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A lot of raw data came out 

of the outreach.  This data 

has been analysed produc-

ing constitutional princi-

ples and a booklet on pro-

posed constitutional is-

sues.  
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“The idea of involving 

the representatives of 

the people i.e. the MPs 

(in CDF) is noble but as 

with any other policy 

issue in ZImbabwe the 

implementation has 

been rife with irregula-

jrities and it seems the 

checks and balances are 

not adequate. if such 

projects are to continue 

there is need for more 

robust accountability 

measures.” 
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It’s a shrewd 

move by people 

who have run out 

of options on how 

to contain Muga-

be on the way of 

democratically 

barring him from 

running again for 

the presidency.—

Mavhinga 

There is no 

need for Zim-

babweans to 

panic because 

they have a 

right to reject a 

tampered with 

constitution—

Chihwayi 

Strictly there is 

no draft availa-

ble.  The Select 

Committee is 

still to interro-

gate and review 

what has been 

placed before 

them—Hon 

Matinenga 

The draft is a sys-

tematic attack on 

Zimbabwe where 

the drafters have 

become drifters 

by drifting away 

from the views of 

the people.—Prof 

Moyo 

Where are we going? This should be the question most Zimbabweans ask. We are not sure what is 

happening. The leaked drafts are dismissed. The mixed signals are a sign COPAC is a battleground. 

Please turn to page  2. 
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The past week was book-

ish for yours truly! I went 

through two very interest-

ing books. One was Matig-

ari (Ngugi wa Thiong’o) 

and there is no need for 

guessing what inspired 

me. What, after my friend, who goes by the 

same name, has presented those academic 

and well thought out arguments? This was 

my third reading of the book. Then I also re-

read Malcom Gladwell’s Tipping Point. Both 

works indirectly inspired me to write this 

week’s instalment. Zimbabwe was at one 

time a strong state. Especially immediately 

after independence. However, with the eco-

nomic downturn, we shifted positions on the 

continuum of a state’s strength to a debata-

ble position. Some argue, with convincing 

reasons that we are a failed state. Others, 

equally convincing point in the other direc-

tion, saying we are a failing state, maybe 

frozen in that warp in 2009 with the GNU. 

My position is that we have to re-read Rot-

berg and the answer is there. While it is not 

debatable that we were a strong state, what 

is equally not debatable is that we were not a 

nation. For purposes of this instalment, a 

nation refers to a group of people who feel 

bound into a single body by shared culture, 

values, folkways, religion and/or language. 

On the other hand, a state is usually defined 

by geographical jurisdiction of a sovereign 

government. As with the main character in 

Matigari it is important for us as a people to 

start asking questions on nationhood. Asking 

where we lost the plot and possibly rediscov-

er our bearings and once again go on a na-

tion building exercise. This is where the oth-

er book set me thinking. Malcom Gladwell is 

not a controversial writer. He sees things 

differently. Thus his Tipping Point looks at 

how small things have an impact. The ques-

tion was what small things can see us build-

ing a nation. My mind went straight the con-

stitution. This is not a small thing but this is 

a moment for us to define the pillars on 

which the nation shall rest. However, it looks 

like we are looking at a document that is 

highly unlikely to build a nation but seeks to 

strengthen a state. Personally I have been 

sceptic about the process. 12 years ago, yes 

exactly 12 years ago, Zimbabweans rejected a 

constitution not on the contents but the 

process for coming up with the document. 

The argument then was that we should not 

trust the commissioners led by Chief Justice 

Chidyausiku. One merit of the Constitution-

al  Commission was that it took the process 

off Parliament to a commission. This was 

meant to minimise interference by political 

parties. Then COPAC did the opposite. It 

was at the time of euphoria that we were 

made to believe that the process would be 

smooth running and so far it has been far 

from it. The question which has been trou-

bling me since is: are we on the right track? 

What did the constitution seek to achieve 

which the Lancaster House Constitution and 

its 19 amendments have failed to address. 

What clauses would we have in the constitu-

tion to build a nation? With the ‘leaking’ of 

the draft constitution this week, I realised 

that we as the people of Zimbabwe could be 

short changed. The national report is no-

where to be found. The people are now argu-

ing over clauses and their interpretation and 

one wonders what the people said on the 

issues. The issue can easily be tackled by 

matching what the people said and what the 

drafters came up with. We cannot continue 

to guess and grapple in the dark, only trying 

to ascertain what is in the National Report. Is 

this not a public document?  It could be that 

we missed an opportunity to come up with 

necessary tools to start nation building and 

the result could be another wait. I am, at a 

very slow pace, going through the draft con-

stitution. I have not seen anything that 

makes it unique. There aint anything that 

shows that people were reached out. There is 

mention of the basic rights and the question 

remains whether they are justiciable. I would 

ask those who read BIG legal books to assist 

on this one. Hopefully, next week I will be 

writing more on the subject. I am not a 

prophet of doom. This is not to say we have 

lost all. It’s up to us to demand a better deal 

or like 1979 we will come up with a docu-

ment for elites in state power who are not 

worried about nation building. 

