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EXECUTIVE SUMMMARY 

The status of WASH activities in schools in Zimbabwe has never been studied in much detail, 

thus there is lack of information on the status of WASH in schools making it difficult for 

stakeholders to plan, allocate resources and advocate for policy shifts. There are no clear 

policies to direct WASH activities in schools. The provision of WASH facilities at schools at the 

moment is directed by the Public Health Act which is enforced by officials from the Ministry of 

Health and Child Welfare (MoHCW). Unfortunately the provisions of the Act are not always easy 

to enforce in this case. Education is a social necessity and for a health official to close down a 

schooljust because it does not have WASH facilities is not easy to carry out. Enforcing the 

legislation also does not mean that attitudes on the part of stakeholders have been changed 

and therefore, there is need to gather evidence from the ground to help convince stakeholders 

to change their indifferent attitudes towards WASH in schools.  

In this regard a baseline survey to collect WASH related data from all the 203 schools in 

Masvingo District was carried out in June 2012. The survey included primary and secondary 

schools. It also included both boarding and day schools and the majority of the schools had the 

council as the responsible authority. The survey was carried out by the Ministry of Education, 

Sports and Culture provincial office in Masvingo Province with financial and technical support 

from SNV. It covered aspects such as availability, functionality, adequacy, utilisation, state and 

maintenance of WASH infrastructure in schools. The data collection tools included a structured 

questionnaire and an observation checklist which were administered by enumerators from the 

Ministry of Education, Sports and Culture. Focus group discussion (FGD) sessions were 

conducted with members of the provincial and district water and sanitation subcommittees 

(P/DWSSC), SDC Chairpersons and School Heads (Urban and Rural). The FGDs aimed at 

assessing the current involvement of these committees in WASH issues at schools. The 

sessions also meant to solicit for the views of the committee members on the way forward in 

WASH at schools in Masvingo District.  

Masvingo Rural District Council (MRDC) was the responsible authority for the majority (75%) of 

the schools in Masvingo District. School enrolment varied widely with population ranging from 

25 pupils to 1712 pupils. In one major observation, one school required 68 squat holes for it to 

satisfy its sanitation needs which could put pressure on schools which could be poorly 

resourced. The ratios of pupil to squathole were very high in some schools with the ratio at 
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Zvido Primary School standing at 1 to 130.This has serious implications on the accessibility of 

sanitary facilities which could lead pupils to practice open defecation. The proportion of non-

functioning sanitary facilities was too high and hence worsening the pupil squathole ratio. 

Sanitary facilities in most of the schools were around twenty years old. The average life span of 

a latrine is about 15 years and therefore most of the toilets should be either full already or are 

almost full. The survey revealed that the frequency of cleaning WASH facilities in most of the 

schools was less than three times a day. This was a source of concern as hygiene and the 

safety of the users is compromised. Cleaning the WASH facilities three times a day ensures that 

they are cleaned during critical times i.e. after the mid-morning break, after lunch and at end of 

the day. Once the toilet is soiled it makes it difficult for another person to use thus may force 

other users to practice open defecation. WASH lessons were given to pupils in most of the 

schools. This was mainly done by School Health Masters (36%), the class teacher (33%) or the 

teacher on duty (12%). In the majority of schools WASH was included in the school curriculum 

as part of one or several subjects, mainly as part of Environmental Studies, Home Economics 

and Social Sciences. This was a positive move as education achieves behaviour change by 

empowering people to take responsibility for their health. The lack of a harmonised WASH 

curriculum was however, a problem since the content given at different schools and in different 

classes could be varied. The use of WASH facilities by pupils was monitored in most of the 

schools. This encouraged proper use of these facilities, as was confirmed by observations. The 

toilets were found to be clean. There was also periodic inspection of WASH facilities by 

members of staff at the school, as well as officials from the Ministries of Health and Child 

Welfare (MoHCW) and Education, Sports, Arts and Culture (MoESAC).Ideally this should go a 

long way in ensuring that these facilities are kept clean and maintained in a good state of repair. 

Open defecation and urination were reported in more than a quarter of the schools. The major 

reasons given for this were; that the pupils were not used to toilets, it was just a habit, the toilets 

were inadequate or ignorance. This was very disturbing as it could lead to spread of 

enteric/communicable diseases.  

The source of water in two thirds of the schools was a borehole with a hand pump. Some 

schools had a piped water supply, while others had a deep or a shallow well with a hand pump. 

Others had boreholes with motorised pumps. In some schools there was more than one water 

source. Whilst water from unprotected sources was used for drinking and domestic purposes in 

some schools, the tendency was to use the water for those purposes that would not result in the 
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transmission of water-borne infections. The fact that the schools were aware that they could not 

use untreated water for drinking was a positive move. In most of the schools the water sources 

were provided with some form of headworks, but a complete set of headworks was lacking, 

making maintenance of hygiene difficult. More than half the schools had their water source 

within 500 metres, however, the number of those that had water sources more than 500 metres 

away was still high. The further the water point is from the school the less water is likely to be 

used, resulting in compromised hygiene. In most of the schools the water source was shared 

with the community, another school or a clinic. This has a bearing on the maintenance of the 

water source as the concerned users may not invest on its upkeep resulting in it being poorly 

maintained. This also has a bearing on access to adequate quantity of water to the school. 

Whilst in most of the schools the water source was functional, the number of schools with non-

functional water points was high, and the down time was up to 10 years in some cases. An 

encouraging fact was that in most of the schools the SDCs took responsibility for the 

maintenance of their water source. Problems of water quality were reported in several schools, 

with a third of the schools reporting visible impurities in the water and others reporting that the 

water was either unclear or had a foul smell. The quality of water is important for the health 

benefits of water to be realised. Some schools reported some form of on-site water treatment 

such as chlorination, boiling or straining. 

Only a third of the schools provided anal cleansing materials and old exercise books and 

newspapers were mainly provided with toilet paper used in less than a fifth of the schools. 

Whilst in more than half the schools water available for hand-washing, more than half the 

schools did not have hand-washing facilities. Availability of soap for hand-washing was also a 

problem in most of the schools. The efficacy of hand-washing in the prevention of diseases 

transmitted through the faecal-oral route is thereby compromised. In the majority of schools 

menstrual hygiene education was reportedly given to girls. The availability of appropriate 

sanitary ware for use during menstruation was however a major challenge in most schools. 

Most  of the schools did not have painkillers for girls to take if they had period pains. These two 

factors most likely affect the girls’ school attendance during menstruation. In most of the schools 

sanitary pads were disposed of by throwing them into latrines. A number of disposal methods 

such as open burning, incineration and throwing into municipal bins were used for other solid 

wastes in the school environment. It was worrisome that open pits were used for the disposal of 

solid waste, including organic waste. 
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Most of the SDCs actively participated in the provision and maintenance of WASH facilities. 

However, the budget allocations for WASH were between 1-5% of the school budget in more 

than half the schools and there was no allocation in almost a quarter of the schools. Only 10% 

of the schools had a special levy for WASH. Another problem was that the Provincial and 

District Water and Sanitation Subcommittees were not functional and needed resuscitation. 

Overall Masvingo District needs support to meet its SWASH needs in view of the fact that most 

schools are run by local authorities that have limited financial resources. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background 

The WASH sector in Zimbabwe has been in a reversal mode since the turn of the decade. The 

massive strides in improving access to WASH facilities and services that the country had made 

soon after independence are on the downward spiral. Sanitation coverage in the rural areas 

which had been neglected by the colonial regime jumped from only 5% in 1980 to 43% by the 

turn of the millennium. Unfortunately while evidence from some parts of the world is showing an 

increase in the number of people with access to clean water, Zimbabwe has actually witnessed 

a decrease ever since 2000. Zimbabwe as a country has derailed from meeting the MDGs 

especially MDG 7 target 7c which is halving the number of people without access to basic 

sanitation by 2015.  

This status quo is pervasive in all areas regardless of geographical locations. Institutions such 

as schools and health facilities have been hard hit by these woes. There has not been any 

meaningful infrastructure development or rehabilitation in the last 10 years. This is in spite of the 

fact that enrolment numbers for schools have more than trebled, as has the admission rate in 

hospitals. Of interest has been the establishment of Early Childhood Development (ECD) 

classes for pre-school children. When government proclaimed that each primary school was to 

have ECD, schools went on and enrolled pupils without prior infrastructure developments to 

carter for this group. Four and five year old pupils are using the same sanitary facilities originally 

designed for upper grades hence the toilets prove inappropriate for their use and actually 

becoming a health threat/hazard. In addition there is lack of user friendly facilities for the 

disabled and for the girl child (especially during menstruation) thus defeating the spirit of child 

friendly schools. On the other hand there has not been focused efforts towards institutionalising 

WASH in schools either as a crucial component on institution inspection or as part of the 

broader curriculum.  

According to UNICEF (2010) more than half of schools in developing countries lack access to 

safe drinking water and two thirds lack access to sanitation facilities. This militates against 

learning and child development as adequate and safe water supply and sanitation provisions 

are imperative to the general health and well-being of pupils. Gunhu (2011) notes that “…the 

question of health in learning institutions has always been addressed half-heartedly…The 



7 

 

reluctance to tackle health issues head-on could be attributed to lack of data on which to base 

informed decisions or uncertainties surrounding the importance of ensuring good health and 

sanitation to the total development of the child.”  

NGOs have made considerable strides in bringing sanitation and hygiene education to schools 

through the school health masters/teachers programme and health clubs approach. These 

activities are reported not to be harmonised and properly coordinated leading thereby to 

discrepancies in terms of what schools know.  Some schools know more while others have not 

hadany form of health and hygiene education. In the same vein those that have these activities 

do not learn the same things and the responsible ministries (MoESAC and MoHCW) have no 

adequate knowledge and control over these. 

From the literature around school WASH in Zimbabwe two areas of concern stand out. First, 

there is lack of data that would provide the information on the state of SWASH which would then 

be used to design clear cut policies and approaches to WASH in schools. Secondly, though 

there is literature that gives credence to the fact that poor or lack of adequate WASH facilities is 

an intervening variable in the access to education for pupils in the developing world, the 2009 

Rapid assessment of schools only devoted less than one page to schools WASH.  Even in this 

section WASH in schools is subservient to the general school infrastructure needs. The lack of 

clear demonstration of cause-effect relationship between lack of WASH facilities and school 

attendance and drop out in the Zimbabwean context seems to be the major drawback to a clear 

strategy and comprehensive approach for WASH in schools. In the same vein the resource 

allocation for school WASH (SWASH) from MoESAC level to school level has been inadequate 

in most instances with resources being directed to classroom construction and purchase of 

text books with little going to maintenance and sanitation and hygiene education. Allocation of 

resources to WASH both at school and national level is way inadequate therefore fails to meet 

the specific needs for SWASH. School budgets, it has been noted, do not prioritise WASH 

issues and levying is not based on evidence. This affects basic pupil-squat hole ratios, access 

to safe drinking water, functionality of facilities such as hand-washing facilities, operation, 

rehabilitation and maintenance.  Whilst there is paucity of data on how SWASH is prioritised in 

Zimbabwe, experience from the neighbouring countries reveal low prioritization when compared 

to provision of other infrastructure (Shatunka, 2009). 
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In the developing world, a healthy school environment is often a second priority to learning, and 

so accountability for school WASH is impaired by inadequate local government resources for 

WASH knowledge promotion, monitoring, and evaluating and managing monitoring data (SNV, 

2011). Shangwa (2011) concluded that there was need for improvements of toilet facilities to 

carter for the needs of menstruating girls. However, these special toilets for menstruating girls 

should be built for all the girls in the school so that there would be no difference in their use – by 

the girls whether they are on menses or not. 

