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ABSTRACT

The study examined the influence of federalism on peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The study was guided by the following objectives; to examine the relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State, to examine the effect of separation of power on peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State, and to examine the relationship between checks and balances snd peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State. The study employed both correlational research and cross-sectional survey research designs, where both qualitative and quantitative approaches were used. From a population of 200, the study attracted a sample size of 133 respondents, from whom data was collected using both questionnaires and interview guide. Data was analyzed using content analysis technique for qualitative and quantitative data was analyzed using descriptive and regression with the help of the SPSS computer package. According to the study, Power Sharing is noted to be a significant predictor of and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The results indicate that there is a moderate relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia and that power sharing accounts for about 40.2% of the variation in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The coefficients indicate that a unit increase in power sharing would bring peace by a factor of 11.457. Separation of power is noted to be insignificant predictor of and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The results indicate that there is weak relationship between separation of power and peace building and that separation of power explains only 5.8% of the variation in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The coefficients indicate that a unit increase in separation of power would improve peace building by a factor of 17.581. Checks & Balances are noted to be a significant predictor of and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The results indicate that there is a positive relationship between Separation of Power and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia and that checks & balances accounts for about 76.5% of the variation in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The coefficients indicate that a unit increase in Power Sharing would build peace by a factor of 8.115. The study recommended that the Government of Somalia should ensure co-ordination, advocacy, collaboration and networking with the various development partners that include both international, intermediary, local NGOs, the private sector and also increased public/private pa1inership that offer more alternative and direct peace building. The local government should have the potential of being a key channel for two way information gathering and dissemination it should more effective with greater use of EiC materials e.g. local radios, publications and announcements in churches and public gatherings.  
Local leaders should follow bylaws that can strongly strengthen the existing laws such that education and Health ordinances can be supported and implemented by all stakeholders at community level. 
The international community should setup rules and policies that favor Galmudug State activities so that improvement of peace building is realized in the end and this can be done through applying formal federal system by different leaders in Galmudug state, Somalia.
CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1.0
Introduction

This chapter contains the background of the study, the statement of the problem, main objective of the study, specific objectives, research questions, hypothesis, scope of the study, significance of the study and arrangement of the dissertation. 

1.1
Background to the study

This section is discussed terms of historical, theoretical, conceptual and contextual perspectives as below; 
1.1.1 Historical perspective 
Although imaginative efforts have been made to trace the history of federalism back into antiquity, the United States Constitution (1787) is the earliest example of a modern federal constitution. The possibility of establishing a federal union among the remaining British colonies of North America was considered sporadically early in the 19th century, and more seriously from 1857 onwards. Negotiations among political leaders from the Province of Canada, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia resulted later in the Imperial Parliament’s adoption of the British North America Act, which united the three colonies into a federal state in 1867. 
Confederation marks the beginning of Canadian federalism and unification was desired, particularly by commercial interests, as a means of facilitating economic growth, territorial expansion and military defence. Retention of existing colonial governments and boundaries, however, was desired by many influential people for a variety of reasons. French Canadians, a majority only in Quebec, were unwilling to place all powers in the hands of a central government where they would be a minority. There was also a strong sense of provincial identity in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. Federalism was therefore a necessary compromise. Canada’s first Prime Minister, Sir John A. Macdonald, was not enthusiastic about federalism and would have preferred a unitary state in which provinces get their authority from the central government and are subordinate. Several ancient chiefdoms and kingdoms, such as the 4th century BC League of Corinth, Noricum in Central Europe, and the Haudenosaunee Confederation in pre-Columbian North America, could be described as federations or confederations. The Old Swiss Confederacy was an early example of formal non-unitary statehood (Horowitz, 2000).
Several colonies and dominions in the New World consisted of autonomous provmces, transformed to federal states upon independence (see Spanish American wars of independence). The oldest continuous federation, and a role model for many subsequent federations, is the United States of America. Some of the New World federations failed; the Federal Republic of Central America broke up into independent states 10 years after its founding. Others, such as Argentina and Mexico, have shifted between federal, confederal, and unitary systems, before settling into federalism. Brazil became a federation only after the fall of the monarchy (see States of Brazil), and Venezuela became a federation after the Federal War. Australia and Canada are also federation. Germany is another nation-state that has switched between confederal, federal and unitary rules, since the German Confederation was founded in 1815. The North German Confederation and the Weimar Republic were federations. Founded in 1922, the Soviet Union was formally a federation of Soviet Republics, Autonomous republics of the Soviet Union and other federal subjects (David, 1999).
In Africa particularly South Africa, in 197 4 federalism started in 1977 with the Progressive Federal Party (PFP) (Afrikaans: Progressiewe Federale Party), it advocated power-sharing in South Africa through a federal constitution, in place of apartheid. Its leader was Colin Eglin, who was later succeeded by Frederik van Zyl Slabbert and then Zach de Beer, but its best known parliamentarian was Helen Suzman, who was for many years the only member of the whites
only parliament to speak out against the apartheid regime. 
The discussion of federalism didn’t start in Somalia now; it began in mid-1950s when some members of the Somali Territorial Council under the Italian Trusteeship brought a federalism motion to the Council. The motion was later defeated, because Somalis of that time didn’t see an interest in federalism and believed that they were homogenous society. A key member who brought the motion was Honorable Abdulkadir Zoppe from Bur Hakaba constituent. After two year long negotiations in Kenya, Somalis with the help of international experts in post conflict chose federalism in 2004 as a way forward. One of the main reasons they chose federalism is due to the civil war and the huge mistrust among regions and communities in the country. 

During the past 22 years and before an estimated 2 to 3 million Somalis perished in an armed conflict, hunger and diseases. Somalia has one of the longest civil wars in modern history and the biggest refugee camp in the world. There is too much trauma in our society which will take a long time to heal and forget (Dahiye, 2014).
1.1.2 Theoretical perspective 

The study was guided by the legal and constitutional theory developed by Sawer (1969) states that federalism emphasizes the role of constitutions in providing institutional frameworks on the division of power between the central and regional governments (Sawer 1969), he considered the US constitution as a prototype of a modern federation and defined a federal government as; federalism, federations and ethnic conflict. An association of states so organized that powers are divided between a general government which in certain matters for example, the making of treaties and coining of money is independent of the governments of the associated states, and, on the other hand, state governments which in certain matters, in their turn, are independent of the general government. Moreover, he argued that federations require written constitutions that prohibit unilateral changes by either of the two orders of government. In fact, almost all federal constitutions provide rigid procedures for constitutional amendment. Furthermore, this approach underscores the presence of an independent agency (supreme/constitutional court) that is responsible for adjudication of constitutional disputes. Due to consideration of the federal constitution as supreme from the two orders of government, almost all federations afford the task of constitutional interpretation to independent courts. Through constitutional interpretation (judicial review) in some federations like the US, the courts manage to participate indirectly in the making of public policies (Richard, 2009).
1.1.3 Conceptual Perspective

In this study, the independent variable is federalism which is defined by Alberdi (2018) as a system of government in which sovereignty is constitutionally divided between a central governing authority and constituent political units (such as states or provinces). Myerson (2006) defines federalism as a system of government in which the same territory is controlled by two levels of government. Generally, an overarching national government is responsible for broader governance of larger territorial areas, while the smaller subdivisions, states, and cities govern the issues of local concern. Boix (2014) argues that federal system of government is destined and linked to promote positive political stability in general and in democracies. It also accommodates the interests of different groups in terms of identity, ethnicity and other interest groups. Federalism has been widely employed in order to satisfy and accommodate the interests of different groups and to enhance co-existence among different ethnic and other identity groups. From this perspective, federalism increases the chances of democratic survival, enhances the political stability through peaceful participation, transition and intergovernmental competition between federal member states to render the desired outcome to the societies that they promote and exist within. “Federalism is destined to improve chances for democratic survival” (Myerson, 2006; Boix, 2014)

Peace building on the other hand is defined by Marshfield (2011) as an intervention that is designed to prevent the start or resumption of violent conflict by creating a sustainable peace. Peace building activities address the root causes or potential causes of violence, create a societal expectation for peaceful conflict resolution and stabilize society politically and socioeconomically.
1.1.4 Contextual Background

Since the birth of the independent state of Somalia in 1960 until the beginning of the civil war in 1990, the country has had federal structures such as consociation federalism, executive federalism and policy establishments with a clear central authority. These systems have been the only state structures the country has had for more than 40 years. Since Somalia has been known as the world’s most famous failed state, currently it is in the midst of pivotal change; with impending elections and increased interest by the Western Countries, Somalia is not only on the agenda of world leaders, but its future also seems more brighter than it has in a long time. One major challenge facing Somali civil society is the inherent contradiction that exists in the chosen path of sharing political power long clan lines and the fundamental rights of women to political representation. In active conflict cases where civil society is weak, the challenge for outside actors is twofold: address the needs of communities impacted by conflict, and; work to develop civil society institutions that can serve as the foundation for sustainable peace building. These may initially appear to be separate objectives, but can in reality constitute two sides of the same issue. Alleviating the immediate effects of conflicts may entail engaging the same patties and addressing the same issues that will likely manifest themselves during the reconciliation process. That is, the search for long-term sustainable solutions should be taken into consideration at an early stage, rather than through a series of unplanned arrangements (Mahmood, 2011).
In 1991, the government fell into heavily armed, violent lawlessness between rival factions, led to the destruction of much of the capital where pillaging of villages and unchecked criminality by gangs and militia triggered massive displacement and refugee flows and eventually produced a catastrophic famine which claimed an estimated 250,000 lives. Since then, external efforts to mediate political settlements and build the authority of the state have been carried out but to no avail.  

A peace conference by Djibouti in July 1991, lacked comprehensive representation and control over the militias guaranteed that the accord reached could not be implemented. In early 1992, the UN Security Council authorized a very small UN Operation in Somalia to seek a diplomatic solution to the crisis which criticised the UN for being slow and bureaucratic. In the same year, an unprecedented US-led humanitarian intervention deployed 30,000 peacekeepers into southern Somalia and halted both the fighting and famine. UN diplomats brokered the Addis Ababa accord in March 1993 which committed the fifteen factions (each of which represented a clan) to a national reconciliation process and a procedure for establishing a transitional government. This effort was also disapproved of due to disputes over the interpretation of that accord where many faction leaders claimed they controlled the selection of regional and national councilors thus fueling tensions which led to an armed attack on UN forces by General Aideed’s Somali National Alliance (SNA) in June 1993. That attack produced a prolonged armed confrontation between the SNA and UNOSOM forces, culminating in the disastrous October 3 firefight – “Black Hawk Down”, in which hundreds of Somalis and eighteen US Army Rangers died. 

A power-sharing accord brokered in 1994, by UN diplomats bringing together Somalia’s top militia leaders into a coalition government, also failed as well. UNOSOM withdrew from Somalia in March 1995 having failed to achieve reconciliation and revive Somalia’s collapsed state. Somalia’s only successful reconciliation processes occurred at subnational levels with the Boroma peace accord in the secessionist state of Somaliland in the north being the most important. In May 1991, traditional clan elders convened an assembly at which they agreed on the terms of regional reconciliation and the establishment of a Somaliland state. That peace process was based on customary dispute management, was led by traditional clan elders supported by intellectuals and enjoyed only limited external logistical support from international NGOs. It eventually succeeded in bringing sustained peace and governance to Somaliland (Lotze & Kasumba, 2012). 

Elsewhere in Somalia, many other accords were reached in 1993-94, but all were local in nature, typically reconciling feuding clans. These agreements, typically constituted hybrid talks mixing elements of both traditional conflict resolution and contemporary elements of diplomacy and were important in reducing overall conflict and reviving regional trade.

In 1996 and 1997, two rival efforts to mediate an accord to create an interim Somali government were launched. The Sodere talks were first convened by Ethiopia but failed; Ethiopia’s regional rival Egypt then convened talks in Cairo, which also were unable to bring faction leaders into agreement. 

In 1998, Mijerteen clans in northeast Somalia convened talks which produced an agreement to establish a regional state of Galmudug; those talks received technical support from an international NGO, but were otherwise locally driven. 

The “building blocks approach” to state revival in Somalia in 1998 was spearheaded by Ethiopia, where it was though the existing regional governments in Somalia (such as Galmudug) would federate into a decentralized state. However, that approach was resisted by clans which controlled the capital city and believed a federal system would harm their interests.

In 2000, the Arta Peace Process was hosted and facilitated by Djibouti where Egypt and the UN were enthusiastic supporters of the talks, but provided only modest mediation. The Arta Peace Process produced a power-sharing agreement and the declaration of the Transitional National Government in August 2000.The Arta process was innovative in that delegates were clan elders and civil society leaders, not faction and militia leaders.The Arta process also established the “4.5 formula” into Somali politics – a system of fixed proportional representation by clan in both negotiations and transitional governments.The formual allocates an equal number of seats to each of the four main clan-families (Darood, Dir, Hawiye, and Digil-Mirifle) and apportions half of that number for Somalia’s many ‘minority groups’, which include the Bantu, Benadiri and low caste groups. However, the formula did not solve conflicts over representation.

The Arta process also revived the notion of a unitary, not federal, state in Somalia but failed to create a true government of national unity. Clans and factions which felt underrepresented formed an Ethiopian-backed opposition group, the SRRC, which blocked the TNG’s ability to expand its authority in much of the country. Other armed opposition came from Mogadishu-based warlords.The TNG never become operational and gradually become irrelevant.

The IGAD (Inter-Governmental Authority for Development) in 2003–04, sponsored a two year peace process held in Kenya and mediated by Kenyan diplomats with UN and European Union support intended to produce a new transitional government to succeed the TNG. The Kenyan peace process was based on the 4.5 formula of fixed representation by clan, with a mixture of political and military leaders, traditional elders, and civil society leaders participating. Three phases to the talks – a cease-fire declaration, reconciliation of conflict issues, and power-sharing – were envisioned. The talks were interrupted by violations of the ceasefire and appeared stillborn until a breakthrough occurred in October 2004, thanks to sustained external pressure. A transitional charter was approved by the delegates, a parliament was formed, and a transitional federal government was elected by the parliament, bringing to power TFG President Abdullahi Yusuf. He in turn appointed a Prime Minister,Mohamed Ghedi,who formed an 82 person cabinet.

