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ABSTRACT: This paper examines the location patterns of ideological organizations and periodicals
during the 1980s in the United States. Using a directory of organizations and publications compiled by
extremist investigator Laird Wilcox, which classifies groups by ideological focus, differences between
leftist and rightist locational patterns are illustrated. It is shown that right wing organizations and
periodicals are heavily represented in cities in the West while much of left activity is concentrated in
New York City, Boston, San Francisco, Oakland, and Washington D.C.. Heterogeneity is also
evidenced within particular ideological groupings, with further disaggregation manifesting some unique
locational patterns. Various regional socioeconomic and spatial measures such as urbanization and
coefficient of specialization are examined and compared for the different classifications. Lastly, a
sociological theory and exploratory model analysis are invoked to explain geographical patterns of
organization and periodical density.
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Introduction

Compared to the political tumult of the sixties and early seventies, the 1980s political scene seems, in
retrospect, to have been relatively placid. Political activism of the kind and intensity witnessed in the years of
the civil rights struggle and American involvement in Vietnam was rare. In addition, the two main parties
encountered no third party candidate as potent as one-time segregationist George Wallace and no serious
threat of party nominations being captured by fringe candidates such as former senators Barry Goldwater and
George McGovern. Still, there was an undercurrent of political extremism across the nation during the eighties
which occasionally manifested itself in maverick political campaign successes and acts of political terrorism.

So far, little scholarly literature has addressed these more recent phenomenon.

Political extremism? has been a favorite topic of the impact press and tabloid television. It has also
received a fair share of scholarly attention. An entire field of social science, political sociology, is devoted to
analyzing political group behavior, its causes and its consequences. Unfortunately, many of the analyses of
political extremists are either relatively dated (Lipset, 1960, 1978) or laced with hostile polemics. Furthermore,
few truly rigorous quantitative analyses of competing hypotheses concerning the regional distribution of
extremist activity have been conducted. Most of these studies rely on membership survey data obtained for
particular extremist groups (e.g. John Birch Society, Grupp, 1969; McNall, 1969; Christian Anti-Communism
Crusade, Wolfinger et al., 1969; Aryan Nations, Aho, 1990), with a disproportionate share of attention given to
rightist organizations. Others, such as Brustein (1988) and McHale (1978), use election data. Because
extremist groups have not been very active in recent presidential elections™ in the United States, however, the
geographical distribution of political ideologues cannot be assessed by appealing to election returns.

This paper relies on a different approach. A unique database of geographically coded ideological
organizations and publications compiled by freelance political extremist observer Laird Wilcox, which has
rightists and leftists disaggregated into special interest categories, is used to evaluate the regional social and
economic conditions which favor extremist organizational activity. According to most models of extremists’
electoral strength, those regions experiencing social and economic dislocations are most supportive of extremist
activity. Political extremism, in one sense, fills an institutional void or market niche created by uncertain social
or economic conditions. This observation underlies both mainstream sociological and Marxist analyses. It will
be assumed for the duration of this paper that regional socioeconomic characteristics can be identified which
foster extremist organization. Several steps will be taken to characterize these determinants. First, the regional
profiles of extremist groups in the United States using county and state level data will be scrutinized for
locational and socioeconomic peculiarities. Second, a model which draws on the specification of McHale (1978)
will be tested. Lastly, an exploratory model analysis using a stepwise regression procedure will be conducted in
order to "smoke out" any overlooked correlates and to evaluate the robustness of the earlier model. The results
will be compared and contrasted with the results of older American studies and more recent European
analyses.

The paper is divided into four sections. The first section addresses the adequacy of conventional
ideological scales in measuring popular political attitudes and gives a thumbnail sketch of the evolution of
thinking on the matter. The categorization scheme used for ideological groups here grew out of Wilcox’s
conviction that the right-left continuum obscures important differences in political ideologies. Groups are
divided into ideological special interest categories in contrast to the popular habit of lumping disparate
clements together as "leftists” or "rightists". Section two examines the locational characteristics and regional
socioeconomic profiles of these diverse ideological interests. Heterogeneity among groups’ geographical
strengths and regional characteristics are revealed. In the third section, previous research concerned with the
geographical distribution of political extremist adherents is reviewed. Lastly, an attempt is made to explain the
locational strength of extremist groups by appealing to McHale’s socioeconomic dislocation model and stepwise
regression.