There is generally lack of evidence to support budgeting for schools WASH and hence this lack 

of baseline information impinges upon proper planning for SWASH leading to inadequate 

resource allocation. It is from this understanding that the pilot survey of Masvingo District was 

premised.  

1.2 District profile 

Masvingo district lies in Masvingo province, south east of the Zimbabwe (Fig. 1). This district 

spans over an area of 654 thousand hectares. The district population density of 43 persons per 

square kilometer is considered high for Communal Areas.  

The altitude of the district ranges from 450m (Nyajena CA) to 1240m (Victoria East) above sea 

level. The average annual temperature for the district is about 20 degrees Celsius. Areas in NR 

IV have a slightly higher annual average air temperature of about 22 degrees Celsius. An all-

weather main road runs through the district linking Harare to the Republic of South Africa. The 

major town in Masvingo District, Masvingo, is also the provincial capital. The district receives an 

average of 600mm rainfall annually but irregular heavy rains are common around Great 

Zimbabwe and Lake Kyle (Balarin, 1982). The distribution of the rain is uneven and most of the 

rain is received between February and March. The soils in the district are of the fersiallitic type. 

These soils are the most extensive soil types in Zimbabwe (Nyamapfene, 1991). The terrain in 

the district ranges from moderate to steep slopes (Balarin, 1982). In areas where slopes are 

high, soils shallow and of poor texture, the potential for erosion hazards exist. 



9 

 

 

Figure 1  Map of Zimbabwe showing Masvingo District   Masvingo District 

         

Table 1 Human Population, Land Area and Density  

Population ('000) Growth Rate (% p.a) Land Area (km2) Population Density 

265,172 3.1 2667 99.4 

Source: Population Census 2002, Central Statistics Office 

2.0 Aim and purpose of the study 

The study was aimed at gathering baseline data/information relating to the WASH situation in all 

schools in Masvingo District. The data will be critical in policy and guideline formulation. 
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3.0 Scope of the work and methods 

3.1 Scope 

The study covered all the 203 schools in Masvingo district including primary and secondary 

schools. The schools included those in the urban, peri–urban, farms, resettlement and rural 

areas of Masvingo District. The study looked at various issues under WASH which among 

others include availability, functionality, adequacy and utilisation of WASH facilities at schools. 

The study also looked at the availability, accessibility by the girl child and utilisation of sanitary 

pads. The study also sought to establish availability of facilities to physically challenged pupils, 

teachers and support staff. It also sought to assess the extent of involvement by the different 

levels of school authorities in WASH facilities and their maintenance. It assessed the level of 

expenditure in WASH by the different school authorities including government and looked at the 

vision for WASH from the different players in the sector.  

3.2 Methods 

The study was descriptive and cross-sectional in nature. It described in detail the current 

situation of WASH in schools and looked at policy issues especially funding of WASH facilities 

and services. The data collection process started with production of comprehensive data 

collection instruments. The main tools used to collect data were structured questionnaires, an 

observation checklist and focus group discussion (FGD) guideline. There were four sets of 

questionnaires produced. The first targeted school heads, the second was for teachers, the third 

one was for school children while the fourth one was for SDC members. The questionnaires and 

the checklist were administered by enumerators while the focus group discussions (FGDs) were 

conducted by a consultant. The FGDs targeted members of the Provincial Water Supply and 

Sanitation Committee (PWSSC), District Water Supply and Sanitation Committee (DWSSC), 

School Heads and SDC members. 
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Data collection commenced by identification  and 

training of enumerators who were officials from the 

Ministry of Education, Sports, Arts and Culture and 

college interns whilst the respondents were School 

Heads or their representatives from the various 

schools, school teachers and pupils (girls and 

boys) and SDC chair persons or their 

representatives. The data collection process itself 

took ten (10) days with 6 teams divided to cover all 

the 203 schools in Masvingo District. The analysis 

was mainly done using SPSS, a computer 

program designed to analyse social science data.  

The data collected as absolute figures and 

designed to give a picture of the WASH situation per school was compiled in a tabular form and 

attached as an annex to the report. 

4.0 Major findings 

4.1 Type, ownership, location and registration of schools 

Of the 203 schools, 68% (137) were primary-day schools and 26% (52) were secondary-day 

schools. There were 2% (4) primary and 1% (2) secondary schools that provided boarding 

facilities only. One percent 1% (3) of the primary schools and 3% (5) of the secondary school 

were combined schools, admitting day scholars as well as boarders (Fig. 2).  

Figure 2 Enumerators collecting data 
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Figure 3  Distribution of schools by type 

The majority of the schools, 75% (152) were local authority run i.e. Masvingo Rural District 

Council and Masvingo City Council whilst 12% (24) schools were run by churches, 4% (8) and 

2% (4) were run by Trusts and Mines respectively (Fig 3).  

 

 

Figure 4  Responsible authorities for the schools 
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More than half (57%) (115) of the schools were located in the rural areas, followed by those in 

resettlement areas (17%) (34) and then those in farms (11%) (23). Of the remaining schools, 

11% (22) were in the urban areas, 2% (5) were in mines, 0.5% (1) in the peri-urban and another 

0.5% (1) in a growth point or rural service centre (Fig. 4). 

 

Figure 5 Location of schools 

Most of the schools (87%) were registered while the remaining 13% were satellite schools. The 

oldest school was registered in 1895 while newest school was registered in 2012. Almost half 

(49.8%) of the schools were registered before independence in 1980 while 32% were registered 

between 1980 and 1990, 2% between 1991 and 2000, and 13.3% were registered between 

2001 and 2010. The remaining six (3%) were registered between 2011 and 2012.  

The fact that almost half of the schools were registered before independence means that most 

of the schools were built before the Blair Ventilated Improved Pit latrine (BVIP) was adopted as 

the acceptable mode of sanitation in Zimbabwe. Therefore it would be expected that some of 

the schools have not yet phased out the old pit latrines. This compromises the sanitation and 

hygiene standards in those schools. Seventy five percent (75%) of the schools are owned by 

Masvingo Rural District Council, an institution that is facing economic challenges. Therefore, the 

schools cannot expect much from the council in terms of budgetary allocations. But what 

angered the SDCs as expressed in focus group discussions was the fact that the MRDC was 

proposing to raise a levy for all schools on land under their jurisdiction without rendering any 

services in return. 
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 In fact, the council used to charge schools an administration fee for all capital grants from 
government that were channelled through it. The situation makes it difficult for SDCs to raise 
funds for WASH activities. 

4.2 Enrolment 

The total enrolment was 92676 for all the schools.  The enrolment in day schools ranged from 

25 to 1712, with an arithmetic mean of 449. Gondoyi School had the lowest enrolment (25) and 

Runyararo Primary School had the highest enrolment (1712). In boarding schools the enrolment 

ranged from 57 to 1093, with a mean of 435. Gokomere High School was the boarding school 

with the highest enrolment (1093), with Kyle Preparatory School having the lowest (57). 

(Enrolments for individual schools are in the attached annex). The smallest day school in the 

district will need one squat hole while the largest will need 68 squat holes. A lot of resources are 

required to provide adequate WASH facilities for schools with such enrolments and this could 

explain why almost half of the schools could not meet the required pupil to squat hole ratios. 

4.3 Staffing 

The staff comprised of qualified teachers, student teachers and non-teaching staff. The number 

of teachers ranged from 1 to 60 per school, with an average of 16. Female teachers comprised 

57% (1903) of the 3359 teaching staff (Fig. 5). The number of student teachers ranged from 0 to 

30 per school, with an average of 4 student teachers per school. The non-teaching staff ranged 

from 0 to 49 per school, with an average of 2 non-teaching members of staff per school. In all 

the categories of teaching staff there were some (1 %) who were physically challenged; that 

should be considered when providing WASH facilities. Although there were not many schools in 

the district with either physically challenged members of staff or pupils, the School Heads felt 

that the survey was a wakeup call for them since they had never thought about such a situation 

(providing for disabled populations at school) happening in the schools. 
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Figure 6  Distribution of teaching staff in Masvingo District 

4.4 Availability of sanitary facilities in schools 

 In 2%(4) of the schools there were no latrine/toilet facilities at all while 13% (27) of the 

schools had flash toilets, 11% (22) both flash toilets and BVIP latrines, 67% (133) of the schools 

had BVIP latrines only and 4% (8) of the schools had pit latrines only (Fig. 6). The ratio of pupils 

to a squat hole/seat for boys ranged from 2 to 122, with an average of 27 boys/squat hole. Ratio 

for boys is 25 pupils to a squathole for dry and 15 for wet systems. 
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Zvido Primary School had the 

highest ratio of boys to a squat 

hole (122 boys/squathole). In 

37% (75) of the schools the pupil 

to squat hole ratio exceeded the 

recommended standard of 25 

pupils to a squat hole and only 

18% of the 27 schools with flash 

toilets had adequate toilet 

facilities for girls. The ratio of 

pupils to a squat hole/seat for girls ranged from 1 to 130 girls/squat hole, with an average of 27 

girls/squat hole. The ratio of pupils to a squat hole/seat for boys ranged from 2 to 122, with an 

average of 27 boys/squat hole. Ratio for girls is 20 pupils to a squathole for dry and 15 for wet 

systems. Zvido Primary School had the highest ratio of girls to a squat hole (130). In 50% (102) 

of the schools the pupil to squat hole ratio exceeded the recommended standard of 25 pupils to 

a squat hole and only 18% of the 27 schools with flash toilets had adequate toilet facilities for 

boys. In 21% (13) of the schools with ECD boys there were no toilet facilities for the boys, while 

in 71% (34) of the schools that had toilet facilities, the facilities were adequate for the ECD boys. 

However, these facilities were not appropriate for this age group. In 24% (15) of the schools with 

ECD girls, there were no toilet facilities for the girls while only 71% (34) of those schools that 

had toilet facilities had adequate facilities for girls, although these were not appropriate for this 

age group. While 4% (9) of the schools had no toilet facilities for staff, 94% (191) of those 

schools with toilet facilities had adequate facilities for the staff.  