As with the TNG before it, the TFG fell well short of serving as a government of national unity. Power was concentrated in a narrow clan coalition, and the TFG was viewed as a client of Ethiopia. A Mogadishu-based coalition, including dominant clans from the capital, Islamists, leaders of the defunct TNG, and warlords, formed an opposition to the TFG and blocked it from establishing itself in the capital. In 2006, an ascendant Islamist movement, the Council of Islamic Courts (CIC), defeated rival militia leaders in Mogadishu and spread its authority across most of south-central Somalia. The CIC might have established itself as a national government via a “victor’s peace” rather than via negotiation except for the fact that its increasingly radical policies, including calls for jihad against Ethiopia, accelerated a confrontation with Ethiopia, which the Islamists mistakenly believed they would win. 

In late December 2006, Ethiopian forces launched an offensive which swept the CIC out of power and enabled the TFG to enter Mogadishu and attempt to govern from the capital. External pressure on the TFG to negotiate with Mogadishu-based opposition in order to form a more inclusive transitional government has to date met with limited success. Armed insurgency against the TFG in Mogadishu has accelerated since January.The arrival of the first units of an African Union peacekeeping force (AMISOM) is unlikely to contribute to peace unless a power-sharing accord can be brokered between the TFG and armed opposition groups in Mogadishu, which at present include clan militias, warlords, and Islamists (Lotze & Kasumba, 2012).

Since then, there has been various efforts to revive the state in Somalia with some accords advocating for federalism which was introduced and agreed in the transitional constitution brought  the “Transitional Federal Government of Somalia” which  created hope to re-establish Somalia peace building as well as peace building of the Somalia.

Many Somalis argued that Federalism prompted as a result of power domination by the centralized national government which denied any sharing of power and resources to the regions on equitable manner hence, and also Somali people haven’t little appetite to return to any centralized form model (Azhari, 2011). According to some scholars given the situation of Somaliland, Galmudug and most recently Juba land yearning for centralized unitary state seems unrealistic (Farah, 2013)

Somalia Political parts and civil society adopted 2004 Somalia federalism necessitated Somalia blocks basis and building a block of the bottom-up state-building to community political participation and people’s state ownership in Somalia, like Somaliland and Galmudug those formed by the community without external support.

It also can be learned from the community state formation of the Somaliland and Galmudug states and could be role model Somali community to enable building block states establishment and then united to a federal system. The federal political process in Somalia on the other hand, it was a bottom-up approach. The clan elders, academicians, politicians, women, and the youth converged and created whatever form of authority Galmudug and Somaliland enjoy today (Hirsi, 2011)

Though, federalism could be an opportunity that Somali community affordable to establish own states that resulted in collapsing suspicion and mistrusted resulted from previous authorities’ power abuse. Somalia federal political system will contribute peace-building state-building approaches through valuable lessons learned about local ownership, accountability, and capacity- building in the consolidation of peace and state-building activities (Mathew, 2013).
Nowadays, federalism could view as a continuous process of state-building in Somalia. The Somalia fragmentations designed by twenty years of war caused failure on the role of the central authority of Mogadishu to keep control over the national territory has defined the need to  promote other structures of governance inside Somalia.

Such as the formation of the regional administrations like Somaliland which declared its independence after the overthrow of Barre in 1991. Next Galmudug established its autonomy, in 1998. Then, more recently, even Jubaland and South West declared their autonomy as parts of a federal state (Bonvicini, 2014).
1.2 Statement of the Problem

Somalia picked interest in federalism as a way forward for developing the country in 2004 with the aid of international community. The establishment of Somali federalism began in 2012, with President Hassan Sheikh and his Ministry of the Interior had successfully established four Regional states, namely: Galmudug, Hirshabeelle, South West and Jubbaland, while Galmudug and Somali land had already been established and administered their own affairs. The main reason for introduction of federal system in Somalia were - conflict management which is an effort to avoid the escalation and negative, particularly violent, effects of on-going conflicts; support innovation and economic development conditions in a variety of dimensions, including public infrastructure investment, the growth of regulatory and tax environments, human resource development and public private partnerships; help more people to run and hold elected office; allocate to local authorities with the general premise that functions to the lowest level of government (Transitional Federal Government - TFG, 2012). 

Unlike other federal system in the world, Somalia has adopted a federal system in order to meet the needs of the clans. But Somalia’s federal system is not successful because of many problems, such as security problem, clan conflict, dispute of power sharing, regional politics, where an estimated number 2 to 3 million Somalis have died in the conflicts (Dahiya, 2014). Galmudug is one of the states where the continued conflicts have led to negative consequences to the people such as insecurity, economic meltdown, human rights abuse and infrastructural breakdown and such counteracts with peace building (Abubakar, 2019). 

Although there are many causes to the lack of peace building, various external and internal actors like the African Union, United Nations have played different roles during the various stages of the conflict to resolve issues. However, their quick fix solutions and top down approaches characterized by poor coordination, competition and individual countries pursuing their national interests contributed not only determined failures of peace building but also perpetuated the armed conflict and warlords. Therefore in order to effectively manage these conflicts in Somalia, peace building in terms of mediation and advocacy, human right protection, re-integration, and early warring response should be maintained (Abdulkadir, 2019), hence the reason why the researcher wants to conduct a research on the influence of  federalism on peace building in Goroowe, Galmudug State of Somalia.
1.3
Main Objective

The main objective of the study was to examine the influence of federalism on peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia
1.4 Specific Objectives of the study

(i) To examine the relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State

(ii) To establish the effect of separation of power on peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State

(iii)  To assess the relationship between checks and balances and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State
1.5 Research Questions
(i) What is the relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State?

(ii) What is the effect of separation of power on peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State?

(iii) What is the relationship between checks and balances and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State?
1.6
Scope of the Study

1.7.1 Content Scope

The study focused on federalism and state-building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia with specific focus on: relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State, effect of separation of power on peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State, and relationship between checks and balances on peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State.

1.7.2 Geographical Scope

The study was carried out in Galkayo in the North-Central, Galmudug State of Somalia. Geographically, Galkayo is divided into four main quarters: Garsoor, Hurumar, Israac and Wadajir. Galkayo is situated in north-central Somalia, in the heart of the Mudug region. Nearby settlements include to the east Godad (7.1 nm), to the northeast Bali Busle (16.2 nm), to the north Halobooqad (4.4 nm), to the northwest Beyra (12.8 nm), to the west Xera Jaale-bayra (23.8 nm), to the southwest Saaxo (30 nm), to the south Laascadale (10.2 nm), and to the southeast Arfuda (13.0 nm). 
1.7.3 Time Scope 

The study focused on literature relating to federalism and peacekeeping for the period from 1991 to 2020. This is because this period has witnessed various phases of peacekeeping intervention in trying to keep peace in the country. 

1.8 Significance of the Study 

Somali government: This study is useful to the Somali government in order to implement and practice federal system in the country that is of benefit to the whole country not only Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. 

Policymakers: Also it has significance to policymakers because the study assists to same extent when they are making policies to Galmudug State 

Political organizations: Political organizations of local government’s body gets to know important overview of conflict resolution and how they practice it if they want to achieve required peace buildings. 

Future researchers: Students who do a study related to these variables will get more information about the two variables and the community intellectuals will get the process to peace building
1.8 Structure of the Study 

This study was structured into five chapters; Chapter 1 presents the introduction to the study; Chapter 2 presents the study literature. It highlights literature survey, literature review and conceptual framework of analysis. Chapter 3 presents research methodology. It highlights research design and data collection and management; Chapter 4 is the presentation, analysis and discussion of findings based specific study objectives; Chapter 5 presents the summary, conclusion and recommendations.
CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE WREVIEW
2.0 Introduction

This chapter presents study literature. It highlights literature survey, theoretical review, literature review and conceptual framework.

2.1 Literature Survey 

There is scanty literature on federalism and peace building in Gallkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. However, similar other studies have been carried out in other states in the same are reviewed below.  

The oppressive rule of the Siad Barre in 1969-1991 and the subsequent civil war had the effect of many Somalis seeing federalism as the solution today. However, federalism continue to be most debated issues by the Somali people at the present, with one section of community to support the idea, where another section is opposed to it. The argument for pro federalism revolves around that federalism would emancipate the country from tyranny and excessive use of power by the center. Whereby, the anti-federal camp would see it as a foreign-driven agenda aimed to weaken the unity and the national integrity of Somalia. Moreover, Federalism, according to them, is meant for multi-ethnic and heterogeneous societies but not for Somalis who share language, culture, religion, feature etc (Mohamed Ifrah, 2016).

As was reflected in previously, Somalia fell into anarchy in January 1991, after the removal of the military regime by clan-backed armed factions. No one group had emerged dominant or prevailed over to assume state leadership; neither there was a consensus between them in order to save the country from lawlessness. Except Somaliland and Galmudug, the rest of the nations had borne the brunt of bloody civil war that had reached its climax in 1992. Suspension of relief activities by humanitarian agencies left civilians helpless. The subsequent humanitarian intervention of UN and USA is believed, for lacking proper strategy to deal with the crises on hand, to have achieved nothing but to make scavenging warlords more emboldened to add more fuel on the fire thus widening the divide and mistrust among clans in Somalia (Møller, 2009)

Federal Government of Somali (FGS) being so weak allegedly bias and entangled into clan politics, absolutely with no powers to execute its mandated services, in conjunction with the establishment of strong federal member state such as Galmudug, Jubaland, Southwest and Galmudug, the prospect of centralized unitary system of governance seems out of question. Besides, Somaliland is a necessary evil whose disenfranchisement needs to be dealt with care and compromise; another case in point that would give a boost to the adoption of federalism in Somalia. A federation of power in which states have to negotiate and agree on common government that looks after their shared national interest such defense, monetary, external and internal affairs, etc. The talk of national government with more powers might be something that is not for time being realistic but that could be best negotiated for when people had regained their lost confidence (Bryden, 2013)

Accept the self-proclaimed state of Somaliland in the northwest; the rest of the country federation process has been going on. Apart from this actual reality throughout the south of the country, there seems to be reservation with some clans on the practicality of federalism within a homogeneous society that has nothing to differ within itself. They view it as not genuine federalism but clan-imbued whose agenda was to break up the country into clan ruled enclaves only to further the hope of bringing Somali back on track through real reconciliation and power sharing (Uluso, 2014). “People who oppose Somalia to adopt federal system are probably those who want the country to continue in its present condition. It means, they have enough money, which they have benefited from the anarchic situation the country had fallen. Clan is a fact, a fact that is unavoidable so we don’t have to be in denial of reality of our people. In Somalia whatever you have to do clan, one way of it or another, clan has a role to play. What should be done is that we have to accept it and incorporate our state systems other it will be disastrous” (Interview with Asmo, Nairobi 2015).
2.2 Theoretical Review

The study was confined by legal and constitutional theory and Responsibility to Protect.
2.2.1 Legal and Constitutional Theory

The legal and constitutional theory developed by Sawer (1969) states that federalism emphasizes the role of constitutions in providing institutional frameworks on the division of power between the central and regional governments (Sawer 1969), he .considered the US constitution as a prototype of a modern federation and defined a federal government as; federalism, federations and ethnic conflict. An association of states so organized that powers are divided between a general government which in ce1iain matters for example, the making of treaties and coining of money is independent of the governments of the associated states, and, on the other hand, state governments which in certain matters, in their turn, are independent of the general government. Moreover, he argued that federations require written constitutions that prohibit unilateral changes by either of the two orders of government. In fact, almost all federal constitutions provide rigid procedures for constitutional amendment. Furthermore, this approach underscores the presence of an independent agency (supreme/constitutional court) that is responsible for adjudication of constitutional disputes. 
Due to consideration of the federal constitution as supreme from the two orders of government, almost all federations afford the task of constitutional interpretation to independent courts. Through constitutional interpretation Uudicial review) in some federations like the US, the courts manage to participate indirectly in the making of public policies. 
Moreover, this theory defined the federal principle as the method of dividing powers so the general and regional governments are each, within a sphere, co-ordinate and independent Sawer’s approach to federalism has been criticised as rigid, legalistic and inflexible. Such criticisms mainly emanate from his heavy emphasis on formal division of power and the notion that the two tiers of government are independent and coordinating. Scholars also criticized his consideration of the US as a prototype for all other modern federations despite their shortcomings, legal and constitutional approaches have some important contributions to the conceptual understanding of federalism. They, for example, provide some of the most distinctive features of a federation from other (unitary) forms of government, the division of powers between the general and regional governments (Richard, 2009).
2.2.2 Ethno-Centric Perspective 

Several authors emphasise the need to tailor reforms to the local context, although little solid advice is given on how to do that effectively. Migdal, for example, emphasises the inherent links between the state and society and outlines how each impacts on the other (Migdal 2001). From this perspective, it is not possible to think of state-building as a technical process divorced from its socio-political context.
This viewpoint is emphasised by an ethno-centric reading of state-building (Brock 2001). Nation-building of the 1950’s and 60’s approached ethnicity as a ‘pre-modern’ phenomenon which would simply disappear as a more modern, rational state emerged. However, history has proved that this is not the case and that any state-building actors must take the matter of ethnicity seriously. Attempts at ‘homogenising’ a state from an ethnic perspective are not appropriate. Ottaway (1999) raises the question of whether it is even appropriate to expect to be able to build a homogenous multi-ethnic state, particularly in an African context where all current nation-state contain multiple ethnic identities.