Ideological Categorization and the Wilcox Data

The origin of the right-left continuum is usually traced back to the physical arrangement of French
parliament legislators during the reign of King Louis XVI. Legislators of a more collectivist or democratic
mentality occupied the left side of the chamber while rightist aristocratic and landed interests segregated
themselves on the right, ostensibly so as to minimize contact with their ideological opponents. Dispassionate
centrists and eclectics were most comfortable in the middle. The right-left ideological measuring stick which
developed from this example has been a mainstay of ideological classification in the newsmedia and social
sciences ever since. Nonetheless, more recently scholars and skeptics have begun to question its value (Maddox
and Lillie, 1984). Disagreement arises on two questions: (1) what are the essential dimensions underlying
political attitudes? and (2) how many of these dimensions are needed to adequately characterize political
ideologies?” The questions have been answered from both normative and empirical directions.

The most recent and vocal challenge to the left-right continuum has been offered by classical liberals
who contend that the scheme places them too close for comfort to authoritarian doctrines on the right which
advocate strong economic and social controls (Maddox and Lillie, 1984). They argue that positions vis-a-vis
economic and social "freedoms" ought to be the fundamental dimensions of concern for purposes of ideological
classification (see figure 1). Interestingly, such a framework establishes classical liberalism as the counterpoint
to discredited doctrines on both ends of the left-right continuum. Another scheme provided by a Brookings
Institution advocate (Sundquist, 1983) embellishes the picture by adding a foreign policy dimension to the
classical liberal scheme. On the other hand, most ideologues have been less hostile toward the left-right
continuum. The left-right continuum corresponds with Marxist demonology, while many conservative anti-
communists are satisfied that it maximizes their political distance from their nemesis, communism.

Empiricists have more rigorously addressed the same questions with multivariate statistical methods
(Knoke, 1979; Conover and Feldman, 1981). Most frequently, factor analysis is used to identify fundamental
dimensions of rank and file political/social attitudinal variation using survey data or Congressional voting
records. Generally, scholars find that two or more dimensions are necessary to adequately characterize
American popular and elite political perspectives. The most frequently cited factors are concerned with (1)
economic policy, (2) social policy, (3) racial policy, and (4) international policy. Still, the methods used in
obtaining the factors, their interpretation, and criteria for inclusion are somewhat arbitrary and not immune
from the bias which characterizes ideological advocates.

This study uses a comprehensive compilation of leftist and rightist organizations and periodicals
maintained and annually updated by Laird Wilcox’s Editorial Research Service (Wilcox, 1989). Wilcox is a
freelance investigator and monitor of political extremist groups who has won wide praise from the leftist and
rightist fringes for his even-handed and unpolemical analyses of political extremism. He characterizes himself
as a "classical liberal" and dismisses the right-left continuum for obscuring ideological differences. The
ideological categorization scheme he uses to code organizations and periodicals goes beyond the left-right
dichotomy relied upon in much political research and classifies according to special interest affiliation.
Ideological categories which are traditionally viewed as rightist include: (1) anti-abortion (AA), which consists
of outfits concerned with protecting the "rights of the unborn", (2) conservative anti-communist (CA), which "is
the mainstream of the American Right and includes many listings not otherwise classifiable”, (3) free market
(FM), which consists of interests primarily interested in laissez faire economics but which are more conservative
than libertarians on social issues, (4) anti-gun control (GC), which is made up of groups which oppose laws
restricting the use and sale of firearms, (5) genealogical-historical (GH), which consists of patriotic lineage
groups, (6) libertarian-freedom (LF), which is "freedom oriented, ranging from laissez-faire classical liberals to
philosophical anarchist", (7) Nazi (NZ), which advocates the doctrine and values the symbols of the Third
Reich, (8) racial-nationalism (RN), which promotes a more "home grown" version of ethnocentrism
characterized by hostility toward Jews and Blacks and "tends toward conspiracy theories", (9) tax-rebellion
(TR), which "range from radical non-filers to ’pro se’ litigants who represent themselves in legal matters to
constitutional scholars who dispute the legality of the income tax". Traditionally leftist categories are: (1) anti-
nuclear (AN), which includes organizations and publications whose primary concern is to limit nuclear power
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and/or weapons, (2) environmental-ecological (EE), which includes groups concerned with general
environmental issues, (3) feminist-gay (FG), which consists of radical feminist, lesbian, and gay outfits, (4)
liberal-left (LL), which covers "groups working toward reforms in the American capitalist system rather than
proposing sweeping revolutionary changes", and (5) Marxist-socialist (MS), which advocates "radical and
revolutionary opposition to the capitalist framework of American society".

