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OVERVIEW RLER

We have seen thatthe end of Cold ¥ <@ & ¥Maqs & a4 & L HIF T
War left the US without any serious  3™{s1 fava &t Us® «St dihd ST SHA 3R

rival in the world. The era since then 31 # i3 ITHt <FH &1 fdgsl 7 Wil 39

has been described as a period of US =z o oI5 o <X &1 W& 99 A1

dominance or a unipolar world. In T faga @1 R el war 21 39 1™ 0

this chapter, we try to understand g TS U &1 YHfa, famr o dimen

the nature, extent and limits of this TR F S 0N TwR @t g5 9

dI:)minancc? \II1Ve beginf b: narrating y AT S I A TF W TR b

the story of the rise of the new wor . Fef

order from the First Gulf War to the ST T 8l TH fed &
SUR &1 39 HAT Sl G §H TH SSAHA oh

US-led invasion of Iraq. We then . ‘ '
pause to understand the nature of forh & w311 39k 9] T Yigl SeThT aHE

US domination with the help of the ¥ STadRT & Wﬁ T U H IHA B
concept of ‘hegemony’. After qHFH o T H| TR ?ﬁ“\?" o TerHIfa®,
exploring the political, economic and & e WEhfas Teqqsl ®1 S9-7@ &
cultural aspects of US hegemony, we 915 &H I8 3@ o stadsh1 € feed oh faw
assess India’s policy options in ARG & O i faeheq /1 21 3™ oh 3Ad
dealing with the US. Finally, we tum # g9 3§ 99 R faur 30 & smidsl 999
to see if there are challenges to this & gmR =1 *iT FHT o @<t © R =0
hegemony and whether it can be A a9 Q@ 39T &1 gHar &7

SvNJaAQarvrerroaorma
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BEGINNING OF THE ‘NEW Tt faga-—sgaer &t I3
WORLD ORDER’ gifasd 99 & 3=Hs faueT 9

The sudden collapse of the
Soviet Union took everyone by ©* Fly S=AA(®d T T

surprise. While one of the two WeRIfeqal # 3§ Teh w1 d5[]
superpowers ceased to exist, q& T o1 SHEf U AT @

the othe_r remained with all its T O FT FF a2l §'§ a5
powers intact, even enhanced. ‘

Thus, it would appear that the Y™ $EH A1l ¥ dle, ST Ysdl
US hegemony began in 1991 & for odeT & adw &

after Soviet power disappeared IESE 1991 W 2 <9 Ueh dTehd

from the international scene. . . )
This iIs largely correct, but we % ®1 H Wifqaa wo Aqw Q'«'q

need to keep in mind two ISy 9 M9 & TN Uh 8]
riders to this. d% 92 d9[d gg”r % ﬁm g‘ﬁ
THh HIY-91Y <t 3 «ral &1

2= AT 3|
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First, as we shall see in this  J&dll 1A I8 ﬁ AhT T
chapter, some aspects of US h $S q%ﬁ " ohl sfdsr™ 1991

hegemony did not emerge In d% Sifaa T2 % dafeh TaQ HeEl
1991 but in fact go back to the

end of the Second World War 18 @ favays <t guifa o
in 1945. Second, the US did  99d 1945 d% WAl 21 39 U89

not start behaving like a % IR | BH SHl A H YT

hegemonic power right from
1991; it became clear much > I o, st 7 1991 © @

later that the world was in fact TAE®II THd Hl TE T
living in a period of hegemony. &A1 &l I[E fRATI 3T I8

Let us therefore look at this I @ qgd 9% ¥ ST 9% §'§
process by which US - . \ ?a_{ R G
hegemony got established §| 19l 93 b

more closely. 2| 31T, gH 39 Yfwan =i ==l
Hl AR M@ d& S fEEm




US Hegemony in World Politics du«ciid fava 4 s+l ad&

In August 1990, Iraq invaded 1990

Kuwait, rapidly occupying and gHcIl
subsequently annexing it. After Fesdl

a series of diplomatic attempts

oh T | 3qH 1 FHad W
frar 3R o<t dsit @ 39 W
<1 feran sus &l

failed at convincing Iraq to quit

JUAN -G bl qHH TSHIR

its aggression, the United Il S TR W 9l GgFa
Nations mandated the U2HY 3 Fpad &l Jad A h
liberation of Kuwait by force. forw el gt 5 Wﬁ' 2 &

