
Page | 1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     Series Title 

Reclaiming the Republic: A Civic Reckoning Against Constitutional Distortion 

 

    Published By 

Springfield Center for Défense, National Security and Intelligence (MI9) 

Ezulwini, Eswatini 

 

       Authored By 

Dr. Godfrey Gandawa 

President, Springfield Research University 

Former Deputy Minister of Higher & Tertiary Education, Science & Technology Development 

Architect of Education 6.0  

 

     Series Overview 

This six-paper series interrogates the constitutional distortion surrounding the proposed 

extension of President Mnangagwa’s term and its continental echoes. It exposes the collapse 

of intellectual integrity, the weaponization of liberation credentials, and the entrenchment of 

military-political power. Each paper offers a sovereign counter-narrative—anchored in civic 

resistance, generational clarity, and continental dignity. The final paper expands the scope 

beyond Zimbabwe, diagnosing the regional spread of repression and the complicity of 

ceremonial institutions. 

 

             Paper Titles and Sequence 

1. The Constitution Is Not a Canvas 

Diagnosing the Mnangagwa Extension Agenda 

2. From Critique to Complicity 

The Intellectual Collapse Behind Zimbabwe’s Constitutional Amendments 

3. Liberation Without Guns 

Reclaiming Civic Resistance in Zimbabwe 

4. The Military Mandate Is Not a Mandate 

Diagnosing the ZANU–Army Nexus 

5. The People Are Not Passive 

Reawakening Zimbabwe’s Civic Imagination 

6. The Zanufication of Africa 

Diagnosing the Spread of Repressive Governance and the Normalization of Coups, 

Protests, and Black-on-Black Oppression 
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Liberation Without Guns 
Reclaiming Civic Resistance in Zimbabwe 

Section 1: The Myth of Armed Resistance 

Civic resistance in Zimbabwe has long been miscast as rebellion. The regime’s survival 

depends on this distortion—on equating critique with treason, and dissent with destabilization. 

But the new liberation struggle must reject this framing. It must reclaim resistance as lawful, 

strategic, and generational. It must be fought not with rifles, but with rigor. 

1.1 Historical Burden and the Weaponization of Memory 

The liberation war is sacred—but it has been weaponized. Its memory, once a source of 

national pride, is now deployed to silence critique. The ruling elite invoke the war not to honor 

sacrifice, but to justify permanence. They rehearse slogans of struggle while dismantling the 

very freedoms that struggle secured. 

This is not patriotism—it is distortion. The liberation legacy is not a license for authoritarianism. 

It is not a shield against scrutiny. It is not a justification for dynastic drift. The war was fought 

to birth a Republic—not to entrench a regime. And any invocation of that history to silence 

civic resistance is a betrayal of the very liberation it claims to honor. 

1.2 Treason by Definition, Not by Action 

In Zimbabwe, treason is no longer a crime of action—it is a crime of opinion. To question the 

ED2030 agenda is to be labeled a saboteur. To demand a referendum is to be accused of 

destabilization. To defend the constitution is to be cast as an enemy of the state. 

This is not law—it is choreography. The regime does not prosecute rebellion—it manufactures 

it. It criminalizes critique to protect incumbency. It weaponizes legal vocabulary to silence civic 

vigilance. And in doing so, it transforms the constitution from a covenant into a costume—worn 

when convenient, discarded when obstructive. 

But resistance is not treason. To defend the constitution is not to destabilize—it is to dignify. 

The true betrayal is not in critique—it is in silence. 

1.3 Reclaiming Resistance as Lawful and Strategic 

The new liberation struggle must be fought without guns. It must be rooted in Education 6.0, 

civic clarity, and institutional dignity. It must be modeled in lecture halls, courtrooms, churches, 

and diaspora networks. It must be lawful, strategic, and generational. 

This is not a call to arms—it is a call to agency. It is a summons to every citizen, scholar, and 

uniformed guardian to defend the Republic without violence, without coups, without surrender. 

The constitution must be protected not by rebellion, but by resistance. Not by force, but by 

fidelity. 

And the uniform must stand—not to seize power, but to shield the covenant. It must not 

participate in a second coup. But it must not tolerate constitutional violation either. To wear the 

uniform is to defend the law—not the choreography of succession. 

This is the new liberation. It will not be televised in trenches. It will be modeled in clarity. And 

it will be won—without guns. 
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Section 2: Education 6.0 and the New Liberation Mandate 

The next liberation will not be armed—it will be academic. It will not be fought in forests—it will 

be modeled in faculties. It will not be led by generals—it will be taught by guardians. Education 

6.0 is not just a curriculum—it is a covenant. It is the blueprint for lawful resistance, institutional 

dignity, and generational clarity. 