The Geography of Political Extremism

State and federal election data are rich sources of information concerning regional patterns of political
advocacy. Researchers and pundits have concluded from recent presidential election results, particularly the
1984 election pitting Republican conservative vs. liberal Democrat, that the West and South are ideologically
more conservative regions than the East, industrial belt, and Pacific Northwest (see figure 2). Furthermore,
conservative candidates generally fare better in rural and suburban regions, while liberals are stronger in central
cities. One might expect to find leftist and rightist political extremist activity strongest in those environments
where their more mainstream rightist and leftist counterparts have experienced the most electoral success. An
inspection of 1984 state Presidential election data (figure 2) and state extremist activity quotients based on
Wilcox data and 1980 population census data” confirms this. Leftist organization and periodical density is
significantly negatively correlated (p=-.264) at the 10% level with the percentage of the Reagan vote, while
rightist activity is significantly positively correlated (p=.380).

The reason that a stronger correlation for rightist activity was not found can be determined from
studying figures 2 and 4. By and large, rightist outfits are concentrated in the western half of the country. They
are particularly dense in the Pacific Northwest and Mountain States. In the East, considerable organizational
might is focused on the District of Columbia. Areas of relatively weak density, on the other hand, are found in
the South and Plains States. Yet, these are regions in which Reagan fared well.

Within the right wing are ideological categories which depart from the rightist profile (figures 6-20).
Genealogical-historical organizations are, with the exception of California, confined to the older states east of
the Mississippi. Racial nationalist organizations and publications are relatively plentiful in the Old Confederacy
states (the only right wing category so strongly represented there) and are also heavily concentrated in the
Pacific Northwest. The former region has been a strong-hold of Ku Klux Klan organizations for decades, while
the latter arca has recently been targeted by white supremacist sects for colonization. Nazi entries are
concentrated in the Pacific Northwest and isolated "boondocks" states such as Arkansas and West Virginia but
are scarce in the South. Anti-gun control entries are denser in the Rocky Mountain states and Appalachian
states. Tax rebellion outfits are sparsely represented east of the Mississippi but are strong in the West. Anti-
abortion listings are heavily concentrated in New England and the northern Plains states. Libertarian outfits
are heavily concentrated in the Southwest. Free marketers are found disproportionately in the Southwest and
Pacific Northwest. Pro-family listings are densest in the Plains and Mountain states. Conservative anti-
communist, the most numerous category, conforms closely to the overall right wing spatial pattern.

A coefficient of regional specialization measure? (table 1), which summarizes on a scale of zero to one
how closely ideological organization state distributions mirror population distribution (zero=no regional
specialization, one=complete regional specialization), indicates that left wing activity is more concentrated than
rightist activity. Figure 3 reaffirms this. Organizations and periodicals are heavily concentrated along the Pacific
and Atlantic coasts. Approximately forty percent of leftist organizations and periodicals are contained within
the Boston, New York, Washington D.C., San Francisco, and Oakland metropolitan areas (table 2). Groups
outside these areas tend to cluster in University cities and towns with national reputations such as Madison, WI
(University of Wisconsin) and Raleigh-Durham, NC (Duke University, University of North Carolina).

There are some anomalies in leftist sub-category spatial patterns as well. Anti-nuclear (AN) and
environmental-ecological groups are more dispersed and can be found disproportionately in sparsely populated
Plains and Mountain states. These spatial patterns resemble the average rightist profile almost as much as the
leftist profile according to coefficients of spatial similarity which compare leftist category distributions to rightist
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Table 1. Regional Specialization and Ideological Category Spatial Similarity Measures?

