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Introduction 

This report captures the proceedings of the 2025 SAYWHAT Quiz and Speak and Solve Intitative (SASI) 
Debate, both flagship national universities competitions held from 10 – 15 July 2025 at Rujeko Camp in 
Nyazura under the theme “KNOW & ACT: Students Leading Equity and Change.” With support from 
partners in both the development and private sector, the competitions grew in scale and impact, with 
university participation rising from 12 institutions in previous years to 16 in 2025. This expansion reflects 
the increasing relevance of student-led advocacy in shaping conversations around gender equality, health, 
and education. 

Timed to coincide with the 30th anniversary of the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action (Beijing+30) 
commemorated at the 69th session of the Commission on the Status of Women, the 2025 edition sought 
to: 

a)  Assess and enhance students’ knowledge on gender equality and its intersection with health and       
education through structured learning and debate.
b) Evaluate global and national policies, including Zimbabwe’s gender equity frameworks, emerging       
technologies, and climate change’s impact on health and education.
c) Equip students to advocate for change, transforming knowledge into policy insights and   
     actionable solutions.

The following universities participated in the 2025 Edition of the Quiz and SASI Debate Challenge, each 
represented by 1 male student and 1 female student

1. Bindura University of Science Education (BUSE)
2. Catholic University of Zimbabwe (CUZ)
3. Chinhoyi University of Technology (CUT
4. Great Zimbabwe University (GZU)
5. Gwanda State University (GSU)
6. Harare Institute of Technology (HIT)
7. Lupane State University (LSU)
8. Manicaland University of Applied Sciences (MSUAS)
9. Marondera University of Agricultural Sciences and Technology (MUAST)
10. Midlands State University (MSU)
11. National University of Science and Technology (NUST)
12. Reformed Church University  (RCU)
13. Women’s University in Africa (WUA)
14. University of Zimbabwe (UZ)
15. Zimabwe Open University (ZOU)
16. Zimbabwe Ezekiel Guti University (ZEGU)

This report is therefore presented in three parts. The first examines the 7th Edition of the Quiz (10–11 
July), tracing its history, thematic focus, questioning structure, proceedings, results, speeches, and award 
ceremony. The second covers the 8th Edition of the Debate (14–15 July), detailing its history, motions, 
arguments, verdicts, speeches and award ceremony, following a two day break after the Quiz. The final 
section reflects on the overall impact, including live streaming, media coverage, and the extended four 
month television broadcast that followed.
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The theme "KNOW & ACT: Students Leading Equity and Change" embodied the dual nature of the 
Quiz and Debate Challenge. The Quiz Challenge provided students with the opportunity to 
demonstrate their mastery of knowledge on global gender frameworks, while the Debate Challenge 
offered a platform to analyse, challenge, and propose solutions to structural inequalities. Both 
challenges examined interconnected themes, including the Beijing Declaration and gender equality 
policies; the intersection of health and education inequalities with climate change and the digital 
divide; the FP2030 agenda and gender-responsive health systems; and best practices in national, 
regional, and global advocacy. By participating in these events, students engaged with pressing 
issues, developed solutions, and solidified their roles as advocates for gender equity and social 
progress.
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The SAYWHAT Quiz Challenge 
The past – present Strides 

Since its inception in 2019, the SAYWHAT Quiz Challenge has established itself as an annual flagship event 
where students from across Zimbabwe’s universities engage one another, testing the depth of their 
knowledge on public health and education issues that shape young people’s Sexual and Reproductive Health 
and Rights (SRHR) outcomes and overall wellbeing. Beyond knowledge, the Challenge has become a 
platform for interrogating local, national, regional, and global policies designed to address these issues, 
giving students a unique opportunity to connect learning with advocacy.

Traditionally held over two days at the state of the art SAYWHAT Studio of Choice, the Quiz has produced a 
proud lineage of champions:

1. 2019 – Harare Institute of Technology: The inaugural winner, setting the standard for excellence and      
     igniting the spirit of competition that has defined the challenge ever since. 
2. 2020 – Midlands State University: Demonstrated academic depth and competitive spirit, setting a high  
     bar for subsequent editions.
3.  2021 – Great Zimbabwe University: Carved its place in the growing legacy of the challenge. 
4.  2022 – Harare Institute of Technology: Reclaimed the trophy, cementing its status as the Quiz’s first   
     double champion and a testament to their reputation as a formidable contender.
5.  2023 – National University of Science and Technology: Rose to the occasion, marking its first triumph.
6.  2024 – University of Zimbabwe: Claimed the trophy and entered the 2025 championships as the proud  
     defending champion.
7. 2025 – National University of Science and Technology: Emerged victorious once again, securing the   
     roving trophy for the second time and underscoring its rising prominence in student led advocacy.

The 2025 edition thus added yet another chapter to this evolving story, with NUST reclaiming glory and 
setting the stage for future editions where defending champions and past winners will continue to vie for 
supremacy in this flagship national universities competition.
 
The 2025 Quiz Structure and themes 

The Quiz Challenge adopted a round robin format, ensuring that all participating universities had a fair 
chance to compete against one another until a champion emerged. This format is not only unique but also 
strategic: it allows for the testing of knowledge that is shaped by SAYWHAT’s interventions across tertiary 
institutions, while simultaneously enabling SAYWHAT to assess information gaps among students. The 
competition unfolded across five rounds, each consisting of ten questions spread across five thematic areas. 

The five themes covered were:
• Round 1: Beijing Declaration and Gender Equality Frameworks
• Round 2: Climate Change and its impact on Health and Education
• Round 3: Emerging technologies and the impact on health and education
• Round 4: Global health Advocacy and the FP2030 Agenda
•  Round 5: National gender policies and Laws in Zimbabwe

Deliberately aligned with Beijing+30, this milestone provided SAYWHAT with an opportunity to integrate 
gender equality advocacy into student driven programming, reinforcing the role of young people in shaping 
equitable policies and demanding accountability at all levels. Gender sensitive programming remains central 
to SAYWHAT’s movement, exemplified through initiatives such as the Web for Life Network for girls and 
young women and the Mugota/Ixhiba Young Men’s Forum, which foster inclusivity, empowerment, and 
informed engagement across tertiary institutions. 

The questioning structure ensured a comprehensive test of knowledge and critical thinking including: 
• Abbreviations
• Definitions of terms, 
• General knowledge,
• True or False 
• Pictorial Questions

While the elimination process was designed to balance fairness with competitiveness. All teams 
participated in Round 1 and Round 2, answering the same set of questions in isolation to prevent sharing 
or witnessing other responses. After Round 2, four universities were eliminated, leaving twelve to advance 
to Round 3. Following Round 3, another four were eliminated, narrowing the �eld to eight semi �nalists. 
From there, four universities progressed to the �nals, where the ultimate champion was determined.
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The Challenge Proceedings 

Officially opening the Quiz Competitions, the SAYWHAT Youth Sounding Board - National Coordinating 
Committee Chairperson (NCC), Tapiwa Gava hailed all the partners who believes in the potential of young 
people and invest in their growth. Gava also encouraged his peers, to use the Quiz platform as advocates and 
policy influencers, demonstrating that future leaders can contribute effectively on the journey towards equity. 

“To all participants: this is your moment. When you answer quiz questions remember that your voice carries 
weight. You are not just students you are advocates, policy influencers, and future leaders. Let us use this 
platform to reiterate the message that that equity is not a destination it is a journey. And today, we take 
another step forward” - Tapiwa Gava, NCC Chairperson, Midlands state University

Institution Round 1 Round 2 Total Scores 

NUST 8.5 10 18.5 

GZU 7.5 7.5 15 

CUT 7.5 6.5 14 

UZ 7 6 13 

GSU 7 6 13 

WUA 6 7 13 

MSUAS 5.5 7 12.5 

ZEGU 4 8 12 

MUAST 6.5 5.5 12 

MSU 7.5 4 11.5 

LSU 4 7 11 

HIT 3.5 6.5 10 

CUZ 3.5 6 9.5 

RCU 4.5 5 9.5 

ZOU 2 7 9 

BUSE 1.5 5.5 7 

 

Table 1: Group Stage Results (Round 1-2)

After the second round four teams with the least points were eliminated - CUZ, RCU, ZOU and BUSE. 
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Analysis of the Results

The opening rounds revealed a striking discrepancy between the top performing teams and those at the 
lower end of the scoreboard. While leading institutions such as NUST, GZU, and CUT answered nearly all 
questions correctly, the bottom teams averaged below half, underscoring the uneven distribution of 
knowledge across participating universities. At the close of Round 2, four institutions were eliminated. 
Notably, three of the four institutions that were eliminated, CUZ, RCU, and ZOU were making their debut 
appearance in the Quiz Challenge. Nonetheless among the new entrants, ZEGU distinguished itself scoring 
12 points across the first two rounds. ZEGU not only avoided elimination but outperformed several 
established competitors. 

Gender equality frameworks: The low scores in the first round showed that the students had limited 
knowledge on gender equality frameworks on an international level. Several students struggled on this 
theme with over half of the students getting below 50%. Global frameworks shape national policies and 
there is need for SAYWHAT to provide more education and awareness on Global Gender equality 
frameworks. 

Knowledge on Climate Change and its impact on health: The students generally performed better in 
round 2 than in round 1, showing an understanding of climate change and its impact on gender equality 
and education as almost all teams got more than half of the answers correct. It is encouraging to note that 
the students were well informed on Climate Change issues based on their performance in this round. 

Limited knowledge on Zimbabwean Government Ministries: Students demonstrated limited knowledge 
on the Ministries in Zimbabwe and their responsibilities. This was shown when a majority of the students 
could not identify that the Minister of Environment, Climate and Wildlife who is responsible for building a 
climate resilient economy in line with Vision 2030. Hence, noting a key gap on the young people’s 
information on the national policymakers and their duties. 

Institution Total Score  

NUST 9 

CUT 7 

GSU 6.5 

MSUAS 6 

GZU 6 

MUAST 5 

HIT 5 

LSU 5 

MSU 4.5 

UZ 4 

ZEGU 3 

WUA 0.5 

 

Table 2: Group Stage Results (Round 3)
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Twelve universities proceeded to Round 3 where they battled for a spot in the semi-finals – MSU, UZ, 
WUA and ZEGU were eliminated with only eight universities proceeding to the semi-finals.

Analysis of Round 3 Results 

Similar to the first and second round, there was a huge gap between the top scoring teams and the bottom 
four. The low scores in this round showed that there is limited knowledge on the emerging technologies 
and their impact on health and education. The teams generally found this round to be more challenging as 
the defending champions, UZ were also eliminated in this round.

Institution Semi-Finals Total Scores  

NUST 8 

GZU 5.5 

CUT 5 

MUAST 4 

LSU 3 

GSU 3 

HIT 2 

MSUAS 2 

 

Table 3: The Semi Finals  Results (Round 4)

The four teams with the least points were eliminated LSU, GSU, HIT and MSUAS while NUST, GZU, CUT 
and MUAST proceeded to the final round. 
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Analysis of the Semi Finals Results 

Limited knowledge on Global Health Issues: The students generally struggled with this round with only an 
average of 40% on the scores. However, there was a huge gap between NUST and the rest of the teams with 
NUST getting 80% of the questions correct while a majority of the teams were below half. The students 
struggled to identify a contraceptive method based on a calendar schedule of the days when the 
contraceptive is administered. This showed that there is need to raise more awareness on contraceptive 
methods and provide more knowledge to the young people on the different types of contraceptive methods 
and how they are administered.

More awareness on FP2030 and global health policies: Students also had minimal knowledge on FP2030 and 
the Made Possible by Family Planning Campaign. Knowledge of the FP2030 is essential among the young 
people to raise their awareness on family planning, the indicators and campaigns that are being implemented 
in Zimbabwe. This information gap can be addressed by raising more awareness and enticing the young 
people to be more involved and participate in these campaigns.

Table 4: The finals Results (Round 5)

Institution Final 
Score 

Awards  

NUST 8.5 Students received Certificates of participation, medals and laptops.   

Instutition received the Roving Trophy. 