Understanding the socio-political context of state-building activities in many developing countries, particularly in Africa, requires recognition and an understanding of neo- patrimonialism. Several authors argue that it is misguided to assume that state weakness causes a power vacuum in fragile states (Reno 2000). Often, where state apparatus appears weak, power is actually vested in extremely strong informal networks. Reno calls these ‘shadow states’ and emphasises that what are often classed as symptoms of state weakness are actually often deliberate strategies of rulers to enlarge their personal economic power base (2000). This perspective highlights that there are often major disincentives that prevent rulers in developing countries from supporting state-building initiatives. At worst, attempts to improve the capacity of the state can prompt rulers in neo- patrimonialist contexts to deliberately sabotage reforms ultimately resulting in an even weaker bureaucracy.
2.3 Literature Review

This study of federalism and peace building is not unique to Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. Similar studies have been undertaken by scholars in other organizations in similar settings. 

2.3.1 Power Sharing and Peace Building
Power-sharing has been applied throughout the African continent to deal with division at large, and enable opposing parties to share political power along with the economic and military resources that stem from such positions. In South Africa, it was used as a transitory institutional set-up to bring different parties following the end of apartheid to work together and not weaken the newly-found peace (Lijphart, 2004). In the Great Lakes region, Burundi and Rwanda have seen more than one attempt to install power-sharing to deal with ethnic division. In Kenya it served as an instrument to lessen electoral violence, and from 2009 Cheeseman notes that it became ‘commonplace for power-sharing to be discussed before elections that were expected to be close and controversial’ (2011). Within the extensive literature on the subject, only two cases are commonly referred to as successes, yet not unanimously or without downsides: South Africa and Burundi (Horowitz, 1991; Jastrad, 2008).

This variety of contexts and actors do not all fit comfortably the purposes of power-sharing in its original conceptualisation. The concept of Power-sharing in its essence is about bringing together all major segment of society and provides them with a permanent share of power. In contrast to traditional forms of government built around the government vs. the opposition model, opposition is minimised and the forming of grand coalitions becomes a predominant feature of politics. The protection of minorities is emphasised in the constitutions along with the decentralization of power and the need for consensus-politics. The form of power-sharing political agreements in Africa rest on has been developed within a specific western literature aiming at dealing with divided societies along salient identity cleavages, be they ethnic, religious, or linguistic. It is based on the assumption that identity, while not unchangeable, is very persistent and is at the source of deep-rooted division, enmity and violence between citizens of the same country (Nagle and Clancy, 2010). Sometimes accused of primordialism (Dixon, 2005), this approach emphasizes instead pragmatism. It rests on the belief that the promotion of identities within the state can be central to stability and democracy, rather than an inevitable source of conflict (Kerr, 2009). Most famous among them, and serving as a model for many African agreements, is consociationalism (Sriram and Zahar, 2009). Developed primarily by Arendt Lijphart, it is based on four main principles including the need for a grand collation among opposing parties, minority or mutual veto powers, proportional representation, and forms of group autonomy. In practice this means dividing the population into distinct groups, and occasionally the territory of the state, to provide proportional representation in public institutions, from guaranteed seats in parliament to the military. Accordingly, the identity groups form ‘the building blocks of politics’ (Reilley, 2006).

Before turning to the broader problems of implementing power-sharing it is important to point out that in many African countries this institutional set-up has been diverted from the aforementioned aim with appalling consequences. Additionally, power-sharing is rarely ‘well’ practiced, with only partial implementation and little enforceability. For instance, Lemarchand shows how the Global Accord in the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) is a stretched form of consociationalism departing quite substantially from the Lijphart model. Its elaboration and implementation have been ‘a more or less improvised form of co-optation’ that left out key political actors (Lemarchand, 2006:13). Lastly, pro-power-sharing scholars recommend considerable outside support, which in the African context already presents a considerable challenge (Le Van, 2011; Sriram and Zahar, 2009). In Burundi and Liberia, for instance, ‘multi-party politics was dependent on the willingness of donors to act as external guarantors of the process and to provide both peace keepers and election monitors’ (Cheeseman, 2011).

 More worrying is the use of power-sharing as a response to flawed or contested elections. It can become a region-wide incentive for predatory groups to exercise sufficient violence to be noticed and offered a share of the political pie (Tull and Mehler, 2005). Indeed, the stronger the rebel group, the more likely it is to be included in a power-sharing agreement (Gent, 2011), while moderate civilian parties are often excluded from the process and receive little attention (Mehler, 2008). It impacts negatively on peace and democratization as none of these actors are truly representative of the population, not even of a specific minority.

Contrary to the caricatured representation of African societies as principally tribal and ethnicized (Chabal and Deloz, 1999), Erdmann (2007) found that in most African countries there is no distinctive relationship between the population and state leaders based on ethnic organization. Furthermore, despite the heterogeneity of African states, the presence of specific group domination over other minorities, and natural geographical resources offering potential ‘greedy’ partitioning movements, secessionist advocacies are rare (Englebert and Hummel, 2005). For instance, in the DRC, notwithstanding years of conflict, poverty, and ethnic and linguistic diversity, recognition with the national ‘Congolese’ identity among people has become stronger with surveys showing that a vast majority believe the unity of Congo is more important than sub-group interests (Weiss, 2000; Young, 2012:306). If identity is not the primary source of division, why do we see so much power-sharing prescribed for African states?

The systematic assumption that conflict in ethnopolitical in nature can be misleading, argues Mehler, pointing out that while some cases, such as Burundi’s civil war, have obvious ‘ethnic coloration and significance, this is much more difficult to assert for, for example, Comoros, Liberia, and Central African Republic’ (2008). Certainly, there is a difference between the instrumentalisation of ethnicity for political gains seen in many African countries at a local, decentralized level, and the same phenomenon at a national scale with overt conflict, and sometimes genocide, between exclusive groups. Power-sharing and consociationalism in particular work on the organisational structure around ethnicity to channel it in a constructive and democratic way. Consideration of the relationship between society and state, and how they are organised, is necessary to judge what would be the role of a power-sharing agreement in a specific context. It is often difficult to make such distinction, not least because even in a context where ethnicity is at the core of violence, adjacent insurgencies can also instrumentalise the issue for personal gains and become entangled with it without representing genuine identity interests making it difficult to identify and single out what are the ‘ethnicities’ and ‘groups’ which are to constitute the accommodationist polity (Mehler, 2008:37). Accepting groups capable of doing the most damage without acknowledgement of their actual legitimacy at population level is indeed bad practice in power-sharing, which neither helps peace nor democratization in the long term. Spoiling capacity should not be the only criteria, and its ready adoption shows the carelessness of outside actors who reward political formations or military entrepreneurs without clear popular credentials.

Most of the criticisms directed at power-sharing decry it as a failure to bring peace, democracy, development or satiability. Yet, these shortcomings are not linked to the model itself but more generally to the malpractice of peace-building and state-building which suffers from contradictory principals, unrealistic time-frames and insufficient monetary and human capabilities. The failure of such approaches, in addition to the problems inherited within the development agenda (Ferguson, 1999), are due to the lack of acknowledgement for the reality on the ground, notably Africa’s enduring patrimonial system.

The weaknesses of African states represent an extensive resource for elites and, more controversially, citizens (Chabal and Deloz, 1999; de Waal, 2009). In this system legitimacy operates on the basis of redistribution of resources along ethnic or tribal lines by ‘big-men’ who use and proactively maintain a state of relative chaos, insecurity and uncertainty. The situation in most African countries is an enduring and fluid form of politics in contrast to institutionalised western democracies. Scholars are increasingly questioning whether it is realistic to think that poorly conducted and externally imposed political reform can help improve the situation (Englbert and Tull, 2008:121).

Indeed, ‘neither elections, nor changes in leadership, nor various configurations of state and provincial borders have been able to prevent, fix or, in some cases, even alleviate the tendency toward patronage politics’ (Spears, 2013:39). Meanwhile the state is a resource where a nationalist discourse represses the ‘political expression of local cultural identities which find outlets in ‘tribal’ clientlism’ (Englebert and Hummel 2005:245). More interestingly, Spears (2013:43-44) finds that within this (neo)-patrimonial system, inclusion between opposition groups happens even without external manipulation. This inclusion, however, happens through temporary greedy calculation and fails to bring about sustainable peace and benefit citizens. The compatibility of power-sharing with this system is debated. In the case of the DRC, Raeymeakers (2007) argues that the failure to account for the country’s political reality, together with a confusing employment of power-sharing for conflict resolutions, is likely to lead to more conflict. He blames the fostering of the patrimonial state to the detriment of real change.

Looking into the way power-sharing ought to work in managing ethnic diversity, its limited ability to alter the informal power relations between elites and the population brings into question its feasibility in the African context, especially the extent to which the trickled-down logic of representation at the leadership level will help ethno-linguist groups feel the state is legitimate and secures their interests. In any divided society the will to secure peace by elites is not so straightforward. In the context of the African system, assuming identity is the primary source of conflict, it is difficult to isolate hardliners wishing to spoil peace because they do not trust the agreement to protect their group. Other forms of insurgencies capitalise on instability to remain without regards to the protection of an identity group. Finding legitimate leaders on each side that can appeal to their people and ease the separation by cooperating with each other and showing an example to the divided population makes power-sharing potentially inapplicable in many African states.power-sharing was designed with a specific purpose in mind. It is in accordance with this purpose that the feasibility of power-sharing shall be assessed and questioned. Accordingly, its potential and notably its (liberal) consociational form rest on its ability to untangle the complicated relationship between security, extremism and legitimacy in deeply-divided societies.  It can help put an end to violence and provide a stable ground for the building of a legitimate system that accounts for identity and prevents it from becoming a source of conflict or be capitalised upon for greedy ends. However, as discussed above, like any other form of political engineering, the state and power structure of African nations, along with ineffective western oversight, does not make it necessarily better at answering the need for radical change.

Such considerations shed even more doubts on the use of power-sharing for conflicts not primarily related to identity. While this article does not wish to categorically assert that it should not be used, considering the amount of problems it potentially holds even when well implemented (Reilley, 2006; Jarstard, 2008) an integrationist approach might suffice. One needs to assess whether identity is the origin of violence and division, as the alternative rests on partition or the burning out of conflict at a great human cost (Lemarchand, 2006:2). This important criterion might mean that actually very few cases in Africa would qualify, and when they do and power-sharing helps lessen tensions it may create unforeseen drawbacks.

The cases of Rwanda and Burundi are most compelling. In both countries, ‘political competition was consistently characterized by the deliberate exclusion of both individuals and whole ethnic communities’ (Cheeseman, 2011:341). The division between Hutus and Tutsi existed before colonialism but was made salient by colonial rule which escalated into violence after independence. In Rwanda, the Arusha Accords introducing power-sharing in 1993 was put forward to end the conflict with the Rwandan Patriotic Front and ease cooperation between the two groups. It included an integrated armed force (Spears, 2013:40). ‘But some Hutu found inclusive provisions within the agreement unacceptable’, and even the original moderate supporters felt they could not stand the protest and joined the hard-liners starting the genocide (Spears, 2013:42). The marginalisation of extremists such at the Coalition for the Defence of the Republic (CDR), a far-right Hutu group, allowed them to capitalise on the communities’ fear and call for pre-emptive strikes (c.f. John, 2008).  Although such actors might have spoiled peace for personal gains, they also represented the deepest form of ethnic divide. The use of coercion and fear to initiate the attacks by such factions (Strauss, 2006) was combined with a message that found resonance within communities and allowed them to capitalise on identity.

In retrospect, some argued that ‘the lesson of Rwanda is that one cannot afford to leave anyone out of the political process’ (Spear, 2000:115). This does not mean, however, that all insurgencies should be given access to political positions and resources. Tull and Mehler’s (2005:383) warning of the ‘hidden cost of power-sharing’ is relevant in this case as well. The inclusion of illegitimate violent groups can be mitigated, firstly, with the international community paying more attention to the nature of insurgencies. Parties with no legitimate popular support should not be able to win or disturb elections, therefore the protection of civilians across the territory is vital (Fuamba et al, 2013:334).

The case of Burundi is an example of how identity can be managed and expressed in non-violent forms so as to no longer be a source of conflict. Conversely, it also points to the limitations of power-sharing. The country has remained stable and power-sharing was successful in putting an end to the ethnic conflict. More importantly, ‘while Burundi was once known for its ethnic divisions and antagonism, today ethnicity is no longer the most salient feature around which conflict is generated’, and power-sharing helped create a more stable political environment (Curtis, 2013). On the other hand, it remains fragile in terms of state-building objectives, with the Burundian politicians and administration remaining largely ineffective, undemocratic and unreceptive to the rule of law (Vandeginste, 2009:63). The emphasis and sole focus on identity has shadowed other forms of conflict that were, and still are, present in the country despite the beneficial outcome of the lessening of the salience of identity as an acceptable tool for mobilisation. While communities are no longer the victims of each other, enabling them to move towards peaceful relations in the long term, their condition has barely improved.

Moreover, because it suffers from contradictions inherent within the liberal agenda implemented in Burundi, the very consociational system that had the valuable effect of de-polarizing identity is in jeopardy. Similarly to Rwanda, Vandeginste warns of the willingness of international actors to allow for a more authoritarian regime to settle as long as the country and region remains stable, compromising the consensual form of politics needed to manage divided societies (2009). The positive effects of power-sharing and its success can be frustrated by a narrative focusing only on identity as a source of conflict (c.f. Autesserre, 2012). The way power-sharing is currently conceptualised will only answer part of the complex origins of violence: identity, which can be predominant and therefore needs to be addressed as a priority. Nonetheless, if broad corruption, insecurity, and famines still exist, reconciliation will not be a priority for individuals. When implemented by authoritarian systems, it can even become entangled with a form of resistance and resentment that has little to do with identity, therefore continuing to de-stabilise the political scene on other grounds (Thompson, 2011). More profoundly, the presence of such grievances can once again feed mobilisation around identity if correctly mobilised by ‘ethnic’ entrepreneurs generating a narrative of ‘deep-rooted hatreds’.