Village ObserverVillage Observer  

Words, words words! Anyone who read the 
newspapers could have been confused. Be-
low, we quote verbatim what was said about 
te constitution. It is for readers to conclude!  
The draft is a systematic attack on Zimba-
bwe where the drafters have become drift-
ers by drifting away from the views of the 
people. This draft exposes the poverty of 
the inclusive Government. The drafters 
have failed and if they are not changed, it 
means there won't be any Constitution to 
talk of.” Professor Jonathan Moyo. 
"“The draft is the Kariba Draft on a Copac 
letterhead As long as the process exclusively 
remains in the hands of political parties, the 

draft constitution will remain a 
political game. Each provision there 
will reflect a political position of 
one party or the other. That does 

not deserve to be described as a Constitu-
tion. This is what was rejected long ago 
because the draft does not reflect the views 
of the people and we will reject it if it comes 
that way.” Professor Lovemore 
Madhuku. 
"However, we do not expect anyone to 
smuggle foreign ideas other than what was 
said by the people of Zimbabwe. There is no 
need for Zimbabweans to panic because 
they have a right to reject a tampered with 
constitution. All Copac has to do is respect 
the will of the people and they have no 
right to manipulate the views of the peo-
ple." Kurauone Chihwayi. 
‘It’s a shrewd move by people who have run 
out of options on how to contain Mugabe 
on the way of democratically barring him 
from running again for the presidency. It 

maybe ZANU PF elements calling out for 
help that through a constitutional amend-
ment Mugabe may be stopped from con-
testing the next election,’ Dewa Mavhinga. 
"A lot of raw data came out of the outreach.  
This data has been analysed producing con-
stitutional principles and a booklet on pro-
posed constitutional issues. The constitu-
tional principles set out the broad parame-
ters on what must be addressed in the Con-
stitution whilst the constitutional issues 
address the constitutional detail"Strictly 
there is no draft available.  The Select Com-
mittee is still to interrogate and review 
what has been placed before them. This 
further breach of confidentially is reckless, 
irresponsible and unfortunate," Hon Eric  
Matinenga 

Whither New Constitution?Whither New Constitution?  
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Using Social Media to Monitor Parly 
PMTZ’’s  facebook group Parliamentary Monitor is an interactive virtual public gallery where instead of being 

spectators, citizens raise issues and seek solutions. As part of the integration of the social media platform and 

this e-newsletter, we take excerpts of some of the posts on the facebook   group and share with others.  

Paidamoyo Muzulu 

is their a limit to our politicians appetite 

for freebies. They get free vehicles, free 

accommodation, free education for their 

kids, abuse public funds and even have the 

heck to demand free electricity. Not 

amused many people are becoming disin-

terested in politics. Time we thoroughly 

scrutinise those we put in public office. 

Like · · Unfollow post · Yesterday at 

06:50 

Veneranda Langa likes this.. 

Nyamutatanga Makombe is it not that 

the politicians capitalise on our weakness-

es, i mean the structural weaknesses in our 

societies. We have a rather disinterested 

populace but we the politicians abuse tax 

payer's money thus our money. There is 

need for new politics. a politics of activ-

ism. a politics of a media that EXPOSES. 

Yesterday at 07:59 · Like · 1. 

Paidamoyo Muzulu it just shows zimba-

bwe is still a long to become a state. thats 

why we are still called developing state. 

the state in zimbabwe is the trio in the gnu 

yet the truth is zimbabwe is bigger than 

the sum total of zanu pf and the mdc for-

mations. till that truth and fact is under-

stood politicians and senior civil servants 

will always ride us roughshod 

Yesterday at 10:55 · Like. 

Victor Tonderai Nyamwanza If u cant 

beat, them join them 

Yesterday at 15:27 · Like. 

Ricky Munyaradzi Mukonza 

 Paidamoyo Muzulu, your observations 

are spot on bro. Even if you look at the 

approach to the constitutional making pro-

cess, the message portrayed is that if there 

is concensus among the three parties, then 

everyone in Zimbabwe agrees or has to 

agree. I however concur with Nyamuta-

tanga Makombe, that we need as citizens 

to demand the space that we deserve be-

cause these politicians will always have 

disregard for us if we continue to be 'well 

behaved' and this works to their benefit as 

there will be no accountability on their 

part. 

