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Separatism by the sample members can be accounted for by differential 

communication processes. Results show that allitudes held by sample 

members are well explained (R2 .64) by a weighted average of the 

information they received frolll in terpersonal and medii) sources. The resulcan t 

attitude shows substuntial "ff<Jc/s UII behaviors related to separatism for the 

same respondents_ 
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W: ile the role of communication processes In the 
formation of radical political movements has been 

considered fundamental even by scholars predating Aristotle, 
contemporary communication researchers have generally left 
the investigation of these processes to other disciplines. One 
of the most widely propounded explanations of these 
movements contends that they are populated essentially by 
the alienated lower classes who are seeking to modify the 
conditions of their alienation. Marx is undoubtedly the most 
well known exponent of this view. One of the more recent 
sociological theories in this genre, which has become to be 
known as the mass society theory of extremism, was 
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proposed by Lipset (1963). Accord ing to Lipset, certain 
psychological and interpersonal features inherent in the 
structural situation of the lower classes make them prone to 
left-wing extremism. These conditions include low education 
isolation from secondary groups in society, and socializatio~ 
practices which lead toward the development of authoritarian 
personalities. Lipset (1963: 114) maintains that 

the lower-class individual is likely to have been exposed to 
punishment, lack of love, and a general atmosphere of tension 
and aggression since early childhood-all experiences which tend 
to produce deep-rooted hostilities expressed by ethnic prejudice, 
political authoritarianism, and ch il iastic transvaluational religion. 

Gradually, evidence has mounted ind icting the mass 
society position. A good part of th is evidence derives from 
examinations of the two major types of left-wing movements 
in the United States during the 1960s: student activism and 
Black protest. The student protest provides a particular 
anomaly in the notion that left-wing violence is a function of 
membership in the poorly educated lower classes. Not only 
did the students not represent the lower classes of the U.S. 
population in general, but even when compared just with the 
student population, "the student movement represents the 
disaffection not of an underprivileged stratum of the student 
population but of the most advantaged sector of the 
students" (Flacks, 1967: 55). Flacks' data also belie the 
notion that explains disaffection among socially advantaged 
youth by suggesting that their academic performance leads 
them to expect failure or downward mobility. Flacks' 
findings show that the protestors have slightly better grades 
than nonprotestors. 

The Black protests of the 1960s also dispute the proposals 
of lower-class extremism. C. McPhail (1971) examined the 
results of ten different reports concerning individual partici­
pation in five different riots. He found such socioeconomic 
indicators as level of education, income level, employment, 
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underemployment, and occupational status to he unrelated 
to, or only slightly related to, riot participation in these 

studies. 
Even when restricting attention to the lower class extrem-

ists, the evidence i nd icates that they espouse thei r ext rem ism 
for reasons other than those cited by mass society theory. 
Portes (1971) tested three key hypotheses of mass society 
theory on a sample of lower-class Chileans. He found that 
extremism among these lower-class individuals was unrelated 
to levels of education, participation in secondary groups, or 
exposure to the mass media, evidence clearly discrepant with 

mass society pred ictions. 
Possibly the crucial failure in mass society theory has been 

the notion that left-wing radicalism is a deviant process of 
attitude formation. Portes (1971) points out that implicit in 
Lipset's schema is the view that left-wing extremism is 
somewhat simplistic, irrational, and abnormal behavior. 
According to Portes (1971: 829), Lipset contends that 
embracing of left-wing ideology "far from toll owing the 
normal processes of attitude formation, is depicted as an 

exceptional deviant case." 
The recent investigations into political socialization have 