GZU 6.5 Students received Certificates of Participation, medals (and tablets 
courtesy of Akello Smart Learning)  

Instution received the 1st Runner Up Shield courtesy of Nyaradzo Group  

MUAST 5 Students Certificates of Participation, medals and smart phones.  

Institutions received the 2nd Runner Up Shielcourtesy of Nyaradzo Group  

CUT 4 Students received Certificates of Participation only.    

 

After a challenging grand finale, NUST was crowned the champions of the 7th Edition of the SAYWHAT Quiz 
Challenge. NUST had been consistent since round one and stood out as the most competitive team in all of 
the rounds by proving their knowledge on all the issues that were asked. GZU and MUAST were the 1st and 
2nd runner up respectively. 
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The Award Ceremony 

All four finalist were awarded for their excellent results. The price handling ceremony was presided over by 
SAYWHAT Executive Director and NCC Chairperson, representatives from Nyaradzo Group, Akello Smart 
Learning and the Ministry of Women Affairs, Community, Small and Medium Enteprise Development. As part 
of these celebrations these high-level delegates delivered keynote speeches and following are some of their 
sentiments: 

“Over the past few days, it has been a privilege for us at Nyaradzo Group to host this year's edition, and we're 
excited to see it unfold. The scale of the event, bringing together 16 universities production teams over 80 
students and leaders, is no small feat, and we are grateful for the smooth coordination we have witnessed so 
far” – Batsirai Simango, Head of Corporate Strategy, Nyaradzo Group

“Our key values as Akello are Innovation, Quality and Personalized learning. This is what we have seen and 
witness throughout this event. We do realize the risk that students in tertiary institutions face and we are 
here to commit that we will support future leaders who will champion innovation and the development of 
our nation” – Musa Muleya, Akello Smart Learning

“I commend the participants for their exemplary discipline, respectful conduct, and intellectual rigor 
throughout the competition. Such behavior reflects the values of integrity and professionalism that 
institutions of higher learning strive to instill in their students,” – Dr Chiromo, Dean of Students, Reformed 
Church University 

“As a Ministry, we are deeply encouraged by the alignment of this initiative with our national priorities 
particularly in promoting gender-responsive education, youth empowerment, and inclusive economic 
participation. The integration of themes such as climate change, digital equity, health systems, and the 30th 
anniversary of the Beijing Declaration into this year’s challenge reflects a sophisticated understanding of the 
interconnected challenges faced by young people especially girls and young women” – Mr. Jaji, Manicaland 
Provincial Head, Ministry of Women Affairs Community, Small and Medium Enterprise, Development  

“It is not just a quiz competition but a platform of transformation, led by the very generation that will shape 
our future. Today they are students, tomorrow they are the changemakers, entrepreneurs, employers, 
decisionmakers, and the architects of a more equitable Zimbabwe” – Mr. Wilford, Executive Director, 
SAYWHAT 

9





The SASI Debate 
The Past – Present Strides 

Since 2018, the SASI Debate has grown into a flagship platform for students to sharpen their critical thinking, 
interrogate policies, and propose solutions to the challenges shaping their health, education, and wellbeing. 
Over the years, the Debate has produced a lineage of champions that reflects both dominance and surprise:

1. 2018 – Harare Institute of Technology: The inaugural champion, setting the tone for intellectual rigor and  
    spirited competition.
2. 2019 – Harare Institute of Technology: Defended its crown, becoming the first double winner and     
     establishing itself as the early powerhouse of the Debate.
3. 2020 – Midlands State University: Claimed its first victory, breaking HIT’s streak and proving the Debate  
    was open to new contenders.
4. 2021 – University of Zimbabwe: Rose to prominence with a commanding win, adding its name to the roll  
    of champions.
5. 2022 – Midlands State University: Returned to victory, joining HIT as a two time champion and cementing  
    its place among the Debate’s elite.
6. 2023 – Great Zimbabwe University: Captured the trophy, demonstrating resilience and intellectual depth.
7. 2024 – University of Zimbabwe: Reclaimed the crown, becoming the third institution to win twice and  
     making history as the first university to enter the championships as the defending champion for both the  
     Quiz and the Debate.
8. 2025 – Manicaland State University of Applied Sciences: In a dramatic twist, the underdog stunned the  
     field to secure its first ever victory. 
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The 2025 �nals featured three past champions UZ, GZU, and MSU making MSUAS’s triumph all the more 
remarkable. Their unexpected win underscored the spirit of the SASI Debate: that fresh voices and 
determination can overturn tradition and redefine the competitive landscape.

2025 SASI Debate Structure and Themes 
The 8th Edition of the SASI Debate Challenge adopted the British Parliamentary round robin format, a 
globally recognized style that ensures fairness, diversity of perspectives, and rigorous intellectual 
engagement. In this format, four teams contest each motion, with adjudicators ranking teams individually 
based on the strength of their arguments, strategy, and style as follows:

• Opening Government (OG)
Prime Minister (PM)- presents a debatable and persuasive case in support of the motion
Deputy Prime Minister (DPM)- closes for the opening government

• Opening Opposition (OO)
Leader of Opposition (LOO)- opposes the motion and refutes the case presented by the PM
Deputy Leader of Opposition (DLO)- defend the position of the leader of opposition

• Closing Government (CG)
Member of Government (MG)- offers an extension to arguments raised by the opening government
Government Whip (GW)- articulates the rationale of their arguments as the best alternative and closes the 
debate for the government

• Closing Opposition (CO)
Member of Opposition (MO)- refute claims made by MG, make contributions and add new arguments or 
factors

Opposition Whip (OW)- closes the debate for the opposition while cementing the arguments raised during 
the debate as the best standpoint to win the debate

Each debater was allocated five minutes, with protected time in the first and last minutes, and Points of 
Information (POIs) allowed in between to sharpen the clash of ideas. Like the Quiz Challenge, the motions 
explored interconnected themes that reflected the Beijng +30 and how it aligns with national priorities in 
Zimbabwe including:

• Progress in implementing the Beijing Declaration & Platform for Action
• Persistent challenges in women’s empowerment & gender equality
• Interlinking health and education policies in Zimbabwe
• Emerging issues: climate change, technology, and digital equity
• Evaluating gender equality contributions to the 2030 Agenda

By engaging with these motions, students were not only debating abstract ideas but also interrogating the 
lived realities of gender, health, and education in Zimbabwe and beyond. The structure of the Debate 
ensured that every team contributed uniquely whether by defining the motion, extending arguments, or 
delivering rebuttals creating a dynamic environment where knowledge, advocacy, and critical thinking 
converged.
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The Debate Proceedings 

Officially opening the SASI Debate, the SAYWHAT NCC Vice Chairperson, Natasha Musabayane commended 
the growth of the platform with 16 participating universities and the desire for all tertiary institutions to be 
involved in future editions. 

“This growth is a testament to the increasing relevance and impact of student-led advocacy. And as young 
people, we look forward to a future where not just universities, but all tertiary colleges across Zimbabwe 
including teacher training institutions like my own, Hillside Teachers College are part of this transformative 
journey” – Natasha Musabayane, NCC Vice Chairperson, Hillside Teachers College.

Round 1
The opening round featured four motions immediately setting the tone for the competition

Competing Teams  Motion  
NUST (OG) vs BUSE (OO) vs CUT (CG) vs UZ (CO) This House Prefers a model where SRH education is 

delivered by trained external health professionals over 
in-school guidance counsellors. 

ZEGU (OG) vs WUA (OO) vs ZOU (CG) vs MUAST (CO) This House Believes That the institutionalization of care-
based policies (e.g., psychosocial support for pregnant 
learners) risks reinforcing gendered expectations of 
vulnerability rather than dismantling them. 

GSU  (OG) vs CUZ (OO) vs GZU(CG) vs HIT (CO) This House Would mandate student-led oversight 
committees with disciplinary authority to monitor the 
implementation of anti-sexual harassment policies in 
tertiary institutions. 

MSU (OG) vs RCU (OO) vs LSU (CG) vs MSUAS (CO) This House Believes That in resource-constrained 
contexts, climate action should take precedence over 
digital transformation. 

 

Students debated whether SRHR education should be delivered by external health professionals or in school 
counsellors, with government benches emphasizing expertise and confidentiality, while opposition benches 
stressed sustainability and trust built within schools. 

Another motion questioned the institutionalization of care based policies for pregnant learners: governments 
warned of reinforcing stereotypes, while oppositions defended such policies as empowerment tools. 

The third motion explored student led oversight committees for anti sexual harassment policies, with 
governments advocating peer accountability and transparency, while oppositions cautioned against 
immaturity and bias. 

Finally, the climate action versus digital transformation motion revealed sharp divides: governments prioritized 
urgent climate action, while oppositions argued digital tools were indispensable for long term resilience.
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Round 2
The second round intensified the intellectual clash with another four motions. 

Competing Teams  Motion  
RCU (OG) vs ZEGU (OO) vs GSU (CG) vs NUST (CO) This House Believes That the expansion of digital 

learning platforms in Zimbabwe risks reinforcing 
educational inequality unless accompanied by 
deliberate investments in digital access. 

HIT (OG)  vs LSU (OO) vs CUT (CG) vs WUA (CO) This House Believes That the integration of AI into 
education in the Global South should be paused until 
algorithmic bias frameworks are locally defined. 

 

BUSE (OG) vs MUAST (OO) vs CUZ (CG) vs MSU (CO) 

 

This House Believes That family planning should be 
universally free at the point of access, regardless of a 
country’s fiscal constraints. 

GZU (OG) vs UZ (OO) vs MSUAS (CG) vs ZOU (CO) This House Prefers advocacy campaigns like 
#MadePossibleByFP that emphasize economic and 
national development outcomes over those that centre 
reproductive rights as the primary narrative. 

 

 
Students debated whether digital learning platforms risk reinforcing inequality, with governments warning 
of rural exclusion and oppositions highlighting the spread of affordable smartphones. 

On AI in education, governments urged caution until bias frameworks were locally defined, while 
oppositions defended AI as progressive and already beneficial. 

Family planning was another heated topic: governments insisted it should be universally free as a lifetime 
investment in health, while oppositions warned of fiscal collapse and misuse. 

The final motion asked whether advocacy campaigns should emphasize economic outcomes or 
reproductive rights. Governments argued economic framing mobilizes stakeholders and avoids backlash, 
while oppositions insisted rights based advocacy protects consent and accountability.

Round 3 
The third round featured four more motions that deepened the debates and set the stage for the 
first elimination.

Competing Teams  Motion  
ZOU (OG) vs HIT (OO) vs RCU (CG) vs BUSE (CO) This House Believes That the commodification of family 

planning undermines gender equity in health systems. 

UZ (OG) vs GSU (OO) vs MUAST (CG) vs LSU (CO) 

 

This House Believes That the rise of digital visibility has 
amplified youth-led advocacy but diluted its long-term 
impact. 

WUA  (OG) vs NUST (OO) vs MSU (CG) vs GZU (CO) 

 

This House Believes That youth climate advocacy 
should shift its focus from awareness-raising to 
solution-building. 

CUZ  (OG) vs MSUAS (OO) vs ZEGU (CG) vs CUT (CO) This House Believes That youth quotas in parliament are 
tokenistic and undermine meaningful youth 
engagement in governance. 
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Students debated whether the commodification of family planning undermines gender equity, with 
governments warning it excludes vulnerable women while oppositions argued it improves supply chains and 
empowers users. 

Another motion examined whether the rise of digital visibility amplifies youth advocacy but dilutes its long 
term impact, where governments cautioned that online trends fade quickly while oppositions insisted digital 
platforms build awareness, preserve activism history, and drive policy change. 

The third motion focused on youth climate advocacy shifting from awareness raising to solution building, 
with governments urging practical, solution oriented engagement while oppositions emphasized that 
awareness is foundational and pressures stakeholders to act. 

Finally, students debated whether youth quotas in parliament are tokenistic and undermine meaningful 
engagement, with governments describing quotas as symbolic and disempowering, while oppositions 
defended them as strategic entry points that break systemic barriers and amplify youth voices.

At the close of Round 3, scores from the adjudicators were tallied and eight teams were eliminated, leaving 
eight teams to advance.