Therefore, power-sharing ought to also concern itself with addressing other forms of violence if it is to be implemented.  Additionally, it can have some drawbacks, especially in the long term, if only focused on elites Nagle and Clancy, 2010:107-108). There is a risk of ‘freezing’ disputes and allowing for illiberal politics to continue within the format of power-sharing (Norris, 2008; McGarry et al, 2008). Power-sharing itself fails in its original conceptualisation to address local and community issues (Mehler 2009:7), shortfalls that, as noted earlier, are generally present within peace-building.

The earlier accounts of the nature of African states leave two potential options within which this could be achieved. The first one would keep the state-building and peace-building agenda advocated so far. However, given the inconsistencies in its application and the considerable cost and human capital, the implementation of most of the principles would make it a particularly challenging task and unlikely to be fulfilled within the current international practices and economic consensus. The second option would be through considerable reforms in its application allowing for a more coherent approach acknowledging the empirical realities of African state structures, societies and power-relations. For some, the international community’s principal goal would be to respond ‘to local demands and simultaneously deliver […] and discipline[…] state provision for democratically determined needs’ (Roberts, 2011:419. In short, peace can be negotiated at the top, but to be sustainable, ultimately the individuals matter more regardless of whether the conflict is about identity or not. When it is, power-sharing can answer the ‘identity’ element, but only if it also accounts for other challenges not necessarily a priory-linked to identity. Accordingly, as the literature on alternatives to the current liberal model expends, considerations for how power-sharing core principals could be used to address conflict over identity should also be considered.

When Spears concludes that power-sharing agreements ‘rarely achieve more than what local leaders can achieve on their own’ (2013), he obscures the original purpose of power-sharing: to bring together parties which are unwilling to cooperate due to deep-rooted incompatibilities find at the heart of their identity. When closely considering the nature of conflict in the majority of African states it seems power-sharing should be a rarely prescribed solution to conflict on the continent.

When implemented as a magic formula to achieve stability, it is rarely done well and often works to the detriment of real change for citizens. Despite its bleak results, power-sharing should not yet be dismissed altogether, for several reasons: firstly, because most of its failures in Africa cannot be directly attributed to power-sharing. Secondly, it still offers the most promising tool for dealing with deeply-divided places thanks to its ability to account for the intertwined elements of security, extremism and legitimacy. It can offer a system that does not leave too much room for the exploitation of ethnicity, be it from genuine grievances around identity or their potential instrumentalisation by warlords. The model cannot, however, be concerned only with stability and be over-reliant on states and institutions which are not working the way they ought to, and hope to see changes in behaviour through their manipulation. It is therefore likely that power-sharing still has a role to play on the African continent, but only in a very few states and if it is part of a broader framework accounting for other conflict dynamics to create a more encompassing and self-reinforcing peace taking into account the realities of most African state-structure.
2.3.2 Separation of power and peace building
The doctrine of the separation of powers is a basic principle within the liberal constitutionalist tradition. Some political philosophers have enshrined the separation of executive, legislative, and judicial powers as an important institution in order to prevent the abuse of political power by office holders. While elections are a disciplining device, various political systems have different degrees of balance of power among the citizenry and the branches of government. The general presumption is that the separation of powers gives voters in liberal democracies a greater degree of control to discipline elected officials. If there is competition by division of powers among government agencies, say along geographical lines, agents can not only voice their opinion in the next elections but also exercise an exit option should they be dissatisfied (Bormann et al. 2017).
Recent political economy literature has assessed the impact of the separation of powers on the wellbeing of citizens. Some have taken a sceptical stance with respect to the presumption that the separation of powers is an optimal arrangement. Brennan and Hamlin (1994, 2000) argue that in some instances the separation of powers may be detrimental in that a common pool problem may be induced leading to negative externalities between various branches or hierarchies of the State. Hence, checks and balances may cause a failure by the government to deliver to the citizens due to distributional conflict. Chari, Jones and Marimon (1997) explore this theme further by analyzing split-ticket voting for federal and regional political representatives, in a static model with endogenous policy formation. In general, separation of the executive and the legislature may not guarantee an optimal outcome.
Alesina and Rosenthal (2000) show in a dynamic framework that bicameralism, federalism, presidentialism and other forms of separation of powers are beneficial as voters have more possible choices spanning the political spectrum. The voters can thereby obtain moderate policies even when the political parties are polarized. Also Persson, Roland and Tabellini (1997, 1997) show that the separation of powers eliminates political rents accruing from information asymmetry and abuse of power. It is implicit that the judiciary will enforce that the bargaining process between the executive and the legislature is within the rules of the game. In both cases, it is assumed that an independent and benevolent judiciary is capable of enforcing the constitutional rules, which provide checks through mutual agreement requirements and balances by distributing agenda control.
 In peace building, constitutions are often tasked with the development of new rules and, in some instances, reformulation of previous regulations so that they are better tailored to the post-conflict environment (Carl, 1995). Powers should be accorded in constitutions to uphold and build a framework for legality, supported by the separation of powers, building of constitutional commissions and the development of modes for oversight and judicial independence.
In peace building, separations of power through constitutions provide the general structure around which various institutions of democratic peace are formed. In the wake of conflict or in attempts to forestall violence, reforming or drafting a new constitution may be imperative to (re)establishing the basis of state legitimacy. This process is needed to develop and build a political community, premised on the drawing up of rules for the allocation, accountability, and exercise of power (Samuel, 2004). Given the nature of popular sovereignty, the legitimacy of the state may necessitate this process of enacting a new constitution, which reflects a bottom-up approach to statehood. This process may have been neglected or eroded in wartime. These key functions explain why many negotiations surrounding the settlement of armed conflict apply to the modifications envisioned for the change of regime and constitution. Attention to these issues is equally important as a preventive measure. 
In international relations, a sovereign state is traditionally conceived of as the sole actor to legitimately use coercive violence within its territory. This is a key reason why state-building processes have attracted so much attention in post-conflict peace building (Carl, 1995). Constitution building is a process used to assert the groundwork capacitating the state to be this actor. It does so by laying the traditional founding principles upon which a democratic society rests, creating a number of institutions thought to be central to consolidating democracy (Ghai and Galli, 2016). The establishment of such legal structures is essential to state legitimacy it dictates that use of coercion is not arbitrary but permissible under certain circumstances and subject to legal checks. It “proclaims the desirability of the rule of law as opposed to rule by the arbitrary judgment or mere fiat of public officials.” These elements are particularly crucial in shaping what constitutes public order and security by determining when they are disturbed, and so on (Ibid). They promise every citizen physical and emotional security by state monopolization of the use of violence for legitimate purposes (Kalevi, 1996).
In addition, as a consequence of the Second World War, the international community has validated the concept of national self-determination as a cause for independent state formation, and a more modern notion of state sovereignty. Premised on the notion of popular sovereignty, which asserts that the sovereignty of a state resides with the people and that government should be representative of the people, national self-determination asserts that “nations” also have the right to determine their own sovereignty (Kalevi, 1996). This has implications for constitutional processes, as well. While the formulation of constitutions was originally a task done by elites, in a private manner, currently the accepted paradigm is to increase the deliberative and participatory nature of constitution building (Vivien, 2001). This follows as logically necessary given the nature of state legitimacy not only entailing legitimate use of coercive tactics but also being a decision made “for the people, by the people.” As such, many scholars and practitioners alike emphasize the need for constitutions to be highly representative through a process of participation and deliberation, as constitutions must represent the sovereign will of the population at large, as well as the nuanced needs of those “nations” that continue to live within the same state.
Amalgamation of these notions gives a picture of constitutions necessitating an appreciation of the traditional (top-down) and the modern, popular (bottom-up) notions of sovereignty. Scholar Vivien Hart explains, “This constitution-making process necessarily features ‘something old, something new,’ as the saying goes. An understanding that constitutions are about power and its exercise with predictability and without arbitrary decision-making and that citizenship involves material as well as symbolic recognition, comes from ‘old constitutionalism.’ ‘New constitutionalism’ sees a process not an event, focuses on groups and identities as well as individuals and rights, on participation as well as rule, and on indeterminate ends that may be partial and do deny the desirability of closure” (Vivien, 2001)
A community with social laws is a society aiming at the survival and conservation of the social group. In this plan, each individual is given their own sovereign power, and the power and delimitation of each citizen is identified and demarcated in connection with the power of others. It should be noted that a society fully controlled by the law is an unattainable ideal, because observing and understanding the reality one can see that such reality has always been inconsistent with that ideal (Ferreyra, 2015, 2016a, 2016b, 2017a, 2017b).
The principle of peace, even when it shows the negative expectation of the lack of unregulated use of force, soundly defines the demarcation criterion between the law and what is not law, but this has to be completed, according to Luigi Ferrajoli. Actually, to define the concept of peace in its relationship with the law, it is necessary to examine: (i) the existence of a primary guarantee, i.e. the prohibition of the unregulated use of force, and (ii) the parallel existence of a secondary guarantee which necessarily and immediately supplements the first guarantee, which is the limitation of the use of force in the form and the conditions established under the law, exclusively for the cases in which such prohibition is violated ( Ferrajoli, 2011).

After having established the correspondence between the law and peace, it is now appropriate to discuss the constitution, as a key piece of the state. The constitution is a unique legal concept in the existence of human beings. It is an instrument barely 250 years old (considering the Philadelphia Constitution as the first one, it is 230 years old), while Homo sapiens is 250,000 years old. Human beings have never before known any other invention similar to the constitution. As far as human knowledge and creation goes, constitutions are the best instrument to organize community life (Ferreyra, 2015, 2016a, 2016b, 2017a, 2017b).
The constitution, in fixing certain procedures, has the most valuable function which may be assigned to a legal rule or to the law to promote peace. Constitutional principles have a procedural purpose, as the always tight relationship between citizens and the state will never be settled in full, so that is the reason why the constitution channels certain acts which may alleviate rigidity. The language of constitutional law, its objective expression in the world (labeled by many as “positive” expression), has the purpose of defining frameworks to collaborate with illusions about the hopes of a peaceful coexistence in which all citizens enjoy or may enjoy the almost unachievable “general welfare,” in a society of citizens who are equals, but not only in terms of liberty (Ferreyra, 2015, 2016a, 2016b, 2017a, 2017b).
Without constitutional law whether it flows from the written basic law or from the fact that this law assigns supreme ranking to international instruments of human rights within the state legal order there is no constitutional state. Constitutional law is the basis, whether in terms of justification or legitimacy, of the constitutional state. Therefore, if we human beings are going to live together, we must accept the “language about a consistent tolerance and self-sacrificing respect,” generally established under the constitution, which provides for a better mechanism towards peace, as such language entails the strict prohibition to harm another and the categorical promotion of helping others whenever possible. These claims are framed within an utilitarian context, in which there is also a prohibition to “spill blood” ( Popper, 1995, p. 190) or to do every effort so that procedures secure that no blood is spilled. This way, corporal fight is substituted for civic debate; “the coup de grace of the winner over the loser is replaced by the vote and the willingness of the majority which allows yesterday’s loser to become tomorrow’s winner sine effusione sanguinis (with no shed of blood) ( Bobbio, 2008).
2.3.3 Checks and balances and peace building
Checks and balances institutions that address the problems induced by simple majority voting include executive vetoes, bicameral legislatures, requirements for supermajority votes in some areas, and judicial review (Alesina et al., 1999). All of these institutions induce bias toward maintaining the status quo over that found in majority rule. These institutions can also be used to design incentive systems that improve the accountability of politicians. In general, if electoral control is imperfect, mutual agreement requirements and the agenda setting structure may be used to mitigate the concentration of political power. For example, accountability might be improved by allowing one set of political actors to decide on the size of a budget, or level of taxation, and another to decide on how the budget is to be allocated across programs.
The institutional framework furnished by the Constitution must be conducive to even checks and balances between the President, Congress and the courts. If one of the functional branches of government has excessive prerogatives to rule over decision-making by the others, the separation of powers will not suffice to endow policymaking with representativeness of the electorate’s general interests.
It is often assumed that checks and balances are effective in curbing corruption, in part because checks and balances are so often assumed to be synonymous with the separation of powers. Checks and balances are only one of several potential manifestations of the separation of powers. Using examples from Western democracies, the concept of checks and balances is by itself an empty vessel, made effective only by “hard” factors such as the balance of political forces and “soft” factors such as the adherence of elites to particular behavioral norms. This does not mean that checks and balances cannot be useful, but rather that our assumptions about their precise utility may be misinformed: the relationship between checks and balances and curbing corruption is at best indirect.
The manner by which checks and balances fit into a broader regime ecology. Checks and balances are tools and the separate branches of government are empty vessels. The uses to which those tools are put, and the rulers with whom those vessels are populated, are determined by a combination of today’s governing coalition, but more broadly by the longer-term regime coalition. These two coalitions are not always coincident. Dahl (1957, p. 293) put this point with regard to the courts: “Except for short-lived transitional periods when the old alliance is disintegrating and the new one is struggling to take control of political institutions, the Supreme Court is inevitably a part of the dominant national alliance […].The Supreme Court is not, however, simply an agent of the alliance. It is an essential part of the political leadership and possesses some bases of power of its own, the most important of which is the unique legitimacy attributed to its interpretations of the Constitution. This legitimacy the Court jeopardizes if it flagrantly opposes the major policies of the dominant alliance; such a course of action, as we have seen, is one in which the Court will not normally be tempted to engage.” Further, we must surrender sentimental idealism: no matter how deep the disputes between today’s governing coalition and the opposition, the overall regime coalition may still act as a cohesive force – or as an “elite cartel,” as suggested by Johnston (2005) – against the use of checks and balances. As Mazzuca (2010, p. 342) has argued with reference to Latin American democracies, there is no a priori reason to assume that a regime coalition that favors the democratic process for accessing power will necessarily also be eager to strengthen the checks and balances over the exercise of that power, especially if that means surrendering long-anticipated fruits of patronage and clientelism (Acemoglu and Robinson, 2012).
2.4
Conceptual Framework
   Independent Variable (IV)







Dependent Variable (DV)



      



Source: Adopted from Herman and William (l997) and modified by the Researcher

Figure 2.1: Conceptual Framework
The conceptual framework shows that relationship between the independent variable, federalism conceptualized under the constructs of power sharing, separation of powers, and checks and balances affects peace building. The dependent variable is peace building under the constructs of mediation and advocacy, human right protection, re-integration, and early warring response. Power sharing activates mechanisms that allow parties to credibly commit to a bargain, thus reducing conflict between parties and thus bringing peace in the country. Separation of power influences peace building of the state. This is because peace is a balance of power among different organizations of the state or establishing equilibrium of power between and among the power blocks of the state. The system of checks and balances functions as it is intended, ensure that the three branches of government operate in balance with one another and this is important in building peace of the state. The conceptual framework also connotes that other factors such as political climate, political interests and economic climate may also intervene in this relationship.
Conclusion

The literature reviewed revealed a relationship between federalism and peacebuilding from the international perspective but was too general and revealed a gap specific to the federalism adopted in Galmudug state, a gap this study filled.

