HEADS UP

HEAD UP je vzdélavaci pomUcka, kterd ma pomahat idem kriticky nahlédnout r(izné
charitativni, dobrovolnické a rozvojové projekty, které chtéji reagovat na problémy
nespravedlnosti a nerovnosti v misté Ci ve svété. Vychazi z pfedpokladu, Ze pokud chceme
vytvaret spravedlivy svét, potfebujeme Iépe porzumét socialnim a historickym silam, ktera nas
vzajemné spojuji.

Analytickou pom(cku vytvorila antropoloZzka a profesorka globalniho vzdélavanivVanessa de
Oliveira (Andreotti) (2012, 2013) a ktera studentlim a zakim umoziiuje kriticky nahlizet. Tato
pomUcka pracuje s uréitym vzorcem mysleni a vztahll — HEADS UP, které jsou z hlediska
GRV problematické.

Téchto sedm oblasti je mozné brat jako sedm Cernych klapek pfes naSe oci, které nam brani
porozumét globalnimu svétu a nasi vlastni roli v ném. Pomoci otazek, které dané vzorce
adresuji, je mozné se téchto klapek zbavovat.

Hegemonie (Hegemony) ospravedIiovni vlastni kulturni nadfazenosti a
dominance nad ostatnimi narody a kulturami

Etnocentrismus (Ethocentrism) prezentovani jednoho pohledu jako univerzalné
platného a pouzitelIného vSude

Ahistorismus (Ahistoricism) opomijeni historickych souvislosti a historického
podilu na sou€asnych jevech

Depolitizace (Depolitization) pfehliZzeni mocenskych nerovnosti a ideologickych
zakladl globalnich jevi

Spasitelstvi prezentovani lidi v tisni jako bezmocnych obéti a
téch, co pomahaji, jako vyvolenych hrdin(

Jednoducha feSeni (Un-Complicated nabizeni jednoduchych feSeni na slozité problémy,
Solutions) které ale vyZaduji systémové zmeény
Paternalismus (Paternalism) pFistupovani k lidem jako k nékomu, kdo mé byt

rad a vdécny za pomoc a potvrzovani vlastni
nadrazenosti na zakladé poskytnuti pomaoci: ,vim,
co je pro tebe dobré*

Otazky + zdroj
1a)does this initiative promote the idea that one 1b) does this initiative invites people to think about
group of people could design and implement the its own limitations?

ultimate solution?

2a) does this initiative imply that anyone who 2b) does this initiative acknowledge that there are
disagrees with what is proposed is immoral? other logical ways of looking at the same issue?




3a) does this initiative introduce a problem in the
present without reference to why it is like that and
how 'we' are connected to that?

3b) does this initiative offer a complex historical
analysis of the issue?

4a) does this initiative present the problem/solution
as disconnected from power and ideology?

4b) does this initiative acknowledge its own
ideological location and offer an analysis of power
relations?

5a) does this initiative present people 'in need'’ as
helpless victims of local violence or misfortunes and
helpers or adopters as the chosen 'global' people
capable of leading humanity towards its destiny of
order, progress and harmony?

5b) does this initiative acknowledge that the desire to
be better than/superior to others and the imposition
of aspirations for singular ideas of progress and
development have historically been part of the
problem?

6a) does this initiative offer simplistic analyses and
answers that do not invite people to engage with
complexity or think more deeply?

6b)does this initiative offer a complex analysis of the
problem acknowledging the possible adverse effects
of proposed solutions?

7a) does this initiative portray people in need as
people who lack education, resources, civilization
and who would and should be very grateful for your
help?

7b)does this initiative portray people in need as
people who are entitled to disagree with their saviors
and to legitimately want to implement different
solutions to what their helpers have in mind?