While it is good that the majority of the schools had toilet facilities, it should be noted that the 

ratio of pupil to squathole far much exceeded the recommended guidelines of 25 pupils per 

squathole for boys and 20 for girls for dry systems. This can lead to overuse of the facilities 

making it difficult for them to be kept clean which has a bearing on the health and safety of the 

users. The facilities are also likely to fill up faster than the expected lifespan of 15 years forcing 

schools to incur extra costs in either de-sludging the toilets or constructing new ones.  The 

situation is worse for the girl child. Girls require more time and privacy when using the toilet than 

boys due to the biological differences. The high pupil to squathole ratios in schools in Masvingo 

Figure 7 Blair toilets at a school 
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District will impact negatively on the girl child than the boy child. Where there are no facilities at 

all or the ratios force some pupils to use the bush, it is easier for boys to do that than girls since 

girls will require more privacy. This may force some pupils to spend most of the time at school 

without relieving themselves for fear of humiliation. This may cause health complications for 

them. 

The situation is more critical for ECD pupils, with only 21% and 23% of the schools with flush 

toilets having appropriate toilet seats for ECD boys and girls, respectively. In the majority of 

schools the facilities available were not suitable for use by the ECD pupils. This has serious 

implications on the health and safety of the pupils. They could be forced to seat inappropriately 

on soiled surfaces while at the same time the size of the squat hole can present a safety 

challenge. Teachers and SDC members did not know the pupil to squat ratio. Therefore, they 

were not able to tell whether the current facilities in their schools were adequate or not. 

Although school heads showed that they generally were aware of the ratios, it was not good 

enough because if the other stakeholders such as parents are not aware of the ratios then it 

would be difficult for the school heads to change the situation on their own.  

 

 

Figure 8: Distribution of toilet facilities in schools by type 
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4.5 Functionality of toilet/latrine facilities 

In the district there were 1472 functional flash toilets and 239 non-functional ones, there were 

3972 functional BVIP latrines and 490 non-functional ones while there were 191 functional pit 

latrines and 470 non-functional ones. The non-functional boys’ toilets and latrines were found in 

25% (50) of the schools, of these 58% (29) were dilapidated, 24% (12) had collapsed and 18% 

(9) were full. In 49% of the schools with non-functional boys’ latrines the intention was to destroy 

the superstructure and seal it off, in 24% it was to reconstruct the latrines, in 10% it was to 

repair the latrine and in 7% the intention was to pour biological agent to enhance the digestion 

of the waste thereby rendering the facility reusable. In the remaining 10% of the school the 

intention was to abandon the latrines. 

In 23% (47) of the schools there were non-functional girls’ toilets and latrines, of these 53% (25) 

were dilapidated, 30% (14) had collapsed and 17% (8) were full. Of the schools with non-

functional girls’ latrines 35% intended to destroy the superstructures and seal them off, 31% 

intended to reconstruct the latrines, 15% intended to repair the latrines and 4% intended to pour 

biological agents. The remaining 15% intended to abandon the latrines. 

Nineteen percent (19%) (39) of the schools had non-functional staff toilets and latrines, of these 

54% (21) were dilapidated, 26% (10) had collapsed and 20% (8) were full. In 45% of the schools 

with non-functional staff latrines the intention was to destroy the superstructure and seal it off, in 

17% it was to reconstruct the latrines, in 19% the intention was to pour biological agent and in 

10% it was to repair the latrine. In 2% of the schools the intention was to de-sludge the 

latrine/toilet. In the remaining 7% of the schools the intention was to abandon the latrines. This 

is an indication that the schools do not have clear operation and maintenance plans. The SDCs 

and school authorities need to come up with plans for operation and maintenance of WASH 

facilities.  

The fact that almost a quarter of the schools had no toilets/latrines for both boys and girls is a 

source of concern. This creates a huge population of students who use the bush for defecation 

and urination.  This has the potential of sparking waterborne disease outbreaks.  
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4.6 Physical condition of toilet facilities 

In 53% (103) of the schools the toilet facilities for boys were in good physical condition, in 35% 

(69) they were in a fair physical condition, in 10% (19) they were in a poor physical condition 

and in 2% (5) they were in a very poor physical condition. In 51% (100) of the schools the girls’ 

toilet facilities were found in a good physical condition, in 38% (75) they were in a fair physical 

condition, in 9% (17) they were in a poor physical condition and in 2% (4) they were in a very 

poor physical condition. In 55% (97) of the schools the teachers’ toilets were in a good physical 

condition, in 32% (57) they were in a fair physical condition, 

   

Physical condition of some toilet facilities 

In 9% (16) they were in a poor physical condition and in 4% (6) the toilets were in very poor 

condition. The fact that more than half schools had satisfactory toilet facilities encourages the 

pupils and staff to use them and improves the safety of the users.   
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4.7 Functionality of shower facilities 

In 50% (7) of the boarding schools there were non-functional boy’ shower facilities. In four of 

these, the intention was to repair these showers, in two the intention was to destroy and seal off 

the facilities while in one school the intention was to abandon the shower. There were six 

schools with non-functional girls’ and staff showers, in four of these the intention was to repair 

the showers and in two it was to destroy and seal off the shower facilities. 

4.8 Location of ablution facilities in schools 

In 96% of the schools the ablution facilities were located within the school boundaries. In 65% 

(131) of the schools the ablution were more than 20 metres from the furthest classroom, in 5% 

(11) the ablution facilities were 20 metres away from the furthest classroom, while in 18% (36) 

they were less than 20 metres from the furthest classroom, and in 9% (19) they were attached 

to the classroom blocks. In 23% (13) of the schools with boarding facilities the ablution facilities 

were located within dormitory boundaries and in 68% (21) they were outside the dormitory 

boundaries. 

The location of the ablution facilities could be critical in making a decision to use a particular 

facility. The ones located outside the school yard may be avoided due to the artificial 

psychological boundary created by their location. Location can also influence open defaecation 

and urination which are very bad practices. 

Abraham et al., (2006) noted that no incident of sexual harassment was reported in the toilets in 

South African schools. However, boys frequented the area (both inside and outside) and their 

main pursuits were getting food, cigarettes and money from the girls. Situation of girls’ toilet 

facilities should take such issues into consideration.   

4.9 Age of structure 

Of the 197 schools with latrine/ toilet facilities 24% (48) of the schools had day facilities for boys 

which were more than 20 years old, in 21% (41) they were between 11and 15 years old, and in 

another 21% (41) they were between 5 and 10 years old. The ablution facilities in the 20% (40) 

and 14% (27) of the schools were less than five years old and 16 to 20 years old, respectively. 

In the 196 schools with day facilities for girls, 25% (49) of the schools had toilet/latrine facilities 



21 

 

which were more than 20 years old, 12% (23) had toilets/latrines which were between 16 and 20 

years old, making 48% of latrines in these schools more than 15 years old. 

 

Figure 9 Old Dilapidated Blair toilets 

The majority of the toilets were more than 20 years old and yet the lifespan of a latrine is 

supposed to be around 15 years. The clear implication is that the toilets are either already full or 

almost full. Unfortunately the enumerators were not provided with means to measure how full 

each facility was. The problems associated with full latrines include smell and fly nuisances; 

discouraging use and thus promoting open defecation and urination. Therefore there is a need 

for the authorities to think of either de-sludging the latrines or invest in new ones. 

4.10 Frequency of cleaning the facilities 

The cleaning frequency for the boys’ toilets/latrines was less than three times a day in 84% 

(170) of the schools, three times a day in 6% (13), more than three times a day in 3% (6) and 

irregular in 2% (3) of the schools. 
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The distribution of the cleaning frequency was similar for the girls’ toilets/latrines. The cleaning 

frequency for the teachers’ toilets/latrines was less than three times a day in 78% (158) of the 

schools, three times a day in 7% (15) and more than three times a day in two (1%) of the 

schools. In one school the cleaning frequency was said to be irregular. 

The boys’ toilets/latrines were cleaned by students only in 66% (133) of the schools, by hired 

cleaners in 8% (17) and by the community in 10 (4.9%) of the schools. As for the girls’ 

toilets/latrines, in 75% (153) of the schools the facilities were cleaned by the students only, in 

10% (20) by hired cleaners and in 6% (12) by the community. Only 6% (12) of the schools had 

day shower facilities for boys. Only 5% (11) of the schools had day shower facilities for girls. In 

those schools with shower facilities 36% (4) were cleaned by the community, in 45% (5) they 

were cleaned by hired cleaners and in 9% (1) they were cleaned by students only. Only 4% (8) 

of the schools had day shower facilities for teachers. In focus group discussions school heads 

stated that toilets were cleaned once a day just before the pupils dismissed for the day. A 

roaster was used to allow all the classes that are supposed to take part in cleaning the toilets to 

do so. At primary schools only Grade 4 to 7 classes cleaned the toilets.  

The frequency of cleaning the toilets/latrines was a source of concern since the majority of the 

schools cleaned toilets less than three times a day. From the observations in 29% (50) of the 

172 schools the latrines demonstrated improper use that is they were dirty, with some presence 

of dirt, urine or faecal matter. In 5% (8) the latrines required urgent intervention as there was a 

major presence of dirt, urine or faecal matter.This compromises the hygiene of the facilities and 

subsequently of the safety of the users. Soiled facilities also discourage the potential users 

forcing them to use the bush which also promotes spread of diseases.Schools with water-borne 

sanitation had fewer dirty toilets, 3% for both girls and boys. This indicates that maintenance of 

hygiene seems to be better in water-borne facilities. 

4.11 Education on the use of WASH facilities 

Lessons on WASH were given to pupils in 96% (194) of the schools. In 95% (193) of the 

schools there was a designated person to teach WASH. In 36% (72) of the schools the 

designated person was the School Health Master, in 33% (67) it was the Class Teacher and in 

12% (24) it was the teacher on duty.  
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The counselling and guidance teacher was the person designated to give WASH lessons in 
11% (22) of the schools, whilst the Boarding Master/Mistress was responsible for giving WASH 
lessons in 3% (6) of the schools and in the remaining 1% (2) schools it was the 
prefects/monitors. Ninety six percent (96%) of pupils interviewed said they were given lessons 
on the use of WASH facilities. Fifty nine percent (59%) of the pupils interviewed said class 
teachers were the ones who gave lessons on the use of WASH facilities. All the teachers who 
were interviewed said the pupils were given lessons on the use of WASH facilities. They did not 
converge on the question of who was responsible for giving the lessons although the class 
teacher and the Home Economics teacher scored highest. 

The fact that in majority of the schools it was reported that WASH lessons were offered was a 

positive move. The ultimate aim in the fight against disease is to empower people to take 

responsibility for their own lives. Education achieves behaviour change and allows the 

individuals to take responsibility for their own health. The fact that the both teachers and 

students could not converge on anyone in particular who provided the education is an indicator 

that there is no standard approach to providing the WASH education. There is really danger that 

the lessons may be left out in certain instances or delivered in an unsatisfactory manner 

(content). 

