
have rejected it. Many liberals had miserable strict father upbringings.
Fourth, there are three natural dimensions of variation for applying a given

model: an ideological/pragmatic dimension, a radical/moderate dimension,
and a means/ends dimension.

Both a progressive and a conservative can be unyielding ideologues, or
they may be pragmatic—willing to compromise on a proposal either for
reasons of real-world workability or political viability.

In addition, both progressives and conservatives can vary on the two
radical/moderate scales: the amount of change and the speed of change. Thus
radical conservative ideologues are unwilling to compromise, and insist on
the most rapid and complete change possible.

Incidentally, the word conservative is not necessarily about conserving
anything. It is about strict father morality. There is no contradiction in talking
about “radical conservatives.” Indeed, Robert Reich, in his book Reason, uses
the term radcon to talk about radical conservatives. From this perspective a
“moderate” can be either a progressive or a conservative who is pragmatic or
wants slow change, a bit at a time. It is sometimes said that there is a third
moderate model, very different from the other two, but I have not yet seen
such a model proposed explicitly.

Another common variation occurs in distinguishing ends and means.
There are people with progressive politics (nurturant ends) who have strict
father means. These are the militant progressives. The most extreme case is
the authoritarian antiauthoritarians: those with antiauthoritarian progressive
ends but authoritarian strict father organizations.

Last, there are the types—the special cases—of progressives and
conservatives that we discussed in chapter 1: the socioeconomic, identity
politics, environmentalist, civil libertarian, antiauthoritarian, and spiritual
progressives; and the financial, social, libertarian, neocon (see chapter 13),
and religious conservatives. They are all instances of the nurturant and strict
models, but each restricts the form of reasoning used.

The notion of reframing sounds manipulative. How is framing different
from spin or propaganda?