CHAPTER THREE

METHODOLOGY

3.0 Introduction

This chapter presents the methodology. It highlights research design and data collection and management, procedures to be followed in carrying out the study. 

3.1 Research Design

Research design is defined as the basic plan that indicates an overview of the activities that are necessary to execute the research project (Maina, 2004). These activities included research approach, research strategy and research duration as shown below 
3.1.1 Research approach 

The study was both qualitative and quantitative. The quantitative approach was used to quantify incidences in order to describe current conditions and to analyze the operation of federalism, using information gained from the questionnaires. The qualitative approach was used to explain the events and describe findings using interview guide and documentary analysis. All this enabled the researcher to gain in-depth information that was used to find solutions for the research questions of the study. 

3.1.2 Research strategy 

The study employed both correlational research and cross-sectional survey research designs. A correlational research design is a quantitative method of research in which two or more quantitative variables from the same group of subjects are analysed to determine if there is a relationship. It was chosen as attempted to determine the extent of a relationship between two or more variables using statistical data. In this type of design, relationships between and among a number of facts seek and interpret to establish the causal and effects relationship between variables. The design helped the researcher in establishing whether federalism had significant effect peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. 
Cross-sectional research design was used to identify on how federalism affect peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. It allowed being investigated population, the situation of the target population. A survey was occasionally simply by a need for administrative facts on some aspects of public life. Cross sectional design dealt with the relationship between variables, testing of hypothesis and development of generalizations and use of theories that have universal validity. It also involved events that had already taken place and may be related to present conditions (Kothari, 2004). 
3.1.3 Research Duration 

The study was based on longitudinal study which focused on what has been happening in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia in a period of time. In this study, duration is from (2015-2020). This period provided enough information for the study and was also the period where many efforts have been made to try and resolve the conflict in Somalia.
3.2 Population of Study

The target population was 200 including politicians, civil society group, and civil servants in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia (Galmudug Federal State Human Resources, 2020). The researcher selected those groups because they had information and experience about peace, and also understand the obstacles in implementation of federalization.
3.3 Sample Size

The sample size was 133 respondents determined based on Slovene’s (1960) Formula below;
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where;

n = Sample size (?)

N = Population size (200)  

e = A margin of error (0.05)

    n =   200

1+200 (0.05)2

    n    =   200

            1+200 (0.0025)

   n
=  200

         1+0.5

n
=
200

 


1.5

= 133 respondents

Table 3.1: Showing the Sample Selection

	Category 
	Population 
	Sample Size 
	Sampling Techniques

	Civil Society
	90
	
	Purposive

	Civil servants (Leaders)
	70
	
	Purposive

	Politicians 
	40
	
	Purposive

	Total 
	200
	133
	


Source: Primary Data, 2021

3.4 Sampling Techniques

Sampling techniques refer to the procedure a researcher uses to select the needed study sample (Amin, 2005). The researcher employed simple random sampling and purposive sampling. The simple random sampling refers to a process of selecting a sample in such a way that all individuals in the defined population have an equal and independent chance of being selected, that is, a sample obtained from the population without bias. This produced representative samples of the population. Respondent’s names were captured and written on pieces of paper which were folded, put in a container, and mixed up. A folded paper at a time was picked at random without replacement and this was included in a sample until the required number was reached. Purposive sampling is selecting the respondents of the study for a particular purpose. 

3.5 Sources of Data

Two types of data were used in this study; primary and secondary. Primary data was mainly the interviews and field notes obtained during the study whereas existing literatures, studies, articles, online and printed documents represented the secondary data.

3.6 Data Collection Methods

The researcher ensured that both qualitative and quantitative data is collected using survey method.  For the qualitative data, the collection methods involved mainly interviews while for the quantitative data, a questionnaire was used. 

3.6.1 Survey method

A survey method is a process, tool, or technique that is used to gather information in research by asking questions to a predefined group of people. Typically, it facilitates the exchange of information between the research participants and the person carrying out the research. Under this method, questions were administered to respondents who could read and write; the respondents possessed the information to answer the questions or items and willingly answer the questions honestly and it was less expensive for data collection (Amin, 2005). The method was appropriate because it handled a large sample size and saved time and money (Odiya, 2009). The questionnaire is attached as the appendix
3.6.2 Interviewing Method 

Interviews with the target respondents were conducted using the interview guide by meeting the respondents and asking them questions of which the researcher recorded all the responses by himself (Airat, 2014). In this method the researcher interviewed respondents (key informants) face to face to obtain in depth information on federalism and peace building. The choice of this method is that it provided in-depth information that was not captured by the questionnaire.

3.6.3 Documentary Review  

A number of documents relevant to federalism and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia were reviewed and surfing on the net was relevant to get the required literature. The other methods to get the required literature include library research, published and unpublished literature, statutes, official reports and other policy documents and position papers.

3.7 Data Collection Instruments

The study used a questionnaire and interview guide for data collection. 

3.7.1 Self-Administered Questionnairetc "3.5.1 Questionnaire Method" \f C \l 1

tc "3.5.1 Questionnaire Method" \f C \l 1
A uniform self-administered open and close-ended questionnaire encompassing background information was used. The questionnaire was scored on a Likert scale ranging from (5) for strongly agree (4) for agree, (3) for not sure (2) for disagree (1) for strongly disagree (Ahuja, 2005). Scaled questionnaires eased the process of quantitative data analysis. This instrument was used to collect quantitative data from the law enforcement officers and community members of Galkayo.

3.7.2 Interview Guide

The interview guide is a set of guiding questions relating to the study objectives set by the researcher to guide him/her in asking the respondents. Interviews were administered to the respondents purposively selected from the study area concerning the research topic. Structured interviews were designed in such a way that more specific and truthfully answers relating to the study objectives. An interview guide was used in order to confirm the information on the profile of respondents, on federalism as the independent variable and peace building (dependent variable).

3.8 Validity and Reliability of Instruments

3.8.1 Validity 

Content validity of the instruments ensured that through use of valid concepts and/or words which measure the study variables. The instruments were given to content experts to evaluate the relevance, wording and clarity of questions or items in the instrument, after which a content validity index was computed. A minimum content validity index of 0.7 was used to determine content validity to enable the researcher to confirm that the research instrument was valid (Amin, 2005). 

To ensure content validity of the instruments, the researcher requested a penal of 6 experts: 3 professors and 3 senior lecturers to validate the instrument. The experts looked at relevance, semantics and clarity of questions in the instrument in view of the problem; objectives research questions and literature (which duly provided to them). The experts were requested to rate validity/relevancy of each item/question using the following codes: VR = very relevant, R relevant, I = irrelevant, VI = very irrelevant. After the researcher collecting the questionnaires a content validity index of 0.7 was established and this was used as a basis for reasonable use of the instrument (Amin, 2003).

3.8.2 Reliability 

The internal consistence and reliability of the instrument was measured using Cronbach’s alpha coefficient taking only variables with an alpha coefficient value more than 0.70 was accepted for social science research (Amin, 2005). A pilot study using 10% of the questionnaires in the district was carried out. According to Amin (2005), for an instrument to be accepted as reliable, its Cronbach Alpha must be greater or equal to 0.7. 
3.9 Data Collection Procedure

Permission to conduct the study was sought from authorities to the study. The introduction letter from Nkumba University was attached to the questionnaires. The questionnaires were physically delivered to the target respondents and collected after 1 week. They were sorted, edited, coded and entered into SPSS for analysis.

3.10 Data Processing

Qualitative data collected through interviews were processed by data cleaning. Data editing was then carried out to ensure that the data from the respondents was accurate, reliable and consistent. Quantitative data collected through questionnaires were translated into numerical terms and tabulated into frequency tables by use of Statistical Package for Social Science (SPSS) Version 21 to facilitate presentation, analysis and interpretation of findings. 

3.11 Data Analysis

Data analysis was conducted according to research objectives and questions- the data was coded and sorted out along the criteria of relevance and representation. Then this was further sorted out and thematic analysis was applied to structure and organize data into classes. The emerging themes were classified and grouped into various categories after which they were sorted out and coded in reference to the research questions and steered by the reviewed literatures during the studies.

Quantitative data was analyzed using descriptive and regression with the help of the SPSS computer package. Descriptive was used to show the level of agreement and disagreement among responses was used to ascertain the overall relationship between the independent and dependent variables.

Qualitative data analysis was presented in a narrative form on the different questions paused to the respondents. For qualitative analysis, the researcher organized statements and responses to generate useful conclusions and interpretations on the research objectives (Sekaran, 2003).

3.12 Ethical Consideration

The data collected from the respondents was kept as confidential and was used for the purpose of the fulfillment of the requirement for the award of the degree of Master of Public Administration. Key ethical issues such as privacy, anonymous of the respondents, maintenance of the conditions of the data provided by individuals were given priority. The respondents were also informed of the content of the research and the result of the study was published to benefit the respondents.

3.13 Limitation of the Study

Some of the respondents were not willing to share with the researcher some of the information that they considered confidential but the researcher promised to keep the information got as confidential and only used for academic purposes.

The choice of sample population was a limitation to the study, but the researcher tried to choose a sample population that was truly representative in terms of statistics and large enough to give a true picture of the whole population 

The researcher encountered constraints to get access some of the respondents especially politicians due to their tight, busy schedules arising from their job responsibility and strict protocol of their offices. However, the researcher used other tools like the document reviews to fill the information gaps
CHAPTER FOUR 

PRESENTATION, ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS

4.0 Introduction        

The study examined the influence of federalism on peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. It specifically looked at the relationship between; relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State, effect of separation of power on peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State, and relationship between checks and balances on peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State.  

4.1 Demographic Characteristics of the Respondents

Demographic characteristics comprised data on the gender, age, marital Status, period of years working, and  level of education of the respondents as per Section A of the questionnaire and these are presented in form of tables, graphs and pie-charts. This was done to give the user of this information a clear picture of the attributes of the sample from whom the data was collected. 

4.1 Sex/ Gender of the Respondents

The study looked at the sex or gender of the respondents and results are presented in the table 4.1 below.

Table 4.1: Sex/ Gender of the Respondents 

	
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Male
	84
	63.2

	Female
	49
	36.8

	Total
	133
	100.0


Source: Primary Data, (2021)
The results from Table 4.1 show that most of respondents, 84 (63.2%) were males as opposed to females who were 49 (36.8%). The results show that all genders were considered in the study and were significantly represented. However, male respondents were many compared to female and this was because of the sensitivity of the topic and men could be free to give relevant information than female respondents.
4.1.2 Age of the Respondents

The researcher looked at the age group of the respondents and the results are presented in Table 4.2 below.

Table 4.2: Age of the Respondents
	
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Below 25 years
	25
	18.8

	26 - 33 years
	54
	40.6

	34 - 41 years
	33
	24.8

	42 - 49 years
	13
	9.8

	Above 50 years
	8
	6.0

	Total
	133
	100.0


Source: Primary Data, (2021)

Results on Table 4.2 show that most of respondents, 54 (40.6%) were in the age range of 26-33 years, this was followed by 33 (24.8%) in the age range of 34-41 years, followed by 25 (18.8%) were below 25 years, followed by 13 (9.8%) in the age range of 42-49 years and 8 (6.0%) above 50 years. This meant that the majority of respondents (who took part in the study) were aged 26-33 years. However, it is indicated that most of participants were old enough to give the information which is free from biasness because most these people have witnessed the process under which federalism has gone though, where it has been successful and failure.   
4.1.3 Marital Status

The researcher looked at marital status of the respondents and the results are presented in Table 4.3 below.

Table 4.3: Marital Status

	
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Single
	44
	33.1

	Married
	61
	45.9

	Separated
	14
	10.5

	Divorced
	14
	10.5

	Total
	133
	100.0


Source: Primary Data, (2021)
Results on Table 4.3 show that most of respondents, 61(45.9%) were married, followed by 44(33.1%) were singles, 14(10.5%) were separated and 14(10.5%) were separated. This trend of marital status means that many of the respondents are married. However, the study being dominated by married people is an indication that these people are active in the affairs of the government specifically federalism that aims to bring peace in the region for the better of their families. When there is peace in the region, it means there is better future for the people and their children.

4.1.4 Education Level

The study looked at the level of education the respondents and the results are presented in Table 4.4 below.