2.1 From Guns to Governance 

The old liberation was fought with rifles. The new one must be fought with rigor. Education 6.0 

reframes civic resistance as strategic, lawful, and generational. It teaches that fidelity to the 

constitution is not rebellion—it is responsibility. It models governance not as incumbency, but 

as accountability. 

Curriculum must become a site of struggle. Students must be taught not just history, but 

vigilance. Lecturers must model not just knowledge, but courage. The classroom must become 

a sanctuary of sovereignty—a place where the Republic is defended in thought before it is 

erased in law. 

This is not academic reform—it is civic resistance. It is the transformation of education into a 

weapon of clarity. And it must be wielded with precision, not apology. 

 

2.2 Institutional Dignity as a Site of Struggle 

Universities, courts, and commissions are no longer neutral—they are battlegrounds. The 

struggle for constitutional fidelity must be waged within them. When universities host panels 

that rehearse succession, they betray their mandate. When courts delay rulings on 

constitutional clarity, they erode public trust. When commissions remain silent in the face of 

distortion, they sanctify illegality. 

But silence is no longer the only betrayal—active participation has begun. The Zimbabwe 

Human Rights Commission, mandated to protect the vulnerable, now serves as a shield for 

the ruling party. It does not investigate violations—it rehearses excuses. It does not defend 

the citizen—it defends the choreography. Its silence in the face of abductions, torture, and 

electoral manipulation is not neutrality—it is complicity. 

The Anti-Corruption Commission, once envisioned as a guardian of integrity, now functions as 

a weapon of persecution. It does not investigate corruption—it curates it. It targets opposition 

leaders, whistleblowers, and perceived enemies of the state—not to uphold justice, but to 

rehearse intimidation. Its docket is not driven by evidence—it is driven by allegiance. 

This is not institutional decay—it is institutional repurposing. It is the transformation of civic 

guardians into partisan instruments. It is the collapse of mandate into choreography. 

Institutional dignity is not ceremonial—it is strategic. It is the refusal to let proximity rewrite 

procedure. It is the modeling of courage in the face of choreography. Every institution must 

choose—between silence and sovereignty, between relevance and rehearsal. 

The Republic will not be defended by slogans. It will be defended by institutions that remember 

their mandate. And those that forget it must be named—not to shame, but to summon. The 

covenant must be reclaimed—one institution at a time. 
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2.3 The Role of Youth and Generational Clarity 

The next liberation must be taught, not fought. It must be modeled in the minds of the young—

not in the barracks of the old. Youth are not spectators—they are stewards. They must be 

equipped not with slogans, but with civic clarity. Not with anger, but with agency. 

This is not a generational burden—it is a generational privilege. The youth must rise—not to 

inherit distortion, but to dismantle it. They must defend the constitution not with protest alone, 

but with pedagogy, policy, and principled resistance. 

Education 6.0 is their arsenal. Institutional dignity is their terrain. And the Republic is their 

inheritance—if they choose to defend it. This generation must rise not with rage, but with rigor. 

Not with slogans, but with strategy. And if the covenant is threatened beyond what civic 

platforms can withstand, they must not stand alone. If need be, they must be joined by the 

uniform—not to seize power, but to shield the constitution. The oath of service must meet the 

urgency of the moment. The youth must teach. The uniform must defend. And together, they 

must ensure that the Republic is not inherited by distortion, but reclaimed by dignity. 

 

Section 3: The Uniform and the Covenant 

The uniform is not a symbol of power—it is a covenant of protection. It is not worn to command 

the people—it is worn to defend the Republic. In moments of constitutional crisis, the role of 

the armed forces is not to seize power, but to shield the covenant from distortion. The uniform 

must not be silent. It must not be neutral. It must be faithful. 

3.1 Oath Without Coup 

The armed forces swore an oath—not to a party, not to a president, but to the constitution. 

That oath is sacred. It is not a license to govern—it is a mandate to guard. In the face of 

constitutional erosion, the military must not intervene to rule. But it must not stand aside while 

the law is rewritten in silence. 

To defend the constitution is not to stage a coup. It is to refuse to be used as a tool of 

succession. It is to protect the Republic from being inherited like property. The uniform must 

never again be used to install power. But it must also never again be used to protect illegality. 

This is the paradox of the oath: to intervene without overthrowing, to defend without 

dominating. It is not easy. But it is necessary. Because if the uniform does not defend the 

covenant, who will? 