For the UN, this was a

dramatic decision after years Y1935 % INH SRR A=l |

of deadlock during the Cold Uit

Y o1 dlet Ggad T<dH

War. The US President George 3; faae @ g s Aesl

H.W. Bush hailed the
emergence of a ‘new world

thygen o1l 3R] UUfd Sivsl

order’ 991 1 39 ‘72 fava e’ &t
g g
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A massive coalition force of
660,000 troops from 34
countries fought against Iraq
and defeated it in what came
to be known as the First Gulf
War. However, the UN
operation, which was called
‘Operation Desert Storm’, was
overwhelmingly American. An
American general, Norman
Schwarzkopf, led the UN
coalition and nearly 75 per
cent of the coalition forces
were from the US. Although
the Iraqi President, Saddam
Hussein, had promised ‘“the
mother of all battles”, the Iraqi
forces were quickly defeated
and forced to withdraw from

34 33 &t faelisel 3R 660000
Af7ehl &1 9-WHH BN A qE h
faes d=f @ien 3 S8 U &
fEam 3@ vem @iEt g +el o« el
g ULEH & 39 9 Afaam =
'FTRIAE S9F €M’ w8l S @ S
Ush &S deh 3R] O Sfaam &
Tl Teh LRI SISl AATHA YdTsichid
39 dg-fam & yq@ o 3k 34
29 &t 39 foelt et @9 ®/ 75

yfaera @fe sl & € 9| sl
0 o Te2Ufd §EM i &1 TaH
of fob o= ‘Al M &1 we S’ Wit
B dfes Ut 991 Siesl & s8R TS
3 38 Ppad ¥ §S W TSR B
R
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The First Gulf War revealed the 921 @SI-45 ¥ 98 o wlfe &l
vast technological gap that e f& dart 291 A-4uar & °HS
had opened up between the ? odsr @ agd 8 ¥ sk =g

US military capability and that : \
of other states. The highly ame # dEfi] o aae W

publicised use of socalled 3THhT a@ 3“T S G K
‘smart bombs’ by the US led fa3rast 313<1 & smwdiset 4 359 s
some observers to call thisa 1« gyfag ‘Tard 99’ 1 9T

‘computer war’. Widespread ol 39S 9o 5 el 3
television coverage also made

it a ‘video game war’, with e HER LG w1 WA AT IS
viewers around the world @l efifas W ATTH el g
watching the destruction of 3R 98 U ‘difedt W9 ar’ ®
Iraqi forces live on TV in the  g&dier gt wam iR 4 stem -
comfort of their living rooms. ST S T weiE sroet Suw o
98 A ¥ 3@ @ o f&h el
A1 fhg e s 8 W'
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THE CLINTON YEARS facied &1 2R

Despite winning the First g '@'ﬁﬁ IS SIGE G 2 CIEE W
Gulf War, George H.W. Bush G 991 1992 § SHdfes et
lost the US presidential .

SHigar fafaam SiwdH

elections of 1992 to William .
Jefferson (Bill) Clinton of the (T faieT @ Tgufa-u= =1

Democratic Party, who had 119 R Ul facied 3 fagw-ifa

campaigned on domestic %1 e wRq] HAifd &l 3TuA
rather than foreign policy TAE-TGR 1 TR 9/ e
issues. Bill Clinton won ot : A
again in 1996 and thus feret sk 1996 H 5 :
remained the president of Sitd W TE d A8 WAl I

the US for eight years. TUfd-ug I R
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During the Clinton years, it et & I ¥ T IF T=ar o
often seemed that the US & 31 4 319+ &l =’e] |
had withdrawn into its a difya & foar & 3R favg
internal affairs and was not §; gief & g1 R eIl
fully engaged in world ¢|%°r @ e fify & e §

polltlc_s In foreign policy, 2 Y d=r_wifr sk
the Clinton government
et S HIAT TeHIfa’ B TR

tended to focus on ‘soft
issues’ like democracy ks oh g, STerarg-ufiad

promotion, climate change 1 fa¥3 AR ST TRl
and world trade rather W A dhisd fean

than on the ‘hard politics’

of military power and

security.
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Nevertheless, the US on Jeard, facied o SR & #i
occasion did show its STORT Jd-d49 BIs drehd oh

readiness to use military W & feta M fe@m T4

power even during the Clinton

years. The most important & &l Th St oS 1999 |
episode occurred in 1999, in g3\ U4 Yid Higal o
response to Yugoslavian Fteentaar 3 SreatEE o S

actions against the . s
predominantly Albanian e &t A & fag d=

population in the province of ®RdlR il HiGial B 3ITedI-aATz
Kosovo. The air forces of the 1y &} sgaar 21 39 SO o