Institution Total Scores Round 1 – 3  Status  

CUT  8 Advancing  

UZ 8 Advancing  

MSU  7 Advancing  

NUST  6 Advancing  

MSUAS  6  Advancing  

GZU  6 Advancing  

BUSE  5 Advancing  

RCU  5 Advancing  

HIT  4 Eliminated  

MUAST  4 Eliminated  

GSU  4 Eliminated  

CUZ  2 Eliminated  

LSU  2 Eliminated  

WUA  2 Eliminated  

ZOU 2 Eliminated  

ZEGU  1 Eliminated  
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Round 4 – Semi Finals
With eight teams remaining, Round 4 featured two motions that sharpened the focus on health financing 
and gender equity in resource-constrained contexts.

Competing Teams  Motion  
CUT (OG) vs BUSE (OO) vs MSU (CG) vs GZU (CO) This House Believes That Low and Middle-Income 

countries should prioritize Public-Private Partnerships 
(PPPs) over donor or government funding as a primary 
mechanism for advancing gender equity in health. 

UZ  (OG) vs NUST (OO) vs MSUAS (CG) vs RCU (CO) 

 

This House Would provide tax incentives to private 
companies that fund health and gender initiatives in 
resource constrained countries. 

 

On PPPs versus donor/government funding, government benches emphasized sustainability, resource 
mobilization, and the private sector’s ability to advance gender equity through corporate responsibility. 
Opposition benches countered that PPPs risk profit-driven priorities, urban bias, and inequitable access, 
while donor-government collaboration ensures accountability and inclusivity.

On tax incentives for private companies, governments argued that incentives would attract investment, 
expand resources, and strengthen partnerships for health and gender initiatives. Oppositions cautioned 
that tax cuts undermine public revenue, risk superficial corporate projects, and weaken state capacity, 
proposing grants or regulated collaboration as more sustainable alternatives.

At the end of Round 4, four more teams were eliminated – CUT; BUSE; NUST; and RCU, leaving a final lineup 
of four: UZ, GZU, MSU, and MSUAS for the final round.

Round 5 – Finals
The 2025 championship concluded with a motion that challenged the very foundations of gender equality 
frameworks: whether men and boys should be recognized as beneficiaries of gender-based interventions 
rather than solely strategic partners.

Competing Teams  Motion  
UZ (OG) vs MSUAS (OO) vs MSU (CG) vs GZU (CO) This House Believes That it is time for gender equality 

frameworks to shift from treating men and boys solely 
as strategic partners to recognizing them as 
beneficiaries of gender-based interventions. 

 

Government benches argued for a paradigm shift, emphasizing that men and boys are also victims of 
patriarchal systems and should be recognized as beneficiaries. They highlighted inclusivity, positive 
masculinity, and the need to dismantle patriarchy from within by engaging men directly in gender-based 
interventions.

Opposition benches cautioned against diluting the focus on women and girls, stressing that frameworks 
were designed to address historical disadvantages. They warned that re-centering men risks undermining 
equity goals, diverting resources, and reinforcing male perspectives in spaces meant to correct 
imbalances.
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The 2025 final was not only a contest of arguments but a symbolic moment for the debate community. 
Against a field of debate giants -UZ, MSU, and GZU, all past champions, MSUAS claimed the championship 
trophy for the first time in the competition’s history. Their victory reshaped the competitive landscape, 
proving that new institutions can rise to prominence and challenge established winners. 
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The Award Ceremony 
All four finalist were awarded for their excellent results. 

Institution Awards  

MSUAS Students received Certificates of participation, medals and laptops.   

Instutition received the Roving Trophy. 

UZ Students received Certificates of Participation, medals  and tablets courtesy 
of Akello Smart Learning) 

Instution received the 1st Runner Up Shield courtesy of Nyradzo Group  

GZU Students Certificates of Participation, medals and smart phones.  

Institutions received the 2nd Runner Up Shield courtesy of Nyaradzo Group  

MSU Students received Certificates of Participation only.    

Best Male Speaker  Student received Certificate of Participation and a Puffer Jacket courtesy of 
Sahwira Textiles and Clothing (SATCLO) 

Best Female Speaker  Student received Certificate of Participation and a Puffer Jacket courtersy of 
Sahwira Textiles and Clothing (SATCLO) 
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The price handling ceremony was presided over by SAYWHAT Executive Director and NCC Vice Chairperson, 
representatives from Nyaradzo Group, Zimbabwe Gender Commission (ZGC), and the Acting Ambassador for 
Embassy of Canada in Zimbabwe. As part of these celebrations these high-level delegates delivered keynote 
speeches and following are some of their sentiments: 

“We believe that gender equality is not a women’s issue, it is a national imperative. And we believe that 
students, when equipped with the right tools, platforms, and support, can lead the charge in transforming our 
institutions and communities.” – Ms. Madzokere, Zimbabwe Gender Commission - Manicaland

“Having listened closely to the powerful arguments presented today, I am especially encouraged by the 
thoughtful reflections on gender equity. As someone deeply committed to the wellbeing of adolescent boys 
and young men, I was heartened to hear voices in this room recognize that their inclusion is not only strategic 
but essential. While we must continue to advance the rights and opportunities of girls and women - a cause 
that remains urgent we must also ensure that boys and young men are not left behind. Their mental health, 
educational engagement, and social development matter. Empowering them as both allies and beneficiaries 
strengthens the foundation of a truly inclusive and equitable society” – Acting Ambassador, Embassy of 
Canada in Zimbabwe Jessica Dawson.

“The SASI Debate is more that an academic competition; it really mirrors, reflecting the hopes and challenges 
of our society through the lenses of our youth. to the students fraternity, we see you we celebrate you and we 
support, the depth of analysis and confidence with which you interrogated today’s motions across themes of 
social justice,  education, gender policy, and many more. It is a powerful reminder that Zimbabwe’s future is 
in capable hands” – Nyaradzo Group  

“Allow me to share a truth we’ve carried quietly throughout this journey: pulling off an initiative of this scale is 
never easy. There were moments, yes, real moments, when we weren’t sure we’d make it. When the logistics felt 
overwhelming, when resources seemed uncertain, and when the dream of hosting yet another edition of this 
beloved challenge felt just out of reach. But here we are. What began nearly a decade ago as a bold idea has 
grown into a national tradition, a fixture on the student calendar, something that young debaters and university 
communities across Zimbabwe now look forward to every year. And that is only possible because of the many 
hands, hearts, and minds that came together to make it happen”. – Mr. Wilford, Executive Director, SAYWHAT 

Delivering the Vote of 
Thanks, SAYWHAT 
Executive Director, Mr. 
Wilford acknowledged 
the resilience of youth 
participants, and 
expressed deep gratitude 
to strategic partners, 
sponsors, and 
universities who made 
the event possible. 
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The Impact 
Media Visibility 

Zimbabwe’s leading media outlets present at the quiz and debate challenges including ZBCtv, ZTN and Health 
times underscored the national importance of youth-led advocacy. By broadcasting the competition, the 
media helped transform it into a public dialogue on gender, health, and equity, ensuring that the voices of 
students resonate across communities. The winners’ reflections demonstrated that the competition is not 
only about trophies, but about building a generation of informed, resilient leaders who are shaping 
Zimbabwe’s future.

“I would like to say the SAYWHAT Quiz and Debate competitions are impactful. They highlight issues affecting 
us as young people. With social media, our attention span is very short, we’re used to short reels, and it’s 
difficult to go through a lot of information at once. But through these competitions, we’re given thematic 
areas to research. As we read, we begin to understand the connections between the issues. I was joking with 
someone that you’d never find me just randomly opening something like FP2030. If I asked my peers, most 
wouldn’t know what FP2030 is. But these are real issues affecting us.” – Gideon Mhlanga, NUST, Health 
Times 

“With hard work, anything is possible. I’m confident we’ll coach those who will defend the title. Watch out 
for us next year” – Daniella Manzini, NUST, Health Times
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Social Media 
The live streaming of the quiz and debate competitions on the SAYWHAT Facebook page created a powerful 
digital footprint. With 16 quiz episodes and 16 debate episdes each averaging about 2,000 unique live 
viewers, the competitions collectively drew an audience of more than 64,000 live views across the 4-day 
production, ensuring that the conversations reached far beyond the physical venue. This online presence 
allowed students, alumni, and communities across Zimbabwe to engage in real time, making the 
competitions accessible to a wider audience. The interactive nature of Facebook also meant that debates 
sparked dialogue in the comments, extending the impact of the discussions. Importantly, sponsor adverts 
were broadcast between episodes, giving brands direct visibility to thousands of engaged youth viewers. 
This blend of intellectual engagement and brand exposure demonstrates how social media can amplify 
advocacy while sustaining partnerships.

Commemorating World Population Day and World Youth Skills Day
Each of the two day quiz and debate competitions culminated in vibrant celebratory dinners on 11 July and 
15 July, coinciding with the annual commemoration of World Population Day and World Youth Skills Day 
respectively. This alignment with global discussions on population dynamics, equitable access to resources, 
and youth potential gave the closure of the competitions a deeper resonance, situating the students’ 
efforts within a broader international context. 

In a spirited display of creativity and unity, participants dressed in vintage clothing to mark the occasion, 
transforming the dinners into both a cultural celebration and a symbolic reminder of the timeless role of 
youth in shaping equitable futures. The atmosphere was one of joy, reflection, and solidarity, closing the 
Quiz and Debate Challenges on high notes. 

Television Broadcast
The edited productions of the quiz and debates were broadcast nationally and regionally on DStv’s 3KTV 
Channel 293, beginning on 17 November 2025 and running weekly for 16 weeks until 3 March 2026. With 
a schedule that placed the Quiz on Mondays at 17:00 hrs (repeat Fridays at 16:30 hrs) and the SASI Debates 
on Tuesdays at 15:00 hrs the competitions delivered a total of 32 episodes. This consistent programming 
ensured that student voices and sponsor brands were showcased 3ktv viewership has an average of 
800,000 between 1600hrs - 1800hrs and our 2025 episodes were being aired across Zimbabwe. The 
broadcasts elevated the competitions into nationally recognized fixtures, reinforcing their legitimacy and 
impact while giving sponsors sustained visibility throughout the season.
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Annexes

Quiz Questions 
Round 1 Episode 1: Beijing Declaration & Gender Equality Frameworks  

Abbreviations  
1. On 9 March 2025, a Global Youth Forum was held at the United Nations Headquarters in New York to equip 
youth advocates with strategies to influence gender policy and drive accountability in implementing the 
Beijing+30 Action Agenda. What does CSW69 stand for? 
 
Answer: CSW69 stands for the 69th Session of the Commission on the Status of Women. 
 
2. On 16 February 2025, during the 36th Ordinary Session of the African Union Assembly in Addis Ababa, a 
landmark continental framework was adopted to prevent and eliminate all forms of violence against women 
and girls. Complementing global instruments such as CEDAW, what does the African Union CEVAWG stand for? 
 
Answer: CEVAWG stands for the Convention on Ending Violence Against Women and Girls. 

Definition of Terms  
3. The Gender Parity Index is commonly used in education to assess enrollment rates, literacy levels, and 
completion rates between genders. What is the Gender Parity Index? 
 
Answer: The Gender Parity Index (GPI) is a statistical measure used to compare the relative access of females 
to males in a specific area, such as education, employment, or health. It is calculated as the ratio of the female 
value to the male value for a given indicator. 
 
4. During the Fourth United Nations World Conference on Women, gender mainstreaming was established as 
a major global strategy for promoting gender equality. What is gender mainstreaming as defined by United 
Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC)? 
 
Answer: “Gender mainstreaming is the process of assessing the implications for women and men of any 
planned action, including legislation, policies, or programmes, in all areas and at all levels. It is a strategy for 
making the concerns and experiences of both women and men an integral part of the design, implementation, 
monitoring, and evaluation of policies and programmes so that both benefit equally and inequality is not 
perpetuated”. 
 
General Knowledge  
5. In 2015, United Nations Member States adopted the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, which 
includes 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). Which SDG number focuses on achieving gender equality 
and empowering all women and girls? 