indicated, however, that individuals' political partisanship 
(Knoke, 1972; Campbell, Converse, Miller, and Stokes, 
1960), attachment to the political system (Hess and Torney, 
1967), sentiments toward democracy (Lipset, 1963), vote in 
specific elections (R ose, 1957), attitudes towa rd specific 
political issues (Jennings and Neimi, 1968), and other 
political attitudes can be traced to normal socialization 
processes. Essentially, these studies have ~hown, albeit 
tentatively, that an individual's political attitude position is a 
function of information he or she receives about these 
attitude objects, particularly information from parents, peers, 
and teachers. I t appears reasonable to assume that the 
processes which have generated these attitudes should be the 
same ones which give rise to political extremism. 
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There is currently evidence availab[e Lo support this 
assumption. Flacks (1967) and Keniston (1967), among 
others (Solomon and Fishman, 1963), have demonstrated 
that student activists have parents who are more liberal in 
their political views than are the parents of nonactivists. 
According to Flacks (1967: 68), "the great majority of these 
students [the activists] are attempting to fulfill and renew 
the political traditions of their families." In addition, 
Keniston argues that peer group support is a prime factor in a 
student's decision either to become an activist or to remain 
one. Portes (1971) found that the two best pred ictors of 
left-wing radicalism in his study were the political ideology of 
the parents, and the political orientation of the neighborhood 
in which the individual lived. 

Recapping briefly, the view posited here sees the process 
of becoming a radical as essentially a function of being 
exposed more frequently to a radical political ideology than 
to a more conservative one. 

While at first all this may seem of only peripheral interest 
to the communication researcher, the failure of the mass 
society view along with the relatively recent success of the 
simpler differential socialization model suggests that political 
radicalization is basically a communication process. This 
paper investigates the hypothesis that political radicalization 
is wholly a consequence of communication processes which 
lie within the domain of communication research. 

A COMMUNICATION THEORY 

OF POLITICAL RADICALIZATION 

The differential socialization model suggested by the 
pattern of available data may be characterized as a set of 
information sources 1, 2, 3, ... , n, each of which provides 
information favoring (on the average) some level of radi­
calism, Xl' X 2 , X 3 , •.. , x n • Each source is furthermore 
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"d . d "Ifferential qualll ltV of informa tion. 
sumed to provi ea. 

~he quantity of information about the topic in question ~~y 
d s the product of the amount of exposure e 

be represente a ortion of that 
individual has from each source a j; an~ the prop h duct 

" " Itt that tOPIC I) . Thus, t e pro 
exposure which IS re evan 0 I . j' 'd al has had 

h ount of exposure an Inc IVI u 
ajb j repr~sent.s ft e am

t
. source Following this notation, 

to the Ith In orma Ion· . 
differential socialization theory takes the form. 

t the value of an individual's attitude 
where p represen s . 

. of political radicalism. 
position on a contl.nuum . 1 differential socialization 

E pressed as In equatIOn , 
x does not anticipate that informcltion from any source 

theory less effective than other primary sour~es, but 
is more or I b en hypothesized by 
differential effectiveness has o~g I ~y in the context of 

communication researcdh.ebr'~:t pa;~~~~~r 1967). More general, 
research on source cre I I I Y , 
therefore, is model 2: 

[2) 

where "represents a weighting factor d~scribing the ~et 
11, s'lngle "bit" of information from the Ith 

effectiveness of a 

source. t I hypothesis of mass society theory 
By contrast, a cen ra. t' n from communi-

arg~es that pOliyc~~)iSO::~\~~~~:"i~~~:i~U~~S to radical politi-
catl~n sOlur~es ftseh.IChP in the notation given above may be 
cal Ideo ogles, w , 
represented as 
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Il 

P = a1 + a2 f a3 + ... + all -c L a
j [3J 

,-" 1 

or, assuming the sources 1, 2, ... n 
tive, are differentially effec-

n 

P = /11 a1 f /12 a2 I ... I /13 a3 ~ L Ilja j . 

'-1 

[4J 

Since the structures of equations 2 and 4 'd . . 
both are first-degree polynomials'n are I entlcal. (I.e., 
quantitative comparison of th t I hn terms), a. direct, 

d'l e wo ypotheses IS g' 
~~~dlu~e~y .a compari~on. ?f the multiple correlations ~~~~ 

with p, the I.ndlvldual's political position. Furth _ 
~ore, the overall predictive ability of each theo . . er 

~~c~~~ti~~e ~ofrrelati~n, and the relative net ef;:C~~v;~:s~ ~~ 
e In ormation SOurces 1 2 '. 