NATO countries, led by the US, TIH! g | A & W A

bombarded targets around

Yugoslavia for well over two IIEAToAE &3 W S 7gH dh

months, forcing the downfall of U4l F1| TiEeH fHadfaT i1

Moo o e stationig of e R et st gl w
97 Tt =t @ wifas | TR |

a NATO force in Kosovo.
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Another significant US military f&cied & 3R o sl <<t 9=

action during the Clinton years g T+t (=) iR

was in response to the R-Ga™ (asfEn) & et

bombing of the US embassies . . .
in Nairobi, Kenya and Dar-es- @m W AR o STl |

Salaam, Tanzania in 1998. 1998 &2 Afdar] sl fa=md

These bombings were Q yuifad dsharet 96
attributed to Al-Qaeda, a ,
‘ITA-HEST &l 39 IHA/ &

terrorist organisation strongly

influenced by extremist fSHaR 380 T 39 dHER! h
Islamist ideas. Within a few TS fei o 31X yweufa facieq
days of this bombing, 3 ¢ e WS_:! A =

President Clinton ordered

Operation Infinite Reach, a AR f<Am 59 fvEq o 3iavid

series of cruise missile strikes 3&HT st 3R TR IMEM

on Al-Qaeda terrorist targets in % IA-HE H [SHFN 9 H3
Sudan and Afghanistan.
? IR %o fraEd 4@ gucd feu
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The US did not bother about 3%l 7 31Ul 3§ &HRERE ok
the UN sanction or folu @ UdH &l AT o=

:orov_isi;)hqs of intzrl::\tional a1 39 foafaa ¥ siad ﬁ .
aw in this regard. It was et ¥ = qI”E”

alleged that some of the
targets were civilian Y & foh 3T 39+ 39

facilities unconnected to AfIH W o TS fehtl

terrorism. In retrospect, this w9 9T e S&fsh s

was merely the beginning ATAHEE O BT 91— &l om
N3 e 3 WA W o7al @
fh g8 a1 T IEAE W o)
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9/11 AND THE ‘GLOBAL WAR 9/11 3R ‘dsharg & favg
ON TERROR’ forgareamdt g’

On 11 September 2001, 11 fadasx 2001 o fe fafa=

nineteen hijackers hailing : Y
from a number of Arab IS T 6 19 i

countries took control of M W & =] et 91 9R
four American commercial 3% AEANTTS faarl W
aircraft shortly after takeoff e Y fora STUBOTHl 9
and flew them into important fogmy &1 st W{Uf

buildings in the US. One ¥ :
airliner each crashed into U SgIhs o T

the North and South Towers ﬁ femr =qameh feoa ae< 33
of the World Trade Centre in 9 & STl 3R faroit 2R @

New York. A third aircraft kU dau faam afsiten @

crashed into the Pentagon  gfaaeg frerg ‘Oore’ 9§ oHaE)
building in Arlington,




US Hegemony in World Politics du«ciid fava 4 s+l ad&

Virginia, where the US ‘o™’ & il T&T-faemr 1

Defence Department is e 21 9e fauae &
headquartered. The fourth s #1099 #1 &7 3ORa 4@

aircraft, presumably bound g o <ifer a8 gt
for the Capitol building of . & @q ¥ R T e e hd
the US Congress, came F ‘9T e’ HE 2

down in a field in . . A
Pennsylvania. The attacks (ST0® % 7ER %l T’ 9

have come to be known as T8¢ f&@ @1 =e 21 gt &1
“9/11”. (In America the @ &7 9/11 2 7 % 11/9
convention is to write the S f& vRa o fer@r smam) |
month first, followed by

the date; hence the short

form ‘9/ 11’ instead of

‘11/9’ as we would write in
India).
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The attacks killed nearly 39 80d ® <9 i &R Afed
three thousand persons. In R ™I sdfeal & fau 98
terms of their shocking fedl <@l ]9 ATell A 1!
effect on Americans, they =3 =g s=a1 #1 qo T 1814
have been compared to the 3T 1941 =% s=el @ 1| 1814

British burning of X R 3 afvies At 3
Washington, DC in 1814 ST F o s 1041

and the Japanese attack
on Pearl Harbour in 1941, ST 7 W& 36t W &HeH

However, in terms of loss a1 M S&T T SA-A@ 1
of life, 9/11 was the most =11 &1 9ara @ df Ml S

severe attack on US soil T I8 39 dh T 99 T9R
since the founding of the  auey o AT 1776 B T W
country in 1776. 91 3R 99 9 I Ta 90

S &1 (T o
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The US response to 9/11 9/11 & Faid ® TAdHT ¥ BIA
was swift and ferocious. &<H SS@ IR TIHL HRATE Sl
Clinton had been 319 facieT &t se fafsara
succeeded in the US qel & oIS geeg, 931 Uufd
presidency by George W. A A qefadl Tl T S,
Bush of the Republican

: 31 o g7 2| facted o faudia

Party, son of the earlier
President George H. W. 7 HT fedl w1 AR HIR

Bush. Unlike Clinton, Bush @1 31 3R & fedl i
had a much harder view of Ml 7 & faT %2 %30 I3A
US interests and of the ‘Sddharg o favg fagasamdt
means by which to IJs' oh M & ®Y H AT A
advance them. As a part of ‘ ity wegfin wien' =«
its ‘Global War on Terror’,

the US launched

‘Operation Enduring

Freedom’