Cocfficient of Regional Coefficient of Coefficient of
Specialization Rightist Similarity Leftist Similarity

AA 254 240 376
CA 229 136 287
M 333 231 265
GC 333 318 458
GH 665 706 610
LF 311 241 310
NZ 457 462 467
PF 276 222 394
RN 270 253 A35
TR 317 229 388
NA 328 191 298
RIGHT 214

AN 326 228 A71
EE 420 330 319
FG 367 287 086
LL A17 343 168
MS 401 333 J11
NA 378 336 216
LEFT 353

TOTAL 244
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state distribution and vice versa. Also peculiar are the relatively high environmental-ecological
organization/periodical densities in underdeveloped states such as West Virginia, Arkansas, and Louisiana.

Regional socioeconomic profiles were obtained from county level data to enrich the picture. Each
organization and periodical appearing in the Wilcox guides was coded by county. The county in which a
particular entry appeared was added to a county listing for each ideological category. In many instances,
counties were represented multiple times because they contained more than one ideological organization or
periodical. County observations were then ranked for various socioeconomic variables, and medians were
determined. Also, the percentage of counties which appear in standard metropolitan statistical areas according
to 1983 classification was computed. These statistics provide measures of "average" county characteristics for
each ideological category.

Table 3 shows that the median ideological organization or periodical is located in a county considerably
more urbanized than the nation’s population for every ideological category considered. However, several
categories are less metropolitan than the nation’s population -- these include anti gun control, Nazi, pro-family,
racial nationalist, and tax-resistance categories on the right and anti-nuclear and environmental-ecological on
the left. The table also confirms the conventional wisdom that leftist groups are more urban than rightists. A
follow-up inspection of the Wilcox listings revealed that while leftist organizations frequently locate in the
central cities of metropolitan areas, rightists more often choose suburban locations.

Models of Extremist Location

Empirical studies of the determinants of extremist advocacy using multivariate statistical methods are
in short supply, but not for want of theories to test. At least, a half dozen theories have been offered to explain
regional variation in German, Italian, and Belgian fascist electoral support.

A popular explanation for regional variation in American rightist extremist activism attributes it to
differences in social and economic dislocations caused by rapid economic growth (Brunn, 1974; Wolfinger et al,
1969; Grupp, 1969; McNall, 1969). Regions, such as the Southwest, which are undergoing rapid economic
development are good candidates for extremist activity because incoming migrants are easier potential converts
to extremist doctrines. In another sense, rightist groups fill an institutional void for migrants entering into a
strange new environment. Wolfinger et al. (1969) and McNall (1969) identify weakly organized political parties,
a key feature of growing sun-belt states during the sixties, as a proximate cause of political extremism.

Some studies of rightist European extremism have offered similar explanations (McHale, 1978),
however, most emphasize the "status conserving” appeal of right wing extremism. Right wing ideologies are
hypothesized to flourish in regions with declining industrial sectors, a large class of lower middle class residents
who are alarmed at the prospect of sinking lower in social status, or remnants of a feudalistic land tenure
system (Brustein, 1988). According to these frameworks, interests rally around a political movement which
promises to preserve traditional social and economic arrangements most intensely in rapidly declining regions.

McHale (1978) integrates several socioeconomic explanations for the level of social and political
tensions in a model of leftist and rightist electoral successes in Italian provinces over the period 1963-1972. He
labels these causes (1) social rebellion (e.g. crime), (2) structural determinants (e.g. development,
industrialization, and urbanization), (3) institutional disorganization (e.g. strength of religious and mainstream
political organizations), (4) social dislocations (e.g. growth or migrations), (5) immiseration and deprivation
(e.g. inequality or poverty), and (6) regional disequilibrium (e.g. regional inequality or core-periphery
development differences). He argues that the high crime areas are an indicator of "a breakdown in social
consensus with respect to the dominant system of norms and values in society” and that this is often reflected in
anti-system partisan successes within a region. On the other hand, higher levels of economic and industrial
development are factors which enhance interdependence and political integration. One correlate of
development, urbanization, may contribute to political and social tensions, however, by making income
disparities more noticeable. Also, political extremism is hypothesized to succeed more easily where traditional
political and religious institutions are weaker, since competitive barriers to entry would be less formidable.
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Social dislocations due to high rates of change in growth or decline are another source of political tensions.
Lastly, individual and regional disparities should increase social and sectional dissatisfactions, a situation that
would enhance the appeal of extremist factions.

