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“The Religious Right,” rarely in American politics is a term used more often, with less definition and more acerbically than this particular one.  It has become the ultimate Rorschach Test for political pundits, fitting any scenario at any time, regardless of the actual facts of the situation.  Recently within the same month period in Colorado Springs the term was used to describe Christian environmentalists
 at the recently Harper’s crowned “Most Powerful Megachurch” and the anti-gay protestors from Wichita, KS who picketed Focus on the Family for being too-gay friendly.  What kind of group fits so wide a spectrum?

If you ask Tina Brown the Religious Right are those who think that NASCAR is more worthwhile than Mozart.
  This of course is preposterous, as a scan of almost any Evangelical church’s bulletin will show that classical music is currently being kept alive in American consciousness largely thanks to Christianity. But Brown is writing to the secular Left who not only don’t understand, but who largely don’t even know any people religious conservatives.  This leads to the view, gained largely by the caricaturing of the Christian right by both the secular and, (sigh) unfortunately Christian media) that the Religious Rights is poorly-educated, economically disadvantaged, male, white and for the establishment of heaven on earth.  The facts however do not bear this out.

A recent publication showed that Evangelicals (which form the core of the Religious Right) account for 36% of the population,
 or roughly 75 million adults.
 This is broken down to include 26% White and 10% Black Evangelicals, which means that the pollsters, like the media, have missed the growth of Evangelicalism among Latinos (29%)
 and specially Asian-Americans (12%)
.  But it is not simply the color of the skin of religious conservatives that would surprise the MSM, but the education and income levels as well.  

Gallup
 shows that among those with some college, the percentage of Evangelicals is in-line with population.  This pattern holds for higher incomes, with Evangelicals making up the statistically appropriate percentage in all income categories, except under $30,000, where they over-represented.  This makes sense when taking account for regional cost of living.  Evangelicals, and thus the Religious Right, are over-represented in the South and Midwest, and under-represented in the Northeast and far West
, not only the regions where most of the MSM lives (leading to a lack of familiarity) but also the regions with the highest cost-of-living and higher incomes. 

One final surprise—the Religious Right, portrayed as the defender of patriarchy in the MSM, is made of Evangelicals who are overwhelmingly female. While only 36% of men are born-again, 46% of women are
, and statistics show that women are also more devoutly religious.

So Evangelicals are essentially as well-educated and as prosperous as non-Evangelicals.  Rather than being defenders of a white patriarchy they are multi-ethnic and disproportionately female.  They do however disproportionately reside in “fly-over” country, and thus live lives that are largely foreign to the MSM.

Approximately 23% of the 2004 electorate was white Evangelicals, with President Bush garnering 78% of these voters.
  

Additionally, Bush garnered 13% of the Black Protestant vote.
  While this represents a substantial voting block, it does not represent enough of a concern to warrant fear by the MSM.  Having said that, the uniquely American state and national amendment processes does raise concerns over the Religious Right.  

As has been seen in liberal bastions such as Massachusetts, cultural issues are beginning to unite solid Democrat Evangelical constituents, most notably Blacks, with other religious conservatives.  The MSM may opposed Republican economic policy, but they fear much more the impact of the Religious Right on the social front.  Examples such as Evangelical Black ministers leading the fight against Massachusetts gay marriage signal that the potential population of religiously motivated voters (which the secular Left fears most—those who vote not on supposed self-interest, but on transcendent motivations) includes these Black Evangelicals, as well as the conservative Catholics
, whose political activity is increasingly aligned with the Religious Right (i.e., abortion and gay marriage).  This would explain the finding that Black Evangelicals have a 73% favorable view of the Christian conservative movement (and its agenda).
  

This means that while national party oriented politics are not likely to become dominated by religious conservatives, it does mean that the social and secular Left will be facing a population of more than one-third of adults that will actively opposed attempts at remaking society in their image.  This is one of the main motivations for the Dowd crowd’s painting of the Religious Right with such negative (and patently false) brushstrokes.  As the secular Left seeks to move its agenda forward, its media champions must motivate their followers (just as those in any movement do).  Thus the agenda is shown to be progressive, intelligent, and well-thought out by emphasizing the poor education, poor economic status, and poor “rights” record of those who oppose it. The Religious Right thus serves as a motivational tool to the secular Left, who need to be assured of their own superiority, and thus to see such agendas as abortion-on-demand and homosexual marriage to be superior themselves.

In recent months one new aspect has arisen in the use by some on the Left of the Religious Right—fear.  Recent publications (Harper’s May issue for one) actively work to create a sense of fear for many on the Left, as they paint the Religious Right as the pioneers of world modeled on The Handmaid’s Tale.  Here the Left provides its greatest disservice, as it well documented that the personal liberty that marks Evangelical Christianity in America is distinctly opposed to a theocracy and especially of a national church.
  But fear is an age old tool of rallying a community, especially a minority population of perceived superiors, to active opposition of other groups, as the 19th century Know-Nothing Party demonstrates.  The Religious Right, like Catholics, Irish, and other groups are always easier to fear when they not real people, but paint-by-numbers caricatures.  
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� One issue that continues to cloud this discussion is terminology.  Gallup uses Born-Again, which is essentially in line with Business Week’s Evangelicals, and Barna’s Evangelicals plus non-Evangelical born-against. Barna has a theological and sociological definition of Evangelical (which is highly disputed within Evangelical circles), and thus consistently produces lower numbers of Evangelicals, but a relatively consistent number of serious Christian adherents, regardless of denominations.
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