~~~:~ S~OyP:hSe(WrehgiCh .correspond t~ th~ ~~i;h~~n~lvf::t~~s :h~ 
resSlon procedure. ' 

DATA 

The theory detailed ab 

~~~c;~~V~~Ut~e he~~:n;a~~~Wa~eh~~hrl~~hi~:lt~:~:~se;t~~p~~ ~~~~~ 
IC e or she has bee eel 

toAa prep~nderance of information favoring such a v~e:Pos 
ccord rngly, a sample of 412 . 

students. enrolled in undergraduat:~o~~:~nd:~~:g ~~: asduumlt 
mer session (1970) t I I -
d a _oyo a of Montreal and the U' . 

e Montreal, both located in Montreal Q nlverslte 
spondents at L If' uebec. The re-

. oyo a 0 Montreal were enrolled i . I 
~Ience Courses and at the Universite de Montreal

n i~o~~: 
aculte des Lettres et Sciences Humaines. Both groups of 
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respondents were engaged for the most part in full-time 
occupations and were students only on a part-time basis. 

The respondents (N = 412) were subdivided on the basis of 
linguistic orientation into three categories-unilingual French, 
unilingual English, or bilingual. The French respondents 
numbered 104; the English, 115; and the bilingual, 193. 

Questionnaires (in the appropriate languages) were admin­
istered to the sample on which respondents were asked to 
estimate: (a) the average amount of time spent reading 
newspapers, (b) the approximate frequency with which 
respondents saw reference made to French Canad ian Separa­
tism in those newspapers that they read, and (c) the general 
bias of that coverage. The first item was scaled: 0 = not at all; 
1 = a few hours a month; 2 = a few hours a week; 3 = a few 
hours a day; 4 = nearly all the time. The second item was 
scaled: 0 = not at all; 1 = very seldom; 2 = seldom; 3 = 
frequently; 4 = very frequently. The last item (bias) was 
scored -2 = highly opposed to separatism; -1 = opposed; 0 = 
neither for nor against separatism; +1 = in favor of 
separatism; +2 = strongly in favor of separatism. This 
three-item index was repeated for second-most frequently 
read newspapers, first and second television, records and 
tapes, movies, family and first and second most frequently 
seen friends. Thus, the first item of each three-item index is 
an approximate measure of contact with that particular 
source of information. The weighted sum of those (i.e., 

where n = the number of media 13, represent the exposure /1; 

= a weighting factor, and a j the amount of exposure the 
individual reports with the ith medium items) serves as a 
reasonable approximate combined measure of total media 
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exposure and its inverse of social isolation. Since the weights 
a.re those resulting from regressing attitudes toward separa­
tism upon these exposure variables, the chance is optimized 
of su~porting the mass society schools' hypothesis regarding 
~he Importance of exposure to media and interpersonal 
Influence. 

On the other hand, for each source, the product of 
exposure multiplied by bias forms an index which varies 
between ±32. It may be seen as representing the amount of 
~av~r.able or unfavorable information (on the average) the 
individual has received about separatism from that source. 
The regression-weighted sum of these items, i.e., 

n 

"fl.abx L..J I I I I 

i= 1 

serves as a reasonable approximate combined measure of the 
information that the individual has received. 

I~ spite of differences among separatists concerning 
tactics, French Canadian Separatism may be seen as an 
essentially radical political ideology, since the realization of 
separatist goals-primarily the political separation of the 
Province of Quebec from the Dominion of Canada-requires a 
radical revision of the political structure of Canada. Accord­
ingly, ascription to the goals of separatism is considered 
prima facie a radical political belief in this study, and the 
d~pend.ent variable is measured straightforwardly as a single 
Likert Item: "What position do you take concerning the issue 
of SEPARATISM?" Responses are the standard, "strongly 
favorable, favorable, neither favorable nor unfavorable, un­
fav?rable, and strongly unfavorable." Several other important 
vanables were also measured and will be discussed as they 
become germane. 
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Portes' (1971) findings indicate no substantial relationship 
between measures of social isolation-either alone or in 
combination-and political radicalism. Table 1 represents the 
equivalent data from our research. Contrary to Portes' 
findings, measurable (although not absolutely large) relation­
ships do exist, at least in the aggregate, between isolation as 