McHale’s results are mixed. A regression of variables representing the above variables on mean
provincial votes (1963-72) for the Italian Social Movement (MSI) (fascist) and the Italian Communist Party
(PCI) indicated that MSI electoral support was modelled better than PCI support. The MSI regression
explained 53% of provincial vote variation and reveal that MSI support is associated with lower religiosity,
higher levels of urbanization, and lower levels of development. The PCI regression explained only 26% of
variation and reveal only that lower levels of development are associated with communist support. A path
analysis of these determinants plus a criminal activity variable showed further that the channels of causation are
more complex than that revealed by the multivariate regression and that social rebellion is a proximate cause of
MSI support. McHale concludes that fascist support is better explained by conditions which foster political and
social tensions than communist support.

Empirical Results

The McHale model provides a practical starting point for evaluating socioeconomic dislocation
explanations of extremist activity. The model performed moderately well in explaining rightist support in Italy.
In addition, variables declared important by students of American rightist extremist location patterns are
embedded in the model. If disruptive growth is responsible for encouraging rightist extremism activity as many
claim, this should be evidenced by a significant positive coefficient for a growth or net migration variable in
regression analysis. Even though McHale concludes that the model is not well suited to explaining Italian leftist
extremism advocacy, few alternative explanations for the phenomenon have been offered.

The testing here proceeds in two stages. First, a representation of McHale’s model is tested by
regressing the variables appearing in table 4, which reflect 1980s state social and economic conditions, on state
activity quotients’ for each ideological category. Ordinary least squares was used to obtain the results in table
5. Regressor collinearity diagnostics indicated that multicollinearity was not a serious problem.8 Secondly, a
stepwise regression was conducted on a larger set of independent variables (of which the McHale variables are
a subset) to examine the robustness of inferences from the first model and to search for variables which better
explain activism patterns for categories which were not adequately explained by the first model. Stepwise
regression is a computationally efficient exploratory model selection procedure frequently employed in applied
regression analysis to obtain "optimal" subsets of a large set of tenable regressors (Draper and Smith, 1966).
However, the sample statistics should be interpreted with some caution since the procedure violates the key
assumption of classical statistics that the model is properly specified. Variables included in the stepwise
selection in addition to those appearing in table 4 are (1) % total employment change (EGRW), 1980-87; (2)
proportion of total employment in farming sector (FAR), 1987; (3) proportion of total employment in military
sector (MIL), 1987; (4) poverty rate (POV), 1985; (5) proportion of population residing in urban areas (URB),
1980; (6) proportion of population born outside of state (OUT), 1980; (7) proportion of population born
outside of U.S. (FRN), 1980; (8) proportion of population that is white (WHT), 1980°. Additional variables
which were initially considered, such as state migration rate and the proportion of state population residing in
metropolitan areas, were eliminated because of excessive pairwise correlation and conceptual redundancy.
Stepwise results are displayed in table 6.

The results obtained for the test of McHale’s model are disappointing. Bold-faced type in table 5
indicates that the coefficient is consistent with McHale’s hypotheses for a one tailed test at the 10% significance
level. One could conclude that the model is irrelevant in explaining total activity and leftist activity patterns. In
no instance was a significant coefficient of the expected sign obtained for TOT, LEFT, AN, EE, FG, LL, or MS.
In addition, the model fit, indicated by R2, is generally relatively poor. Rightist results are marginally better.
Significant positive growth variable coefficients are obtained for RIGHT, AA, FM, GC, and LF regressions,
while a significant negative coefficient is obtained for NZ. The former result corresponds with the explanations
of right extremists given by Grupp, McNall, Wolfinger et al., and Brunn. The latter result is consistent with the



Table 4.

Variables and Measures based on McHale (1978)

Variable Measure

Political Extremism (AQj;) Activity Quotient

Crime (CR) Crime Rate, 19872

Urbanization (DEN) Population Density, 19872
Development (PCI) Per Capita Income, 19872

Growth (GRW) Population Growth, 80-872
Inequality (INQ) Gini Coefficient of Income, 1980°
Regional Inequality (COV) PCI Coefficient of Variation, 1987°
Religiosity (REL) % Church Membership, 19872

Sign

Argument

(D)
2
@
4
)
(6)
®3)

4U.S. Department of Commerce (1988)
Braun (1988)
“Rephann (1989)
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reasoning given by activist William Pierce of the neo-nazi National Alliance for recently moving his organization
headquarters from Washington D.C. to southern West Virginia. Said Pierce, "there’s less meddling with people
than in other states, land is cheap, the economy is depressed, and the population is not mixed except in a few
cities."(The Nation, 1986) Significant results are also obtained for religiosity (GC, LF, RN), regional inequality
(AA, CA, FM), development (GH, TR), urbanization (GH), and crime (TR).