4.12 Monitoring and supervision of pupils’ use of WASH facilities 

Ninety two percent (92%) (187) of the schools said the use of WASH facilities was monitored. 

The School Health Masters were responsible for monitoring the pupils in 33% (66) of the 

schools, the class teachers were responsible in 31% (63), the teacher on duty was responsible 

in 15% (30) of the schools, prefects were designated to monitor pupils use of WASH facilities in 

(6% (13) of the schools, in 4% (8) of the schools it was the Boarding Master/Mistress and in 3% 

(6) of the schools it was the counselling and guidance teachers. In one school it was the class 

monitors that were designated to monitor pupils’ use WASH facilities.Ninety two percent (92%) 

of the pupils interviewed confirmed that the use of WASH facilities by pupils was monitored by 

school authorities. Ninety four percent (94%) of the teachers interviewed also confirmed that the 

use of WASH facilities by pupils was supervised. But again, both teachers and pupils could not 

come out with one particular cadre who was responsible for the activity. The school heads in 

focus group discussion said the supervision was only done by teachers. This again indicates 

lack of a standard approach in supervising the use of WASH facilities by pupils. This finding also 

contradicted the finding in 4.10 where the sanitary facilities in rural areas were found to be 

soiled and dirty. If the pupils were educated on the use of the facilities and their use of the 

facilities monitored then one would expect the toilets not to be soiled. 
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4.13 Periodic inspection of WASH facilities 

In 71% (145) of the schools the School Health Master was reported to be conducting periodic 

inspection of the WASH facilities. In more than half of the schools (54%) (110) the number of 

inspections was less than three times a day. In 11% (23) of the schools the School Health 

Master inspected the WASH facilities once a week, in 4% (8) it was done three times a day and 

in 2% (4) schools the inspection was done more than three times a day. The boarding master 

carried out periodic inspections of WASH facilities in only 12% (25) of the schools. In 18 of 

those schools the frequency of the inspections was less than thrice a day, more than thrice a 

day in four and once a week in three. The School Head was said to be doing periodic 

inspections of WASH facilities in 98% (199) of the schools. The inspections were less than three 

times a day in 57% (115) of the schools, once a week in 25% (50), three times a day in 4% (9) 

and more than three times in 3% (6) of the schools (Fig. 7).  

 

Figure 10  Inspection of WASH facilities by school staff 

In 62% (126) of the schools the Education Officer was reported to be doing periodic inspections 

of the WASH facilities. In 39% (79) of the schools these inspections were done whenever the 

Education Officer came, in 31% (62) it was once a year, in 28% (56) it was once a term and in 

3% (6) of the schools it was said to be once every month. The District Education Officer was 

said to be doing periodic inspections of WASH facilities in 43% (87) of the schools. 
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The inspections were done only whenever the District Education visited the schools in 64% 

(129) of the schools. In 19% (39) of the schools, the inspections were once a year, once a term 

in 15% (30) and once a month in 3% (5) of the schools. Periodical inspections of the WASH 

facilities by the Environmental Health Technicians were reported to be done in 71% (144) of the 

schools. The frequency of the inspections was once a term in 29% (58) of the schools, once a 

month in 20% (40), twice a year in 17% (34) and once a year in 16% (32) of the schools. Fig. 8 

details the frequency of inspections by various officials. Periodic inspection of WASH facilities 

by officers from the Ministries of Education and Health is likely to encourage the schools to 

maintain these facilities clean and in a good state of repair. 

Ninety four percent (94%) of the interviewed teachers said that the school authorities inspected 

WASH facilities while 89% of the pupils also said the school authorities regularly inspected 

WASH facilities. While the students and teachers again could not converge on one particular 

cadre assigned to carry out this function the toilets in the majority of the schools were found to 

be clean. This serves a confirmation that the authorities supervise the use of the facilities by 

pupils and regularly inspect the facilities. Focus group discussions with school heads revealed 

that these inspections were a requirement from the Ministry of Education, Sports, Arts and 

Culture and therefore the authorities could not avoid them. The school heads are required to fill 

in form ED 46 which requires them among other things to report on the state of WASH facilities. 

 

Figure 11  Inspection of WASH facilities by government officials 

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

6 6 

62 

0 

79 

5 

30 
39 

0 

129 

40 

58 

32 34 

0 

Education Officer

District Education Officer

Environmental Health
Technician



26 

 

4.14 Open defecation and urination 

Open defecation by pupils was reported in 27% (55) of the schools. Fig. 9 details the reasons 

given for open defecation, with the two leading reasons being that the toilets/latrines were 

inadequate or they were too far from the classroom blocks. The fact that open defecation was 

practised in so many schools is a cause for concern as that could result in the transmission of 

enteric diseases including cholera and dysentery. Eighty percent (80%) of the pupils interviewed 

said that pupils in rural schools still practised open defecation. Forty one percent (41%) of these 

pupils said open defecation was still practised mainly by the ECD pupils. This finding was in line 

with the fact that all rural schools did not have toilets suitable for use by ECD pupils. This was 

overwhelmingly confirmed by school heads in focus group discussions. 

 

Figure 12  Reasons for open defecation by pupils 

Open urination was reported to be practised in 28% (56) of the schools. The main reason given 

for open urination was that it was just a habit for them (Fig. 10) 
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Figure 13  Reasons for open urination by pupils 

4.15 Main sources of water 

 

Of the 203 schools, 66% (133) had a borehole 

with a hand pump as their source of water, in 

9% (38) a borehole fitted with a motorised 

pump was the source and 30% (61) had piped 

water supplies. Four (2%) of the schools had 

an untreated piped water supply. Surface water 

was a water source for 20% (41) of the schools, 

7% (15) had a deep well fitted with a lifting 

device and 9% (19) had an unprotected shallow 

well as their source of water.  
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In 48% (64) of schools where the source of water was a borehole with a hand pump the water 

was used for drinking, domestic and gardening purposes, in 38% (50) it was used for drinking 

and domestic purposes and in 7% (9) it was used for drinking purposes only (Fig 11). In some 

schools there was more than one source of water. 

 

Figure 15  Use of water from borehole with a hand pump 
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(5) of the schools, for drinking and domestic purposes in another 33% (5), for gardening only in 

27% (4) and for domestic and gardening purposes in 7% (1) of the schools. In 19 schools where 
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In the 41 schools where surface water was used, 72% (28) used the water for gardening 

purposes only, 13% (5) for domestic and gardening purposes, 10% (4) for drinking, domestic 

and gardening purposes and 5% (2) for drinking and domestic purposes. In all the four schools 

where untreated piped water was used, it was used for gardening purposes only. Whilst water 

from unprotected sources was used for drinking and domestic purposes in some schools, the 

tendency was to use the water for those purposes that would not result in the transmission of 

water-borne infections. The fact that the schools were aware that they could not use untreated 

water for drinking was a positive move.  

While schools in Masvingo City were connected to the reticulated municipality water supply, 

they faced a challenge of erratic supplies. The water supplies are irregular as revealed in focus 

group discussions with school heads and SDC members. The irregular supplies make it 

impossible for schools to provide sanitation for large enrolments found in schools in Masvingo 

urban. Sometimes schools are forced to dismiss pupils before it is time because the toilets will 

not be functioning due to lack of water. 

4.16 Headworks for water points 

In 66% (77) of the schools which had boreholes with hand pumps, an apron and drainage were 

provided, in 17% (20) there was an apron only, in 10% (12) there was an apron, drainage and a 

fence, in 5% (6) there was drainage only and in 2% (1) there was drainage and a fence. In the 

schools where there was a borehole with a motorised pump, 29% (4) had drainage only 

provided, 22% (3) had a fence only, 14% (2) had an apron only, another 14% had a an apron 

and drainage, another 14% had an apron, drainage and a fence and 7% (1) had an apron and a 

fence. In 42% (13) of the schools with piped water an apron and drainage was provided, in 20% 

(6) drainage only was provided, in another 20% a fence only was provided, in 12% (4) an apron 

and drainage were provided, in 3% (1) an apron, drainage and a fence were provided and in 

another 3% an apron only was provided. In the schools where there was a deep well fitted with 

a lifting device, 55% (6) had an apron and drainage, 18% (2) drainage and a fence, 9% (1) had 

an apron, drainage and a fence, another 9% had an apron only and another 9% had drainage 

only. In 43% (3) of the schools where there was a shallow well an apron only was provided, in 

29% (2) a fence only was provided, in 14% (1) drainage only was provided and in another 14% 

drainage and a fence were provided. No headworks were provided for the untreated piped water 

sources and a fence was provided for the surface water source. 
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Headworks for boreholes 

Water points such as wells, boreholes and stand pipes need to be provided with complete 

headworks (an apron, drainage and a fence). This was lacking in the majority of schools. Lack 

of headworks at water points makes it hard for proper hygiene standards at the points to be 

maintained. This may lead to contamination of groundwater from the surface water seepage. 
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4.17 Location of water source 

The water point was within the school boundary in 64% (130) of 

the schools. In those schools where the water point was outside 

the school boundary, in 44% (44) it was less than 500 metres 

from the school administration block, in 11% it was 500 metres 

away and in 45% it was more than 500 metres from the 

administration block (Fig.12).  

Whilst more than half the schools had their water source within 

500 metres, the number of those that had water sources more 

than 500 metres away was still high. The further the water point 

is from the school the less water is likely to be used, resulting in 

compromised hygiene. 

 

 

 

Figure 17  Distance of water source from administration block 
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4.18 Ownership of the water source 

In 69% (139) of the schools the water point was shared, of which 52% (106) of the schools the 

water source was being shared with the community, in 10% (21) of schools the source was 

shared with the community plus another school, in 5% (10) of the schools the source was 

shared with another school and in 3% (6) with a clinic or related institution. Shared water 

sources sometimes experience “the tragedy of the commons” in that the concerned users do not 

want to invest their resources in a source of water that benefit other people also. Therefore, the 

sources are usually badly maintained. Shared water points also means the school has limited 

access to water to meet their daily needs – implications on health and hygiene. 

 

4.19 Functionality of the water source 

In 87% (176) of the schools, the water point was said to be functional. In 21 schools where the 

water point was not functioning 24% (5) had been broken for a week or less, in 5% (1) had been 

broken for more than a week but not more than two weeks, 33% (7) had been broken for 

between two weeks and 1 month, in 19% (4) had been broken for between 1 month and 6 

months and another 19% had been broken for more than a year. The period of breakdown for 

the water points ranged from 2 days to 10 years 

In 86% (174) of the schools the water source was perennial. Where the water sources were not 

perennial, the alternative water source was a communal borehole (47%), open water sources 

(38%), emergency water tanks (9%) or children brought their own water (6%).  

In 44% (89) of the schools there was a water point committee, 93% (83) of which were said to 

be functional. In the case of water point breakdowns, in 57% (116) of the schools repairs were 

done in less than a week, compared to more than a week in 19% (38), more than a month in 

17% (35) and in one week in 7% (14) of the schools (Fig. 13). Five (3%) of the schools did not 

have water supply. 