measured by media contact and separatism, and apparently in 
the direction predicted by "mass society" theory. (That is, 
media contact is negatively related to separatism.) To be sure, 
these relationships are vanishingly small, particularly after 

TABLE 1 

Zero-Order Correlations and Twelfth-Order Standardized Partial 
Regression Coefficients of Attitude Toward Separatism Regressed on 

Exposure Indices 

French English Bilingual 

Sample (3 (3 (3 

First newspaper .04 .02 .02 -.07 -.02 -.01 

Second newspaper .17 .16 .12 .24a .04 .08 

First radio -.06 ·-28a -.14 ~.18 ~.17 ~.07 

Second radio .11 14 ·-.09 -.10 -.15 -.08 

First magazine .01 .18 .13 .13 .04 .15 

Second magazine .15 ·-.03 .05 ~.14 -06 ~.13 

First television .15 .18 .04 .06 -.08 ~.04 

Second television .03 -.03 .08 .08 ~.12 ~.06 

Rtlcords and tapes .21 .18 .12 .11 .00 ~.OO 

Movies .22 .23 .18 .25d .05 .06 

Family --.16 - .16 -.08 -.10 -.26 -.20a 

First friends ~.05 - .14 ~.11 ~.06 -·.06 ~.08 

Second friends .10 .14 ~.04 ~.13 .09 .16a 

R .49 .40 .35 
R2 .24 .16 .13 

n 104 115 193 

Corrected for 
shrinkage R 2 .14 .05 .07 

a. p > .05. 
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correcting for shrinkage (R 2 = .14, .05 and .07, respectively, 
for French, English, and bilingual subsamples). In an impor­
tant sense, however, this is not a test of the theory at all, 
since the theory does not predict that the alienated will be 
more radical politically-rather, more precisely, it predicts 
that the alienated will be "more susceptible" to a radical 
appeal given that they are exposed to it. Isolation, however, 
should lessen the likelihood of exposure to radical ideologies, 
and it is precisely those with little or no media contact who 
should be expected to have the least contact with any 
political ideology (recalling that media include interpersonal 
contacts in this operationalization). Moreover, it should be 
strongly suspected that establishment media generally present 
unfavorable views of radical political ideologies, and, conse­
quently, greater media exposure should subject individuals to 
greater anti-leftist information. Failure to control for media 
bias should yield zero-order correlations between simple 
exposure and leftist radicalism which are negative. Such 
results would in fact support the second theory-the differen­
tial socialization theory. 

Table 2 shows the mean value of the media indices. As 
suspected, 31 of the 39 biases are negative-that is, anti­
separatist. Clearly, exposure to med ia is closely associated 
with exposure to anti-separatist information. Only among the 
French-speaking sample are any favorable sources to be 
found, and it should be recalled that this subsample speaks 
only French. Still, the zero-order correlations afford no 
control for other variables suspected to playa role in this 
process. 

If the theory underlying this research is correct, then the 
indices of exposure, coverage, and bias should produce 
substantially improved predictive power. Table 3, which lists 
the correlations (both zero-order and multiple) of the media 
indices and separtism strongly substantiates the differential 
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TABLE 2 

Mean Bias of Media Towdrd SEP~a_r_ti_sm ____ ---: __ 
Bilingual 

French ~n9lish -------Sample 
X X 

X 
Media -.63 -.82 - .16 
First newspaper -.63 -.52 

-.02 
Second newspaper .76 -.50 

.01 
First radio -.54 --.51 

.23 
Second radio - .32 -- .11 

.07 
First magazine .16 .14 

.01 
Second magilzine .52 .41 

.13 
First television ··.39 -.37 

-.12 
Second television .06 -.06 

.09 
Records and tapes -.12 .00 

.14 
Movies 1.40 --1.10 

.28 
Family 1.13 .52 

.23 
First friends -.85 -.41 

Second friends 
--.09 

193 
104 115 

n 

. . f II the niultiple correlations are 
socialization theory. First 0 la., J r"'->nces using the indices 

. II h' hand exp alneCl va u 
substantia Y Ig er, . d' bled for the French 

and bias are ou 
of coverage, exposure, I' h Ie and increased sixfold 
sample, tripled for the Eng IS sarnp , 

for the bilingual sample. f the communication-based 
h h these data avor . 

Alt oug ..' uite clearly several addl-
theory of politi~al soc.la~lz~tlon. ie First as the coefficients 

tional con~ide~atlo(n~~lg tea~ ~~: ~olitic~1 positions of the 
of determination rev, letely accounted for by these 
sample me~~ers a.re ~ot l~o:P since no theory would predict 
indices. ThiS IS as It s ou , .' I n -term issue 

. d' . d aI's political position on a 0 g 
that any In IVI U lained by a measure of 
like separatism c?uld be wholly tlex~as these are), no matter 