US Hegemony in World Politics du«ciid fava 4 s+l ad&

against all those suspected 7@ 37 37 At & faar®
to be behind this attack, =< 57 T 9/11 ST Ik ATl 39
mainly Al-Qaeda and the A ¥ g=F fFRm STa-+Esl

Taliban regime In I AEMTEE S Afa -3
Afghanistan. The Taliban =) S T a6 e
regime was easily N ; '
overthrown, but remnants a;,\qﬁ sk el 39 Trq it
of the Taliban and Al - qifetel I HeA=pTERT <h <1
Qaeda have remained o9 A wiwa &1 9/11 *1

potent, as is clear from the & 9% ¥ 34 d% Tl WH d
number of terrorist attacks Uf¥=tt qohl & 3 I W

launched by them against guet gu 2 3@ 3! Giwgan
Western targets since. F 99 T @ Sdl 2
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The US forces made arrests 3Tt 41 4 R fava #
all over the world, often R i) AR IR o

without the knowledge of the 3; gR o 391 &R +1 SR
government of the persons T & T R o &

being arrested, transported .
these persons across FeT-STeTT JFW A A WA S

countries and detained them S5 ‘@[F“Fm Ster@ il # §31 S

in secret prisons. Some of @I Il 1 o {Tehe FALht
them were brought to 9T &1 TS TSR TdEME @
Guantanamo Bay, a US Naval 3y 3, S dfeal &l T8 @ T
orisoners did not enjoy the T ¢ 8 ML ¥l F 7

P i AR ST B qUam 9« @

protection of international

law or the law of their own 31X 7 & W 3w a1 ikt &
country or that of the US. ST Dl GIF TEHH
Even the UN representatives yfafafi@l a &1 34 «fcal @
were not allowed to meet fuem &1 srqufa 7€ @ )

these prisoners.
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THE IRAQ INVASION s G ATHYY
On 19 March 2003, the US 2003 o 19 TE <l 3N 3 * SARIH

launched its invasion of Iraq ) A
under the codename Tl HISH' & FTM ¥ TWh W

‘Operation Iraqi Freedom’. -gaell feral STl ST el
More than forty other countries ‘ifeeM 3iid dife (hifeR=N o
joined in the US-led ‘coalition TeNie) ' § 40 Q ST 29 vnfhe g W

of the willing’ after the UN . ? .
refused to give its mandate to Tt 7 WH W Sl aﬂqﬁ' Tl A

the invasion. The ostensible il f<@E b felt =gl 71 {6 arffgsh HeR
purpose of the invasion was to & sf*ER (diug 3iid U9 SERA) FH 4

prevent Iraq from developing I o FoTU 30 W el fRar T 3
weapons of mass destruction

(WMD). Since no evidence of % T anjfesh W o SRRt ISR
WMD has been unearthed in o IS Y9IV <&l fiell S9Y 3THM <R ST

Iraq, it is speculated that the gmar ? fr 00l & THEE 5O SR & 9,

invasion was motivated by 34 N : :
Vs I & do-%eR R FEI0 3R e o
other objectives, such as ?

controlling Iraqi oilfields and ST &l TGS WHR HRH HEN

installing a regime friendly to
the US.
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Although the government of T&™ TAT & THR @ 4 U &
gl St @, cifdd sus &t ‘wna’
L YR H AR G%hd el & Gl
21 3Uh 4 I o faaw

Saddam Hussein fell swiftly,
the US has not been able to
‘pacify’ Iraq. Instead, a full-
fledged insurgency against

US occupation was ignited in quia

Iraqg. While the US has lost
over 3,000 military
personnel in the war, Iraqi
casualties are very much
higher. It is conservatively
estimated that 50,000 lIraqi
civilians have been killed
since the US-led invasion. It
iIs now widely recognised
that the US invasion of Iraq
was, in some crucial
respects, both a military and
political failure.

4 faste wgs I8N AR

3000 4f7 39 g W M SEfh
% o AfTs w91 ST &
4 AR T Toh AN h ATER
IH{H! BHA oh 9K G I
50000 NS AR & 21 9 I8
9 9 49 9 W HHEl ST El @
ff T deEqul 312 H Tk W
IRl s 99 AR UsHIfaeh

Ydd W 3hd f8g g2

2
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wisl st 9<f 3R FET 1 TR )