In cases of breakdowns the SDC was responsible for repairs in 34% (68) of the schools, the 

SDC and community in 24% (49), the Department of Public Works in 16% (33) and the RDC or 

Town Council in 10% (21) of the schools.  
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In the remaining schools it was either an NGO or some other organisation (1% and 1.5%, 

respectively). Of the 203 schools, only 35% (72) felt that they had adequate access to a water 

point for all their needs. Distance was said to hinder access in 49% (99) of the schools, 

compared to sharing (28%), poor yield (12%) and constant breakdowns (11%). It is encouraging 

to note that more than half the schools were taking responsibility for the maintenance of their 

water sources. As alluded to in Section 4.17 above distance of the water from school is likely to 

impact on the water use and subsequently on hygiene.  

 

Figure18  Repair time in case of water point breakdown 

4.20 Water quality 

In 15% (30) of the schools water was said to be not clear in colour. The water was reported to 

be salty in 13% (29) and hard in 2% (4) of the schools. In 33% (66) of the school water was said 

to have visible impurities. Of the 203 schools 9% (18) said they treated water that was obtained 

from untreated sources. Of these schools 89% (16) used bleach, chlorine or treatment tablets to 

treat the water, and in the remaining two schools the water was boiled in one and strained 

through a cloth in the other. Where water treatment was done locally, plastic buckets with lids 

were used in 11 schools, metal buckets without lids in two schools and plastic jerry cans in one 

school. The quality of water is important for the health benefits of water to be realised. There is 

therefore need for improvement of water quality in those schools where the quality is suspect. 
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4.21 Access to water 

In 44% (90) of the schools children got water for drinking from water buckets with lids which 

were kept inside the classrooms, in  23% (46) of the schools the children got water directly from 

water taps within the school grounds and in 9% (19) water was obtained directly from hand 

pumps at the school. Children got water for drinking from buckets without lids kept within the 

classrooms in another 19 (9%) schools and in 8% (17) they got water directly from taps within 

the school and from water buckets with lids which were kept in the classrooms. A container 

without a lid can cause water to be contaminated during storage. In the remaining nine schools 

the children got water from water jerry cans that were kept inside the classrooms. In those 

schools where buckets and jerry cans were used the children used shared reusable cups in 

55% (111) of the schools, individual water bottles in 13 (6%), individual reusable cups in eight 

schools and individual disposable cups in1% (2) of the schools. In one school shared 

disposable cups were used. Where disposable cups were used, they were supplied by the 

school in nine of the schools and by some donor in seven of the schools. The use of reusable 

shared cups needs to be discouraged because it allows for the pupils to pass on germs among 

themselves. 

Access to a safe source of water is critical for the users. The bulk of the human body is made of 

water and inadequate access to water can lead to serious health consequences. Inadequate 

access to water can also make maintenance of hygiene standards difficult leading to outbreaks 

of diseases. 

4.22 Anal cleansing material 

Old exercise book paper was used for anal cleansing in 67% (136) of the schools, old 

newspaper was used in 17% (34), toilet paper was used in 15% (30) and children improvised in 

2% (3) of the schools. The anal cleansing material was brought from home in 62% (126) of the 

schools, provided by the school in 34% (69), children sourced their own in 3% (6) and it was 

donated in 1% (2) of the schools. This was from the interviews with school heads or their 

representatives. Seventy five percent (75%) of the pupils said they brought anal cleansing 

material from home. This was from direct interviews with the pupils. This position was supported 

by findings from focus group discussions with school heads and SDC members. Some of the 

school heads admitted that they had never about supplying pupils with anal cleansing material 
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while SDC members said they never include anal cleansing material for school pupils in their 

budgets. Even members of staff provide their own anal cleansing material. The fact that the 

schools do not provide anal cleansing material is of great concern because it means the schools 

do not have control over the type of material that is used in the toilets. Non-biodegradable 

material such as stones and plastic could be used forcing the BVIPs and pit latrines to fill up fast 

and could lead to toilet blockages in the case of water based systems. Some children could be 

forced to use very small pieces of paper and end up soiling their hands in the process. This 

greatly compromises hygiene standards among the pupils and endanger their health. The water 

challenges faced by most of the schools will compound this problem since the students may fail 

to get access to adequate and wholesome water to wash their hands after using the toilet.  

4.23 Hand-washing 

While in 56% (113) of the schools there were 

no hand-washing facilities, the actual water for 

washing hands was available in only 55% of 

those schools that had hand washing facilities. 

In 30%(68) of the schools with hand-washing 

facilities, a basin with a tap inside the toilet was 

used as hand-washing facility. In 40% (27) of 

the schools, a water tank with a tap was used 

as a hand-washing facility, in 20% (14) a 5 litre 

container was used for hand washing while a 

basin with a tap outside the toilet was used in 

10% (7) of the schools (Fig. 14). 

In 25% (50) of the schools the school pupils were responsible for replenishing water in the 

hand-washing facilities and in 19% (39) of the schools the hand-washing facilities were 

replenished through piped water. The hand-washing facilities were replenished with water 

regularly in only 32% (65) of the schools. The water containers for hand-washing facilities were 

cleaned before replenishing them in only 24% (49) of the schools. 

This presents a serious hygiene hazard for the schools in Masvingo District since only a few of 

the schools clean the hand washing containers before refilling them. 

Figure 19 hand washing facility 
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The school pupils cleaned these containers in most of these schools. Waste water drainage was 

provided in only 32% (65) of the school. Soap was provided in 35% (70) of the schools and vim 

was provided as an alternative in three schools and ash in one school. From the Observation 

Checklists however, soap at wash hand facilities was observed in only 15% (26) and 33% (13) 

of the schools in pupils’ latrines in schools with latrine and those with flush toilets, respectively. 

Hand-washing facilities were used in 77% (86) of those schools which had them. To ascertain 

that the pupils use the hand-washing facilities the pupils were monitored in 72% (62) of the 

schools where hand-washing facilities were available and they were observed in the remaining 

schools. The monitoring of the pupils’ use of hand-washing facilities could have resulted in the 

pupils actually using the facilities. The Observation checklist confirmed the use of hand-washing 

facilities by both boys and girls in 80% of the schools with water-borne toilets. Whilst the use of 

hand-washing facilities was encouraging, the absence of soap was a worrisome factor. Proper 

hand-washing with soap and water is essential in prevention of the transmission of disease 

transmitted though the oral-faecal route. 

While the interviews with individual schools and pupils painted an encouraging picture as given 

in the above statistics, focus group discussions with school heads gave a different picture 

altogether. As already indicated, a lot of schools in both urban and rural areas are facing 

challenges with accessing adequate amounts of water to use. Therefore, although the hand 

washing facilities could be available in the schools, there will be no water to ensure their proper 

use. The hygiene among the school population is thereby severely compromised. 

4.24 Menstrual hygiene 

In 80% (162) of the schools menstrual hygiene information was given to girls that had reached 

puberty and there were specific lessons/education given to these girls. In 65% (131) of the 

schools the lessons were given by senior teachers, in 12% (25) it was through group 

discussions and in 5% (11) it was through clubs. There were teachers to provide guidance and 

counselling on menstrual hygiene to girls in 84% (171) of the schools. In 31% (62) of the 

schools, there were more than two female counsellors, in 26% (52) there were two and in 

another 26% (53) there was one female counsellor. In 63% (74) of the schools with counsellors 

there were male counsellors, with 68% (50) schools having one male counsellor, 22% (16) 

having two and 10% (8) having more than two. Of the teachers interviewed, 28% (5) said they 

were not adequately equipped to support girls to cope with menstrual hygiene management. 
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In 41% (83) of the schools it was reported that there were some girls who missed school 

because of menstruation. The reasons for missing school were period pains (49%), lack of 

access to sanitary pads (42%) and stigmatisation (9%) (Fig.15). In 69% (58) schools the girls 

missed schools for one to two days per month, three to four days in 25% (21) and over five days 

in 6% (5) of the schools. The most affected classes were Grades 5 to 7 in 57% (47) and Forms 

1 to 6 in 43% (36) of the schools. 

 

Figure 20 Reasons for missing school during menstruation 

Only 25% (51) of the schools had back-up sanitary pads for emergency purposes. There were 

disposal facilities for sanitary pads in 62% (125) of the schools. Medication for period pains was 

offered in only 24% (48) of the schools. Reproductive health education was offered in 29% (59) 

of the schools, mainly by the Ministry of Health and Child Welfare (49%), NGOs (25%), 

Zimbabwe National Family Planning Council (14%) and police health officers (12%)(Fig.16). 

 

Figure 21 Providers of Reproductive Health Education 
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The material used during menstrual periods was pieces of cloth in 25% (50) of the schools, 

pads, cotton wool and pieces of cloth in 17% (34), pads in 13% (27), pads and cotton wool in 

9% (19), cotton wool and pieces of cloth in 9% (18), pads and pieces of cloth in 8% (16) and 

cotton wool in 7% 14) of the schools. In one school pads and tampons were used, while in the 

remaining 12% (24) schools the material used was not known. The material used during periods 

was bought or home-made in 28% (57) of the schools, home-made in 27% (55), bought in 19% 

(38) and bought or provided by the school in 7% (15). In the other schools it was either provided 

by donors (3%), by the school (2%), bought, provided by the school or home-made (1%) or it 

was provided by the clinic/hospital (1%). In 12% (24) of the schools the source of material was 

unknown. Lack of appropriate materials for use during menstruation has been cited as major 

concern for the girl child resulting in some even dropping out of school (Shangwa, 2011). The 

fact that in a quarter of the schools girls used pieces of cloths during menstruation is a cause for 

concern. The efficacy, safety and hygiene of these pieces of cloths are questionable, putting the 

health of these girls at risk. 

 While 92% of the girls who were interviewed said they were given lessons relating to menstrual 

hygiene, the contents of the lessons were so varied indicating that there is no standard 

approach in designing the lessons. The lack of a standard approach was confirmed by school 

heads in focus group. It was apparent that the issue of menstrual hygiene received more 

attention in those schools headed by females than those headed by males. Some of the school 

heads pointed that the FGDs were actually eye openers when it came to menstrual hygiene 

issues. They promised to pay more attention to the subject in future. 

4.25 WASH curriculum 

                                                                                   

WASH was part of the school curriculum in 

96% (194) of the schools. WASH was part 

of Environmental Studies, Home Economics 

and Social Sciences in 42% (86) of the 

schools, Home Economics in 20% (40), 

Social Sciences in 16% (32) and 

Figure 22 Awareness Materials in classrooms 
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Environmental Studies in 12% (23).  

In 7 (4%) of the schools it was part of Home Economics and Social Sciences, part of 

Environmental Studies and Home Economics in 3% (5) or part of Environmental Studies and 

Social Sciences in 1% (3) of the schools (Fig. 17). WASH was included in the school curricula of 

most schools, though the subjects in which it was included varied. 