Answer: SDG 5 
 
6. Which African legal instrument, adopted in 2003 in Mozambique, is recognized for advancing women’s rights 
by addressing issues such as gender-based violence, reproductive health, and equality in marriage and 
education? 
 
Answer: Maputo Protocol (or in full – “Protocol to the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights on the 
Rights of Women in Africa”) 

21



True of False Questions  
7. Gender Parity Index is calculated as the ratio of the female value to the male value for a given indicator. A 
Gender Parity Index less than 1.0 indicates disparity in favor of males. 

True or False?  
Answer: True 
 
8. The Beijing Platform for Action identified 12 critical areas of concern to advance gender equality. These 
include: 

a.Women and poverty 
b.Women and health 
c.Women and the digital economy 

True or False? 
Answer: False. “Women and the digital economy” is NOT one of the original 12 critical areas of concern. It is a 
modern thematic evolution often discussed today due to the rise of technology and digital inclusion but not 
part of the 1995 framework. The correct area is “Women and the economy.” 
 
Pictorial Questions  

9. On the screen is the flag of the first country in the world to achieve a female-majority national 
parliament. Identify the country. 

Answer: Rwanda doing so in 2008. As of recent data, women hold over 60% of seats in Rwanda’s lower 
house of parliament, making it a global leader in gender representation. 

10. During the 2025 belated International Women’s Day commemorations in Zimbabwe, UN Women 
Country Representative Fatou Aminata Lo highlighted the incredible potential of women, citing the first 
African, first woman, and youngest person to become the 10th President of the International Olympic 
Committee (IOC) — pictured on the screen.  What is her name? 

Answer: Kirsty Coventry 

Round 2 Episode 1: Climate Change & its impact on Gender Equality Health & Education 
  
Abbreviations  
1. Zimbabwe is set to host COP15 to the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands in the scenic resort town of 
Victoria Falls from July 23 to 31, 2025, bringing together global leaders to deliberate on sustainable land use 
and the protection of wetlands. What does COP15 stand for in this context? 
 
Answer: COP15 stands for the 15th Meeting of the Conference of the Contracting Parties to the Ramsar 
Convention on Wetlands. 

22



 
2. The Paris Agreement is central to global climate governance and is closely linked to the work of IPCC a 
scientific body that provides the evidence base for its goals and actions. What does IPCCstand for? 
 
Answer: IPCC stands for the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 

Definition of Terms  
3. The Global Partnership for Education (GPE) promotes climate-resilient education systems that protect 
learning continuity especially for girls in the face of climate disruptions. Define climate-resilient education? 
 
Answer: Climate-resilient education refers to education systems that are designed to withstand and adapt 
to the impacts of climate change, ensuring that learning continues during environmental disruptions. These 
systems are inclusive, gender-responsive, and integrate climate awareness into curricula and infrastructure 
planning. 
 
4. Under Zimbabwe’s Carbon Trading (General) Regulations, 2025 enacted through Statutory Instrument 48 
on 2 May 2025 carbon trading is designed to support sustainable development, including gender equality 
and public health, by requiring projects to meet social and environmental safeguards. What is carbon 
trading? 
 
Answer: Carbon trading is a market-based system where entities buy and sell carbon credits- certificates 
representing the reduction or removal of greenhouse gas emissions. It incentivizes low-emission 
development by placing a value on carbon reductions, encouraging investment in cleaner technologies and 
sustainable practices. 

General Knowledge  
5. Which Ministry in Zimbabwe is responsible for building a climate-resilient, low-carbon economy in line 
with Vision 2030? 
 
Answer: Ministry of Environment, Climate and Wildlife 
 
6. Which devastating extreme weather event struck Mozambique, Malawi and Zimbabwe in 2019 and its 
impact is still felt especially by girls through disrupted schooling, increased vulnerability to gender-based 
violence, and limited access to health and recovery services. 
 
Answer: Cyclone Idai 

True of False Questions  

7. Zimbabwe has seven Ramsar-designated wetlands recognized as Wetlands of International Importance 
under the Ramsar Convention. These include: 
• Driefontein Grasslands 
• Lake Chivero and Manyame 
• Cleveland Dam 
• Monavale Vlei 
• Chinhoyi Caves 
• Victoria Falls National Park 
• Mana Pools National Park 
Mana Pools National Park is a UNESCO World Heritage Site with outstanding universal value to humanity. 

True or False? 
Answer: True. Mana Pools National Park is the only Ramsar site in Zimbabwe that is also recognized as a 
UNESCO World Heritage Site. 
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8. Statutory Instrument 13 of 2025, gazetted on 14 February 2025, introduced education regulations in 
Zimbabwe that specifically address challenges such as climate change and school dropout rates, with a 
focus on supporting girls from economically disadvantaged families. True or False? 
 
Answer:  True. Statutory Instrument 13 of 2025, introduces inclusive education policies that directly 
addresses climate change impacts, school drop outs, barriers faced by girls including provisions for 
home-grown school feeding programmes.

Pictorial Questions  
9. Below are three icons representing different Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). Can you identify the 
one that represents the goal on Climate Action? 
  

Answer: A. SDG 15 is Life on Land and SDG 16 is Peace, Justice and Strong institutions.   

10. On screen is the flag of the first African country to formally integrate climate change education into its 
national school curriculum. Identify the country? 

Answer: Kenya.  
In June 2024, the Kenya Institute of Curriculum Development (KICD), in partnership with UNICEF and Alef 
Education, signed a landmark agreement to embed climate change education into the national curriculum an 
initiative that include digital learning content on carbon literacy, climate action, and sustainability Integration 
into the Kenya Education Cloud platform and Alignment with SDG on Climate Action 

Round 3 Episode 1: Emerging Technologies & impact on health and education  
 
Abbreviations  
1. In May 2025, POTRAZ in collaboration with the Ministry of ICT, Postal and Courier Serviceslaunched the 
Innovation Drive Ideathon, a national initiative that empowers Zimbabwean youth and aspiring entrepreneurs 
to develop ICT-based solutions addressing challenges in education, healthcare, and public service delivery. 
What does POTRAZ stand for? 

Answer: Postal and Telecommunications Regulatory Authority of Zimbabwe 

2. The African Union’s digital transformation strategy aims to bridge the digital divide across the continent by 
2030. It is often referred to as DTC. What does DTC stand for in this context? 
 
Answer: Digital Transformation Strategy for Africa. DTC aims to create an integrated and inclusive digital 
society and economy by 2030, focusing on key sectors such as education, health, and trade. 
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General Knowledge  
3. In March 2021, UNICEF, Microsoft, and the Ministry of Primary and Secondary Education launched a free 
online and offline digital learning platform designed to provide curriculum-aligned educational content to 
learners across Zimbabwe, especially in remote and underserved areas. What is the name of this digital 
learning platform? 
 
Answer: Learning Passport 
 
4. Elizabeth Masiyiwa, daughter of Econet founder Strive Masiyiwa, launched a digital education platform in 
May 2020 that offers ZIMSEC-aligned content, past exam papers, and interactive exercises to support learners 
across Zimbabwe. What is the name of this platform? 
 
Answer: Akello Smart Learning 
 
5. SAYWHAT’s free online course on Sexual and Reproductive Health is hosted on the Smart Learners Hub 
platform. How many modules must a participant pass with at least 80% to earn a certificate? 
 
Answer: 7 modules 

Definition of Terms  
6. Define blended learning. 

Answer: Blended learning is an educational approach that combines traditional face-to-face classroom 
instruction with online or digital learning activities. It allows students to benefitfrom both in-person interaction 
and the flexibility of accessing content and assignments through digital platforms. 

7. Define Educational Technology (EdTech). 
 
Answer: EdTech, refers to the use of digital tools, platforms, and resources to enhance teaching and learning. 
It includes online learning platforms, virtual classrooms, educational apps, and AI-powered learning systems. 

True of False Questions  
8. International Girls in ICT Day is commemorated annually on the fourth Thursday of April to promote the 
participation of girls and young women in STEM and digital careers. True or False? 
 
Answer: True. In 2025, it was celebrated on 24 April under the theme “Girls in ICT for Inclusive Digital 
Transformation”.  
 
9. Digital inequality refers only to disparities in access to internet connectivity. True or False? 

Answer: False. Digital inequality includes disparities in access to devices, internet connectivity, digital literacy, 
and the ability to use technology effectively. It often reflects broader socioeconomic, geographic, and 
gender-based inequalities. 

25



Pictorial Questions  

10. On screen is a meerkat widely remixed by organizations across Zimbabwe as a promotional meme using 
digital tools and AI assistants. What is the name of the AI assistant integrated into the X platform that helps 
users generate content, answer questions, and remix ideas in real time? 
a. Co-Pilot 
b. Grok 
c. ChatGPT 

Answer: B. Grok 

Round 4 Episode 1: Global Health Advocacy & FP2030 
 
Abbreviations  
1. Governments develop multi-year, actionable CIPs to mobilize resources from both domestic and 
international partners and achieve their national family planning goals. What does the abbreviation CIP 
stand for? 

Answer: Costed Implementation Plan 

2. The GFF supports over 36 countries with high burdens of maternal and child mortality and significant 
health financing gaps. In countries that have implemented GFF investment cases for more than five years, 
71% have reported improvements in essential services such as family planning, maternal care, and 
immunization. What does the abbreviation GFF stand for? 
 
Answer: Global Financing Facility 

General Knowledge  
3. While the Abuja Declaration recommends that 15% of national budgets be allocated to health, what 
percentage of the health budget is often recommended for contraceptives and family planning services to 
ensure sustainable access? 

Answer: 3% 

4. A Fill in the Blank question: Zimbabwe made its FP2030 commitments in 2023, following a consultative and 
participatory process involving national stakeholders in family planning. As part of its FP2030 commitment, 
Zimbabwe aims to increase the modern contraceptive prevalence rate for all women from 48% in 2021 to 
___% by 2030. 

Answer: 54% 
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Definition of Terms  
5. Method mix is a key indicator in rights-based family planning and FP2030 monitoring frameworks, 
reflecting accessibility, equity, and quality of family planning services. Define the term "Method Mix." 
 
Answer: Method Mix refers to the distribution of contraceptive users by method type in a given population, 
reflecting the availability, accessibility, and acceptability of different contraceptive options. 
 
6. Define the term “task-shifting” as used in the context of family planning and reproductive health services. 
 
Answer: Task-shifting refers to the process of delegating specific health care tasks  such as providing 
contraceptive services — from more specialized health workers (like doctors) to less specialized providers 
(such as nurses, midwives, or community health workers). This approach helps expand access to essential 
services, especially in underserved or rural areas. 
 
True of False Questions  

7. The “Made Possible by Family Planning” campaign, launched by FP2030, aims to raise $500 million by 
2026 to support rights-based access to contraception and reproductive health services. True or False 
 
Answer: False. Correct figure is $1 billion by end of 2025 

8. The International Conference on Family Planning (ICFP) 2025 will be held from 3–6 November 2025 in 
Kigali, Rwanda. True or False  

Answer:  False. Correct location is Bogotá, Colombia 

Round 5 – Grand Finale: National Gender Policies & Laws in Zimbabwe  
 
Abbreviations  
1. CEDAW is an international treaty that Zimbabwe ratified to promote and protect women's rights in 1991. 
What does the abbreviation CEDAW stand for? 

Answer: CEDAW stands for the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women. 

Definition of Terms  
2. Define Proportional Representation (PR) seats as used in the context of Zimbabwe’s 2013 Constitution. 

Answer: Proportional Representation (PR) seats refer to reserved parliamentary seats that are allocated to 
political parties based on the proportion of votes they receive in a general election.  

In Zimbabwe, this system is used to promote gender equality, with 60 seats in the National Assembly 
reserved for women. These seats are filled from party lists submitted before the election, ensuring broader 
representation of women in Parliament even if they are not directly elected in constituencies. 