Table 4.4: Education Level of the Respondents
	
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	No Education
	30
	22.6

	Primary level
	26
	19.5

	Secondary level
	21
	15.8

	Certificate level
	19
	14.3

	Bachelor's Degree
	26
	19.5

	Masters & Above
	11
	8.3

	Total
	133
	100.0


Source: Primary Data, (2021)

Results on Table 4.4 show that most of respondents, 30(22.6%) were not educated at all, followed by 26(19.5%) were primary leavers, 26(19.5%) were Bachelor’s Degree holders, 21(15.8%) were secondary school leavers, 19(14.3%) were certificate holders and 11(8.3%) were Masters Holders and above. This means that the majority of the respondents were not well educated as the study was dominated by community members where most of them are not educated. However, most people not being education is the reason why federalism has got mixed reactions from people of Somalia since they don’t understand well what federal states brings to the people and how peace can be built with effective federalism. 
4.2 Relationship between Power Sharing and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia
Table 4.5: Descriptive Statistics on Power Sharing and Peace Building
	Statement 
	Mean
	Std. Dev.
	Interpretation

	The power is shared between the central government, the state and the district 
	4.02
	1.12
	Very High

	There is distribution of nominal political power (e.g. cabinet positions) between the central government, the state and the district
	3.83
	1.15
	High

	The central government makes major plans in relation to the requirements of the state and the district
	3.93
	1.26
	High

	Federalism brings services to those who are from the central government to the state and the district 
	4.07
	1.14
	Very High

	Somalis in Galkayo are allowed to involve themselves in decision making
	3.71
	1.32
	High

	The citizens are allowed to participate in state activities at any time
	3.72
	1.26
	High

	Aggregate Mean and Standard Deviation
	3.88
	1.21
	High


 (n=133)

Source: Primary Data, (2021) 

The results in Table 4.5 indicate that the level of relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia based on Likert scale was high (overall mean = 3.88, standard deviation = 1.21). This implies that majority of respondents were in agreement that power sharing brings peace in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. 
Results in Table 4.5 indicate that the level of the power is shared between the central government, the state and the district based on Likert scale was very high (aggregate mean = 4.02, standard deviation = 1.12). The study findings suggest that the power is shared between the central government, the state and the district.  
Results in Table 4.5 indicate that there is distribution of nominal political power (e.g. cabinet positions) between the central government, the state and the district based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 3.83, standard deviation = 1.15). The study findings suggest that there is distribution of nominal political power (e.g. cabinet positions) between the central government, the state and the district.  
Results in Table 4.5 indicate that the central government makes major plans in relation to the requirements of the state and the district based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 3.93, standard deviation = 1.26). The study findings suggest that the central government makes major plans in relation to the requirements of the state and the district. 
Results in Table 4.5 indicate that federalism brings services to those who are from the central government to the state and the district based on Likert scale was very high (aggregate mean = 4.07, standard deviation = 1.14). The study findings suggest that federalism brings services to those who are from the central government to the state and the district. 
Results in Table 4.5 indicate that Somalis in Galkayo are allowed to involve themselves in decision making and the district based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 3.71, standard deviation = 1.32). The study findings suggest that Somalis in Galkayo are allowed to involve themselves in decision making. 
Results in Table 4.5 indicate that the citizens are allowed to participate in state activities at any time based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 3.72, standard deviation = 1.26). The study findings suggest that the citizens are allowed to participate in state activities at any time. 
The results from interviews

In interview with a leader in Galkayo, he said that:

“…people who oppose our state to adopt federal system are probably those who want the country to continue in its present condition. It means, they have enough money, which they have benefited from the anarchic situation the country had fallen. Clan is a fact, a fact that is unavoidable so we don’t have to be in denial of reality of our people. In our area whatever you have to do clan, one way of it or another, clan has a role to play. What should be done is that we have to accept it and incorporate our state systems other it will be disastrous…” 

In interview with one of politician, he stated that: 
“…a federation of power in which our stat has to negotiate and agree on common government that looks after their shared national interest such defense, monetary, external and internal affairs, etc. The talk of national government with more powers might be something that is not for time being realistic but that could be best negotiated for when people had regained their lost confidence …” 
4.2.1 Pearson Correlation for Power Sharing and Peace Building in Galkayo
A Pearson correlation test was carried out to determine the relationship between Power Sharing and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia, and this was tested at 95% confidence with two-tailed test of significance on the scale of 0.1 – 0.49 as weak, 0.5- 0.69 as moderate, 0.7-0.89 strong and 0.9-0.99 either positive or negative. The findings are presented in Table 4.6 below.
Table 4. 6: Pearson Correlation 

	
	Power Sharing
	Peace Building

	Power Sharing
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	0.637**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	0.000

	
	N
	133
	133

	Peace Building
	Pearson Correlation
	0.637**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.000
	

	
	N
	133
	133


**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

Source: Primary Data, (2021)
Results on Table 4.6 show that there is a moderate positive relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia (r = 0.637, p<.01). The results indicate that if power is properly shared at different levels of the government, peace will to some extent be guaranteed in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. 
4.2.2 Regression Analysis for Power Sharing and Peace Building in Galkayo

To test the predictive power of the variables, a regression analysis was run. The researcher transformed variables for power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia by computing means of the study variables. These variables were used to run the regression analysis, and the results are as follows:  
Table 4.7: Model Summary 

	Model
	R
	R Square
	Adjusted R Square
	Std. Error of the Estimate

	1
	0.637a
	0.406
	0.402
	3.76639


a. Predictor: (Constant), Power Sharing 
Source: Primary Data, (2021)
Results on Table 4.7 show the value of R Square was 0.402 which represents 40.6%. This shows that 40.2% change in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia is explained by how power is shared at different levels of the government. The results imply that besides power sharing, other determinants such as separation of power and checks & balances significantly influence the Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. More specifically, these other factors explain 59.8% change in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia.  
Table 4.8: Analysis of Variance (ANOVA)

	Model
	Sum of Squares
	Df
	Mean Square
	F
	Sig.

	1


	Regression
	1270.770
	1
	1270.770
	89.581
	0.000a

	
	Residual
	1858.328
	131
	14.186
	
	

	
	Total
	3129.098
	132
	
	
	


a. Predictor: (Constant), Power Sharing  

b. Dependent Variable: Peace Building 

         Source: Primary Data, (2021)

Results on Table 4.8 show that there is a moderate positive relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia (89.581, P< 0.00). This implies that is power is properly distributed at different levels of the government, peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia will be good.
Table 4.9: Coefficients

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficients 
	Standardized  Coefficients 
	T
	Sig.

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	1
	(Constant) 
	11.457
	1.723
	
	6.650
	0.000

	
	Power Sharing
	0.688
	0.073
	0.637
	9.465
	0.000


a. Dependent Variable: Peace Building   

Source: Primary Data, (2021)
Results on Table 4.9 indicate that when power sharing is kept constant, peace building would be at 11.457. The finding indicates that an increase in power sharing would improve peace building by 0.688. The regression model generated was: Y = 11.457+0.688X (where: Y= Peace Building and X = Power Sharing).   
In conclusion, the results indicate that power sharing accounts for about 40.2% of the variation in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. It is therefore important to make sure that power is properly shared at different levels of the government if Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia is to be peaceful. The coefficients indicate that a unit increase in Power Sharing would bring peace by a factor of 11.457. This implies that proper power sharing significantly account for peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia.
The findings are in line with Lijphart (2004) who argued that Power-sharing has been applied throughout the African continent to deal with division at large, and enable opposing parties to share political power along with the economic and military resources that stem from such positions. In South Africa, it was used as a transitory institutional set-up to bring different parties following the end of apartheid to work together and not weaken the newly-found peace. 
Contrary to the caricatured representation of African societies as principally tribal and ethnicized (Chabal and Deloz, 1999), Erdmann (2007) found that in most African countries there is no distinctive relationship between the population and state leaders based on ethnic organization. Furthermore, despite the heterogeneity of African states, the presence of specific group domination over other minorities, and natural geographical resources offering potential ‘greedy’ partitioning movements, secessionist advocacies are rare (Englebert and Hummel, 2005). For instance, in the DRC, notwithstanding years of conflict, poverty, and ethnic and linguistic diversity, recognition with the national ‘Congolese’ identity among people has become stronger with surveys showing that a vast majority believe the unity of Congo is more important than sub-group interests (Weiss, 2000; Young, 2012:306). 
The systematic assumption that conflict in ethnopolitical in nature can be misleading, argues Mehler, pointing out that while some cases, such as Burundi’s civil war, have obvious ‘ethnic coloration and significance, this is much more difficult to assert for, for example, Comoros, Liberia, and Central African Republic’ (2008). Certainly, there is a difference between the instrumentalisation of ethnicity for political gains seen in many African countries at a local, decentralized level, and the same phenomenon at a national scale with overt conflict, and sometimes genocide, between exclusive groups. Power-sharing and consociationalism in particular work on the organisational structure around ethnicity to channel it in a constructive and democratic way. Consideration of the relationship between society and state, and how they are organised, is necessary to judge what would be the role of a power-sharing agreement in a specific context. It is often difficult to make such distinction, not least because even in a context where ethnicity is at the core of violence, adjacent insurgencies can also instrumentalise the issue for personal gains and become entangled with it without representing genuine identity interests making it difficult to identify and single out what are the ‘ethnicities’ and ‘groups’ which are to constitute the accommodationist polity (Mehler, 2008:37). Accepting groups capable of doing the most damage without acknowledgement of their actual legitimacy at population level is indeed bad practice in power-sharing, which neither helps peace nor democratization in the long term. Spoiling capacity should not be the only criteria, and its ready adoption shows the carelessness of outside actors who reward political formations or military entrepreneurs without clear popular credentials.

Therefore, power-sharing ought to also concern itself with addressing other forms of violence if it is to be implemented.  Additionally, it can have some drawbacks, especially in the long term, if only focused on elites Nagle and Clancy, 2010:107-108). There is a risk of ‘freezing’ disputes and allowing for illiberal politics to continue within the format of power-sharing (Norris, 2008; McGarry et al, 2008). Power-sharing itself fails in its original conceptualisation to address local and community issues (Mehler 2009:7), shortfalls that, as noted earlier, are generally present within peace-building.

4.3 Effect of Separation of Power on Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia
Table 4.10: Descriptive Statistics on Separation of Power and Peace Building 
	Statement 
	Mean
	Std. Dev.
	Interpretation

	The constitution balances the law making power between federal and state government 
	3.95
	1.19
	High

	The legislative branch is responsible for enacting the laws of the state and appropriating the money necessary to operate the state
	4.41
	0.74
	
Very High

	The Executive has the power to propose (but not pass) and then implement laws passed by Parliament
	4.33
	1.22
	
Very High

	While separation of powers is key to the workings of Galmudug government, no democratic system exists with an absolute separation of powers or an absolute lack of separation of powers 
	3.95
	1.17
	High

	State powers and responsibilities intentionally overlap; they are too complex and interrelated to be neatly compartmentalized
	4.11
	1.04
	Very High

	There is an inherent measure of competition and conflict among the branches of government in Galmudug
	3.94
	1.22
	High

	Aggregate Mean and Standard Deviation
	4.12
	1.10
	Very High


 (n=133)

Source: Primary Data, (2021) 
The results in Table 4.10 indicate that the level of separation of power and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia based on Likert scale was very high (overall mean = 4.12, standard deviation = 1.10). This implies that majority of respondents were in agreement that separation of power builds peace in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. 
Results in Table 4.10 indicate that the level of the constitution balances the law making power between federal and state government based on Likert scale was very high (aggregate mean = 3.95, standard deviation = 1.19). The study findings suggest that the constitution balances the law making power between federal and state government.  
Results in Table 4.6 indicate that the legislative branch is responsible for enacting the laws of the state and appropriating the money necessary to operate the state based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 4.41, standard deviation = 0.74). The study findings suggest that the legislative branch is responsible for enacting the laws of the state and appropriating the money necessary to operate the state.  
Results in Table 4.10 indicate that the Executive has the power to propose (but not pass) and then implement laws passed by Parliament based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 4.33, standard deviation = 1.22). The study findings suggest that the Executive has the power to propose (but not pass) and then implement laws passed by Parliament. 
Results in Table 4.10 indicate that while separation of powers is key to the workings of Galmudug government, no democratic system exists with an absolute separation of powers or an absolute lack of separation of powers based on Likert scale was very high (aggregate mean = 3.95, standard deviation = 1.17). The study findings suggest that while separation of powers is key to the workings of Galmudug government, no democratic system exists with an absolute separation of powers or an absolute lack of separation of powers. 
Results in Table 4.10 indicate that State powers and responsibilities intentionally overlap; they are too complex and interrelated to be neatly compartmentalized and the district based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 4.11, standard deviation = 1.04). The study findings suggest that State powers and responsibilities intentionally overlap; they are too complex and interrelated to be neatly compartmentalized. 
Results in Table 4.10 indicate that there is an inherent measure of competition and conflict among the branches of government in Galmudug based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 3.94, standard deviation = 1.22). The study findings suggest that there is an inherent measure of competition and conflict among the branches of government in Galmudug. 
The results from interviews

In interview with a leader in Galkayo, he said that:

“…I myself am advocate of federalism as it separate powers from the central or national government and this gives voters or citizens a greater degree of control to discipline elected officials for better accountability. More so, separation of powers eliminates political rents accruing from information asymmetry and abuse of power by different organs of the government…” 

In interview with one of politician, he stated that: 
“…if we need peace in our country, powers should be accorded in the constitution to uphold and build a framework for legality, supported by the separation of powers, building of constitutional commissions and the development of modes for oversight and judicial independence. Separation of power through constitutions provides the general structure around which various institutions of democratic peace are formed. In the wake of conflict or in attempts to forestall violence, reforming or drafting a new constitution may be imperative to (re)establishing the basis of state legitimacy. This process is needed to develop and build a political community, premised on the drawing up of rules for the allocation, accountability, and exercise of power…” 

 4.3.1 Pearson Correlation for Separation of Power and Peace Building
A Pearson correlation test was carried out to determine the relationship between separation of power and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia, and this was tested at 95% confidence with two-tailed test of significance on the scale of 0.1-0.49 as weak, 0.5- 0.69 as moderate, 0.7-0.89 strong and 0.9-0.99 either positive or negative. The findings are presented in Table 4.11. 
Table 4.11: Pearson Correlation 

	
	Separation of Power
	Peace Building

	Separation of Power
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	0.240**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	0.000

	
	N
	133
	133

	Peace Building
	Pearson Correlation
	0.240**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.000
	

	
	N
	133
	133


**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

Source: Primary Data, (2021)
Results on Table 4.11 above show that there is a weak relationship between separation of power and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia (r = 0.240, p<.01). The results indicate separation of power insignificantly influence peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. 
4.3.2 Regression Analysis for Separation of Power and Peace Building 
To test the predictive power of the variables, a regression analysis was run. The researcher transformed variables for separation of power and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia by computing means of the study variables. These variables were used to run the regression analysis, and the results are as follows: 
Table 4.12: Model Summary 

	Model
	R
	R Square
	Adjusted R Square
	Std. Error of the Estimate

	1
	0.240a
	0.058
	0.050
	4.74455


a. Predictor: (Constant), Separation of Power
Source: Primary Data, (2021)

Results on Table 4.12 show the value of R Square was 0.058 which represents 5.8%. This shows that 5.8% change in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia is explained by separation of power. This implies that separation of power contributes small part in building peace, other determinants such power sharing and checks & balances significantly influences the Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. More specifically, these other factors explain 94.2% change in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. 
Table 4.13: Analysis of Variance (ANOVA)

	Model
	Sum of Squares
	Df
	Mean Square
	F
	Sig.