 

Figure 23  Subjects where WASH is featured 

Of the 203 schools only 32% (65) said they had a school health club. In 70% (142) of the 

schools there was a school health master. In 47% (96) of the schools there was at least one 

female school health master. In 33% (67) of the schools there was at least one male school 

health master and more than two in 31% (63) of the schools. In four schools the school head 

was also the school health master. Hygiene education sessions on WASH were conducted in 

38% (78) of the schools. These sessions were conducted by EHTs from MoHCW in 60% (47) 

schools, by clinic nurses in 24% (19) and by NGOs in 16% (12) schools. The records of these 

sessions were documented in 60% (47) of the schools where they were done. In 73% (104) of 

the schools where WASH sessions were conducted, the teachers were aware of the content or 

material used for hygiene education. Pamphlets, flyers, posters and other hygiene education 

materials were available to 50% (101) of the schools. EHTs or other service providers 

conducted WASH education campaigns in communities in around 55% (111) of the schools. It is 

encouraging that some schools had WASH materials and that there were dedicated WASH 
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education sessions by a variety of service providers. There is however, need to cover all the 

schools so that health benefits are realised. 

It was apparent from interviews and focus group discussions that there was no standalone 

WASH curriculum in schools but WASH was covered under several curricula subjects and 

different schools covered WASH under different curricula. While the school heads were happy 

with the arrangement, there is a risk that “everybody will think that everyone will do it and yet at 

the end nobody do it”. Different teachers will skip aspects of WASH in their curricula hoping that 

it was covered in the other curricula until the whole subject is totally omitted. 

4.26 Waste management 

Girls disposed of used sanitary pads or other 

materials used during menstruation by throwing 

them into BVIP latrines in 65% (131) of the schools. 

The other disposal methods included throwing into 

pit latrines, open burning, incineration or bins 

collected by council (Fig. 18). 

 

 

Plastic and waste paper was disposed of by open burning in 65% (131) of the schools, in an 

open pit in 25% (50) or in bins collected by the council in 5% (11) of the schools. Organic 

materials were composted in 63% 127) of the schools, thrown into an open pit in 21% (43) of 

the schools or they were disposed of by open burning in 11% (23) of the schools. The other 

solid waste such as rubble was disposed of in open pits in 59% (119) of the schools or by being 

buried and filling up open pits in 29% (59) of the schools. Disposal of solid wastes, especially 

organic wastes in open pits can result in nuisances such as fly breeding and rodent infestation, 

which can promote the spread of communicable diseases. 

Figure 24 Open pit for waste disposal 



41 

 

 

Figure 25  Methods of disposal of sanitary pads 

4.27 Investments in WASH 

In 92% (187) of the schools, the SDC actively participated in the maintenance of WASH facilities 

at the school. In 86% (175) of the schools, the SDC authorised allocations from the school levy 

for WASH, in 3% (6) schools the SDC raised funds through special levies or organised fund-

raising activities in 2% (4) of the schools. In 70% (140) of the schools, the school management 

supported the maintenance of WASH facilities. This support was through allocation of a budget 

in 61% (85) of the schools, or as the need arose in 39% (55) of the schools. In 49% (100) of the 

schools the SDC was responsible for carrying out repairs to the WASH facilities whenever these 

became necessary, in 31% (63) it was the school administration, in 10% (20) it was the school 

management and in 9% (19) of the schools it was the Department of Public Works. 

Whilst efforts by the SDCs to invest in WASH are commendable, these did not translate into 

adequate WASH facilities in the majority of schools. This could be a reflection on the financial 

capabilities of these SDCs. 

4.29 Budget allocations 

In 52% (106) of the schools, 1-5% of the 2012 budget was allocated to WASH, in 15% (31) it 

was 6-10%, in 3% (5) it was 11-15% and it was above 15% of the budget in 6% (13) of the 
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school. There was no budget allocation for WASH in 48 (24%) of the schools. In most of the 

schools (93%) there was no WASH allocation in the school per capita grant, whilst 1-5% of the 

school per capita grant was allocated to WASH in 5% (10) of the schools, 6-10% in 1% (2) and 

in the remaining two schools, in one the allocation was 11-15% and above 15% in the other. 

Only 10% (20) of the schools had a special levy for WASH. As alluded to in Section 4.28, the 

financial capacity of the schools may be such that the overall school budget is small, resulting in 

even a smaller allocation for WASH facilities.  

4.30 School development plans 

In 84% (170) of the schools there was a current annual development plan and the plan had a 

budget in 92% (156) of these schools, of which 83% (129) included WASH projects in the 

budget. The annual plan was shared with all local stakeholders in 88% (149) of those schools 

with a plan. The main challenge according to SDCs and School Heads engaged in focus group 

discussions was that although the schools produced development plans, only the SDCs were 

contributing towards the funding of these plans and yet these SDCs are composed mainly of 

poor parents. This left the schools in a financially dire position.  

In 91% (154) of the schools the current WASH infrastructure had been funded by the school 

budgets. In 71% (144) of the schools, the block of toilets/latrines was funded by the SDC, in 

10% (21) by the local authority, in 6% (13) by NGOs, in 3% (7) by the government and in 

another 3% (7) by the SDC and the government. The mission or church funded the existing 

block of toilets/latrines in 2% (4) of the schools. 

The existing staff toilets/latrines were sponsored by the SDC in 71% (144) of the schools, by the 

local authority in 8% (17), by NGOs in 6% (13), by the government in 4% (8) and by the SDC 

and the government in 3% (7) of the schools. 

Churches had sponsored the current staff toilets/latrines in 3% (5) mission schools. The SDCs 

sponsored hand-washing facilities in 39% (54) of the schools that had wash hand facilities, the 

SDC and the government in 28% (39), NGOs in 19% (26), the local authorities in 7% (9), the 

churches 45% (5) and the government alone in 3% (4) of the schools. 

The SDCs sponsored water points in 26% (47) of the schools, the local authority in 24% (44), 

NGOs in 19% (35), the government in 14% (25), the SDC and the government in 11% (19) and 
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the churches in 6% (11) of the schools. The SDC has sponsored solid waste disposal facilities 

or services in 71% (114) of the schools, compared to ZINWA (17%), the local authority (6%), the 

government (3%), NGOs (2%) and the churches (1%). The inclusion of WASH in the 

development plans of most of the schools is commendable, and it shows the school authorities’ 

commitment to protecting the health of the pupils. The financing of these plans could however, 

be a challenge especially in poor sections of the community such as some rural areas. 

4.31 Provincial and District Water and Sanitation Sub Committees 

The above committees had not been functional for a long time and members seemed to be only 

eager to attend meetings when there was an incentive such as lunch offered. Therefore the 

committees were not aware of the project supported by SNV. It was being implemented by the 

Ministry of Education, Sports and Culture alone. There were also issue of breakdown in 

communication where while the Provincial Administrator’s office admitted that they had given 

the project a go ahead, they had not communicated to other members of the provincial 

subcommittee. They also had not communicated the same information to the Masvingo District 

Subcommittee. 

 

5.0 Conclusion and recommendations 

5.1 Conclusion 

The WASH program in schools under Masvingo District faces challenges in a number of 

aspects but also has strengths with potential to serve as lessons for other school programmes.  
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Challenges  

Large pupil to squathole ratios – Schools in Masvingo District have large enrolments and a 

huge deficit in sanitary facilities. Almost a quarter of the schools had no facilities for both boys 

and girls and a large number of those schools which had toilets had pupil to squathole ratios far 

exceeding the recommended 25 and 20 pupils per squathole for boys and girls respectively for 

dry sanitation systems. Therefore, the risk of pupils in Masvingo District using the bush for their 

sanitary requirements and the possibility of outbreaks of waterborne diseases is still very high. 

The situation is worsened by the fact that most of the schools either had no facilities for ECD 

pupils or where the facilities available, they were not suitable for them. The majority of the 

schools had toilets/latrines which were more than 20 years old. This means they are either full 

or about to fill up and new investments are urgently required. Investment in WASH facilities in 

schools in Masvingo does not receive top priority from government and its partners. There is a 

challenge in the provision of anal cleansing material and sanitary ware in the schools. The 

schools apparently have access to a safe of water although they may be sharing with other 

stakeholders such as communities. 

Poverty – Masvingo District like the rest of Masvingo province lies in the agricultural regions IV 

and V characterised by prolonged droughts. The population is therefore generally poor and 

struggling to survive on a daily basis. This affects the capacity of SDCs to mobilise resources to 

invest in schools including support to WASH facilities. Therefore the SDCs in Masvingo District 

face serious challenges in raising funds to run schools. Most of the schools are run by Masvingo 

Rural District Council are located in rural areas. Local authorities are facing economic and 

viability challenges and therefore the schools under MRDC will need assistance in addressing 

the provision of adequate WASH facilities in schools. The ownership structure of water facilities 

where the schools shared the facilities with either the communities or other government 

institutions in the areas was not appropriate. Common ownership of facilities creates problems 

with operation and maintenance of the facilities. It brings into play the theory of “the tragedy of 

the commons” where at the end nobody wants to take responsibility for the common facility. 

Lack of support from government and councils – Over the years the government and 

councils have shifted the burden of funding WASH activities to parents under the disguise of 

empowering communities. Currently government has suspended the capital grants that they 

used to disburse to schools leaving the bulk of the requirements to be funded by the SDCs. 
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To make matters worse, the bulk of the children in rural schools come from poor backgrounds. 

Most of the parents default in paying fees and levies while some of the children who are 

supposed to be supported by government through BEAM never get their levies paid in time. The 

money from BEAM either comes late or it never arrives and yet the policy from government is 

the schools cannot chase away these children from school. The result is that, the schools are 

full of children who do not pay levies further worsening the plight of the SDCs. The councils are 

proposing some form of levy against the schools. This is going to further cripple the operations 

of the schools. The plight of the SDCs is worsened by the tendency by government to change 

policies without prior consultation with SDCs and other stakeholders. This puts SDCs in a 

difficult position because they find responsibilities just dumped on them without being given a 

chance to explain the fact that their resource bases are weak. 

Lack of “stand alone” curricula for WASH and reproductive health–As indicated above, 

although all respondents (School Heads, teachers, students) said lessons were given to pupils 

on the use of WASH facilities and reproductive health, it was apparent that there were no 

particular curricula specifically designed for these subjects. There was no standard approach in 

teaching these subjects. The subjects were slotted into different curricula in schools and 

different members of staff taught the subjects. There is a real danger that these subjects may 

not be given the attention they deserve in shaping the minds of the pupils towards hygiene 

issues. There is a chance that the subjects may be completely omitted from the school curricula. 

School heads argued in focus group discussions that creating stand – alone curricula for the two 

subjects may create congestion in the time table. 