3. Define the term “Affirmative Action” in the context of gender equality policies in Zimbabwe. 

Answer: Affirmative Action refers to special measures or policies designed to promote the inclusion and 
participation of historically disadvantaged groups, particularly women, in areas such as education, 
employment, and leadership. In Zimbabwe, it is used to address gender imbalances and ensure equal 
opportunities for women and men. 
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General Knowledge  
4. In what year did Zimbabwe become legally bound to uphold the rights and protections outlined in the 
Protocol to the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights on the Rights of Women in Africa, including 
the protection of women and girls from harmful practices such as child marriage? 
 
a. 2003 
b. 2008 
 
Answer: 2008 

Although the Protocol to the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights on the Rights of Women in Africa 
was adopted in 2003, Zimbabwe ratified it in 2008, thereby becoming legally bound to implement its 
provisions. This protocol is commonly referred to as the Maputo Protocol. 

5. Yesterday in Round 1, we learned that Rwanda leads the world in gender representation, with women 
holding over 60% of seats in its lower house of parliament since 2008. 
 
In Zimbabwe’s 2023 elections, how many women were directly elected to the 210 constituency-based seats 
in the National Assembly? 
 
a) 12 
b) 22 
c) 35 
d) 60 
 
Answer: b) 22  

While Zimbabwe’s overall female representation in Parliament is around 35%, this is largely due to the 60 
proportional representation (PR) seats reserved for women. Only 22 women won constituency seats directly, 
highlighting the ongoing challenges women face in contesting and winning competitive elections. 
 
6. On June 5, 2025, what significant policy was launched by Dr. F. M. Shava, the Minister of Higher and 
Tertiary Education in Zimbabwe, which he described as a “transformative call to action” in relation to your 
wellbeing as students 
 
Answer: The Model and Benchmarking Policy on Anti-Sexual Harassment for Higher and Tertiary Education 
Institutions.  

The policy aims to create safer, more inclusive academic environments by addressing sexual harassment 
through standardized guidelines, institutional accountability, and cultural transformation 
 
True of False Questions  
7. Zimbabwe was among the countries that committed to implementing the 12 critical areas of concern at 
the Fourth World Conference on Women, held in Beijing, China, in 1996. True or False? 
 
Answer: False  

The Fourth World Conference on Women was actually held in 1995, not 1996. Zimbabwe was one of the 
participating countries that adopted the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action, committing to address 
12 critical areas of concern, including: 
• Education and training of women 
• Violence against women 
• Women and health 
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Pictorial Questions  

9. On screen is the CEO of a national institution responsible for investigating systemic barriers to gender 
equality, including gender-based violence on university campuses. 
She is pictured here during SAYWHAT’s 2024 Orathon, where she delivered a keynote address emphasizing: 
• The shared responsibility in violence prevention 
• The gender-neutral nature of victimization 
• The importance of leveraging constitutional and legal frameworks for protection 

What is her Name? 

Answer:  Virginia Muwanigwa.  

10. Virginia Muwanigwa has been serving as the Chief Executive Officer of the Zimbabwe Gender Commission 
(ZGC) since 2015, the year the Commission became operational following its establishment under the 2013 
Constitution. 

This declaration remains a cornerstone of Zimbabwe’s gender equality commitments. 

8. Joyce Mujuru, Zimbabwe’s first female Vice President, served in that role from 1999 to 2009, making her 
the longest-serving woman in that position. True or False? 

Answer:  False  

Joyce Mujuru served as Zimbabwe’s first female Vice President from 2004 to 2014, not from 1999 to 2009. 
She was appointed by President Robert Mugabe and held the position for a decade. Her appointment 
marked a historic moment for women in Zimbabwean politics, breaking long-standing gender barriers in 
executive leadership.  
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11.On screen is the cover of Zimbabwe’s newly launched National Gender Policy 2025.  This policy was officially 
launched on 27 June 2025, along the sidelines of the SADC Ministers of Gender and Women Affairs Meeting 
held in Harare. It emphasizes institutional accountability, gender-responsive social work, and the prevention of 
gender-based violence. What revision of the National Gender Policy is this? 
a. First 
b. Second 
c. Third 
d. Fourth  

Answer: c) Third 

The first National Gender Policy (2005) laid the foundation for gender mainstreaming in national development 
and public institutions. 

The second revision (2017) aligned with Zimbabwe’s 2013 Constitution and emphasized legal reform, women’s 
empowerment, and institutional mechanisms for gender equality. 

The third revision (2025) builds on these foundations with a sharper focus on results-based implementation, 
accountability, and integration of gender in social work and tertiary institutions. 
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Debate Motions 

Table 1: Round 1 Episode 1 - NUST vs BUSE vs CUT vs UZ
Motion: This House Prefers a model where SRH education is delivered by trained external health 
professionals over in-school guidance counsellors.

Opening Government – PM - NUST Opening Opposition – LOO – BUSE  

• Highlighted the importance of ensuring SRHR to 
be delivered by experts in the field of SRHR, 
noting that GCs, lack the necessary skills to deliver 
comprehensive and youth/student friend services 

 

 

 

 

• Argued that in school, guidance counselors are better 
suited to deliver early childhood education than 
external specialists because these counselors are 
consistently present and know the children and their 
families and can make tailor made solutions. 

• Proposed short courses or trainings programs to 
equip these counselors with necessary skills, rather 
than requiring full diploma programs. 

• Further criticized the unreliability of NGOs, citing 
funding cuts and lack continuity in their programs. 

• Concluded that a locally grounded system would be 
more sustainable, effective, and responsive to 
children s needs. 

 

DPM - NUST DLO – BUSE  

• Emphasized the need for external experts to 
provide SRHR services, noting that Guidance 
Councillors have other duties within schools, 
which limits dedicated time for SRHR service 
provision.  

• Highlighted that its only experts who can provide 
specialized SRHR services, since Guidance 
Councillors have limited knowledge on SRHR 
issues.  

 

• Addressed a misconception by the OG that Guidance 
Councillors are just regular subject teachers, clarifying 
that these counselors are trained and dedicated solely 
to guidance and counselling. 

 

• Proposed that Guidance Councillors teachers have 
stronger bonds with students, understand their 
backgrounds and are more accessible. 

 

• Highlighted that Guidance Councillor teachers offer 
continuous, a year round support, unlike external 
actors who may only appear occasionally. 

 

• Rebutted concerns of confidentiality, asserting that 
Guidance Councillors teachers are trained in handling 
sensitive information and can be trusted by students. 

 

Closing Government – MG – CUT  Closing Opposition – MO – UZ  

• Argued that SRH education requires a certain 
level of professionalism that trained health 
professionals have over in-school guidance 
counsellors.  

• Further shared similar sentiments with the 
Opening Government in that confidentiality is an 
essential aspect of SRH education. Students 
might not be comfortable confiding in school 
guidance counsellors but externals are more 
likely to keep their issues confidential.  

• Argued that in house school guidance counsellors 
are more likely to be biased and have no 
impartiality as compared to trained externals.  

• Highlighted that in-school guidance counsellors have 
established relationships with students, making them 
more trusted and approachable. 

• Argued that external professionals may not 
understand school-specific contexts and student 
needs. 

• Further highlighted that relying solely on external 
staff could be unsustainable and costly for schools. 

• Pointed that Counsellors can continuously reinforce 
SRH education, whereas external professionals may 
only visit periodically. 

GW – CUT  OW – UZ 

 

• Emphasized that SRH issues are deep and trained 
health professionals are better able to handle 
them. 

 

• Argued that students may feel more comfortable 
asking sensitive questions to in-school counsellors 
they already know. 
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Table 2: Round 1 Episode 2 – ZEGU vs WUA vs ZOU vs MUAST 
Motion: This House Believes That the institutionalization of care-based policies (e.g., psychosocial support 
for pregnant learners) risks reinforcing gendered expectations of vulnerability rather than dismantling 
them.

Opening Government – PM – GSU  Opening Opposition – LOO – CUZ  

• Highlighted the need for student-led oversight 
committees, noting it as an effective model which 
is organized, mandated, voted for and 
implemented by students. 

• Highlighted that this creates a mandate from the 
elected committee members as they would have 
been voted to serve in those Committees and 
these would be positions inviting trust within the 
institutions. 

 

• Opposed the student-led disciplinary committees, 
arguing that students are too young and easily 
manipulated to handle such sensitive issues. 

• They claimed that student elections are biased with 
students electing friends who may not act impartially. 

• Emphasized the need for elders, particularly lectures, 
to guide and manage disciplinary processes. 

• Argued that the government intervention is necessary 
to ensure proper implementation and monitoring of 
anti-sexual harassment policies. 

DPM – GSU  DLO – CUZ  

 

• Supported PM noting that this structure provides 
a non-judgmental support system for fellow 
students.  

• Highlighted that this structure supports peer to 
peer accountability towards sexual harassment 
within institutions.  

• Noted that creation of student led structures 
promotes the empowerment of students, who are 
the future duty bearers in different sectors.   

 

 

 

• Argued that students lack emotional maturity and 
often make decisions based on emotions and making 
them unsuitable for leadership in sensitive matters. 

• Advocated for trained professionals to handle sexual 
harassment cases, rather than victims leading the 
response. 

• Highlighted that problem solving taught in school is 
academic, not emotional and students are not 
equipped to handle mental health challenges. 

• Concluded with a call to support external oversight and 
education focused initiatives to address sexual 
harassment effectively. 

 

 

Closing Government – MG – GZU  Closing Opposition – MO – HIT  

• Acknowledged that sexual harassment issues in 
institutions predominantly affect women. 

• Argued that institutionalized issues require 
institutionalized solutions, having a student led 
oversight committee does not mean students 
cannot report to the police too. 

• The policy would require student leaders to be 
voted for, those with enough social capital are 
more likely to be trusted by the students and they 
will be given training. 

• Institutional cover ups will be removed because 
this committee will be independent and can 
operate by themselves to combat sexual 
harassment. 

• Students themselves are the stakeholders and 
should be empowered to fight issues that affect 
them. 

 

• Questioned concentration of power in student-led 
committees. 

• Highlighted risk of bias: popular/well-connected 
students may dominate. 

• Supported LOO that sensitive cases need qualified 
external oversight. 

• Warned that student-led handling of harassment cases 
could be unsafe or unfair. 

 

GW – GZU  OW – HIT  

 

• Argued that student chosen bodies are more 
trusted by students and they feel more 
comfortable to confide their issues.  

 

• Criticized giving oversight power to students Arguing 
that students lack training and legal authority to 
monitor peers. 

• Noted that all harassment cases should be reportable 
to police. 
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Opening Government  - PM – ZEGU  Opening Opposition – LOO – WUA  

• Highlighted that institutionalization of care-based 
policies is retrogressive to the promotion of 
gender equality, as it unintentionally risk the 
promotion of gendered expectations.  

• Highlighted that these policies only offer 
temporary protection rather than long term, thus 
not recommended for institutionalization. 

 

• Acknowledged that the care-based policies may 
reinforce gender stereotypes but argued that they are 
essential to support vulnerable girls. 

• Advocated for education and care for pregnant girls, 
enabling them to continue learning and reach their full 
potential. 

• Rejected the claim that focusing on girl’s neglects 
other groups stating that supporting girl’s uplifts entire 
communities. He asserted that the care-based policies 
are a step forward dismantling patriarchy which 
objectifies and marginalizes young girls. 

DPM – ZEGU  DLO – WUA  

• Highlighted that pregnancy does not mean ladies 
will not be able to take care of themselves.  

• Referenced the UDHR, noting the 
institutionalization on care-based policies fosters 
an environment that can be discriminative towards 
pregnant learners.  

 

 

• Clarified that the care-based policies are inclusive and 
aims to support all vulnerable groups, especially 
women. 

• Argued that patriarchy has historically marginalized 
women and care policies are a way to empower and 
include them. 

• Stressed the importance of mental health support and 
counselling for pregnant girls, their families and 
communities. 

• Concluded that the care-based policies promote 
empowerment, awareness and inclusion benefiting 
society as a whole. 

 

Closing Government – MG – ZOU  Closing Opposition – MO – MUAST  

• Rebuuted the opposition’s definition of 
“community” - Is it women only or all genders? 

• Argued that the institutionalization of care-based 
policies is a quick fix rather than a long-term 
solution. 

• Advocated for a holistic approach to care-based 
policies that include both genders as it helps the 
boy child become problem solvers instead of 
leaving them to the wind. 