information received only recen Y be Measurement of the 
how complete such a measure may . 
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Table 3 

Zero-Order Correlations and Twelfth-Order Standardized Partial 
Regression Coefficients of Attitude Toward Separatism Regressed on 

Exposure Coverage/Bias Indices 

French English Bilingual 

Sample {3 {3 {3 

First newspaper -.15 -.10 -.13 -.21 .23 .03 
Second newspaper -.04 .03 --.11 .. 02 .02 -.10 
First radio .13 ·-.01 .22 .23a .25 .14a 

Second radio .11 -.OJ .05 -.05 .22 .00 
First magazine .09 .03 .10 .11 .11 -.10 
Second magazine .11 .09 -.13 ... 11 .02 -.05 
First television .23 .15 -.01 -.01 .30 .06 
Second television -.22 -.18 -.08 -.05 --.01 -.02 
Records and tapes .19 .09 .17 .15 --.01 -.02 
Movies .24 .09 -.11 -.12 .26 .06 
Family .35 .16 .28 .18 .53 .25a 

First friend .41 .21" .28 .19 .57 .38a 

Second friend .35 .248 .09 -.02 .35 .02 

R .60 .50 .66 
R2 .36 .25 .44 

n= 104 115 193 

Corrected for 
shrinkage R2 .27 .16 .41 

a. p >.05. 

complete communication histories of the respondents in this 
topic is of course not feasible for such a large sample (n = 
412), but we can estimate the effects of these earlier 
processes by the attitudes each respondent reports toward 
other topics related to separatism. Table 4 adds such 
additional information sources as are available in these data, 
along with several sociostructural variables, as well as 
plausible operationalizations for other elements of the 
political attitude complex of which separatism is very likely a 
part. This last is particularly important even though not an 

TABLE 4 

Twenty-Ninth and Thirtieth-Order Standardized Partial 
Regression Coefficients 

Dependent Variable 

Attitude Assisting Attending 

Independent Variable 

Age 

Sex 

University status 

French-speaking 

English-speaking 

Catholic 

Protestant 

Jewish 

Atheist/agnostic 

First newspaper index 

Second newspaper index 

First radio index 

Second radio index 

First magazine index 

Second magazine index 

First television index 

Second television index 

Radio and tape index 

Movie index 

Family index 

First friends index 

Second friends index 

Attitude toward U.S. 

Attitude toward France 

Attitude toward Great Britain 

Attitude toward English Canada 

Attitude toward English Canada 

Attitude toward Canada 

Friends assisting sep. candidate 

Friends attending sep. rallies 

Attitude toward separatism 

n= 
R2b (corrected for shrinkage) 

Toward Separatist 

Separatism Candidate 

.02 .01 

-.01 -.07 

-.01 
.1Oa 

_.12a 

_.08a 

-.05 

_.09a 

.01 

-.05 

.02 

.08a 

.00 

-.04 

.02 

.04 

-.04 

.03 

-.00 

.17a 

.11 a 

.02 

.03 

.02 

-.00 

.08a 

. lOa 

.28a 

.12 

.12a 

.80a 

.64 

412 

.62 

.02 

.02 

-.07 

-.00 

.04 

.00 

-.00 
.02 

.01 

-.04 

.03 

.02 

-.05 

.03 

-.05 

-.01 

.05 

.13a 

.01 

-.05 

--.05 

.00 

-.04 

_.09a 

-.05 

.20a 

.35a 

.06 

.21a 

.74a 

.55 

412 

.51 

~'. ~?e ~:;d and Novick (1968: 286, equation 13.2.1). 

Separatist 
Rally 

.02 

-.05 

-.01 

-.04 

-.05 

.07 

.02 

.06 

-.00 

.01 

.09 

--.08 

.06 

.04 

-.03 

.03 

.00 

-.01 

.03 

-.07 

.01 

.00 

.1Oa 

.03 

.03 

.07 

-.03 

+.08 
_ .. 01 

.37a 

.22 

.61a 

.37 

412 

.32 

'7551 
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information source in the strict sens!;, because the research 
reported here (as does almost all survey research) intervenes 
in a process which has gone on long before the data were 
gathered. Consequently, the researcher must recognize and 
deal with the effects of other attitudes previously formed and 
related to the attitudes in question (Woelfel and Haller 
1971). ' 

The addition of these variables into the analysis serves 
another purpose as well. Since these data represent single­
point-in-time survey observations, they can at best represent 
covariation in the sample; thus, the hypothesis that persons 
deliberately seek out media coverage favoring their own view 
cannot be prima facie ruled out. Shol/ld such be the case 
however, inclusion of the related attitudes complex, alon~ 
with sociostructural factors, should not result in substantial 
increased explained variance, and furthermore would reduce 
or eliminate the net effects of the messaue variables. A sizable 
increase in the variance explained, however, would indicate 
that (a) the communication model of political radicalization 
shows substantial predictive utility, and (b) differential 
exposure to messages, insofar as it is independent (additive) 