	1


	Regression
	180.193
	1
	180.193
	8.005
	0.005a

	
	Residual
	2948.905
	131
	22.511
	
	

	
	Total
	180.193
	1
	180.193
	8.005
	0.005a


c. Predictor: (Constant), Separation of Power
d. Dependent Variable: Peace Building 

         Source: Primary Data, (2021)

Results on Table 4.13 show that there is a weak relationship between separation of power and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia (8.005, P< 0.00). This implies that separation of power insignificantly build peace in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. 
Table 4.14: Coefficients

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficients 
	Standardized  Coefficients 
	T
	Sig.

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	1
	(Constant) 
	17.581
	3.518
	
	4.998
	0.000

	
	Separation of Power
	0.400
	0.141
	0.240
	2.829
	0.005


b. Dependent Variable: Peace Building   

Source: Primary Data, (2021)

Results on Table 4.14 indicate that when separation of power is kept constant, peace building would be at 17.581. The finding also indicates that an increase in separation of power would improve peace building by 0.400. The regression model generated was: Y = 17.581+0.400X (where: Y= Peace Building and X = Separation of Power).      

In conclusion, the results indicate that separation of power accounts for only 5.8% of the variation in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. It is therefore important to put emphasis on others factors like like power sharing and checks & balances on top of separation of power to build peace in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The coefficients indicate that a unit increase in separation of power would improve peace building by a factor of 17.581. This implies that separation of power insignificantly influence peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia.   

The findings are in line with Alesina and Rosenthal (1996, 2000) show in a dynamic framework that bicameralism, federalism, presidentialism and other forms of separation of powers are beneficial as voters have more possible choices spanning the political spectrum. The voters can thereby obtain moderate policies even when the political parties are polarized. Also Persson, Roland and Tabellini (1997a, 1997b) show that the separation of powers eliminates political rents accruing from information asymmetry and abuse of power. It is implicit that the judiciary will enforce that the bargaining process between the executive and the legislature is within the rules of the game. In both cases, it is assumed that an independent and benevolent judiciary is capable of enforcing the constitutional rules, which provide checks through mutual agreement requirements and balances by distributing agenda control.  
In peace building, constitutions are often tasked with the development of new rules and, in some instances, reformulation of previous regulations so that they are better tailored to the post-conflict environment (Carl, 1995). Powers should be accorded in constitutions to uphold and build a framework for legality, supported by the separation of powers, building of constitutional commissions and the development of modes for oversight and judicial independence.
In peace building, separations of power through constitutions provide the general structure around which various institutions of democratic peace are formed. In the wake of conflict or in attempts to forestall violence, reforming or drafting a new constitution may be imperative to (re)establishing the basis of state legitimacy. This process is needed to develop and build a political community, premised on the drawing up of rules for the allocation, accountability, and exercise of power (Samuel, 2004). Given the nature of popular sovereignty, the legitimacy of the state may necessitate this process of enacting a new constitution, which reflects a bottom-up approach to statehood. This process may have been neglected or eroded in wartime. These key functions explain why many negotiations surrounding the settlement of armed conflict apply to the modifications envisioned for the change of regime and constitution. Attention to these issues is equally important as a preventive measure. 
In international relations, a sovereign state is traditionally conceived of as the sole actor to legitimately use coercive violence within its territory. This is a key reason why state-building processes have attracted so much attention in post-conflict peace building (Carl, 1995). Constitution building is a process used to assert the groundwork capacitating the state to be this actor. It does so by laying the traditional founding principles upon which a democratic society rests, creating a number of institutions thought to be central to consolidating democracy (Ghai and Galli, 2016). The establishment of such legal structures is essential to state legitimacy it dictates that use of coercion is not arbitrary but permissible under certain circumstances and subject to legal checks. It “proclaims the desirability of the rule of law as opposed to rule by the arbitrary judgment or mere fiat of public officials.” These elements are particularly crucial in shaping what constitutes public order and security by determining when they are disturbed, and so on (Ibid). They promise every citizen physical and emotional security by state monopolization of the use of violence for legitimate purposes (Kalevi, 1996).

4.4 Relationship Between Checks & Balances and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia
Table 4.15: Descriptive Statistics on Checks & Balances and Peace Building
	Statement 
	Mean
	Std. Dev.
	Interpretation

	Checks and balances on the executive ensure their power is used in a way set out by law 
	3.94
	1.17
	High

	Regular and fair elections enable citizens to hold their representative to account
	4.00
	1.23
	
Very High

	The judiciary is the primary check and balance on the overuse of power by the executive
	4.40
	0.73
	
Very High

	While separation of powers is key to the workings of Galmudug government, no democratic system exists with an absolute separation of powers or an absolute lack of separation of powers 
	3.78
	1.29
	High

	The shadow cabinet and the opposition is also a check on the power of the executive
	3.92
	1.13
	High

	The state governor general check on power and give royal assent to laws passed by the legislature
	4.11
	0.73
	Very High

	One of the greatest checks and balances of parliamentary democracy lies in the Galkayo citizen 
	3.91
	1.27
	High 

	Aggregate Mean and Standard Deviation
	3.91
	1.27
	High


 (n=133)

Source: Primary Data, (2021) 

The results in Table 4.15 indicate that the level of relationship between checks & balances and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia based on Likert scale was very high (overall mean = 3.91, standard deviation = 1.27). This implies that majority of respondents were in agreement that Checks & Balances build peace in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. 
Results in Table 4.15 indicate that the level of checks and balances on the executive ensure their power is used in a way set out by law based on Likert scale was very high (aggregate mean = 3.94, standard deviation = 1.17). The study findings suggest that checks and balances on the executive ensure their power is used in a way set out by law.  
Results in Table 4.15 indicate that regular and fair elections enable citizens to hold their representative to account based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 4.00, standard deviation = 1.23). The study findings suggest that regular and fair elections enable citizens to hold their representative to account.  
Results in Table 4.15 indicate that the judiciary is the primary check and balance on the overuse of power by the executive based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 4.40, standard deviation = 0.73). The study findings suggest that the judiciary is the primary check and balance on the overuse of power by the executive. 
Results in Table 4.15 indicate that while separation of powers is key to the workings of Galmudug government, no democratic system exists with an absolute separation of powers or an absolute lack of separation of powers based on Likert scale was very high (aggregate mean = 3.78, standard deviation = 1.29). The study findings suggest that while separation of powers is key to the workings of Galmudug government, no democratic system exists with an absolute separation of powers or an absolute lack of separation of powers. 
Results in Table 4.15 indicate that the shadow cabinet and the opposition is also a check on the power of the executive and the district based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 3.92, standard deviation = 1.13). The study findings suggest that the shadow cabinet and the opposition is also a check on the power of the executive. 
Results in Table 4.15 indicate that the state governor general check on power and give royal assent to laws passed by the legislature based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 4.11, standard deviation = 1.15). The study findings suggest that the state governor general check on power and give royal assent to laws passed by the legislature. 
Results in Table 4.15 indicate that one of the greatest checks and balances of parliamentary democracy lies in the Galkayo citizen based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 3.91, standard deviation = 1.27). The study findings suggest that one of the greatest checks and balances of parliamentary democracy lies in the Galkayo citizen. 
The results from interviews

In interview with a civil society member in Galkayo, he said that:

“…one of the greatest checks and balances of parliamentary democracy lies in the Somalis citizen. Our greatest protect against tyranny lies in the fact that we are a nation of sardonic realists. Citizens are a check on the Legislature.  Members of Parliament) are voted in to power to represent the citizens in their electorate.  Citizens hold their representative to account by voting (or not voting) them into parliament.  Regular and fair elections enable citizens to hold their representative to account…” 

In interview with one of politician, he stated that: 
“…Constant experience shows us that every man invested with power is apt to abuse it, and to carry his authority as far as it will go….To prevent this abuse, it is necessary from the very nature of things that power should be a check to power….When the legislative and executive powers are united in the same person, or in the same body of magistrates, there can be no liberty; because apprehensions may arise, lest the same monarch or senate should enact tyrannical laws, to execute them in a tyrannical manner…” 
4.4.1 Pearson Correlation for Separation of Power and Peace Building 
A Pearson correlation test was carried out to determine the relationship between checks & balances and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia, and this was tested at 95% confidence with two-tailed test of significance on the scale of 0.1 – 0.49 as weak, 0.5- 0.69 as moderate, 0.7-0.89 strong and 0.9-0.99 either positive or negative. The findings are presented in Table 4.16 below.
Table 4. 16: Pearson Correlation 

	
	Checks & Balances
	Peace Building

	Checks & Balances
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	0.875**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	0.000

	
	N
	133
	133

	Peace Building
	Pearson Correlation
	0.875**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	0.000
	

	
	N
	133
	133


**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

Source: Primary Data, (2021)
Results on Table 4.16 show that there is a strong relationship between checks & balances and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia (r = 0.875, p<.01). The results indicate that if there are effective checks & balances, peace building will be high in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia.  
4.4.2 Regression Analysis for checks & balances and Peace Building in Galkayo

To test the predictive power of the variables, a regression analysis was run. The researcher transformed variables for checks & balances and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia by computing means of the study variables. These variables were used to run the regression analysis, and the results are as follows:   
Table 4.17: Model Summary 

	Model
	R
	R Square
	Adjusted R Square
	Std. Error of the Estimate

	1
	0.875a
	0.765
	0.764
	2.36683


a. Predictor: (Constant), Checks & Balances  
Source: Primary Data, (2021)

Results on Table 4.17 show the value of R Square was 0.765 which represents 76.5%. This shows that 76.5% change in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia is explained by the level of checks & balances of different stakeholders. The results imply that besides checks & balances, other determinants such power sharing and Separation of Power may influence the peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. More specifically, these other factors explain 24.5% change in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. 

Table 4.18: Analysis of Variance (ANOVA)

	Model
	Sum of Squares
	Df
	Mean Square
	F
	Sig.

	1
	Regression
	2395.254
	1
	2395.254
	427.582
	
0
.000a

	
	Residual
	733.844
	131
	5.602
	
	

	
	Total
	3129.098
	132
	
	
	


a. Predictor: (Constant), Checks & Balances  

b. Dependent Variable: Peace Building 

         Source: Primary Data, (2021)

Results on Table 4.18 show that there is a strong positive relationship between checks & balances and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia (427.582, P< 0.00). This implies that if there are effective checks & balances by different stakeholders, peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia will be good. 
Table 4.19: Coefficients

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficients 
	Standardized  Coefficients 
	T
	Sig.

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	1
	(Constant) 
	8.115
	0.958
	
	8.470
	0.000

	
	Checks & balances
	0.691
	0.033
	

0.875
	20.678
	0.000


a. Dependent Variable: Peace Building   

Source: Primary Data, (2021)
Results on Table 4.19 indicate that when checks & balances are kept constant, peace building would be at 8.115. The finding indicates that an increase in checks & balances would improve peace building by 0.691. The regression model generated was: Y = 8.115+0.691X (where: Y= Peace Building and X = Checks & Balances).   

In conclusion, the results indicate that checks & balances accounts for about 76.5% of the variation in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. It is therefore important to make sure that checks & balances by different shareholders should be highly considered if Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia is to have peace. The coefficients indicate that a unit increase in Power Sharing would build peace by a factor of 8.115. This implies that effective checks & balances significantly account for peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia.  
The findings are in line with Mazzuca (2010) who argued with reference to Latin American democracies, there is no a priori reason to assume that a regime coalition that favors the democratic process for accessing power will necessarily also be eager to strengthen the checks and balances over the exercise of that power, especially if that means surrendering long-anticipated fruits of patronage and clientelism (Acemoglu and Robinson, 2012). Alesina et al., (1999) argued that checks and balances institutions address the problems induced by simple majority voting include executive vetoes, bicameral legislatures, requirements for supermajority votes in some areas, and judicial review. All of these institutions induce bias toward maintaining the status quo over that found in majority rule. These institutions can also be used to design incentive systems that improve the accountability of politicians. In general, if electoral control is imperfect, mutual agreement requirements and the agenda setting structure may be used to mitigate the concentration of political power.   