Yesterday at 16:14 · Like 
 
 
Pmt Zimbabwe 
Are we getting close to identifying 
those who diverted CDF? One ex-
governor, three MPs. Two from Zanu 
PF and MDC - T each. Why not give 
the names? 
Like · · Unfollow post · 8 February at 
20:34 
Simbarashe Zarura, Mangoma Ta-
wanda and Ricky Munyaradzi 
Mukonza like this.. 
Albert Chigokora name and shame 
9 February at 08:39 via Mobile · Like. 
Nyamutatanga Makombe Can we, as 
citizens, petition the responsible au-

thorities to name the fraudsters or we 
have no power? 
11 February at 08:20 · Like · 1. 
Cathbert Tapiwa Mashonganyika I 
agree there looks like there was a scan-
dal on cdf use. But rather than focus on 
the 5 who may have not used the mon-
ey well, is it possible to know examples 
of what others did with their share? Is 
it also possible to persistent other pub-
lic funds like agricultural input 
scheme, scholarship fund ect? As citi-
zens, we need to know how these pro-
grams benefit Zimbabwe. 
11 February at 22:52 via Mobile · Like · 1. 
Cathbert Tapiwa Mashonganyika 
Tying error "persistent " must read " 
persue " 

11 February at 23:11 via Mobile · 

Feedback? in-

Jupiter C. Punungwe  wrote: As 

mentioned earlier each official only 

NEEDS one car. Any special purpose 

vehicles should be pool cars. 

I do not buy the argument that you 

need big 4x4s because the roads in 

most of the constituencies are bad 

and cannot be accessed with ordi-

nary cars. Fix the roads so that you 

can go there with ordinary cars. A 

car for an official is only used by that 

official, whereas a road is used by 

thousands of people.There is some-

thing called efficient. Isn't it more 

efficient to spend money for the di-

rect benefit of more people than for 

the benefit of one person.The money 

saved from buying less and cheaper 

cars for officials can be used to pro-

vide sorely needed services. 
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PMT Zimbabwe promotes openness, active participation, debate, engagement and respects divergence 

of views. In view of this, PMT Zimbabwe encourages the posting of stories, commentaries, reports, 

documents and links (embedded or otherwise) on its site and facebook page. However, these postings 

do not in any way, shape or form, implied or otherwise, necessarily express or suggest endorsement or 

support of any of such posted material or parts therein. In some extreme circumstances, 

our monitoring team may be compelled to pull down or delete offending postings. 
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http://www.facebook.com/groups/parlymonitor 

We ran a survey online and asked the question: Do you have 

anything to do with Parly you think needs attention and 

what is it?   The responses appeared last week, 

www.pmtz.org/pm22.pdf  We have gone a step further and 

used simple software to create word clouds. We used Wordle, 

which  is used for generating “word clouds” from text. The 

clouds give greater prominence to words that appear more 

frequently in the source text.  

We ran a survey online and asked the question:  

What would you say about MPs implement-

ing development projects especially with the 

experience we had with CDF? Find below 

some of the interesting  comments. 

They must be involved. But they must be involved 

to involve the community that elected them. 

CDF is not for personal agenders,comm still need to 

benefit and develop 

There was never that so i gues nothing 

They are not transparent. They use it for their politi-

cal interest -only involving people from their par-

ties. Present it as if they are the ones who sourced it. 

Should not be continued thus. 

MPs can account for CDF funds. Who can manage 

the development of their constituency than them-

selves. But we should have a reporting mechanism 

for them. And this should legally obligatory. CDF is 

good. It should not be abused. People should stand 

up to their MPs and make them accountable for 

their actions. Forward with CDF. Forward with 

development. Forward with transparency and ac-

countability. Down with corruption and self cen-

tredness. 

First and foremost, the question to ask is how many 

MPs actually went to their communities and dis-

cussed this. 

Needs more training and capacitation 

The idea of involving the representatives of the 

people i.e. the MPs is noble but as with any other 

policy issue in ZImbabwe the implementation has 

been rife with irregulajrities and it seems the checks 

and balances are not adequate. if such projects are 

to continue there is need for more robust accounta-

bility measures. 

This should be left to local councils 

They need 2 be non partisan n involve grasroot 

people n practical projects need 2 be implemented 

they need to consult more! 

Those on the good track must keep at it. 

it good 2 have development projects because it 

reduces poverty,unemployment and also developes 

the area 

they have to reach to everyone, every location in 

their constituency so that we know them familiarise 

with the programmes that will be taking place & 

work together for the betterment of my,our constit-

uency our nation. 

Good for the areas that will benefit,but I think the 

funds are not enough. 

It has shown that this should be carried out by 

the experts who have a memory on what should 

be done and how. 

http://www.pmtz.org/
http://www.pmtz.org/pm22.pdf