of prior attitudes, is more likely viewed as exerting causal 
effects over attitudes than as an effect of selective exposure.) 

Table 4 inciudes, then, along with those variables previous­
ly reported in Table 3, the sociostructural variables sex, age, 
university status (i.e., year in school), and religion (measured 
as dummy variables); the model-type interpersonal influence 
variables (1) number of friends who have assisted separatist 
political candidates and (2) number of friends who have 
attended separatist rallies and demonstrations, and the set of 
attitudes (measured on standard 5-point Likert scales) toward 
the United States, France, Great Britain, French Canada, 
English Canada, and Canada as a whole, all of which ought 
reasonably to be related to separatism. Table 4 also presents 
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the measured net relationship between this s~t 01 variables, 
along with the measured separatist attitude, ahd two behav­
ioral measures of separatism: frequency of assiFtin~1 separatist 
political candidates and frequency of attendance at separatist 
rallies and demonstrations (both self-reported): 

Of first interest are the sizes of the coefficients of 
determination, which are very large, particul~rly in the case 
of attitude toward separatism. Given the very large sample 
size (n = 412), these sizable coefficierrts cannot be inter­
preted as a simple result of the relatively large number (29 
and 30, respectively) of independent variables, and the 
negligible change of these coefficients when corrected ~or 
shrinkage shows this clearly. These coefficients alone proVide 
strong support for a communication-based theory of political 
social ization. 

An even stronger pattern of support is revealed by an 
analysis of the individual regression coefficients. When the 
dependent variable is the attitude toward separatism, inter­
personal communication processes are particularly strong, 
with family and friends' communication indices and friends' 
behavior variables large and significant. The sizable and 
significant coefficients for the linguistic orientatio.n variables, 
the related attitudes toward French Canada, English Canada, 
and Canada in general, and the religious orientation variables 
support as well the notion that considerable prior informa­
tion flow processes have not been tapped by this design. The 
small and nonsignificant coefficients for the various media 
indices indicate clear support for the notion that different 
sources are differentially effective in controlling for exposure 
and bias, and further show media sources to be consisten.tly 
less effective than interpersonal sources. While no speculation 
about the reasons for this discrepancy will be presented here, 
this is clearly an issue of major concern to the communi­
cation researcher. 
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When the dependent variailies are the behaviors attendance 
at separatist ralies and assisting separatist candidates, attitude 
effects partial out the effects of all communication variables 
except for family in the case of assistance of separatist 
candidates, as should be (;xpected. (Why familv effects 
should persist in this instance is not clear, although this 
deviation is probably minor.) Similarly, the substantial net 
direct effects of friends assisting separatist candidates on the 
individual's own assistance of separatist candidates and of 
friends' attendance at separatist rallies on the ind'ividual's 
own attendance might indicate compliance to group pressures 
independent of attitude or, perhaps more likely, may 
represent the simple fact that attendance at such events 
necessarily creates exposure to others already engaged in such 
activities who later become friends. 

DISCUSSION 

Several objections might be levelled a!Jainst this design and 
should be considered. Principal among these is the suggestion 
th.at the i.nfo.rmation received from various media (including 
fnends) IS, In fact, not an antecedent condition of the 
individual's attitude, but rather a consequence of the attitude 
by .means of a process of selective exposure. Briefly, the 
notion of selective exposure assumes that information 
sources and media are sough t out by the individual on the 
basis of their similarity to his or her own views. Selective 
exposure in the present case assumes that the individual 
chooses friends and other sources of information insofar as 
the information they convey is consistent with his or her own 
political position. While such a theory might initially appear 
to be equally supported by these data, the balance of 
