
Rhetorical Ecologies: Exercise 
ENGL 400 I Fall 2011 
 

“Rather than imagining the rhetorical situation in a relatively closed 
system, this distributed or ecological focus might begin to imagine the 
situation within an open network” (Edbauer, 13). 
 

RHETORICAL ECOLOGIES 
Jennifer Edbauerʼs article is an attempt to expand our notion of what 
constitutes the rhetorical situation and how rhetoric operates within a 
larger, affective and infectious ecology. She writes late in the article that,  
 

Our rhetorical theories can thus acknowledge the affective channels 
of rhetorical communication and operation by ʻtestifyingʼ to them. 
Such testimonies would invent new concepts and deploy them in 
order to theorize how publics are also created through affective 
channels. (21) 

 

This exercise asks you (as individuals and as a team) to testify to the 
various affective channels, contaminants, and counter-rhetorics that 
inhabit your unique rhetorical ecology. 

   
ECOLOGICAL TESTIMONIES 
Your testimony should include (but is not limited to) such components as 
 

• Local political issues 
• National political issues 
• Fiscal issues 
• Other actors/stakeholders 
• Competing discourses 
• Common cultural assumptions 
• Circulating images or commonplaces  
• Existing policies 
• Existing laws 
• Individual attitude(s) 
• Cultural attitudes and expectations 

 

As we discussed in class, you have, to a certain extent, already been 
doing this. There is a benefit, nevertheless, in explicitly testifying.  
 

One potential value of such a shifted focus is the way we view 
counter-rhetorics, issues of cooperation, and strategies of rhetorical 
production and circulation. (Edbauer, 20) 

 

We will share and discuss these testimonies in class on Wednesday, 
November 9. 
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