The manner by which checks and balances fit into a broader regime ecology. Checks and balances are tools and the separate branches of government are empty vessels. The uses to which those tools are put, and the rulers with whom those vessels are populated, are determined by a combination of today’s governing coalition, but more broadly by the longer-term regime coalition. These two coalitions are not always coincident. Dahl (1997, p. 293) put this point with regard to the courts: “Except for short-lived transitional periods when the old alliance is disintegrating and the new one is struggling to take control of political institutions, the Supreme Court is inevitably a part of the dominant national alliance […].The Supreme Court is not, however, simply an agent of the alliance. It is an essential part of the political leadership and possesses some bases of power of its own, the most important of which is the unique legitimacy attributed to its interpretations of the Constitution. This legitimacy the Court jeopardizes if it flagrantly opposes the major policies of the dominant alliance; such a course of action, as we have seen, is one in which the Court will not normally be tempted to engage.” Further, we must surrender sentimental idealism: no matter how deep the disputes between today’s governing coalition and the opposition, the overall regime coalition may still act as a cohesive force – or as an “elite cartel,” as suggested by Johnston (2005) – against the use of checks and balances. As Mazzuca (2010, p. 342) has argued with reference to Latin American democracies, there is no a priori reason to assume that a regime coalition that favors the democratic process for accessing power will necessarily also be eager to strengthen the checks and balances over the exercise of that power, especially if that means surrendering long-anticipated fruits of patronage and clientelism (Acemoglu and Robinson, 2012).
4.5 Extent of Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia
Table 4.20: Descriptive Statistics on Peace Building 

	Statement 
	Mean
	Std. Dev.
	Interpretation

	Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia leaders always apply fair and equitable reintegration of citizens 
	3.77
	1.39
	High

	Reconciliation incorporates the search for truth and justice in Galkayo
	3.86
	1.19
	
High

	The citizens always respect the rules and regulations concerning reintegration
	3.81
	1.30
	
High

	There is always re-establishment of friendly relations in Galkayo 
	4.07
	0.99
	Very High

	Somalis in Galkayo are allowed to involve themselves in decision making 
	4.00
	1.15
	Very High

	The citizens in Galkayo are being regarded as active participants with nonverbal ways and means of expressing themselves
	4.02
	1.08
	Very High

	The citizens are protected from discrimination according to their tribes and clans 
	3.92
	1.18
	High 

	Aggregate Mean and Standard Deviation
	3.92
	1.18
	High


 (n=133)

Source: Primary Data, (2021) 

The results in Table 4.20 indicate that the extent of Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia based on Likert scale was very high (overall mean = 3.92, standard deviation = 1.18). This implies that majority of respondents were in agreement that peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia was good compared to other areas. 

Results in Table 4.20 indicate that the level of Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia leaders always apply fair and equitable reintegration of citizens based on Likert scale was very high (aggregate mean = 3.77, standard deviation = 1.39). The study findings suggest that Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia leaders always apply fair and equitable reintegration of citizens.  
Results in Table 4.20 indicate that reconciliation incorporates the search for truth and justice in Galkayo based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 3.86, standard deviation = 1.19). The study findings suggest that reconciliation incorporates the search for truth and justice in Galkayo.  
Results in Table 4.20 indicate that the citizens always respect the rules and regulations concerning reintegration based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 3.81, standard deviation = 1.30). The study findings suggest that the citizens always respect the rules and regulations concerning reintegration. 
Results in Table 4.20 indicate that there is always re-establishment of friendly relations in Galkayo based on Likert scale was very high (aggregate mean = 4.07, standard deviation = 0.99). The study findings suggest that there is always re-establishment of friendly relations in Galkayo. 
Results in Table 4.20 indicate that Somalis in Galkayo are allowed to involve themselves in decision making  and the district based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 4.00, standard deviation = 1.15). The study findings suggest that Somalis in Galkayo are allowed to involve themselves in decision making . 
Results in Table 4.20 indicate that the citizens in Galkayo are being regarded as active participants with nonverbal ways and means of expressing themselves based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 4.02, standard deviation = 1.08). The study findings suggest that the citizens in Galkayo are being regarded as active participants with nonverbal ways and means of expressing themselves. 
Results in Table 4.20 indicate that the citizens are protected from discrimination according to their tribes and clans based on Likert scale was high (aggregate mean = 3.91, standard deviation = 1.27). The study findings suggest that the citizens are protected from discrimination according to their tribes and clans. 
CHAPTER FIVE 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

5.0 Introduction  

This chapter looks at the summary of findings, conclusions, recommendations and areas of further study. This chapter discussed a summary of all the study findings obtained from the field and conclusions.  

5.2 Summary of Findings 

This section gives a summary of findings as presented in previous chapters. 

The findings of the study reveals that the level of relationship between power sharing in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia was high (overall mean = 3.88). The results shows that there is a moderate positive relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia (r = 0.637, p<.01). The Model Summary value of R Square was 0.402 and this shows that 40.2% change in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia is explained by how power is shared at different levels of the government.

The findings of the study reveals that the level of relationship between separation of power and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia was high (overall mean = 4.12). The results shows that there is a there is a weak relationship between separation of power and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia (r = 0.240, p<.01). The Model Summary value of R Square was 0.058 and this shows that 5.8% change in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia is explained by separation of power.
The findings of the study reveals that the level of relationship between checks & balances and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia based on Likert scale was very high (overall mean = 3.91). The results shows that there is a strong relationship between separation of power and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia (r = 0.875, p<.01). The Model Summary value of R Square was 0.765 which represents 76.5% change in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia is explained by the level of checks & balances of different stakeholders. 
5.3 Conclusions

Power Sharing is noted to be a significant predictor of and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The results indicate that there is a moderate relationship between power sharing and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia and that power sharing accounts for about 40.2% of the variation in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The coefficients indicate that a unit increase in power sharing would bring peace by a factor of 11.457. This implies that proper power sharing significantly account for peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia.  
Separation of power is noted to be insignificant predictor of and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The results indicate that there is weak relationship between separation of power and peace building and that separation of power explains only 5.8% of the variation in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The coefficients indicate that a unit increase in separation of power would improve peace building by a factor of 17.581. This implies that separation of power insignificantly influence peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia.   
Checks & Balances are noted to be a significant predictor of and peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The results indicate that there is a positive relationship between Separation of Power and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia and that checks & balances accounts for about 76.5% of the variation in peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia. The coefficients indicate that a unit increase in Power Sharing would build peace by a factor of 8.115. This implies that effective checks & balances significantly account for peace building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia.  
5.4 Recommendations 

From the findings, the researcher recommends the following: 
To the Government 
· The Government of Somalia should ensure co-ordination, advocacy, collaboration and networking with the various development partners that include both international, intermediary, local NGOs, the private sector and also increased public/private partnerships which will offer more alternatives and direct peace building through collaboration and participation. 
· The Government of Somalia needs to evaluate the achievements and challenges faced by Galmudug State managers in implementation of programs as means of establishing appropriate re-focusing of service delivery. 
To Galmudug State Administration  
· The local government should have the potential of being a key channel for two way information gathering and dissemination it should more effective with greater use of EiC materials e.g. local radios, publications and announcements in churches and public gatherings. This will bridge the gap in information that is used by warring parties that they are left out of the equation this choosing to destabilize the country.
To the Local Leaders 
· Local leaders should follow bylaws that can strongly strengthen the existing laws such that education and Health ordinances can be supported and implemented by all stakeholders at community level. This will result in a people who are literate and would rather use negotiation than violence and thus reduce the possibility of political instability.
To the international community 
· The international community should setup rules and policies that favor Galmudug State activities so that improvement of peace building is realized in the end and this can be done through applying formal federal system by different leaders in Galmudug state, Somalia
In order for Somalis to reconcile their differences and build more legitimate, accountable and efficient states and governance, an inclusive bottom-up locally owned national peace building should be held inside the country to hammer out a comprehensive peace deal acceptable to all parties. Home-based conflict management mechanisms should be prioritized. Somali leaders should prioritize peace and general interest of the country instead of maximizing their personal, myopic and parochial interests. This will reduce the prospects of conflict since they will be accommodative of each other’s interests.
Federal boundaries should be based on pre-existing provinces, separately or together. New boundaries are likely to deepen hostilities between clans. Clan-based boundaries have the double effect of infringing upon the citizenship rights of the non-majority residents. The rights of citizens in federal units should be constitutionally protected. Any boundary issue or questions should be solved peacefully with the involvement all concerned clans.
If the process of Federalization is not managed properly through dialogue, public consultations and spirit of reconciliation it may engender a renewed civil war. It is also very important that all parties, including the Federal Government upholds and respects the all principles relevant to the formation of civil administrations including the ongoing federation within the framework of the Provisional Constitution. 
The absence of clear rules of federalization process is major problem facing federalism in Somalia. In consultation with key stakeholders, including existing and emerging federal units, the Federal Government should continue the consultation with principal stakeholders in order to set clear and agreeable rules for federation. 
The state of the Somali union and stability can be strengthened by the collective understanding that a divided and clan
based Somalia will not usher in a new era of peace and tranquility so badly needed in the region. Somalis community desperately needs a solid social compact and genuine reconciliation.
5.5 Suggestions for Further Research

Prospective researchers and even students should be encouraged to research on the following areas: 
· Respect of common law and peace building in Galmudug state, Somalia. 
· Regionalism and human rights protection in Galmudug state, Somalia. 
· Policy establishments and reconciliation in Galmudug state, Somalia.
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APPENDICES
APPENDIX I: Questionnaire

Dear Respondent,

I am a student of Nkumba University conducting research as a partial requirement for the award of a Master’s degree of Public Administration and Management. I am carrying out a study on “Federalism and Peace Building in Somalia: A Case of Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia”. You’re required to respond to various statements to the various sections of the questionnaire according to the guidelines provided in each section. All information will be treated with strict confidence. 

Section (A): Demographic Characteristics of Respondents

Key: Please tick [√] where appropriate or fill in the required information on the spaces provided.

1. Gender

Male

Female

2. Age 

Below 25
     26-33
      34-41
   42-49   

Above 50

3. Highest level of education

Certificate

 Diploma

Bachelor

Masters

PhD 

Any other (specify)………………………………………………… …………

4.  Marital Status  

Single
         Married

        Separated


Widow             
Section B:
Power Sharing and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia
Please note that for sections B-E, you are requested to fill in the box that best describes your answer based on the scale below; 1. Strongly disagree-SD, 2. Disagree-D, 3 Not sure-NS, 4. Agree-A, 5. Strongly agree-SA.

	SN
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	1
	The power is shared between the central government, the state and the district 
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	There is distribution of nominal political power (e.g. cabinet positions) between the central government, , the state and the district
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	The central government makes major plans in relation to the requirements of the state and the district
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	Federalism brings services to those who are from the central government to the state and the district 
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	Somalis in Galkayo are allowed to involve themselves in decision making
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	The citizens are allowed to participate in state activities at any time
	
	
	
	
	


Section C: The Separation of Power and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia
You are requested to fill in the box that best describes your answer based on the scale below; 1. Strongly disagree-SD, 2. Disagree-D, 3 Not sure-NS, 4. Agree-A, 5. Strongly agree-SA.

	SN
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	1
	The constitution balances the law making power between federal and state government
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	The legislative branch is responsible for enacting the laws of the state and appropriating the money necessary to operate the state  
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	The Executive has the power to propose (but not pass) and then implement laws passed by Parliament
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	While separation of powers is key to the workings of Galmudug government, no democratic system exists with an absolute separation of powers or an absolute lack of separation of powers
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	State powers and responsibilities intentionally overlap; they are too complex and interrelated to be neatly compartmentalized 
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	There is an inherent measure of competition and conflict among the branches of government in Galmudug
	
	
	
	
	


Section D: The Separation of Power and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia
You are requested to fill in the box that best describes your answer based on the scale below; 1. Strongly disagree-SD, 2. Disagree-D, 3 Not sure-NS, 4. Agree-A, 5. Strongly agree-SA.

	SN
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	1
	Checks and balances on the executive ensure their power is used in a way set out by law
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	Regular and fair elections enable citizens to hold their representative to account 
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	The judiciary is the primary check and balance on the overuse of power by the executive
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	Citizens are a check on the power of those who implement the law
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	The shadow cabinet and the opposition is also a check on the power of the executive 
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	The state governor general check on power and give royal assent to laws passed by the legislature
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	One of the greatest checks and balances of parliamentary democracy lies in the Galkayo citizen 
	
	
	
	
	


Section E:
Extent of Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia
Please note that for sections B-E, you are requested to fill in the box that best describes your answer based on the scale below; 1. Strongly disagree-SD, 2. Disagree-D, 3 Not sure-NS, 4. Agree-A, 5. Strongly agree-SA.

	SN
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	1
	Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia leaders always apply fair and equitable reintegration of citizens
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	Reconciliation incorporates the search for truth and justice in Galkayo
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	The citizens always respect the rules and regulations concerning reintegration
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	There is always re-establishment of friendly relations in Galkayo
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	Somalis in Galkayo are allowed to involve themselves in decision making
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	The citizens in Galkayo are being regarded as active participants with nonverbal ways and means of expressing themselves
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	The citizens are protected from discrimination according to their tribes and clans
	
	
	
	
	


THANK YOU ONCE AGAIN FOR YOUR PRECIOUS TIME AND ATTENTION
Appendix II : Interview Guide

Power Sharing and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia

1. How is the power shared between the central government, the state and the district?

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

2. How is the distribution of nominal political power (e.g. cabinet positions) between the central government, the state and the district?






………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

3.  How does the central government make major plans in relation to the requirements of the state and the district?






………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

The Separation of Power and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia

4.  How is the law making power balanced between federal and state government?


……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

5. Who is responsible for enacting the laws of the state and appropriating the money necessary to operate the state ?






……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

6. Who in the state has the power to propose (but not pass) and then implement laws passed by Parliament?

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………




7. How is separation of powers key to the workings of Galmudug government, when no democratic system exists?

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………





The Separation of Power and Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia

8. How do Checks and balances on the executive ensure their power is used in a way set out by law?

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

9. How do Regular and fair elections enable citizens to hold their representative to account?

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 






10. The judiciary is the primary check and balance on the overuse of power by the executive?

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

Extent of Peace Building in Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia

11. How do the Galkayo, Galmudug State of Somalia leaders apply fair and equitable reintegration of citizens?

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

12. How is the search for truth and justice carried out in Galkayo?

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………






13. How does the state ensure that the citizens always respect the rules and regulations concerning reintegration?

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

14. How are Somalis in Galkayo are allowed to involve themselves in decision making?

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
THANK YOU ONCE AGAIN FOR YOUR PRECIOUS TIME AND ATTENTION
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