Anal cleansing material – While it is appreciated that the SDCs are under immense financial 

pressure, the issue of procuring anal cleansing material for use by pupils needs to be attended 

to urgently. Without proper anal cleansing materials, pupils may use non degradable materials 

such as stones and plastic. This can lead to blockages in water – borne systems or premature 

filling up in the case of BVIPs and pit latrines. Lack of anal cleansing material can force pupils to 

use small pieces of paper which can lead to their hands getting soiled during the process. This 

will compromise personal hygiene and may lead to outbreaks of hygiene related diseases such 

as cholera. 

 



46 

 

Water shortage – access to water is one of the biggest challenges that schools in Masvingo 

District face. Almost half of the schools in the rural areas do not have their own sources of 

water. They share the sources with other users. Rural school heads indicated in focus group 

discussions that although a lot of the schools had hand washing facilities, they were never used 

because of lack of water. This really compromises the hygiene standards in these schools. As 

indicated above, although schools in the urban areas are connected to the municipal water 

supply system, the irregularity in the supply system sometimes causes schools to dismiss pupils 

prematurely. 

Strengths 

The education authorities in Masvingo District have a positive attitude towards provision and 

utilisation of utilisation of water and sanitary facilities in schools. In the majority of schools pupils 

were given lessons in WASH. The schools had a curriculum for WASH either as stand-alone 

programme or as part of another curriculum. In the majority of the schools the use of WASH 

facilities was monitored and supervised by the authorities who also conducted periodic 

inspections of the facilities. The education authorities were aware of the need for the schools to 

have access to protected water sources as shown by the fact that the majority of the schools 

had access to such sources and that only water from such sources was used for domestic 

purposes. Although in some instances the budget allocation to WASH facilities was relatively 

very small, the fact that some resources were being set aside for WASH was a positive move. 

  



47 

 

5.2 Recommendations 

a) A comprehensive and well planned advocacy campaign needs to be launched to bring 

the plight of the schools in Masvingo District to the attention of the authorities and other 

stakeholders at policy making level. 

b) Resources need to be mobilised urgently to improve the sanitation systems in the 

majority of the schools in Masvingo District. There is need to reduce the pupils to squat 

hole ratio to at least 25 pupils per squat hole in most schools with BVIP latrines and at 

least 15 pupils to a water closet. 

c) Whilst WASH education is done in the majority of schools, a specific curriculum needs to 

be developed for WASH so that there is a standard for all schools to follow.  

d) Development of WASH facilities should be provided for in the schools’ capital grant as a 

specific budget item as the budget allocations from the SDC funds are too small to meet 

the needs of most schools. 

e) Each school should have its own source of water. Sharing of water sources should be 

avoided to prevent problems with operation and maintenance of water sources. 

f) There Provincial and District Water and Sanitation Subcommittees need to be revived, 

strengthened and supported so as to play an active role in SWASH.  
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Annex 

Name of school 

Enrolment Number 
of 
teachers 

Number of functional 
squat-holes 

Squat-hole ratio per category 

Boys Girls Total Flush 
toilet 

BVIP Pit 
latrine 

Able 
bodied 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
female 
staff 

Able 
bodied 
male 
staff 

Helen McGHie 326 360 686 20 24 0 0 40 45 0 0 2 8 

Zimuto ZRP Camp 139 135 274 11 14 0 0 19 27 0 0 12 6 

Chevden Primary 56 52 108 7 0 8 0 17 19 0 0 6 1 

Kyle National Park 51 42 93 4 1 6 0 14 12 0 0 3 2 

Gokomere High 831 954 1785 51 99 110 0 13 10 0 0 45 40 

Rujeko 712 736 1448 46 35 0 0 37 51 0 0 30 7 

Dikwindi 574 543 1117 37 34 0 0 32 34 0 0 14 21 

Kyle College 225 210 435 34 48 0 0 13 13 0 0 2 3 

Kyle Preparatory 136 109 245 20 64 0 0 6 12 2 5 5 10 

Victoria Primary 567 601 1168 40 68 0 0 18 27 14 13 4 11 

Gokomere Primary 359 336 695 24 48 20 0 34 36 0 0 9 4 

Matova Primary 215 192 407 14 0 16 0 38 43 0 0 5 2 

Matova Secondary     57 60 117 5 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

ChikatoGvt 537 527 1064 38 42 0 0 40 36 4 4 55 9 

Runyararo Primary    827 885 1712 57 29 0 0 74 69 0 0 24 7 

Christian Secondary  713 719 1432 57 46 0 0 88 45 0 0 13 9 

Vurombo Primary      548 539 1087 40 35 0 0 35 54 0 0 14 10 

Coronation Primary   239 236 475 11 0 18 0 34 34 16 19 12 8 

Sale Camp Satelite P 61 63 124 7 0 0 5 23 31 0 0 7 4 

Chibaya Primary      188 160 348 12 0 18 0 23 31 0 0 4 3 

Mafuba Primary       201 208 409 11 0 14 16 23 20 0 0 6 1 

Munongo Primary      141 131 272 12 0 34 0 15 14 21 19 2 1 

Chibaya Primary      237 210 447 19 0 8 0 53 59 0 0 0 0 

Mhungudza Primary    382 374 756 23 0 30 0 25 29 0 0 22 11 

Nyanda Primary       160 163 323 14 0 31 0 20 16 21 19 8 2 

Mukonde Secondary    78 88 166 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Mukonde Primary      321 286 607 19 0 33 0 41 23 34 29 3 2 

Mushandike High      214 199 413 27 0 17 0 40 36 0 0 4 4 
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Name of school 

Enrolment Number 
of 
teachers 

Number of functional 
squat-holes 

Squat-hole ratio per category 

Boys Girls Total Flush 
toilet 

BVIP Pit 
latrine 

Able 
bodied 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
female 
staff 

Able 
bodied 
male 
staff 

Bondolfi Primary     357 413 770 24 0 32 0 12 11 16 12 7 4 

Vuramba Primary      52 61 113 6 0 8 0 20 17 0 0 3 3 

Ngomahuri Primary 123 144 267 10 0 7 0 34 31 17 29 1 1 

Mamvura Primary      140 147 287 10 0 19 0 34 32 0 0 6 2 

Mushawasha West      152 135 287 13 0 26 0 23 19 0 0 1 1 

Bangomwe Primary     87 100 187 7 0 21 0 13 12 24 20 2 2 

Gwira Primary        74 99 173 5 0 11 0 29 23 0 0 3 2 

Gwatuta Primary      323 300 623 17 0 30 0 30 32 1 2 2 2 

Sikato 319 264 583 18 0 22 0 19 53 0 0 23 3 

Morgenster 295 321 616 33 0 47 0 25 25 0 0 4 4 

Morgenster 188 219 407 23 0 26 0 16 31 0 0 5 5 

Nemwama 461 426 887 24 0 31 0 43 46 29 63 6 2 

Barahanga 240 231 471 24 0 36 0 23 24 23 18 3 1 

Henry Murray (deaf)  0 0 0 11 40 13 0 28 35 4 4 7 6 

Boroma 300 268 568 15 29 0 0 30 32 70 61 19 5 

Gwengavi 193 228 421 10 0 23 0 33 27 28 20 13 5 

Mudhenge 155 142 297 10 0 17 0 20 22 0 0 7 8 

Mutendi 508 533 1041 43 73 24 0 33 14 0 0 4 9 

Rumwanda 194 181 375 11 0 27 0 25 27 24 26 2 2 

MasundanoRumwanda 184 148 332 14 0 31 0 19 18 0 0 6 10 

ChikwandaChevden 89 86 175 6 0 0 3 86 89 0 0 1 1 

Riverton Academy     204 199 403 20 80 0 0 7 6 0 0 4 3 

Rufaro 84 88 172 8 0 0 8 29 28 0 0 9 3 

Masvingo             293 260 553 25 17 0 0 29 49 0 0 19 18 

Masvingo             247 260 507 19 39 0 0 10 12 0 0 9 7 

Victoria             564 643 1207 60 98 0 0 40 31 0 0 26 33 

RatidzoZimCareTrust 83 65 148 18 22 0 0 7 12 0 0 6 3 

Chirichoga 272 288 560 28 9 14 0 48 45 0 0 4 7 

Makasi 160 137 297 8 0 17 0 34 34 26 22 7 1 

Nemazuwa 410 402 812 21 0 45 0 24 26 0 0 8 12 

Charumbira 228 223 451 13 0 2 3 56 57 13 14 9 10 
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Name of school 

Enrolment Number 
of 
teachers 

Number of functional 
squat-holes 

Squat-hole ratio per category 

Boys Girls Total Flush 
toilet 

BVIP Pit 
latrine 

Able 
bodied 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
female 
staff 

Able 
bodied 
male 
staff 

Mudavhanu 251 206 457 20 0 30 11 16 42 0 0 9 12 

Chikarudzo 223 201 424 14 0 0 30 18 12 0 0 27 5 

Chikarudzo 107 116 223 10 0 28 0 10 9 0 0 2 4 

Machitenda 390 396 786 27 0 46 0 23 15 19 19 12 13 

Manunure 249 239 488 24 0 73 0 12 21 0 0 1 5 

Muraru 317 306 623 21 0 46 0 34 29 10 7 19 7 

Gwanha 174 157 331 8 0 23 0 15 20 28 21 10 6 

Mapanzure 386 358 744 43 1 21 0 19 20 0 0 5 31 

Muchemurwa 288 308 596 15 0 23 0 37 29 60 36 8 5 

Gozho 176 174 350 10 0 36 0 15 15 27 23 10 4 

Shumbayaonda 194 212 406 18 0 29 0 21 24 0 0 3 1 

Musingarabwi 205 182 387 9 0 22 0 20 23 17 27 7 6 

Tadzembwa 258 259 517 15 0 41 0 22 14 0 0 2 1 

Mapokomhere 278 262 540 24 0 35 0 23 37 0 0 8 19 

Zano 421 368 789 23 0 46 0 25 28 20 14 6 2 

Rukovo 166 169 335 17 0 25 0 11 17 0 0 5 4 

Mashonga 284 153 437 9 0 23 0 12 16 0 0 3 3 

Harawe/Zano 195 173 368 8 0 12 0 29 49 0 0 4 4 

Chikwanda 51 77 128 7 0 12 0 15 10 0 0 2 5 

Makomba 108 104 212 11 0 42 0 8 10 0 0 2 2 

Marongere 184 168 352 12 0 24 0 23 21 0 0 7 5 

Muraire 132 108 240 9 0 24 0 15 19 21 27 1 1 

St Francis           34 37 71 6 0 16 0 6 6 0 0 2 1 

St Francis           59 61 120 4 0 20 0 15 15 8 7 1 1 

St Theresa           20 17 37 4 0 6 0 17 20 1 1 1 3 

Chinyanganya 127 167 294 9 0 15 0 42 32 0 0 2 1 

Gurajena 184 166 350 12 0 36 0 12 13 0 0 5 3 

Mavhiringidze 188 154 342 16 0 36 4 13 16 0 0 8 9 

Chiwenga 76 85 161 6 0 12 0 21 19 0 0 1 3 

Mutonhodza 45 31 76 5 0 12 0 8 11 0 0 1 1 

Matsokoto 70 68 138 6 0 18 0 14 14 0 0 1 2 
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Name of school 