Stepwise regression reveals other correlates. Areas of high rightist density can be characterized as
having had experienced high levels of inmigration in the past. Urban-rural income disparities and greater
reliance on a declining farm sector are more in evidence, while personal income inequality is less severe than
other states. High leftist density states can be characterized as having a larger proportion of foreign born
residents, higher crime, lower levels of urbanization, and a smaller underclass.

The selection of population stock variables (OUT and FRN) suggests that economic and social changes
which occurred in the 1980s may have less to do with total right extremist group location than the cumulative
migratory experience of the past. Since many of the groups established their current locations well before the
1980s, a weak or nonexistent relationship between 80s growth and ideological group density is not surprising.
The positive relationship between rightist activity and proportion of residents born outside the state could still
be interpreted as supporting Grupp, McNall, Wolfinger et al., and Brunn. Extreme rightism appears to flourish
in regions with a high proportion of residents without deep local roots. The same could be said for leftists --
only the affected group in this instance is immigrants rather than native interstate movers.

Not all of the ideological categories can be similarly explained. On the right, the results obtained for
AA, CA, FM, and PF are similar to the rightist aggregate. However, high NZ and TR activity is associated with
lower 80s employment growth. RN activity is inversely related to personal income inequality (reflecting its
disproportionate representation in the South). High LF density areas are characterized by greater development
and higher growth during the eighties. Still other correlates are identified for GC and GH. Particularly low
R“s for NZ and RN indicate that these groups regional variation is explained even less adequately than other
categories. On the left, AN and EE density is positively associated with the proportion of residents born out of
state, and AN and FG activity is associated with lower employment growth. Additional variables are selected
for LL and MS. One can conclude from these results that, while many of the same variables reappear in
different stepwise equations, there is considerable heterogeneity among the various categories. Scholars who
are searching for a single explanation for rightist and leftist locational activity patterns may be overlooking
important differences among extremists’ ideological appeals. This may be symptomatic of an over-reliance on a
political ideological classification framework (e.g. a left-right dichotomy) which obscures rightist and leftist
category ideological schisms.

In summary, the McHale model, offered as a first step toward building a comprehensive explanation of
American extremist location, did not perform as expected. Few significant coefficients were obtained. In
addition, a stepwise regression on a larger information set rarely selected the same variables. Many of the
results obtained from the initial regression may be spurious. The latter exploratory model regression suggests
that rightist activity is associated with urban-rural inequality and a higher proportion of residents born outside
of the state, while leftist activism is associated with a higher crime rate and a higher proportion of residents who
are foreign born. The former result is consistent with previous hypotheses regarding American extremism if
resident rootlessness is understood to be the primary cause. Resident rootlessness (in this case rootless
immigrants) may also be a cause of leftist activity. On disaggregating left and right, however, a heterogeneous
set of extremist locational correlates were found. Therefore, one should be cautious is extrapolating
explanations of general rightist and leftist activity to particular ideological sub-categories.

Summary and Conclusion

In this paper, several efforts were made to characterize the spatial, social, and economic environments
in which American extremist activity flourishes. It was discovered that rightists tend to locate in the American
West while leftists are bi-coastal. Furthermore, both groups are, on average, situated in urban and
metropolitan environments, with some groups being more rural than others. Explanations for the geography of



European and American rightist extremist activity were shown to be different. Students of European
movements identify decline as an enticement for rightist extremism while explanations of American rightism
identify growth and migration as proximate causes. An application of a model suggested by McHale (1978),
which allows both of these possibilities, was found to be irrelevant to American extremist location patterns. A
follow-up exploratory model analysis unearthed few of the same determinants identified by McHale. Instead,
high rightist density areas can be characterized as having higher proportions of out-of-state born residents and
greater core-periphery income differences, while higher crime and a greater proportion of foreign born
residents is typical of leftist density areas. Disaggregation by ideological focus revealed spatial patterns and
socioeconomic characteristics which vary markedly from the rightist and leftist norms. This suggests that the
usual practice of lumping disparate ideological categories into a rightist or leftist locational explanation may
obscure differences in conditions favorable to the development of particular political extremisms.