I8 HIET FI1 SqIl |2

Soldier World Map © Ares, Cagle Cartoons Inc.
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WHAT DOES HEGEMONY & il & a9&d &7 37ef?
MEAN? 9 AqU=g g fedt T
It may be more HeTIIfad a1 %% % Sd
appropriate to describe TeifR % qesd ¥ @ qt sge
an international system = ‘THyEr’ SaEen Wt FE

with only one centre of ;e
power by the term ST 1 faet & wss ‘ya’ &

‘hegemony’. We can dg Udh digc 4 9™ IJ %l
identify three very AR e | drhd &1 Th
different understandings @i % @ df 3@ ‘94’

of what hegemony is. Let (WgH3a<sd) 31 o sWHG 9

us examine each of these gFfufq v =T Sfaa =8 m
meanings of hegemony

and relate them to
contemporary
international politics.
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HEGEMONY AS HARD g9€ — 99 e o 3 9

POWER TAAHT B SR dqhd Bt G
The bedrock of contemporary IR Fe-9et O vifeaa 21 oS
US power lies in the A Elﬁ ﬁ-‘q SIfs a9 e B/

overwhelming superiority of

its military power. American 31@ 2 3R ot 23 i [
military dominance today is @ S| 31:@% 39 31U H f&h

both absolute and relative. In |
absolute terms, the US today SRt ST W= &t h

has military capabilities that gd T fEn d &l |t e
can reach any point on the  |Y Ghdl 2| TheH Hel 0 |

planet accurately, lethally and 3Th 3R HaF IR FE

in real time, thereby crippling
the adversary while its own  S0! 33U T AT G Bl

forces are sheltered to the IS 9 31fyhan T T Y&«
maximum extent possible TGHT 98 YH IHA il IUh =N

from the dangers of war. § & W 9 Gehal a1
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But even more awesome
than the absolute
capabilities of the US is the
fact that no other power
today can remotely match
them. The US today spends
more on its military
capability than the next 12
powers combined.
Furthermore, a large chunk
of the Pentagon’s budget
goes into military research
and development, or, in
other words, technology.
Thus, the military
dominance of the US is not

just based on higher military

spending, but on a
qualitative gap, a

technological chasm that no

MRl @1 ifad &1 I8 SBIYT 3Tl
e oferd 599 ot U1 fasgeert a2
1% 7 fo AN &S Wt 29 st 9=
vifekd &1 ol § 39k UIET o S{e) Wi
Tl 21 ot @ = S poA 12 dihdR
2T Th 1Y fueeh 1wl 9= amar
fau foam w4 @ @ 399 &gl ==

A B Hal o fau ehat HAET Hdl
2| SHoh Ifafiad, 9en™ 39l aSie &1 T&h
o1 feedr & IqEye 3R faw™ o ug o
Jrefa, Wenfieel | @4 +ar 81 39 TR
T & =1 U T R faw 3=9
A= =g Tl dfcsh IT=! TS ded Wl
21 3WdehT I 9= dieifienl & Ama o
Tal 3 @ T fedt 3R 291 & fou 9
A A IUHT SO HL 9FT GHa T 2|
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4559 o '
(% zmw o) 449.4 (=™ BreE o)
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gZeit 339
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g T FWiE i @ A F 12 A
o W =Y & {1 =g

it & A9 % |12 WETR I OF Wy frwt famw s d
g W @S w0 € 399 w www @6 @ smwdwr ww # qwl
o 2w W & e # ww w w ad ey
sttt & i SR weah 1 v R, e 5t i @ soae
7. R F A wTOR T g



US Hegemony in World Politics du«ciid fava 4 s+l ad&




US Hegemony in World Politics du«ciid fava 4 s+l ad&

HEGEMONY AS STRUCTURAL dd@ — @lGNM dihd & o1ef &
POWER g4 1 THU 31 ygd Y € «@gd
The second notion of hegemony oy 2\ st g Afvas stefoaaeen =1
Is very different from the first. It o " U 9§ 3 =g gug F
emerges from a particular Ukl {

understanding of the world qron 8 fon df¥es sreforaeen A srofi
economy. The basic idea is that ¥sil I Il T TET {1 &4 gan @
an open world economy requires i 3199 Hdold ®1 Hisl 6l 9T 3R

a hegemon or dominant power to v ) @ 2 P fou sed 2 5

support its creation and
existence. The hegemon must 3 I e FEW w3 & T

possess both the ability and the TRl Hl N HE HI AT R F0T
desire to establish certain norms 91 & & & ff o dAfyds oHaeen =
for order and must sustain the &Y laid H 9910 {@| E<d oTell <91 Tdl
global structure. The hegemon A BER o fow @ 2 AfpT ST

usually does this to its own .

