Hager 1

[bookmark: _GoBack]Laura Hager
Denise Grollmus
English 131 
9th of February, 2015
                                                           Prospectus: Cascadia	Comment by Denise Grollmus: What about it? Can you make your title more descriptive? 
Bioregionalism is a way of uniting people. Some groups are linked by their politics, ethnicities, or religion, but bioregionalism a bioregion focuses on what every person in an area shares in common: a place. Cascadia, the name of the possible country and current bioregion formed out of various states and provinces in America’s Pacific Northwest, is one such group. As a bioregion, Cascadia has a shared culture, ecology, and natural resources that make it a unique zone of possible nationhood. A growing grassroots movement that supports Cascadia’s independence from Canada and the United States has gained traction in the last fifteen years, but many activist groups no longer cite secession as a primary goal. Instead, most groups involved exist to support cooperation, environmentalism, and connection between states and provinces of the Cascadia region.	Comment by Denise Grollmus: Nicely said! 	Comment by Denise Grollmus: Great overview of what Cascadia is, was, and what you think it’s really about as a bioregional movement. 
	Despite some level of popular support, Cascadia as a proposed new country is unlikely to ever form. Why? The suite of factors preventing Cascadia’s independence spans disciplines. What similarities might the Cascadia movement have with other failed or successful independence movements of bioregions? Since nationhood for Cascadia is so improbable, what efforts for unity will be maintained by activist organizations? If Cascadia were to cede itself from Canada and the United States, what could be the social and economic consequences? The Cascadian independence also has a unique background with roots in natural resources and ecology, but also in social spheres. How did these roots grow, and how do they compare with other movements? What different groups exist within the movement? What is wrong with the United States and Canada that prompts Cascadia to seek secession, and what is right about Cascadia that supports this secession?	Comment by Denise Grollmus: I think you’ve already said that you are looking away from secession as your primary concern or interest, which I think is smart. It’s a great way to introduce your topic, since most people know Cascadia as such, but I think your paper will have more to do with what the movement is REALLY about beyond this whole gimmick of secession, right? 	Comment by Denise Grollmus: Great questions. 	Comment by Denise Grollmus: Also great questions. I think your last question can also be reframed as: “what is this movement responding to? What displeasures with the current state of the world is it trying to remedy?” 
	Although the concept of Cascadia as its own independent bioregion is not always treated seriously, the existence of a pro-unity community with overlapping values demonstrates that there is considerable common ground between the inhabitants of this bioregion. The current status of the Cascadia movement is largely restricted to grassroots organizations and online communities due to disorganization, conflicting ideals, and highly variable levels of dedication of its members. Another hindrance to the Cascadia bioregion is exploitation for capitalistic purposes and the use of the Cascadian infrastructure and symbolism? as a means for profit.  My research will investigate the causes and concerns of the Cascadia movement and of its subgroups, why the movement is currently ineffective, and what Cascadia shares in common with past and present bioregions and bioregionalism in terms of its culture and its purpose.	Comment by Denise Grollmus: Wonderfully said: that is—this has less to do with actual secession and more to do with the formation of an actual bioregion that has a unique culture and ecology that unites human beings with their environment in poignant ways. 	Comment by Denise Grollmus: Is it ineffective? Is that worth even arguing? More interesting is why it exists, how it exists and what it’s existence says about our world today and the formation of communities away from globalizing forces, no? 
I will be using one article from the Chicago Review and another from the Journal of Borderlands Studies as foundations for research on background and issues surrounding Cascadia and similar bioregionalist movements. In addition to these, much information on the present state of the movement can be found via primary sources: internet forums and similar online communities that have not yet been substantially investigated. The disorganization and diversity of Cascadia supporters is demonstrated by the discussions and statements of intent in this online presences.  I hope to balance the use of sources in a way that avoids an excess of anecdotes from my primary sources, and answers my questions about Cascadia’s popular support and connection to similar bioregions.
	Comment by Denise Grollmus: Nice array of sources and you nicely and effectively articulate how you will use them in your research. 
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