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The Organization

50 Years is Enough: U.S. Network for Global Economic Justice is a coalition of over 200 American grassroots organizations of various affiliations dedicated to the promotion of economic justice worldwide and transformation of the international financial institutions (IFIs), specifically the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund. The organization also has partners in the Global South who collaborate to promote equitable economic policies and prevent exploitation of the countries who have suffered from the neo-liberal economic programs. Formed in 1994, the very title of the group is a challenge to the decades of oppression that the World Bank and IMF has forced on the economically under-privileged nations. Today, the organization focuses on action-oriented economic literacy training, public mobilization, and policy advocacy.
Contributions to IPCR

While 50 Years is Enough is not a traditional peace organization, the desire to achieve peace through economic justice is the core foundation of the group. The organization, whether consciously or not, has contributed tremendously to the field of peace and conflict resolution in three primary ways: first, they have established a solid relationship between conflict and underdevelopment; they continue to bring attention to marginalized populations, such as women and children, who suffer from conflict and underdevelopment simultaneously; and finally, they have created a social justice movement that undercuts all identity politics and instead focuses on building economic justice.
Linking Conflict and Development

In our IPCR classes, we are always taught to flesh out the terminology, whether it is conflict, violence, or peace. Conflict generally means a difference in opinions and/or interests between two or more parties. Parties in turn can mean many different things but at 50 YIE, I learned that conflicting parties signified the IFIs and the people who suffer from their policies. Upon realizing this, the relationship between conflict and development became much clearer and with the developments in my personal life and the political realm, I began to see conflict and development as a unified entity rather than mutually exclusive terms.
The summer after my sophomore year of my undergraduate studies, I went to India to work in the slums of New Delhi with a local NGO. While I entered with highly romanticized notions of poverty and underdevelopment, I left with a realistic picture of the Global South and a deep respect for the resident people and the grassroots workers, and their strength. Until then, conflict and development were two separate entities but being there, I soon realized that conflict and development are intertwined and serve to reinforce each other. It is similar to some of the conflict and development work done by John Burton in which he states that if people’s basic human needs are not being met, they become more susceptible to violent action. While Burton was referring to gang violence or insurgencies, I witnessed this on a more micro-level. I saw this in my slum children’s parents, who had jobs that paid about a dollar a day and could barely support their family; thus, their frustration, particularly the men’s, was manifested on their wives and children. Although this is violence on a more personal level, it is violence that is committed on a larger scale in underdeveloped regions. 
With this experience in mind, I entered 50 YIE only to realize that many others before me had recognized the relationship between conflict and development, and had developed it into a rallying point for activists. This became especially clear after the invasion and subsequent occupation of Iraq. Beginning from 2003, the American government was accused of and criticized for being a hegemonic power. However, 50 YIE, and its partner organizations, have been condemning the U.S. for many years for being an economic hegemony. Controlling the majority of votes in the World Bank, and other regional development banks, including the Asian Development Bank and the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development, the United States government wields great power in the economic, and also political, decisions of the developing nations and their people. Thus, while our government has flaunted its military brawn publicly imposing a mutated form of democracy on an underdeveloped nation through violent means, it has covertly been playing a similar occupying role in the countries of the Global South for a long time.
The situation in Iraq is one of many atrocities in which the cycle of conflict and underdevelopment have reinforced each other; Afghanistan, numerous African nations, Sri Lanka and endless others are in a similar state. Taking this into consideration, the 50 YIE Network has been working to create a campaign that brings awareness to the issue of militarism and economic underdevelopment. The most recent incident that only strengthened this argument was the ascension of Paul Wolfowitz, neo-con and architect of the occupation of Iraq, to the World Bank Presidency. On June 1st, the staff and interns of 50 YIE, along with members from other D.C. solidarity groups, held a rally outside of the World Bank to protest his ascension. Other incidences seek to prove that this is blossoming relationship. For example: asides from imposing crippling neo-liberal economic policies that hinder development in nations, the World Bank has also funded atrocious practices, such as Israeli checkpoints in Palestine, that are a violation of human rights but also go against the charter of the Bank. It is clear that the IFIs are not only a threat to those suffering from development, but for everyone involved in the realm of conflict and development. 
Women and the World Bank

Women and children often feel the brunt of violence, but also of underdevelopment. I have learned this well not only from personal experience but from doing research at 50 Years is Enough, particularly on the subject of the World Bank’s treatment of women in post-conflict and post-disaster zones. It was during this time that much of the World Bank’s pro-women rhetoric proved to be a total fallacy. After the Beijing Conference in 1995, every organization and institutions jumped on the women’s development bandwagon, including the World Bank. From thenceforth, they began to publish numerous articles and books on gendering development, peppered their policy papers with gender-friendly terms, dispatches gender experts to post-conflict zones to create needs assessments of women, and ex-President James Wolfensohn frequently emphasized the need to educate and empower women so that development can truly occur. However, while the rhetoric was outstanding, the action was almost non-existent. Perhaps only three percent of the funds for post-conflict reconstruction were allocated to women; why was it so little despite Wolfensohn’s exclamation that there can be no development without women’s development?