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evidence appears to oppose the selective exposllr~ hypothesis 
in general and the political homophily hypothesis in partic-
ular. . 

First, even under laboratory conditions wherb structural 
restrictions over the selective exposure prodc;s can be 
eliminated, the bulk of studies fail to show sud an effect. 
Sears and Freedman (1971) examine eighteen experimental 
studies of the phenomena, and find only five which support 
the selective exposure hypothesis, eight which show no 
relationship, and five which show subjects actually prefer to 
expose themselves to communications inconsistent with their 
own attitudes. The authors suggest: 

Therefore, we cannot conclude that a preference f~r supportive 
information is a strong or prevelant phenomen~n_ In these 
relatively well-controlled situations, in which a persdn can expose 
himself easily to either supportive or non-supportivq information, 
the mechanism of selective exposure is not llil important 
explanation of how people resist persuasion [Sears and Freed­
man, 1971: 289]. 

If selective exposure is a minor phenomenon under 
laboratory conditions, it should be expected to he even less 
salient in real-life settings, where structural ·factors mitigate 
the individual's ability to choose freely among information 
sources. Here the evidence is convincing. Duncan, Haller, and 
Portes (1968) show in a study of high school boys in 
Lenawee County, Michigan, that the high correlation be­
tween the levels of aspirations of best friends cannot be 
accounted for by status homophily. Similarly, Segal has 
shown in a study of friendship preferences in the Maryland 
State Police force that structural factors like rank, assign­
ment, headquarters, and physical propinquity are the most 
important variables governing friendship choices in the 
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department. These relationships are even demonstrated in a 
strong tendency for trainees to choose friends whose last 
name is close to tI,eir own in alphabetical order, presumably 
since locker assignments are alphabetical. In studies of 
interpersonal influence over educational and occupational 
plans, Woelfel (1972) has shown that well over fifty percent 
of all persons designated by high school students as major 
information sources about education and occupation can be 
accounted for by structurally determined physical propin­
quity. 

In the present samrle, the effects of self-selection of 
sources along I ines of congruence should be even further 
attenuated by the fact that (a) the sample members are adults 
whose associates are likely to be governed rather strongly by 
occupational and family constraints, and (b) nearly two­
thirds of the sample is monolingual, and media biases break 
strongly along linguistic division (see Table 2). Even if we 
were to conclude, in the face of this evidence, that 
self-selection along lines of homophily does occur in this 
sample, our best guess would be that the amount of variance 
in the bias of the sources explained uniquely by political 
homophily or self-selection would be inconsequentially small. 

Clearly, caution shou Id be used in the interpretation of 
these single-stage survey data. Nonetheless, the overall size of 
the coefficients of determination, along with the very 
systematic pattern of regression coefficients can be viewed as 
supporting a communication-based theory of political radical­
ization, even though the theory presented here is very 
rudimentary. Moreover, these data do show unambiguously 
that different information sources have differential effective­
ness over political attitudes, even controlling for amount of 
exposure and bias of coverage, with mass media consistently 
less effective than interpersonal sources. 
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NOTE 

I · I·t (I 'IJdrately within each 1. In Table 3, reyresslon equal ions were ca ell a e 'L 

linguistic category in the sample. In Table 4, equallons are calculated on the 

whole sample (n ~ 412), and linguistic orientation IS controlled by InclUSion as 

dummy independent variables. Thus, while the number of ",dependent variables IS 
. d f 13 to 29 and 30 the sample size is roughly tripled and very large, tncrease rom, . 

. . I 382 and 381 degrees of freedom for each equatIon. leaVing respective y . . . 
Consequently, artifactual increase in the multiple correlation coeffICient due to 

the increased number of independent variables is not a problem here. 
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