Enrolment Number 
of 
teachers 

Number of functional 
squat-holes 

Squat-hole ratio per category 

Boys Girls Total Flush 
toilet 

BVIP Pit 
latrine 

Able 
bodied 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
female 
staff 

Able 
bodied 
male 
staff 

Kushinga 133 101 234 10 0 17 0 17 22 0 0 6 4 

Bawa 126 122 248 10 0 26 0 15 14 16 11 11 3 

Nemarundwi 158 141 299 9 0 24 4 12 13 0 0 5 3 

Chivasa 57 62 119 3 31 40 0 8 14 14 13 1 1 

Nhangwi 120 144 264 8 0 31 0 18 12 0 0 1 3 

M .Hugo              0 0 0 34 67 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

M.Hugo 86 69 155 19 2 24 0 4 5 0 0 20 14 

Zimuto 507 564 1071 44 0 21 0 15 16 0 0 12 23 

Chamarare 152 145 297 12 0 18 0 16 17 24 21 5 2 

Mahoto 122 123 245 9 0 22 0 18 18 6 10 12 3 

Mutatiri 167 173 340 13 0 36 0 25 24 20 19 18 4 

Chikato 102 175 277 8 0 15 0 12 11 11 21 7 5 

Rambamai 27 30 57 4 0 0 14 8 7 0 0 1 1 

Mazambara 287 232 519 26 0 34 0 12 29 0 0 8 6 

St Stanislaus 87 78 165 10 0 16 0 20 22 0 0 5 5 

St Stanislaus 106 92 198 9 0 17 0 18 21 18 20 3 2 

Gundura 150 49 199 7 0 5 6 16 17 0 0 1 2 

Zvinyaningwe 55 79 134 6 0 8 0 26 55 0 0 5 1 

Munatsi 28 20 48 4 0 4 0 10 14 0 0 3 1 

Muzhwi 30 27 57 6 0 5 0 24 10 0 0 3 3 

Gathesmine 268 294 562 19 2 6 0 98 89 0 0 12 22 

King Mine            198 219 417 17 30 0 0 22 22 10 7 27 5 

Temeraire 253 215 468 30 27 6 0 15 18 0 0 6 10 

Temeraire 147 163 310 11 24 0 0 18 16 4 4 14 2 

Bere 180 183 363 19 16 5 0 15 30 0 0 6 11 

Mashava 245 238 483 13 22 0 0 24 25 0 0 15 7 

Mashaba 115 157 272 13 22 0 0 13 19 0 0 5 6 

Boss Mine            211 214 425 10 0 29 0 28 23 0 0 3 2 

Mutendi 149 169 318 9 0 11 0 42 48 24 23 10 5 

Ruvhure 111 78 189 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Shakashe 562 494 1056 33 28 0 0 27 47 0 0 10 3 
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Name of school 

Enrolment Number 
of 
teachers 

Number of functional 
squat-holes 

Squat-hole ratio per category 

Boys Girls Total Flush 
toilet 

BVIP Pit 
latrine 

Able 
bodied 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
female 
staff 

Able 
bodied 
male 
staff 

Don Bosco 790 720 1510 45 54 0 0 25 38 0 0 32 16 

Mucheke 2(Ndarama)   575 579 1154 55 25 0 0 24 58 0 0 18 16 

Francis Aphiri 217 246 463 11 20 0 0 27 24 0 0 16 5 

Chikuzu 304 305 609 15 0 24 0 51 51 0 0 6 9 

Nyikavanhu 512 509 1021 27 0 2 0 37 51 0 0 3 2 

Nyikavanhu 319 285 604 21 0 30 0 33 35 0 0 9 1 

TokwaneNgundu 556 648 1204 37 0 48 0 58 51 0 0 3 2 

Makotore 78 70 148 6 0 10 0 18 20 0 0 3 3 

Magudu 351 359 710 18 0 33 0 36 22 0 0 8 11 

Magudu 207 211 418 16 0 46 0 21 21 0 0 4 5 

Nyamande 442 470 912 20 0 2 0 67 26 68 50 12 6 

Zorogwe 176 181 357 12 0 21 0 26 25 0 0 4 8 

Fusira 477 446 923 24 0 47 0 41 48 7 8 2 2 

Chiwawa 504 608 1112 27 3 70 0 20 17 35 40 8 7 

Chiwawa 82 84 166 8 0 10 0 21 21 0 0 4 4 

Nyajena(Morgenster) 52 85 137 8 0 17 0 17 13 0 0 2 5 

Tagwireyi 109 103 212 7 0 2 6 34 55 0 0 4 3 

Makove 24 22 46 1 0 10 0 4 5 0 0 1 0 

Mutasva 329 317 646 15 0 48 0 35 37 0 0 2 1 

Chandipwisa 155 148 303 7 0 20 0 25 26 0 0 3 4 

Gunikuni 178 202 380 13 8 23 0 22 25 0 0 2 2 

Gwamanjoma 434 430 864 19 0 24 0 55 56 0 0 10 9 

Barangwe 337 334 671 17 0 59 0 19 16 0 0 6 5 

Garai 339 290 629 16 0 2 0 22 31 33 35 5 4 

Mavizhu 287 302 589 15 0 35 0 22 21 42 33 5 2 

Muchibwa 298 280 578 17 0 28 0 25 26 0 0 13 8 

Nyabata 530 451 981 42 27 20 0 45 53 0 0 8 11 

Renco Mine           526 506 1032 26 45 0 0 28 29 30 33 7 7 

Tugwane 335 293 628 30 0 56 0 29 17 0 0 5 11 

Mashapa SDA          175 161 336 13 7 32 0 16 10 0 0 4 6 

Masvovi 531 516 1047 31 0 64 0 16 44 18 20 12 13 
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Name of school 

Enrolment Number 
of 
teachers 

Number of functional 
squat-holes 

Squat-hole ratio per category 

Boys Girls Total Flush 
toilet 

BVIP Pit 
latrine 

Able 
bodied 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
female 
staff 

Able 
bodied 
male 
staff 

Madvivanyika 251 313 564 22 0 32 0 30 26 0 0 7 17 

Mukosi 80 71 151 7 0 34 0 8 9 0 0 1 1 

Gondoyi              11 14 25 6 0 29 0 2 1 0 0 1 5 

Nyamafufu 68 67 135 5 0 8 0 34 34 0 0 1 2 

Nyajena              282 246 528 13 0 49 0 46 43 0 0 1 1 

Chehudo 425 414 839 18 0 23 0 52 53 0 0 2 3 

Chehudo 21 24 45 3 0 0 4 24 21 0 0 1 3 

Chitakayi 330 315 645 20 0 36 0 31 33 0 0 11 9 

Makumbe 432 405 837 19 0 27 0 51 52 0 0 13 10 

Mudarikwa 280 315 595 18 0 36 0 35 25 0 0 4 7 

Makoho 44 31 75 5 0 13 0 16 12 0 0 1 2 

Makungubwe 80 70 150 3 0 4 0 23 35 0 0 1 2 

Mandini 139 140 279 8 0 0 22 9 9 0 0 2 4 

Masarasara 108 100 208 8 0 20 0 21 23 0 0 3 5 

Maweza 39 44 83 8 0 20 0 17 11 0 0 5 6 

Nyadzamba 35 44 79 4 0 10 0 13 15 0 0 1 3 

Bush Mead            247 223 470 3 0 2 0 37 30 0 0 3 0 

Chidzikwe 85 79 164 14 7 36 0 18 34 0 0 2 1 

Chidzikwe 123 116 239 9 0 10 0 29 31 0 0 3 6 

Chikangabwe 67 119 186 9 0 4 0 82 67 0 0 8 1 

Nezvihwi 136 124 260 7 0 11 0 25 27 0 0 3 4 

Zvamahande 234 238 472 15 0 30 0 34 33 0 0 25 6 

Zvamahande 51 51 102 7 0 5 0 15 20 0 0 3 4 

Beza 202 173 375 8 0 2 0 63 64 0 0 8 0 

Wondedzo 76 70 146 9 0 0 24 25 28 0 0 2 1 

Wondedzo 59 61 120 7 0 14 0 10 10 0 0 5 3 

Zishunde 246 234 480 18 0 34 0 15 18 0 0 17 8 

Zvido                130 122 252 7 0 4 0 122 130 0 0 4 3 

Sanangwe 187 207 394 10 0 20 0 21 21 0 0 8 4 

Zvehuru 282 298 580 18 0 16 0 99 56 0 0 11 7 

Zvehuru 61 38 99 8 0 12 0 8 12 0 0 5 3 
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Name of school 

Enrolment Number 
of 
teachers 

Number of functional 
squat-holes 

Squat-hole ratio per category 

Boys Girls Total Flush 
toilet 

BVIP Pit 
latrine 

Able 
bodied 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
girls 

Able 
bodied 
ECD 
boys 

Able 
bodied 
female 
staff 

Able 
bodied 
male 
staff 

Chehuku 319 383 702 11 0 2 10 73 64 0 0 1 10 

Gunikuni 556 525 1081 25 10 31 0 53 35 0 0 10 19 

Chikava 329 354 683 19 0 25 0 39 41 0 0 17 10 

Njovo 160 125 285 11 0 22 0 17 25 24 36 2 4 

Chevanhu 49 26 75 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Mandere 72 62 134 8 0 5 0 31 36 0 0 5 3 

Matsikidze 196 180 376 12 0 29 0 18 20 17 13 9 7 

Shonganiso 185 218 403 15 0 17 0 36 31 0 0 4 4 

Zivezano 288 259 547 27 0 0 21 43 32 0 0 17 12 

Mutenda 328 349 677 17 0 30 0 42 33 0 0 13 9 

Chekai 309 267 576 26 0 46 0 22 26 0 0 10 19 

Mutya 356 317 673 20 0 37 0 22 36 0 0 9 6 

Daitai 233 271 504 16 0 23 0 27 26 0 0 11 10 

Daitai 210 225 435 13 0 33 0 20 30 0 0 5 5 

Uzeze 270 223 493 15 0 36 0 21 16 0 0 36 7 

Muzanhi 229 217 446 13 0 34 0 24 26 0 0 7 11 

Rambakutemwa 63 47 110 10 0 30 0 5 6 0 0 3 8 

Chatikobo 174 177 351 10 0 20 0 23 21 0 0 2 2 

Makoni               239 211 450 17 0 32 0 23 27 0 0 5 14 

Muchemwa 207 187 394 11 0 31 0 12 26 0 0 4 3 

 46665 46011 92676 3369 1472 3972 191 5346 5562 1019 998 1500 1171 

 

 

 

 


