations that follow are intended to help the institutions, platforms 
and civil-society actors best placed to act translate these observations into concrete safeguards for 
Somalia’s information environment. 
 
Recommendations 
 
The findings of this report point to a set of practical, interrelated actions for the actors who shape 
Somalia's information environment as the country moves through the constitutional, electoral and 
mandate milestones of 2026 and beyond. They are addressed to the institutions and communities best 
placed to act on each. 
 

1.​ Federal and state authorities: protect lawful dissent and communicate clearly. The sharpest 
harms clustered around the mandate debate and the eviction and arrest stories, where criticism 
of the leadership was met with calls for detention and where rumour-filled information gaps. 
Authorities should avoid criminalising peaceful criticism, ensure security responses are lawful 
and proportionate, and communicate transparently and promptly on the constitutional process, 
the electoral timetable and the mandate question, denying oxygen to speculation and 
incitement. 

 
2.​ Electoral institutions: integrate digital-harm monitoring into electoral integrity. The National 

Independent Electoral and Boundaries Commission and related bodies should fold systematic 
monitoring of hate speech, incitement and mis/disinformation into their electoral-integrity 
planning, with clear, public procedures for handling online complaints relating to candidates, 
clan incitement and false claims about the vote. The findings of monitoring reports such as 
this one should feed directly into those processes. 

 
3.​ Social-media platforms: strengthen Somali-language moderation. Facebook and TikTok 

carried the overwhelming majority of the harmful content observed, much of it on the 
highest-engagement posts. Platforms should enforce their own standards on clan and 
identity-based hate speech, threats and incitement more consistently in Somali, invest in 
Somali-language and dialect moderation capacity, and prioritise review of viral posts during 
politically sensitive periods such as the constitutional signing and the 15 May deadline, as 
well as sensitive social and cultural discourses that go under the radar during these periods. 
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4. Civil society and media: counter clan and identity hate speech and verify rapidly.
Clan-identity hostility was the most pervasive harm and the main route by which political
disagreement escalated. Civil society and media actors should invest in counter-messaging
that de-escalates clan framing, in rapid verification around flashpoints (the constitution, the
mandate deadline, the South West standoff and evictions), and in support and reporting
pathways for individuals targeted with threats or dehumanising abuse.

5. Political actors and influencers: refrain from clan-coded delegitimisation and incitement.
Much of the most dangerous content originated as political contestation that escalated into
clan delegitimisation, “traitor” and “Al-Shabaab” labelling, and explicit threats. Political
leaders, parties and high-visibility commentators on all sides should publicly disavow
incitement and clan-baiting and model disagreement that contests policy rather than identity.

6. International partners and donors: sustain monitoring, media literacy and dialogue.
International partners should support sustained, independent monitoring of Somalia's
information environment beyond any single electoral event, fund Somali-language
media-literacy and digital-resilience efforts, and continue to encourage inclusive dialogue —
while remaining alert to how their own involvement is reframed online through conspiratorial
and anti-foreigner narratives.

The recurring and multi-faceted nature of the digital harms documented here calls for a concerted, 
long-term commitment from all of these actors to secure a more resilient, inclusive and 
rights-respecting information environment for Somalia's democratic future. We also call upon local 
actors to continue regional analysis to reduce the overrepresentation of Mogadishu-based media/ 
individuals. Build Up, SPA and PDRC remain committed to supporting civil society, institutions and 
international partners in sustaining that effort beyond any single electoral cycle. 

36 



 

6.​ References 
 
Felbab-Brown, V. (2022) “Why Somalia’s long-delayed elections matter”. Washington, DC: 

Brookings Institution. Available at: https://www.brookings.edu (Accessed: 11 June 2026). 
Hassan, M. and Barnes, C. (2021) “Somalia’s contested federalism and the politics of clan”, Review of 

African Political Economy, 48(168), pp. 159-176. 
International Crisis Group (2021) “Reforming Somalia’s Troubled Electoral Process”. Africa Briefing 

No. 167. Brussels: International Crisis Group. 
International Crisis Group (2022) “Considering Political Engagement with Al-Shabaab in Somalia”. 

Africa Report No. 309. Brussels: International Crisis Group. 
Menkhaus, K. (2014) “State failure, state-building, and prospects for a ‘functional failed state’ in 

Somalia”, The ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 656(1), pp. 
154-172. 

Mosley, J. (2015) “Somalia’s Federal Future: Layered Agendas, Risks and Opportunities”. London: 
Chatham House. 

Skjærseth, K. (2023) ‘Social media, diaspora and political contestation in Somalia’, Journal of 
Eastern African Studies, 17(2), pp. 213-231. 

Stremlau, N. and Osman, R. (2015) “Courts, clans and competing interests: legal pluralism and the 
regulation of the media in Somalia”, Journal of Legal Pluralism and Unofficial Law, 47(1), pp. 
95-115. 

37 