 

• Argued that care-based policies are necessary support 
mechanisms for learners facing unique challenges. 

• Policies empower pregnant learners by providing 
access to resources, continuity of education, and 
emotional support. 

• Focusing on vulnerability does not necessarily 
reinforce gender stereotypes if implemented with 
equity and inclusion in mind. 

• Highlighted that removing or limiting such policies 
could disadvantage learners who need structured 
support. 

 

GW – ZOU  OW - MUAST 

• The institutionalization of care-based policies 
reinforces gendered expectations of vulnerability 
in that it reinforces the stereotypes against 
women. 

• Disagreed with the LOO’s notion that women are 
more vulnerable because these statements 
reinforce the narrative of gendered expectations 
on women. 

 

• Argued that institutionalized support is practical and 
protective, helping learners’ complete education 
successfully. 

• Highlighted that policies can be designed to challenge 
gender norms while still providing care. 

• Argued that targeted interventions do not imply 
inherent weakness; they address systemic barriers 
instead. 

• Equity-driven design ensures care policies support all 
learners in need, not just perpetuate stereotypes. 

• Emphasized that society should not pathologies 
pregnancies hence girls should be able to continue 
with school even after falling pregnant.  

 

 

Table 3: Round 1 Episode 3 – GSU vs CUZ vs GZU vs HIT 
Motion: This House Would mandate student-led oversight committees with disciplinary authority to monitor 
the implementation of anti-sexual harassment policies in tertiary institutions.
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Table 4: Round 1 Episode 4 – MSU vs RCU vs LSU vs MSUAS 
Motion:  This House Believes That in resource-constrained contexts, climate action should take precedence 
over digital transformation.

Opening Government – PM – MSU  Opening Opposition – LOO – RCU  

• Highlighted that whilst climate change has far 
reaching negative effects to all, global statistics 
proved that climate change disproportionately 
affect women globally, thus the need to ensure 
climate action takes precedence over digital 
transformation in resource constrained countries. 

• Noted that climate change exposes women to more 
vulnerabilities, sexual exploitation and abuse, thus 
the need to pay more attention to climate action.  

 

• Argued that climate change is real but digital 
transformation is a tool to fight climate change more 
effectively 

• Mentioned tools like GIS  systems and weather 
forecasting and that these technologies help predict 
disasters like EL Nino allowing for better preparation 
and response 

 

DPM – MSU  DLO – RCU  

• Expanded the PM`s submissions noting that climate 
change reduces the chances of girls attending 
school, and in far reaching situations drastically 
reduces girls completion/transition rates in schools, 
thus the need to pay more attention to climate 
action over digital transformation.  

 

• Argued that even the evacuation plans mentioned by 
DPM require digital infrastructure to be effective. 

• Concluded that digital transformation is a long-term 
investment as it allows for systematic, measurable, and 
scalable solutions to climate changes. 

Closing Government – MG – LSU  Clossing Opposition – MO - MSUAS 

• Argued that climate action methods are essential as 
they are used to cap climate change issues such as 
droughts, cyclones. 

• Essential for climate actions such as indigenous solar 
systems to curb droughts, over digital 
transformation. 

 

• Highlighted that current climate disaster methods are 
ineffective. 

• Proposed integrating digital transformation to address 
climate impacts. 

• Digital tools can drive economic growth and stability. 
 

GW – LSU  OW - MSUAS 

 

• Emphasized the importance of both Climate change 
and digital transformation. 

• A resource constrained country would need 
alternatives that allow the combination of both have 
dual solutions with widespread coverage. 

• Look at severity instead of urgency when disaster 
strikes. 

 

 

 

• Argued that digitalization helps track crop production. 
• Enables sustainable solutions to climate challenges. 
• Innovation hubs can generate new ideas. 
• Attracts investors and partners to tackle climate crises. 
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Table 5: Round 2 Episode 1 – RCU vs ZEGU vs GSU vs NUST 
Motion: This House Believes That the expansion of digital learning platforms in Zimbabwe risks reinforcing 
educational inequality unless accompanied by deliberate investments in digital access.

Opening Government – PM – RCU  Opening Opposition – LOO – ZEGU  

• Highlighted that digital expansion expands the 
digital gap for those already facing accessibility 
challenges, if not accompanied by investments in 
digital access.  

• Noted expansion of digital learning 
disproportionately affects rural learners as this 
would widen the digital divide between rural and 
urban learners.  

 

• Refuted the claim that remote communities in 
Zimbabwe lack access to digital technology. 

• Argued that smartphones have become affordable 
and widely used, even in deep rural areas, enabling 
access to online services and digital learning. 

• Emphasized that digital transformation helps bridge 
the urban–rural divide making education more 
inclusive and cost effective by reducing reliance on 
physical infrastructure and large teaching staff. 

 

DPM – RCU  DLO – ZEGU  

• Noted that the expansion of digital learning 
benefits only the privileged learners, whilst 
ignoring those in resource limited communities.  

• Highlighted that this creates a two-tire education 
system, that is, elite versus resource constrained 
school systems.  

 

• Argued that Zimbabwe is progressing 
technologically. 

• Emphasized the importance of digital expansion in 
disaster preparedness, suggesting that integrating 
digital education into curriculum promotes resilience 
without compromising academic standards. 

• Acknowledged challenges in implementation but 
insisted that digital transformation is necessary for 
national progress, its either you change with change 
or change with changes. 

• Opposing the motion that digital learning platforms 
risk reinforcing inequality, arguing that with 
deliberate expansion, they offer cost-effective and 
inclusive solutions. 

 

Closing Government – MG – GSU  Closing Opposition – MO – NUST  

• Argued that most family net worth’s are below 
$100 in rural areas. 

• Digital learning requires time investment that 
might not be there in rural areas to actually train 
children how to use cellphones for digital learning. 

• Due to the money it requires, girls in rural areas are 
less likely to be able to own phones as compared 
to those in urban areas 

• Schools in rural areas more likely to struggle 
maintaining and updating systems for digital 
learning hence putting them at a disadvantage. 

 

• Argument Reframing: Linked the issue to wider 
educational policy and curriculum reforms that 
address systemic inequality. 

• Support to Opening: Agreed with earlier points but 
emphasized widening inequality if access gaps 
remain unaddressed. 

 

GW – GSU  OW - NUST 

• Emphasized that there is inequality of access to 
digital learning platforms in rural areas. 

• Only 34% of rural learners have access to the 
internet according to statistics. 

• Questioned how we are supposed to expand when 
there is no equality on the access to digital 
learning?  

• Emphasized the hidden costs that come with 
digital learning that are not available in rural areas 
ie cellphones, data, and digital literacy. 

 

• Highlighted practical solutions which include 
distribution of tablets and laptops to all learners. 

• Focus on sustainable technology integration in 
schools. 

• Criticized any approach that relies solely on existing 
digital tools without equity-focused planning. 

• Stressed that bridging the digital divide requires 
long-term investment in infrastructure, teacher 
training, and affordable internet. 
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Table 6 Round 2 Episode 2 – HIT vs LSU vs CUT vs WUA 
Motion: This House Believes That the integration of AI into education in the Global South should be paused 
until algorithmic bias frameworks are locally defined.

Opening Government – PM – HIT  Opening Opposition – LOO – LSU  

• Highlighted that integration of AI into the 
education system in the Global South lacks ethical 
regulatory systems, with potential for more risks 
than benefits from its integration. 

• Emphasized that AI integration goes against the 
principles of pupil-teacher centered approaches in 
the education system.  

• Further noted that in the Global South, there is lack 
of control over AI systems, which leaves room for 
more risks than benefits.  

 

• Defended the continued use of AI in education 
opposing the PM claim that AI should be stopped 
due to biased algorithms. 

• Highlighted practical benefits of AI tools such as 
plagiarism checkers used in Universities, which help 
maintain academic integrity. 

• Argued that AI enhances information accessibility, 
allowing students to easily search for both local and 
international academic resources. 

• Rejected the notion that Africa’s use of AI is 
exploitative, instead of framing it as progressive and 
innovative. 

 

DPM – HIT  DLO – LSU  

• Noted that integration of AI in the Global South`s 
education systems promotes Westernized 
ideologies which are integrated in the AI tools, 
thus the Global South looses its identity in the 
process.  

 

• Defended the relevance and continued use of AI in 
education, countering the claim that AI is biased not 
locally defined. 

• Cited the example of Strive Masiyiwa a Zimbabwean 
entrepreneur establishing the country’s first AI 
industry, to highlight the Global South s capacity for 
innovation. 

• Concluded by advocating for balanced approach, 
suggesting that AI should continue while 
frameworks are developed as it already deliver 
measurable results. 

 

Closing Government – MG - CUT Closing Opposition – MO – WUA  

• Referred to an MIT study that shows that AI does 
not recognize our indigenous shona names, values 
or cultures. This makes it difficult to integrate into 
education when our culture is not recognized. 

• They emphasized that there is need to wait for the 
integration of AI into our African culture before it 
is integrated into our education system.  The 
adaptation of AI is not yet advanced enough to 
include African cultures. 

 

• Argued that AI is a product of globalization, not a 
tool of global imperialism. 

• Proposed a Safer approach of capacitating students 
and teachers how to use AI responsibly rather than 
pausing its adoption. 

• Highlighted the need for the promotion of self-
awareness of AI’s advantages and disadvantages. 

 

GW - CUT OW – WUA  

• Emphasized that it is imperative to pause the 
integration of AI until it recognizes our culture and 
values.  

• Reiterated that AI has several loopholes and not 
yet conducive for use in education in the Global 
South yet. 

 

• Noted that AI enables global access to research (e.g., 
Zimbabweans accessing South African research). 

• Argued that AI has created new job and career 
opportunities, such as coding and remote 
international work. 
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Table 7: Round 2 Episode 3 – BUSE vs MUAST vs CUZ vs MSU
Motion: This House Believes That family planning should be universally free at the point of access, regardless 
of a country’s fiscal constraints.

Opening Government – PM – BUSE  Opening Opposition – LOO – MUAST  

 

• Highlighted that Investments in health is a lifetime 
investment for a country`s population. 

• Noted that social development is critical for a 
country`s overall development, as it ensures a 
healthy workforce.  

• The provision of FP services is the government`s 
responsibility and they should be accessible in both 
public and local health facilities. 

• Highlighted that accessibility to FP services ensures 
limited unwanted/ teenage pregnancies. 

 

 

• Reject the PM absolutist principle, calling it 
unrealistic and dangerous. 

• Argued that free access in resource –scarce countries 
like Zimbabwe is unsustainable and could collapse 
systems. 

• Highlighted the “no free lunch” principle stressing 
that donor-dependant nations cannot afford free 
services. 

• Criticized the dogmatic stance of the PM advocating 
for pragmatic and equitable solutions. 

 

DPM – BUSE  DLO – MUAST  

• Highlighted the need for FP services to be easily 
accessible as a government policy in order to control 
the nation`s population versus available national 
resources, that is, competition for the nation`s 
resources.  

 

• Argued that the government’s plan is moral but 
economically flawed, based on idealism over reality. 

• Highlighted the underdeveloped countries face 
donor dependency, inflation, and collapsing health 
systems. 

• Warned that universal free access is unfeasible, 
especially with donor withdrawals threatening 
system collapse. 

• Reiterated that free services lower perceived quality, 
leading to distrust and misuse. 

 

Closing Government – MG – CUZ  Closing Opposition – MO – MSU  

• Agreed with the opening government in that family 
planning should be free in underdeveloped countries 
as investment in health is a lifetime investment. 

• Argued that it is necessary for family planning to be 
free in order to protect women from mortality and 
unnecessary death, to control the population and 
economic development as well.  

• Argued that a small percentage of tax should be 
allocated to free family planning by the government. 

 

• Argued that free family planning can cause resource 
depletion. 

• Risk of overuse and misuse where some people may 
steal and resell. 

• Paying for services ensures resources are valued and 
not wasted. 

 

GW – CUZ  OW – MSU  

• Reiterated that an investment in health is a lifetime 
investment and will provide long lasting results and 
the need for tax percentages to be allocated to 
family planning. 