3.2 The Danger of Silent Barracks 

The greatest threat to the Republic is not the gun—it is the silence behind it. When the 

barracks fall quiet in the face of constitutional betrayal, they do not preserve peace—they 

permit distortion. When generals allow the law to be rewritten without referendum, they are 

not neutral—they are complicit. 

Silence at command level is not discipline—it is dereliction. It signals to the nation that the 

covenant can be broken without consequence. That the oath can be ignored when it is 

inconvenient. That the uniform can be worn without fidelity. 

This is not sustainable. A Republic cannot survive when its guardians become spectators. The 

barracks must not become a theatre of silence. The oath must not be rewritten by proximity. 

The uniform must not be worn as camouflage for cowardice. 
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3.3 Standing With the People, Not Above Them 

The uniform must stand with the people—not above them. It must protect the constitution—

not the choreography of incumbency. It must model fidelity—not neutrality. In a moment of 

civic rehearsal, the armed forces must remember that their legitimacy comes not from 

command—but from covenant. 

To stand with the people is not to join protest—it is to protect the right to protest. It is to ensure 

that no citizen is abducted for speaking. That no referendum is bypassed without 

consequence. That no succession is sanctified by silence. 

The uniform must be a shield—not a sword. A guardian—not a governor. A servant of the 

Republic—not a spectator to its erosion. This is the covenant. And it must be defended—not 

with coups, but with courage. Not with silence, but with service. Not with slogans, but with 

oath. 

 

Section 4: Naming the Stakes Without Inciting Violence 

To resist is not to rebel. To speak is not to destabilize. In moments of constitutional rehearsal, 

silence is not strategic—it is surrender. The stakes must be named with clarity, not chaos. The 

Republic must be defended with law, not violence. And the citizen must rise—not with rage, 

but with rigor. 

4.1 Constitutional Betrayal as Civic Emergency 

Zimbabwe is not facing a policy debate—it is facing a constitutional emergency. The bypassing 

of the referendum is not a technicality—it is a civic rupture. The extension agenda is not a 

development strategy—it is a rehearsal for dynasty. And silence in the face of this distortion is 

not neutrality—it is complicity. 

This is not the time for cautious commentary. It is the time for constitutional clarity. Every 

citizen, scholar, and uniformed guardian must recognize that the covenant is under siege—

not by foreign powers, but by domestic choreography. The constitution is not being amended—

it is being annexed. And if it is not defended now, it will be inherited by distortion. 

4.2 The Cost of Inherited Power 

When power is inherited, the Republic is lost. Dynastic drift is not just political—it is 

psychological. It teaches the citizen that leadership is a birthright, not a mandate. It transforms 

the presidency from a civic office into a family heirloom. It erodes the dignity of the vote, the 

sanctity of the constitution, and the soul of the nation. 

Inherited power does not strengthen the state—it suffocates it. It does not unify the people—

it divides them. It does not honor the liberation legacy—it distorts it. And it must be resisted—

not with rebellion, but with rigor. Not with violence, but with vigilance. 

The Republic must not be governed by lineage. It must be governed by law. 

 

4.3 Resistance Without Rebellion 

The path forward is not insurrection—it is instruction. It is the modeling of lawful defiance 

through civic platforms, diaspora networks, and institutional guardianship. It is the refusal to 
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let silence become assent. It is the strategic use of education, media, and legal advocacy to 

defend the covenant. 

Diaspora communities must amplify the alarm. Civil society must reclaim its voice. Institutions 

must remember their mandate. And the uniform must stand—not to seize power, but to shield 

the constitution. 

This is not rebellion—it is resistance. It is not chaos—it is clarity. It is not violence—it is 

vigilance. 

“Let the scholar teach. Let the citizen rise. Let the uniform defend. Let the Republic be 

liberated—without guns, without coups, without surrender.” 

 

Conclusion: The New Liberation Is Lawful 

The Republic is not defended by rifles—it is defended by rigor. It is not preserved by silence—

it is preserved by sovereignty. And in this moment, the covenant must be reclaimed—not by 

rebellion, but by resistance. Not by coups, but by clarity. Not by violence, but by vigilance. 

The scholar must teach—not just theory, but courage. The citizen must rise—not just in 

protest, but in principle. The uniform must defend—not by seizing power, but by shielding the 

constitution. And the exile must remember—not just the pain of departure, but the duty of 

return. 

This is the new liberation. It will not be televised in trenches. It will be modeled in classrooms, 

courtrooms, and civic platforms. It will be taught, not fought. It will be lawful, not violent. It will 

be generational, not genealogical. 

“Let the scholar teach. Let the citizen rise. Let the uniform defend. Let the Republic be 

liberated—without guns, without coups, without surrender.” 

 

 