advantage but often to its T S O AfRE BT IS gl 4
relative detriment, as its T faanht 3 dfvas srefereeen &
competitors take advantage of HdUYT &1 HESI 33 & SE(h 3 AU
the openness of the world %l HEH @A < fau 3= w3 @d wt
economy without paying the T @ g

coste of maintainina its
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Hegemony in this second a9 & 3 T AY &l YU K ai
sense is reflected in the role sz« e 8d favasadt ‘ GdsifAa
played by the US in providing aegs’ 11%?11 F 1
global public goods. By public sifereRt A firerdt 3| ‘gt e’

goods we mean those goods ,
that can be consumed by one q e G i @ @ o sus

person without reducing the Flz TH =AfR H ?ﬁ TR Hl S
amount of the good available T I& &I W= 4 iz @4l Tl
for someone else. Fresh air =3 1Y 3R Y& TESTHh 9&] >

and roads are examples of IR0 & dfyge srefeuaeen & g<H
public goods. In the context 3 grfwfer aw w1 9a@ afew

of the world economy, the >
3380 YS! AUR-A0 (§ &9 31fq
best examples of a global (

public good are sea-lanes of ke — SLOCs) © for

communication (SLOCs), the XA SN TS Hd ¢l gl
sea routes commonly used by dfYa® stefereeen § Y-SR WE
merchant ships. Free trade in SMUR-ATT & Eatuq b fa 1 G9a
an open world economy el

would not be possible without
~em e ] AN
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It is the naval power of the
hegemon that underwrites
the law of the sea and
ensures freedom of
navigation in international
waters. Since the decline of
British naval power after the
Second World War, the multi-
oceanic US Navy has played
this role.

qEge ATl 39T (AT G i
diehd 9 ST ATYR-HAT W
el % frEm 99 % @ 3R
AU TYx | a1y SATATSIE!
&l gifyaa s 21 R favags
o o1 fafest 901 &1 SR w2
TN 3 I8 fHdT HdHt Fa
frart @ ot sufeufa g &
AT g gErEr o 2
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Another example of a global Jfyqe grewfT® a&] &1 T 3N

public good is the Internet. R o
Although it is seen today as et e | &le

making the virtual world of g & ST dee dEe a4
the World Wide Web possible, (SAd-siigdl- Siel) a1 3T

we shoul_d not fqrget that the TOR 9rR & T SEdn % CICT|
Internet is the direct outcome ..

of a US military research gH a7 el WOW fn see
project that began in 1950. 3! ¥ AU GFEISHT 1

Even today, the Internet relies yftorg 2 I8 afEsAT 1950 &
on a global network of & gﬁ o) A ¥

satellites, most of which are

owned by the US government. % Th dfvas o W fAdt 2 @i
g0 d 3IfYHIY ITE 3HART
2
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It is important to remember o @ fo sdeT &1 nfefs

that the economic R 1) 5 0 O b i e 2 L |
preponderance of the US is

inseparable from its dfyereh Sfefcqaed % Th @r¥
structural power, which is the 3191 4 a9 F1 dishd 4 Glj{l @
power to shape the global %I {{:ﬁ w & 9 ﬁddgs

economy in a particular way.
After all, the Bretton Woods JuTleil h1EH g3 fl a1 510

system, set up by the US HIY I8 YTl 3T i faga =t
after the Second World War, gjefegren =i i’ﬁqﬁ AT HT

still constitutes the basic
structure of the world M H @ 2| 39 e & fava

economy. Thus, we can d®, AW T hlY 3R faea

regard the World Bank, MR ST i 3! A& &l

International Monetary Fund  gfiommg g ga )
(IMF) and World Trade

Organisation (WTO) as the
products of American
hegemony.
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A classic example of the M{hT ! STANA dishd &1 Ush HMh
structurl power of the US s oty (e i et
e academic degr
TR yA) ®1 smefus feut 81 a8

the Master’s in Business
Administration (MBA). The idea U8 7 ¥ 3m{®] ¥ron 2 b

that business is a profession SI9U™ YA MY & TH Y¥m 2 =
that depends upon skills that &iver X et LT 2 3R =9 Iy
can be taught in a university is &} fovafaare o fsfa frar s gl
uniquely American. The first 3| gfEfdd aitg tFgaafmar 3 a@ﬂ

business school in the world,

the Wharton School at the Tpd o M | fava &1 wsen 'ﬁﬁlﬁ?
University of Pennsylvania, Tpcl’ Eelll $9eht TATT § 1881 #
was established in 1881. The g3l THEIT o I TSARA 1900 €
first MBA courses were IRY U H{HT 9 9 THEIT oh

initiated around 1900. The first T | IS T 1950 5
MBA course outside the US ) )

was established only in 1950. Bl 5"5';(' &l Wf'ﬁ' e gfar 9 @i ]
Today, there is no country in ¥ Tl foed sy 1w yfaftsa
the world in which the MBA is 3t&isius feiit =1 <1 =1fae 7 @l

not a prestigious academic
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HEGEMONY AS SOFT POWER a5 — H[{.(i,rqq, 3 A
It would however be a mistake et a9 =l S &Y 3 ¥ 3k

to see US hegemony in purely

military and economic terms el w3 | @A A win e

without considering the ARt ddd W fGaRY a1 G&hid
idc!eolog!cal ofrJI;ehcultural & "<H # ot faur = =ifeul
imension o egemony. e - 5