 

• Criticized free provision as unsustainable in the long 
term. 

• Argued that continuous free supply may cause stock 
shortages. 

• Proposed solution: Subsidized rather than 
completely free provision. 
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Table 8: Round 2 Episode 4 – GZU vs UZ vs MSUAS vs ZOU 
Motion: This House Prefers advocacy campaigns like #MadePossibleByFP that emphasize economic and 
national development outcomes over those that centre reproductive rights as the primary narrative.

Opening Government – PM- GZU  Opening Opposition – LOO - UZ 

• Highlighted that economic and national 
development directly feeds into other sectors of the 
country such as the health sector and the availability 
of SRHR services in the country. 

• Noted that the focus on national and economic 
development naturally ensures a holistic approach to 
the wellbeing of the nation, which will directly 
contribute to SRHR service provision through a 
developed health sector.  

 

• Rejected the capitalist framing of reproductive 
rights, arguing tha it undermines moral legitimacy. 

• Criticized the government for prioritizing economic 
narratives over human rights, especially in 
underdeveloped contexts. 

• Argued that rights-based advocacy ensures informed 
consent, nondiscrimination and accountability. 

• Concluded that family planning must be rights 
centered, not driven by cost-saving or fertility control 
motives. 

 

DPM – GZU  DLO – UZ 

• Emphasized the need for more investments in the 
national and economic sector, noting that focusing 
mainly on SRHR is not sustainable giving reference to 
sudden funding cuts by USAID, which was mainly 
focusing on SRHR over national development.  

 

• Argued that family planning stems from gender 
equality, not economic strategy and should not be 
commodified. 

• Emphasized the exclusion of marginalized groups 
like poor women, teenagers, and LGBTQ community 

• Advocated for a rights-based approach, prioritizing 
informed consent, inclusion, and accountability. 

• Concluded that sexual and reproductive health rights 
must be protected, not conditioned by economic 
viability 

 

Closing Government – MG – MSUAS  Closing Opposition – MO – ZOU  

• Argued that these kind of advocacy campaigns 
weaponize the economic side of rights in order to 
push rights while also benefiting economically.  

• Argued that this mobilizes key delegates by framing 
contraceptives as GDP growth instead of a gender 
issue and this appeals to these parties hence 
compelling them to act. 

• Argued that the rights backlash is a real issue and 
focusing on economic and national development is 
better to avoid backlash while still pushing for 
advocacy. 

 

• Human rights & women’s rights are essential and 
must be upheld. 

• Advocacy should integrate both economic benefits 
and women’s rights, not priorities one over the 
other. 

• A balanced approach is best for effective campaigns. 
 

GW – MSUAS  OW – ZOU  

• Emphasized that Zimbabwean women need family 
planning, SRHR solutions and services. Although 
rights are essential, the implementation comes from 
the economic side. Economic development is 
necessary in the implementation of these rights. 

 

• Highlighted that Government focused mainly on 
profitability, ignoring women’s real-life challenges 
like unintended pregnancies. 

• Argued that this poses a marginalization risk where 
other groups unable to afford related resources 
could be excluded. 

• Argued that economic focus alone can marginalize 
vulnerable groups. 
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Table 9: Round 3 Episode 1 – ZOU vs HIT vs RCU vs BUSE 
Motion: This House Believes That the commodification of family planning undermines gender equity in health 
systems.

Opening Government – PM – ZOU  Opening Opposition – LOO – HIT  

• Highlighted that commodification of family planning 
services is detrimental to gender equity, especially in 
resource limited communities such as rural areas.  

 

• Clarified the difference between equal and equitable 
access, arguing that the motion supports fair 
distribution based on the need. 

• Criticized the government for mis-defining gender, 
which includes more than just women. 

• Argued that commodification improves supply chains, 
privacy and innovation, especially in fragile systems. 

• Rejected claims of high cost, citing affordable 
contraceptive options and concluded that 
commodification empowers users and strengthens 
service delivery. 

DPM – ZOU  DLO - HIT 

• Supported the PM`s policy position, noting that such 
a move will make the services to be unavailable and 
inaccessible to women in hard to reach and resource 
limited communities.  

 

• Argued that government healthcare has failed, 
justifying privatization as a relief option. 

• Emphasized that commodified services are affordable, 
even for poor populations. 

• Stated that commercial involvement increases 
innovation and choice, while easing pressure on 
overwhelmed governments. 

• Concluded that people should have freedom to 
choose, not to be limited to free services alone. 

Closing Government – MG – RCU  Closing Opposition – MO – BUSE  

• Argued that there is better alternatives available 
such as re-prioritizing the budget as government and 
put funds into health facilities as turning family 
planning into business reduces trust and 
transparency. 

• Emphasized that family planning is a right not a 
service that should be commodified when 
marginalized people cannot afford to pay for family 
planning. 

• The commodification of family planning worsens 
gender equity by financially burdening women hence 
leading to high rates of unwanted pregnancies 
especially among marginalized communities. 

 

• Highlighted that Women are often the most engaged 
in family planning; commodification empowers them 
to make informed decisions. 

• Commodification provides women a “buy-in” 
opportunity in the health sector. 

• Argued that commodification leads to improved 
quality of medicines and services in family planning. 

• Women should not always be painted as the vulnerable 
group commodification can position them as active 
participants. 

 

GW – RCU  OW – BUSE  

 

• Emphasized that one cannot commodify family 
planning as it leads to gender and class segregation. 
It reduces trust, inclusiveness and leads to higher 
maternal deaths and school drop outs.  

 

 

 

 

• Supports standardizing prices for family planning 
services and commodities. 

• Price pegged low enough to be affordable for all 
women, including those in remote areas. 

• Promotes equal opportunities so women are not 
marginalized or labelled as inherently vulnerable. 

• Argued that this ensures empowerment through 
participation, where commodification allows women 
to take an active, decision-making role in family 
planning, rather than being passive recipients. 
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Table 10: Round 3 Episode 2 – UZ vs GSU vs MUAST vs LSU 
Motion: This House Believes That the rise of digital visibility has amplified youth-led advocacy but diluted its 
long-term impact.

Opening Government – PM – UZ  Opening Opposition – LOO – GSU  

• Noted that digital visibility is critical in youth advocacy, 
however social media trends are short-lived and do not 
result in substantial impact on the ground.  

• Highlighted that long term advocacy requires 
substantive buy-in, which is limited on social media.  

• Noted that “Some people or social media influencers 
are paid to just push an advocacy narrative, which 
normally dies down in short term as the focus is on 
jumping on a trending topic”.  

 

• Argued that digital visibility builds awareness, 
especially through platforms like Tik-Tok and online 
trends. 

• Highlighted that mass online movements push 
governments towards policy change, citing examples 
like #EndSARS and George Floyd 

• Emphasized that online activism leads to systematic 
change, not just temporary attention. 

• Concluded that awareness through digital platforms is 
key to long term impact and reform. 

 

DPM – UZ  DLO – GSU  

• HighlightED that ‘…people in power do not succumb 
or heed to social media trends, but they can be moved 
to action by physical advocacy such as mass 
demonstrations.  

 

 

 

• Argued that digital visibility empowers youth voices, 
citing real cases like Farai s advocacy for education. 

• Highlighted that online movements lead to gradual 
systematic change, even if results are small at first. 

• Rejected claims that youth voices lack value, noting 
youth representation in parliament and global 
campaigns. 

• Emphasized that the internet preserves activism 
history, enabling future change beyond temporary 
trends. 

Closing Government – MG – MUAST  Closing Opposition – MO – LSU  

• Referred to the justice for Floyd hashtag in 2021 to 
show that a campaign can turn into a trend quickly but 
also fizzles out quickly. Hence, there is no long term 
impact once the trend is over.  

• Argued that with time the trends fall off as people 
forget what they were advocating for. The likes from 
social media do not have a long term impact. 

• Highlighted that Government failed to show evidence 
that digital visibility is unsustainable. 

• Argued that digital visibility is the starting point for 
campaigns to become sustainable. 

• Argued that campaigns can be organized at low or no 
cost. 

 

GW – MUAST  OW – LSU  

• Emphasized that as much as brand ambassadors and 
digital visibility helps advocacy, it does not leave a long 
lasting impact without a clear strategic plan. 

 

 

 

• Argued that most advocacy messages are effectively 
shared on social media platforms. 

• Pointed that digital platforms enable peer-to-peer 
sharing among youths. 

• When used correctly, information can reach the 
intended target audience. 

• Argued that digital platforms offer continuous 
accessibility, making campaigns last beyond their initial 
launch. 
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Table 11: Round 3 Episode 3 – WUA vs NUST vs MSU vs GZU
Motion: This House Believes That youth climate advocacy should shift its focus from awareness-raising to 
solution-building.

Opening Government – PM – WUA  Opening Opposition – LOO- NUST  

• The Prime Minister opened the House Floor 
highlighting the need for a diversion from advocacy 
centered on criticizing to be co-creators of practical 
solutions to the pressing climate change challenges.  

• The PM noted the need for solution-oriented advocacy 
in order to gain the trust of policy makers. 

 

• The speaker criticized the government for failing to 
show how awareness leads to solution building. 

• Argued that youth lack structural power to implement 
large scale solutions without first raising awareness. 

• Emphasized that awareness is foundational, pressuring 
governments and corporations to act. 

• The speaker further highlighted that advocacy exposes 
government inaction and mobilizes support for climate 
justice. 

• Concluded that awareness campaigns are essential for 
long term systematic change. 

 

DPM – WUA  DLO – NUST  

• The Deputy PM supported the PM`s submissions, 
noting the need for a push on policies that promotes 
sustainable actions on climate change rather than just 
advocacy without tangible proposals or suggestions.  

 

 

 

• The DLO argued that young people are harmed by 
industrialization, yet lack power and funding to 
implement solutions 

• Emphasized that awareness campaigns pressure 
wealthy stakeholders to support climate action. 

• The speaker stated that awareness builds 
understanding, enabling informed and sustainable 
action and concluded that education and digital 
advocacy are essential first steps toward meaningful 
climate solutions. 

Closing Government – MG – MSU  Closing Opposition – MO – GZU  

• The MG argued that continuous efforts in raising 
awareness to climate change do not reach a solution 
but merely provides a community that is informed of 
the effects of climate change with no solutions. This 
does not address the problems or the causes 
associated with climate change 

• They emphasized that solution building involves 
introducing and implementing policies through 
discussions with the government as young people. 

• They disagreed with the Opening Opposition in that 
the role of young people is not merely to raise 
awareness, but further provide practical solutions 
through the mobilization of resources. 

• Climate awareness is important but it does not solve 
the problem as solution building directly helps the 
people affected by climate change. 

 

• Shifted argument focus back to youth capacity: young 
people are not fully capacitated to lead large-scale 
solutions. 

• Youth have the strength and energy to raise awareness 
effectively. 

• Consistency in advocacy can pressure stakeholders to 
act. 

 

GW – MSU  OW – GZU  

• In their conclusion the government whip disagreed 
with opposition and asserted that youth are capable to 
make a social impact if they are given the necessary 
resources to provide solutions. 

• Youth can partner up with several NGO’s including the 
UN and youth funding on climate change solutions. 
There is need to shift from merely raising awareness to 
solution building. 

• When organizations receive funding, instead of buying 
t-shirts that say let’s save the climate, those funds 
should be directed to providing solutions instead. 

• Acknowledged awareness alone might not directly 
solve issues but creates dialogues with government 
and stakeholders and such conversations can lead to 
policy change and incentivized action. 

• Argued that youth are capable enough to bring 
awareness, even if not ready to implement complex 
solutions. 
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Table 12: Round 3 Episode 4 – CUZ vs MSUAS vs ZEGU vs CUT
Motion: This House Believes That youth quotas in parliament are tokenistic and undermine meaningful 
youth engagement in governance.

Opening Government – PM – CUZ  Opening Opposition – LOO – MSUAS  

• Highlighted that Youth Quotas are a representation of 
political grandstanding, rather than an objective move 
to meaningful have youth representation and 
participation in legislation.  