Notes

Ynstances when rage broke into the open on the right were the highly publicized terror and armored car
robbing spree committed by The Order circa 1984, the Gordon Kahl shootouts (Posse Comitatus), the farmer
foreclosure rebellions of the mid 80s, and letter bombing campaign in late 1989. New Right candidates
achieved some ballot success in the early 1980s. Arizona maverick Evan Mecham was elected governor in 1986.
Followers of Lyndon Larouche won Democratic Secretary of State and Attorney General primaries. A former
Grand Wizard of a Ku Klux Klan faction, David Duke, became a Louisiana state representative and a viable
contender for the U.S. Senate seat of J. Bennett Johnston into the 1990s. Likewise, left wing terrorism
manifested itself in numerous Puerto Rican nationalist bombings and assorted leftist terror bombings and
robberies. The most successful left fringe candidate of the 80s was Democratic party presidential contender
Rev. Jesse Jackson. Incidentally, despite the media focus on radical rightist terrorism, most acts of political
terrorism during the eighties were committed by groups which might be considered their ideological or ethnic
opponents. During the period 1980-86, Puerto Rican nationalists committed 54.8% of all domestic political
terrorist acts, left-wing 22.2%, Jewish 17.8%, Right-wing 5.2%.) (source: Wilcox, 1989).

2An extremist doctrine is defined here to mean any political doctrine that varies from the contemporary
political "mainstream", a term admittedly also difficult to define. Many organizations and periodicals featured
in the data base here are considerably less extreme than others. However, each of the listings represents some
protest against the status quo or "establishment". Rightists generally see the "establishment” as leftist while
leftists generally see the "establishment" as rightist.

3This stands in marked contrast to Europe where extremist right and left are actively engaged in partisan
politics. American third parties garnered less than 1% of the total vote in the 1988 election which pitted two
relative moderates against one another. These parties (along with their vote totals) included: Libertarian
(432,345), New Alliance (217,272), Populist (47,042), Consumers’ (30,903), American Independent (27,818),
Independent (Larouche) (25,530), Right to Life (20,504), Workers’ League (18,862), Socialist Worker (15,603),
Peace and Freedom (10,370), Prohibition (8,000), Workers’ World (7,845), and Socialist (3,878).

4One might speculate as to whether French legislators might have arranged themselves vertically as well as
horizontally if they had been given the chance. The Parliament chamber was contained on one floor. In any
event, our ideological perceptions would have still been influenced by three dimensional space.

SThe "activity quotient” used here is similar to the location quotient popular in regional analysis. It is defined as
follows:

AQj=(ORG;j/ORGj ys)/(POP;/POPys)

where i=ideological category
j=state
US=United States
ORG =Number of Organizations
POP =Population

OThe coefficient of specialization (COS) appears in regional science as a measure of regional industrial
diversification. In those applications, a particular region’s industrial structure is compared to some "diversified
region” such as the United States. Here, it is used to measure how closely a particular ideological category’s
organization and periodical state distribution mirrors population and aggregate rightist and leftist patterns. The
coefficient of regional specialization is calculated as follows:

COS;=1/2%| ORG;;/ORG;j ys - POP}/POPyg |



The variable and subscript definitions are the same as those appearing in endnote 5.

TThe District of Columbia was excluded from regression analyses because observation influence diagnostics
indicated that it was often an extreme outlier. Excluding this observation seems reasonable since the federal
government is located there.

8pairwise correlations for the six included variables were computed. No two variables had correlation
coefficients of absolute value greater than .70. In addition, auxiliary regressions of regressors produced no R
greater than .70. An inspection of design matrix eigenvalues and decomposition of the variances of the
estimates with respect to each eigenvalue revealed some collinearities. However, regression results were not
altered much when these variables were dropped.

9 All of this data was obtained from the Department of Commerce except for the poverty rate which was came
from the Corporation for Enterprise Development (1988).

10 variables are added at each stage in the forward procedure that have a t-statistic corresponding to a P value
less than P=.2 and deleted from the model at each stage if their t-statistics produce a P value larger than P=.2.
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