This third sense of hegemony is ‘qﬂw i W, . i :
about the capacity to Heafd g’ i dehd @ @1 T
‘manufacture consent’. Here, A% hl AR © A, ASHHdah
hegemony implies class AR TR faaRYT & e_aa W
ascendancy in the social, W.ﬁ 1 92d a1 oSN F

political and particularly .
ideological spheres. Hegemony Y¥caslell 9 A1 ]I 34 I |

arises when the dominant class ®+ 9l &l 39 9@ YgHd I Hhdl
or country can win the consent 2 5 3 o gﬁl‘*ﬂ @ 3° Teifw 4

of dominated classes, by

persuading the dominated @A o fored gqceenet ot A ]w
classes to view the world ina  3&dl 81 3HY YERNel &1 9gd 3R

manner favourable to the J4e w9 eidl %|
ascendancy of the dominant
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Adapted to the field of world fgyg goHifa & IR & a9 o 3@
politics, this notion of aref =) AN ¥ a@ T B
h ts that

egemony suggests that a - A 2y o = v @ @7

dominant power deploys not

only military power but also T8I adl; a8 37 gfagsl ok st

ideological resources to g A <91 oh HgeR-sdd hl
shape the behaviour of M TR 99 & fau faaRum
competing and lesser : )

powers. The behaviour of the SR “v'lTafﬁ\Eh‘l il w2
weaker countries is HASI M o ATER-E Hl §
influenced in ways that @ 9 ywifaa fean Sian & o sg«d
favour the interests of the 99 diehda? <31 <l feaqiys i,
most powerful country, in SHHT JEed &1 @1 39 W8,

particular its desire to remain ) Cn
preeminent. Consent, in other ~ & et J91 S-St SR

words, goes hand-in-hand S A € Al @ FE a2
with, and is often more AL TS T bl AR-STER &l
effective than, coercion. 4 HEl el SR gifad gidr 2|
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The predominance of the US gy fasqd A IMART HT <]
in the world today is based a1 wife ek et sed &

not only on its military power

and economic prowess, but d & TEI dfcs et @l

also on its cultural presence. TiEhfas WS Ht ST TH
Whethc?r we choose to FTOT %I 9 89 39 919 &1 9H
recognise the fact or not, all .

ideas of the good life and a1 9 4 dfeR a8 W 2 T e
personal success, most of =8 Sitaq R ATFTd Ghadl o
the dreams of individuals and g § wj g.m-uTrq t@ fgsg &
societies across the globe, Tt %.; gﬁl‘EIT T

are dreams sk ‘3 o gn &
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churned out by practices d 99 94l "<l o USR] H
prevailing in twentieth- yafed STaRR_SwEd & & ghify
century America. America ¥, Tt TR g - 3

Is the most seductive, and
in this sense the most 3R TH SRV G AR AH AR

powerful, culture on earth. ®| I9& &1 I8 AiEhids Uee] @
This attribute is called ‘soft g sfiv-Se<xt @ &t dfesn
power’: the ability to WG @ o S S 21 gHe
persuade rather than T %

. 1Y 81 3Yoh 3aA

coerce. Over time we get .
so used to hegemony that SH% g T T o w o

we hardly notice it, any ga-l &t g&sl Hd 2 TS et

more than we notice the AMY-Y o» de-ueil AT 9t il
rivers, birds, and trees

around us.
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PARAMOUNT PICTURES ans MARVEL ENTERTAINM mﬁnmmv{l STODIOS PRaDUCION A FIM Y
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INDIA’S RELATIONSHIP WITH

THE US

During the Cold War years, India
found itself on the opposite side
of the divide from the US. India’s
closest friendship during those
years was with the Soviet Union.
After the collapse of the Soviet
Union, India suddenly found
itself friendless in an
increasingly hostile international
environment. However, these
were also the years when India
decided to liberalise its
economy and integrate it with
the global economy. This policy
and India’s impressive economic
growth rates in recent years
have made the country an

attractive economic partner for
a niimhbar af cainintrice inchintdina

MU 9 ARG oh g9y

ags oh a9 H HRA AR T
& faeg @1 o1l 39 Uit °§ 9RA
&l A« &t Gifaaa 99 4 ot
gifaad 99 o fd@@ oh 95 9R”d
A 9 f AR sgarqul s
sty wrEta § a8 fistfagq =l
T 21 SHT SrEfy W WRd A STuAt
AAHTEAT BT ISR S adl
34 dfyas srefogaeen @ Sited w1
i thaen fwan 39 ifa 3R s
% giell d YAERnel e
gfs-3¢ oh RO AR 3F AHAHT
gud s <30 oh faU b
el weAnt o T 2
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It is important that we do not
lose sight of the fact that two
new factors have emerged in
Indo-US relations in recent
years. These factors relate to
the technological dimension
and the role of the Indian-
American diaspora. Indeed,
these two factors are
interrelated. Consider the
following facts:

g4 39 9d &t YAF H WAl
gifet o 81 o gl &
TRA-3MAR] Gt o &g Q| 8
a4 SHA 21 39 9l b1 Gay
graifirnl s ol ¥ w9
Jfal aRdE @ @1 e, 3
Sl 99 9E ¥ ST g8 o
fr=fafea el W faar aifsg
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>The US absorbs about 65 >HiREdI o &4 H 9Rd oh

per ccint_ oftll1ndia’is:;t total ohel fafa &1 65 9faeTa
exports in the software T STt
sector. i €

> 98 oh 35 YfdITd deh-ihl

>»35 per cent of the technical )
P HHE ARAE qd & )

staff of Boeing is estimated

to be of Indian origin. >3 o AR - fafeae det!
»>300,000 Indians work in § %™ & 21

Silicon Valley. > 3=d Uteifient & & &1 15
>15 percent of all high-tech gfaerd a1t St eI

start-ups are by Indian &l ¥ 99 "R 7 &t

Americans. %I
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HOW CAN HEGEMONY BE g9 4 9 fue?

OVERCOME? F9 qF T WA adwE? 39

How long will hegemony last?
How do we get beyond gdEd @ hd o9l ST Gehdl =2

hegemony? These become, for U 9 W ¥ Harad 4R ded
obvious reasons, some of the g; gaq =gt ara =1 sfaer™

burning questions of our time. . ¥ 3 \
History provides us with some § & &l  Siqld 4 o

fascinating clues to answer g fue @1 @fea o a=T
these questions. But what sfaer &1 &) adur ik afasy

about the Present _and the T & %I sty Tt |
future? In international ‘W‘T SN ﬁFﬁ—ﬂ‘*ﬁ & % St Frt

politics, very few factors
formally curtail the exercise of 331 &1 d=vIfed W &MH %Y

military power by any country. §J5| =t 391 § &R &

There is no world government ¥ .
like the government of a [ERE RUICTN a_{:ﬁ Eh“s‘ EiE|

country. T8l sldt
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As we shall see in Chapter 6,
international organisation is
not world government. Thus,
international politics is

‘politics without government’.

There are some rules and
norms called the laws of war
that restrict, but do not
prohibit, war. But few states
will entrust their security to
international law alone. Does
this mean that there is no
escape from war and
hegemony?

IAFI-6 H I8 o Wee sl fh
AdUR g3 fava-aiar &€l
2| AU SHITa <@
‘TR faE werifa’ 81 5o
HTR-HMT T 8 St I§ W
D AHY Tad & aAfeh 3
HER-HMA & 6 Uk T8l
gehd| Y, FMag & *IS 0 BhM
St STU YRR i ST
&l oh Tl HL | dl AT
aidt 9 g8 9uen 9K fh 9 at
g4 4 &g FTHW @ M T &

Is 9?
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In the short term, we must
recognise that no single
power is anywhere near
balancing the US militarily. A
military coalition against the
US is even less likely given
the differences that exist
among big countries like
China, India, and Russia that
have the potential to
challenge US hegemony.

fheietdl 89 I8 oA 9 ot
ey fh i3 ot 7 SR
Tt & St &1 dieg &l 2
Y et gd& &l Al 3 IH
%! GHEAT & AT 39 290 oh
st amudt fadg 2 &k 31 fausy
& W®d s o faeg 31
Hiz TSHYT &l &l Gahdll
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Some people argue that itis o @M &1 doh @ fo& ad@wd
strategically more prudent to g & o9 33@ 1 wHITg

take advantage of the ST 9 o1 IIET & falu,

opportunities that hegemony o N
creates. For instance, raising % G- HI Ha1 L

economic growth rates fee =R *t SeEn WEfirwt @@
requires increased trade, TEITAIUT 3 a9 &8 © 3
technology transfers, and IMAFHT & 91 i #19 £ 4

investment, which are best =qd arart 'hft 7 fF SueT fadwy

acquired by working with

rather than against the F ¥ @ H gEE Ko s @
hegemon. Thus, it is f 999 drehdaX 331 o faeg STH
suggested that instead of & 999 SUoh ga&d-dad § Wad gu

engaging in activities opposed gy o7 wrRr SO wEl Sfaa
to the hegemonic power, it i
9 P ’ Trfa 21 38 ‘dedi™! sryar ‘s

may be advisable to extract D8, .
benefits by operating within 9 9IRS 9% &' HT WHEifa

the hegemonic system. This is &gd 2|
called the ‘bandwagon’




