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Gold is the last, but not least, natural resource humankind has deemed to be the most important element of civilization.  The importance of individuals and whole societies have been suppressed by the pursuit of a commodity, and at the end of the 20th century, its evolution has become versimilitude.  An Invisible Hand envelops nations with debt that ensures credit, while commerce and technology merge with an ethereal quality lacking political transparency.  Whole gross national products are exported, attached to enormous sums incomprehensible to everyone save those who orchestrate them. Agendas of international trade agreements have the appearance of being engineered by technocrats, while elite individuals of industry oversee without consumer or public support. In the Marxist ideology, the entire sphere of personal and economic relations has altered significantly from its original structure – capitalism has reformed itself to subvert the radical nature of its old enemies, marketing it to the new.  What the Left movement of the 21st must comprise itself beyond situationism and Marxism, it must utilize its tradition to become more radical than its tradition ever accounted for, perhaps even subverting itself. 

In America the begging question is what is the reason no major socialist movement appeared during the 20th century. The answer brings the possibility of understanding how one is manifested without slight compromise of principle. The impetus of radical change in American politics seems to demand radicalism work within the established political arena, rather than through the compassion or solidarity of revolutionary fervor. The 1920 American Socialist Party Presidential Candidate Eugene Debs received 900,000 votes while serving a conviction for violating the WWI Espionage Act. And though this was Debs’ most popular election he yielded only 3.5% of the vote. The 2000 Green Party candidate and consumer advocate Ralph Nader yielded 3%, while controversy surrounded the loss-of-vote to the Democratic Candidate Al Gore. Between the two both achieved 51% of the vote, while the Republican party achieved over half of the House of Representatives.  Where Nader was accused of stealing votes from Democratic and liberal vote, the Green campaign rebuffed, placing the responsibility on centrism. Though it was called absurd for a third party campaign to forfeit its votes to a major party
 and that radical political action demanded the major party run a campaign of equal caliber, the presence of a “left-of-center” liberal candidate was only possible with the moral remonstrations of a progressive candidate. 

The nature of the American political system, of which its two major parties weakly claim ideological separateness through bipartisan legislation. The politics of the American Left belong to that of its representatives, but the progressivism of its spirit belong to its constituents, and those who claim democracy and freedom as their principles. Thus, the condition is that of conflict and tension – thought the leftist is met with the conditioning force of repression, instigated from the right, he/she must work within a common definition of human psychology, within the existing ruling ideology. Alongside this work to change social order should be a precise personal dialogue, where functions of the state are revealed within ones own framework of thought, revealed through an open discretion, and ultimately subverted.

The leader of the Zapatista Army of National Liberation (EZLN) in Mexico Subcomandante Marcos has said that “power be exercised by people… so that the leaders of the people acquiesce to the power of the people, rather than relating to each other in the party.” This seems possible only through the use of revolutionary power within a revolutionary scenario.  Within the context of advanced industrial society, revolutionary power is difficult to manifest within its particular form of class conflict, where reform in the early 20th century brought on both better wages and better labor conditions, but not without loss to several un-equalizing factors. 

Capitalism, and class conflict, has saved itself by opening dialogue and acquiescing to the demands of the working-class. It acts by preserving “wage slavery” with the disguise of providing better living conditions – rewarding the labors of the working class with the fruits of the bourgeoisie. The term itself is antiquated through the assimilation of working-class values to middle-class values, where they have become necessary social tautologies, and the extent of the alternative is unimaginable or deviant: hard work brings reward, an ethic of investment preserves the future, and individualism concretizes character. Antithetical bourgeois values, appearing within advanced capitalism, are values of communal living, and are inefficient compared to the values of aggressive individualism. But why should it be a question of efficiency? As the ruling ideology trickles into the rest of the social order, the meaning of efficiency manifests itself: production is manufacturing of commodities in containerized shipping controlled by narcissistic consumerism. 

If it may be said that the left is internally fragmented, then the fractures are an existing form of separation and lack of dialogue between class conflict and gender and racial conflict. The relationship between race and class is distinguished inside mainstream media as purely aesthetic. Gender and sexuality are questions that must be answered within circles of familiarity without power structure, since confrontations are extant with dominant binaries, and these appear to be antithetical to its study. Class struggle has always existed in part because it can be viewed to exist by historical dialectic, but economy and manufacture occur alongside the development of society and civilization. Before a notion of history is where oppressive elements of modern society can trace their origins, and these forms of exclusion and discrimation are waged in tribal wars, and factionalizations of power concurrent on role.  In the mindset of a contract society, “exclusionary discrimination” is justified so long as it is not on the basis of race, sex, or creed, which leaves nothing but class. If an oppressive element is characterized by its desire for profit, than its appearance seems ubiquitous. But if certain attitudes and behaviorial mechanisms are etiquette within the professional environment, than it is feasible for the inhabitants of these environments to discriminate and exclude deviant individuals with a “genocidal” quality, for it implies the systemic extermination of a people based on nationality, ethnicity, race or politics. For the Left to wage an adequate critique it must at least delineate borders, but for it to take action with this critique, it must do so everywhere, seeking to discover the next question.  

For such a dialogue must facilitate itself, there must be a call to solidarity answered with care and effort. Here, the “power to be exercised by the people” must come from as diverse a people as the people recognize within themselves, relating within a social order that neither ignores boundaries nor aggressively delineates them. Underlying this work across race and economy, sexuality and gender, is a culture of freedom that seeks to critique the nature of its oppression, both within this experiment and without.

“Neoliberalism is a "new" classical liberalism in its political as well as economic aspects. Classical liberalism was long the core of Western capitalist ideology. Portraying the world as made up of myriad individuals following their own selfish interests, it provided a rationale for replacing both feudal and communal structures with market capitalism and various kinds of pro-capitalist government. Political life came to be organized through formal elections controlled by professional parties --usually organized around a more or less shared ideology. Behind a facade of pluralism, democracy is confined to those allowed to vote and to lobbying for those who can afford it.” –  First Continental Encounter in Chiapas (1996)

SEE NEOLIBERALISM IN A WORLD OF IDEAS
To understand what is the left is to understand the distinction of what is right, but also to study what history has become of either. At the root of the distinction is a conflict both political and personal. It is the task of the Left to take the side of freedom that provokes its existence to its fullest potential, yet to engineer what this freedom seems contrary to principle.
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