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Of course those who write and speak not in the least be a presumption of objective or aseptic viewpoint. Indeed, the partiality of my viewing angle is clearly spelled out. It 'a matter of intellectual honesty that can not be omitted. 
We must from a fact: the radical Left (Radical Left) is divided that even shattered. Of course everyone, including me, say they want unity. Indeed divisions and diasporas occur all in the name of unity. But nobody, or very few have the courage to outline the scope of this unit. As wide it is, it must have borders, but mostly these are set up not so much from the lines of a metaphorical football field, how the content which fills the interior. 
This method of introduction was necessary. Of course I will stop here, because go on this road beyond the tasks of this short communication. 
I limit myself only to say that when I speak of the radical left in Italy mean the forces that are placed to the left of the Democratic Party. I do not consider this field Italy of Values (Italia dei Valori) by Antonio Di Pietro because, in my opinion, this has not even the character of a force on the left, rather a force "extreme" in the center (in Italy it seems ironic " center extremism "). 
So the current policy framework, the Italian radical left (which I prefer to call alternative left) is now completely free from parliamentary representation, while being present consistently in the government of regions, provinces, municipalities. 
The above does not include the fact that there are radical positions, or at least interesting alternative in the Democratic Party and Italy of Values, with whom dialogue from the start, build and maybe designing future initiatives and maybe organic units. But their definition is not easy from the organizational point of view and even from the standpoint of the location of the same people. So in this communication not examine this point. 
I only say that the reconstruction unit of the left (at this point without adjectives) is derived from a complicated process that see as protagonists the political parties of the current alternative left, the movements, the widespread left, the critical forces present in the parties as the Pd el'IdV, a process that brings together the anti-opposition to the current Social dominant political bloc and the setting of a new identity-profile program of the left that can not be just the sum of its previous souls. 
 
1) As a whole, the alternative left so defined there is the task of overcoming capitalism. How and why and for what are also the subject of profound disagreement. The current debate barely touches the issue of the nature of society that wants to build. It speaks broadly of socialism, at most they say socialism of the XXI century, referring to Latin American thought, but it stops there. For some, the term socialism is completely foreign or even unpronounceable,  so for the green component of the alternative left. More often we define us as anti-capitalist, because say what comes after capitalism in sufficient detail is much more difficult. What must be put into the future society is prejudiced. The same great theme of the excess of private property is not treated in the same degree of care that exists in Latin American or Anglo-Saxon debate. At best, the most dogmatic speak of abolition of it, without grasping the differences than a century ago. Others mistakenly did not speak at all. Yet the same theme of the defense of common goods, that is so successful at the popular level, (think the collection of signatures for a referendum against water privatization, currently in Italy) would require a theoretical understanding of the issue of how can be the excess of private property, under what terms and limits and what this implies for model development and human relations and civil rights. 

2) More on the debate as outlined. Here the discriminant is quite clear, among those who think, as one who speaks to you, that you no longer sense the division between revolutionary and reformist, rather than because of revolution or reform should talk about transformation of society and those who consider that these categories should be preserved in this way defending the common identity. One can say that this is the theoretical core of the conflict which has consumed the last congress of the Communist Refoundation and then the birth of Left Ecology Freedom, to which I belong. 

3) Another discriminant quite clear is the issue of violence. Left Ecology Freedom excludes strongly it, others not, others place it as an indispensable point of class struggle. Of course nonviolence not mean passivity ,or that no one can give a blow to the head of a policeman, but essentially means accepting the idea that the transformation of society is through a process that is decisive and dominant the theme of the conquest of consent, and the occupation of strategic points of power. The theme of nonviolence is one, then, with the concept of transformation. Similarly, the maintenance of the option is one with that of violent revolution. Of course, it is worth pointing out, this distinction holds even if only formally holding a democratic framework. If this was replaced by a totalitarian regime openly, violently repressive denial of every area of freedom of political discourse, at least in my opinion, it changes. In other words, nonviolence is not a religious-ideological choice, but strong strategic option that still depends on the given conditions. 

4) The left has always been of alternative influences the movement. I would say that one can speak of a broad left alternative, even if divided, only when the movement have increased their strength in our country, that is the beginning of the year Zero. I am not referring only to the movement of movements, ie 2001 in Genoa, but also to parts of the trade union movement, such as metalworkers CGIL, namely Fiom, or traditional organizations that have deeply renewed as the Arci (Association of Italian cultural recreation) , born as late as 1957. Feminism and ecology are a constituent part, qualifying and left the key of an alternative without these currents and movements of the left alternative can not be described as such. This does not mean that there is an idyll. Indeed there is a debate. For example I do not believe that the decrease (to Latouche for instance) is a good prospect, I think we should rather talk about the environment as a factor in a new development model not only as a limit. But the debate on these issues is a sign of vitality and vivacity. 

5) In terms of social contacts can see a difference between those who think primarily new entrants, workers in the head, and who believes that we can not do without the traditional role of the working class. That said the old position of "centrality working" I think frankly dated, or entirely residual. In general we can say that the entire left alternative thinking to rebuild a social bloc of reference bringing together old and new actors. The difference arises as to what point in the first instance. This is also evident from the content or keywords. Who thinks that the driving force is primarily young and insecure thinks the salary of citizenship as a unifying principal and password, those who believe that the reconstruction of working life is the most urgent to overcome the precarious think through radical modification of existing laws. Obviously the two positions may well meet in the concrete struggles and the partial targets. 

6) In general I do not feel good to define the health conditions of the movements, both the union and those of recent formation. In Italy we have reached a moment of great influence of movements ranging from 2001 to 2003, then there was a decline, that does not mean disappearance. Of course not weighed negatively relationship between movements and the Prodi government, between 2006 and 2008, which included the presence of large parts of the left alternative. The error, at least I believe, has been on both sides, first and to a greater extent by the government that was closed to the more radical but also by movements that have taken the opportunity to step changes, namely to emphasize a proactive character than challenged. 

7) Compared to the theme of Europe see much risk. I would say that only the Left and Freedom sees Europe as a more favorable terrain of conflict and set a goal, although with little effectiveness. In other more prevalent rhetoric of Europe that the ability to move in this area. In others, Europe is seen as a imperialist power. The current crisis does not help to overcome these differences. Rather them further. I saw that the influential Le Monde diplomatique speaks of the need to re-nationalize the finance and politics. A perspective that seems to me wrong, but is also growing in our left, as a reaction to the sacrifices that the EU wants to overcome the crisis and to support aid to Greece. The conditions attached to it are unacceptable and this obviously does not increase the sympathy towards Europe. We should distinguish between the new opportunities that the crisis has opened itself to redefine the role (modified radical treaties, constitution of the European process, new roles and responsibilities of elected bodies, short passage from a European monetary policy) and prevalence in the current EU positions and right of first German in particular the Mediterranean countries. But it is not easy. Consequently I consider totally inadequate, if not nonexistent, the capacity for initiative of unions and Italian movements in front of the current situation. This is the moment to launch the idea and to work for a general strike in Europe, the time to revitalize the movement of movements in Europe. But unfortunately this does not happen. At least for now. So let's be done. 
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