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Collective action:  Under what circumstances might we, as graduate students in the Communication Department, decide to take collective action?  The boundary between centrifugal (push) forces that divide us and centripetal (pull) forces that connect us was described as

amorphous and tenuous,

a.k.a. fragile.

A test case was brought (the Universal Declaration of Linguistic Rights) to provide a tangible example and focus critique.

Concerns:  

1. What are the obligations & commitments of endorsement (action)?

2. How do we maintain political differentiation?

3. What if people raise frivolous proposals?

4. Are there other options for taking a stance (e.g. GEO)?
Proposal:  These concerns can be used to develop a procedure for handling graduate student requests for shared community or collective action along a continuum of possibilities ranging from 

the symbolic <-----------------------------------------------------------> the pragmatic
e.g. signing a petition in ‘the name of” the CGSA or the Communication Department (provided we can persuade the faculty to go along).


such as agreeing to a particular course of action – such as a work slowdown or stoppage or other particular, targeted and coordinated action.  

Tentative procedure:

I.
Graduate student submits request; it is placed on the agenda for the next meeting.

II.
Discussion: Information and analysis

a. Is it frivolous?

b. What obligations & commitments will be implicated?

c. Is there a more suitable (functional, effective) venue?

d. Can individuals commit without weakening/working against other political interests?

III.
Majority vote of members in attendance.

Suggestion  regarding “the process”:  deliberate attention to the centripetal and centrifugal forces of each utterance.  
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