Accustomed as women are to constantly receiving the tail end of every deal, this comes as no surprise. Once again, conflict and development unite but this time it is to further marginalize women. Take the example of Afghanistan, where under the Taliban rule, women were allocated no rights. Currently, the situation is a little better but women still lack rights and adequate training and education. The World Bank entered Afghanistan after the U.S. ousted the Taliban regime and proclaimed that it would place women at the center of Afghanistan’s reconstruction and development. The Bank currently has sixteen projects in Afghanistan, only four of which are directed towards the “broader development goal” of empowering women. Fortunately, Afghanistan and other countries in a similar plight have an amazing array of women and men working towards building a society that is just and equitable, contrary to what the IFIs have developed.
Global Movement for Justice
The difference between movements for economic justice and movements for a certain cause is that the former is working towards change that will benefit everyone. I have worked at many other places, to end the Israeli occupation or to help urban development in India, and it has been equally intense but I noticed that working at 50 YIE was a special experience because I was not thinking of situations regionally, but rather it was a transnational matter and I was working for the global community. 
Globalization is inevitable, and not always detrimental. Thus, to label the anti-IFI community as anti-globalization is a complete fallacy; if anything, we are working with globalization positively to build global solidarity against those who exploit it for self-interest. 50 YIE is a global movement for justice, whether it is human rights, gender equality, children’s rights, or land rights- it has no regional limitations. Similar to how occupation in Palestine resonates in Tibet, Chechnya and Chiapas, a Bank-funded dam built in China that displaces thousands is damage that resonates in Laos, Brazil and many other places. Economic injustice is capable of unifying people of various backgrounds because it impacts all of us in a personal way. A young girl who was displaced by the aforementioned dam may be working for meager wages at a sweatshop in Beijing and the end product of her suffering is a sweater that we buy at the Gap during a Christmas sale. Like it or not, we all contribute to globalization somehow but what is more important is that we acknowledge it and strive to end the disastrous activities of globalization and the IFIs. 
Strengths and Weaknesses of 50 YIE
“Fifty years is enough!” was the war cry in 1994 of the counter-IFI movement. Today, it has been 61 years and it is still too much. 50 YIE has been active for 11 years trying to shed light on the damage caused by the IFIs. They helped start the momentum for the movement and have had a remarkable impact on the policies of the World Bank and the IMF. As a result of the efforts of 50 YIE and other such organizations, the Bank and IMF were forced to institute some transparency policies. The documents that are available on their websites today are there because of the efforts of these groups. 50 YIE is also a leading organizer for protests, particularly the April ones that are held directly in front of the World Bank. This is done in coordination with the broad coalition that only serves to enhance the diverse organization. 

While many groups have become more moderate or reconciliatory over the past decade, 50 YIE continues to be one of the few far-left movements for economic justice. Whether this is to their advantage or detriment is yet to be known, but it is admirable that they have maintained their credibility through the years when others couldn’t. Today, 50 YIE continues pushing its progressive agenda in the form of a newsletter titled “Economic Justice News” or EJN. The EJN is distributed to approximately 5,000 people and organizations nationally and worldwide. The newsletter consists of messages of solidarity and hope but also provides critical analysis of current affairs such as the efforts to implement market fundamentalism in Iraq written by 50 YIE staff and interns but also by other solidarity groups. 

While the work, both past and present, of 50 YIE is commendable, from my perspective, it seems like the economic justice movement is losing momentum. I think back to 1999 and 2000, when the thousands of activists at the Seattle and D.C. protests shut down the meetings of the WTO and the World Bank and then I think about this year’s counter-IFI protests, and hardly 200 people showed up. What happened over these past few years to prevent increased participation in the movement? Personally, I believe that public apathy is growing but not enough is being done to counter it. 50 YIE is based in Northeast D.C., easily one of the most underdeveloped neighborhoods in the city, especially in comparison to the wealth of Northwest. The group could certainly collaborate with local groups to bring awareness of how the IFIs are ruining lives of people everywhere, how local residents are impacted by decisions made by the IMF and World Bank, and how NAFTA is not going to reap any benefits for them, but it will for those who are already wealthy. It is time to expand the campaign so that the movement for global economic justice can have the same amount of leverage it once used to. 
Conclusion
My experience with the 50 Years is Enough Network has been nothing short of awe-inspiring. I see the hard work that my boss, supervisor, the other interns, and other members of the Network perform just to see some change in these monolithic institutions. It is almost like David and Goliath, and we are all aware of the end of that story. Hopefully, there will be similar results for the counter-IFI movement and we can finally succeed to change the face of the oppressor. 