• Noted that these structures are created for political 
purposes, whilst not serving the actual purpose for 
which it was set up. 

 

• Rejected claims that youth quotas are tokenism, 
arguing that young people bring lived experiences and 
urgency to policy change. 

• Highlighted that youth face systemic exclusion due to 
party rules and lack of resources. 

• Argued that parliament is a key platform for youth to 
influence real change, beyond street protests and 
social media. 

• Cited evidence from Ghana showing that youth quotas 
increase public trust in parliament. 

 

DPM – CUZ  DLP – MSUAS  

• Noted that evidence has shown that youths in 
Parliament are only there to rubberstamp decisions 
made by established politicians.  

 

 

 

• Arhued that youth are excluded from power, despite 
being 60% of Zimbabwe population. 

• Stated that quotas are strategic tools, not tokenism 
enabling youth to influence policy directly. 

• Highlighted that young MPs amplify youth voices, even 
internationally. 

• Emphasized that parliamentary engagement is more 
effective than street protests. 

• Concluded that quotas break systemic barriers, giving 
youth the platform to drive meaningful change 

Closing Government – MG – ZEGU  Closing Opposition – MO – CUT  

• Defined Tokenistic as a point where youths are being 
paid off to do something that they would have done to 
make a change in the community. 

• They argued that youth quotas undermine meaningful 
youth engagement by putting them up as a décor plant 
in a room, where it looks nice, but does not contribute 
meaningfully. 

• The youth are supposed to represent us in parliament 
but they are put in a position without power where 
their presence is more symbolic than substantive 
hence leading to disillusionment.  

• Argued that there is an issue of dilution of influence 
where their reliance on quotas may divert attention 
from fostering genuine youth led advocacy as they will 
be told what to do and what not to do. There is less 
involvement in policy making for the youths hence 
undermining them. 

 

• Argued that Youth Quotas are not merely symbolic — 
they guarantee youth a seat at the decision-making 
table. 

• Highlighted that this provides practical entry points for 
young leaders who otherwise face political barriers. 

• Youth Quotas serve as a stepping stone to long-term 
meaningful engagement. 

 

GW – ZEGU  OW – CUT  

• Stated that over the years the youths in parliament 
have not managed to make significant difference.  

• Compared the Zimbabwean parliament to the 
Australian and Rwandian parliament where the youth 
make meaningful contributions instead of making 
noise.  

• They further emphasized that the youth in parliament 
should be given an active and direct role in the making 
of policies. 
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Table 13: Semi Finals Round 4 Episode 1 – CUT vs BUSE vs MSU vs GZU
Motion: This House Believes That Low and Middle-Income countries should prioritize Public-Private 
Partnerships (PPPs) over donor or government funding as a primary mechanism for advancing gender equity in 
health. 

Opening Government – PM – CUT  Opening Opposition – LOO – BUSE  

• Noted that the government favors public-private 
partnerships since it ensures sustainability and 
continuity. 

• Argued that PPPs allows the government to be less 
dependent on donor funding ensuring continuity 
of care since businesses have interest in making 
profits and this will deliberately ensure 
sustainability in health care provision. 

 

• Argued that donors currently act as damage 
control but should form strategic partnership with 
the government. 

• Stated that government knows local needs, while 
donors provide funding and access to global 
systems. 

• Emphasized that partnerships could resuscitate 
health systems, addressing broader issues like 
mental health and cancer, not just family planning. 

• Concluded that donor government collaboration is 
the fastest and most equitable path to sustainable 
health reform. 

 

DPM – CUT  DLO – BUSE  

• Argued that donor funding is susceptible to 
disruptions, giving an example of USAID which 
disrupted health provision in most developing 
countries.  

 

• Stated that the government understands local 
needs, while donors provide critical funding and 
global support. 

• Highlighted that this partnership can revive the 
health system equitably addressing issues beyond 
family planning. 

• Argued that Zimbabwe sector is detreating, and 
private sector profit driven models are not the 
priority. 

• Concluded that revitalization must come before 
commercialization, ensuring inclusive and 
accountable healthcare reform. 

 

Closing Government – MG – MSU  Closing Opposition – MO – GZU  

• Highlighted that donors are withdrawing their 
funding it is essential for government to partner 
with these partnerships as private sector 
prioritizes their workforce and their image. Hence 
a partnership with the private companies will assist 
with funding. 

• They argued that private companies have the 
resources and the money and if they partner with 
government they can channel those resources in 
advancing gender equity in health. 

• Private partnerships prioritize general health 
rights irrespective of gender and this advances 
gender equity. If the government provides 
incentives and reduces tax for private companies 
to advance gender equity, then in return the 
private companies assist with health funding. 

• Argued that donor funds are gender centered and 
are used to push a certain narrative, however, this 
is not the case with private parties. 

 

• Argued that PPPs may favor profit-driven priorities 
over community needs. 

• Government and donor funding ensures equity-
driven allocation and protection for vulnerable 
populations. 

• In many LMICs, the private sector is concentrated 
in urban areas, leaving rural women underserved. 

• Donor and government funds often have 
accountability frameworks linked to gender equity 
goals. 

 

GW – MSU  OW – GZU  

• Emphasized that funding by government alone is 
insufficient due to resource constrains. However, 
partnering with private companies will solve this 
problem as they also conduct their Corporate 
Social Responsibilities (CSR) 

• Argued that health equity is a public good, not a 
commercial product. 

• PPPs risk creating two-tier systems, quality care for 
those who can pay, limited care for the poor. 

• Governments must retain policy control to 
safeguard women’s rights in health. 
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Table 14: Semi Final Round 4 Episode 2 – UZ vs NUST vs MSUAS vs RCU 
Motion: This House Would provide tax incentives to private companies that fund health and gender 
initiatives in resource constrained countries. 

Opening Government – PM -UZ  Opening Opposition – LOO – NUST  

• Argued that the health sector’s budget remains 
relatively low, and more resources can be drawn from 
the private sector to finance service provision. 

• Referenced how Communists such as China were 
successful in implementing such health financing 
models such as incentives or tax breaks to private 
companies. 

• Noted that, whilst the goal would be to finance the 
health sector, these models would attract more 
investments in the country, where more companies 
would be interested in investing funds.  

 

• Clarified opposition supports private sector funding 
but opposes tax incentives. 

• Argued that reducing taxes limits government 
revenue, weakening support for health and gender 
programs. 

• Highlighted that many private companies under report 
profits, making tax cuts risky and ineffective. 

• Concluded that better alternatives exist than reducing 
taxes, and government funding must be protected. 

 

DPM – UZ  DLO – NUST  

• Emphasized that through this model, the 
government’s duty would be to promote health and 
gender equity than focusing on revenue collection.  

 

 

 

 

• Clarified that private companies are not government-
owned or listed making government examples like 
China-Botswana irrelevant. 

• Argued that reducing tax for thousands of companies 
results in major loss of public revenue. 

• Proposed grants for specific projects as a better 
alternative to tax cuts. 

• Concluded that the tax revenues essential for funding 
public services and sustaining national development 

 

Closing government – MG – NUST  Closing Opposition – MO - RCU 

• Argued that the most vulnerable people in resource 
constrained countries are the unemployed youth and 
the unemployed women people that don’t have 
enough resources and suffer from gender inequality 
issues. 

• Argued that government should make certain 
tradeoffs to attract more funding into gender equity in 
order to get the economy back on track. This includes 
offering tax incentives to companies that are willing to 
fund health and gender initiatives. 

 

• Argued that tax incentives reduce government 
revenue, which could have been directly invested in 
public health and gender programs. 

• Risk of companies funding short-term or PR-focused 
projects rather than addressing structural issues. 

• Private sector initiatives may priorities corporate 
branding over community needs. 

• Governments could become dependent on private 
funding, weakening their own capacity. 

 

GW – NUST  OW - RCU 

• Emphasized that these incentives will attract more 
private parties to come in and invest in gender and 
health initiatives because there will be incentivized.  

• This also improves the relationship between the 
government and private companies. 

 

 

 

 

• Argued that tax incentives may disproportionately 
benefit large corporations, sidelining smaller, local 
actors. 

• Highlighted that without strong regulations, 
companies could claim tax breaks without delivering 
meaningful impact. 

• Emphasized that sustainable gender and health equity 
should be publicly driven with transparent 
accountability. 

• Alternative: strengthen public-private collaboration 
without significant loss of tax revenue 
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Table 15: The Final Round 5 – UZ vs MSUAS vs MSU vs GZU 
Motion: This House Believes That it is time for gender equality frameworks to shift from treating men and boys 
solely as strategic partners to recognizing them as beneficiaries of gender-based interventions. 

Opening Government – PM – UZ  Opening Opposition – LOO – MSUAS  

• The PM argued that whilst gender focused initiatives 
historically prioritizes women and girls, there should be a 
shift where boys and men also benefits from such 
initiatives.  

• The PM noted that men and boys are also victims of 
entrenched patriarchal systems, thus the need to view 
them as beneficiaries in order to break patriarchal beliefs.  

 

• The PM further argued that inclusive gender frameworks 
and initiatives have a cascading impact of promoting 
present fatherhood and nurtures positive masculinity. 

 

• As the speaker opposed the motion by first 
emphasizing that gender equity must guide 
interventions, not premature equality. 

• The LOO used metaphor to show that equal resources 
don’t yield equal outcomes due to historical 
disadvantages 

• Argued that men have historically held more power, 
especially in business and inheritance. 

• Concluded by advocating for strategic frameworks that 
prioritize women while acknowledging men, s needs 
without making them equal beneficiaries yet. 

 

DPM – UZ  DLO - MSUAS 

• The Deputy PM argues that continuous views of men as 
perpetrators of gender disparities and inequalities risks 
the continuation of retaliation by men who will remain 
confrontational.   

• The Deputy PM closed the House Floor by highlighting 
that gender equality only thrives only through inclusivity 
of all people, regardless of gender or any other form of 
identification.  

 

• The DLO framed the debate as a choice between 
dismantling hierarchies or managing inclusion. 

• Critiqued treating men as beneficiaries, arguing it 
relieves symptoms (e.g. male trauma) but preserves 
male dominance. 

• The speaker argued that strategic partnership 
demands men use privilege for reform, while 
beneficiary framing excuses compliance. 

• Concluded that anything less than transformative 
equity is power laundering, not progress.  
 

Closing Government – MG – MSU  Closing Opposition – MO – GZU  

• The MG argued that society can better deal with 
inequality against women by empowering the men to 
understand issues of SRHR and the importance of gender 
equality.  

• They emphasized that when women are empowered 
only, there is a risk that they will problems from men as 
they will not be aware of SRH issues and they will 
continue spreading STI’s to the women and abusing 
them. A just and equitable society focuses on both 
genders. 

• They proposed that the government should be an actor 
that drafts a national health policy that has fairness, 
inclusiveness and dismantles patriarchy. 

 

• The MP highlighted that gender equality frameworks 
were designed primarily to address historical and 
systemic disadvantages faced by women and girls. 

• Shifting focus risks diluting resources and attention 
from those most affected by gender inequality. 

• Men and boys already benefit indirectly when gender 
equality improves overall societal wellbeing. 

• The priority should remain on structural changes that 
remove barriers for women. 

 

GW – MSU OW – GZU  

• In their conclusion they argued that when workshops are 
hosted to empower women, men should also be 
available because they are largely regarded as the 
perpetrators in most GBV cases. 

• The whip emphasized that they are not saying the focus 
should be shifted from women to men but rather that 
there should be an equal focus on both parties. A change 
from a society that stigmatizes the boy child that man 
don’t cry but rather empowering them so they can be 
better individuals in society. 

• It is impossible to dismantle patriarchy from the outside 
but rather do it from the inside and nurture the boy child 
so he may protect the girl child too  

• Argued that recognizing men and boys as beneficiaries 
may re-center male perspectives in a space meant to 
correct gender imbalances. 

• Current frameworks already involve men through 
strategic partnership, which is the most balanced 
approach. 

• Highlighted that resources for gender-based 
interventions are limited — diverting them could 
weaken impact for women and girls. 

• Argued that true equity comes from shared 
responsibility, not shifting the beneficiary focus. 
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