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Abstract: The United States has been the dominant power in the global south for centuries. This hegemony has had both positive and 

negative effects on the region. on vieiw of acadmic scholar and other politician believe that there is positive side, the United States has 

provided economic assistance, military support, and technical expertise to many countries in the global south. This has helped to 

improve living standards, promote democracy, and combat poverty. For example, the United States has provided billions of dollars in 

aid to Africa to help fight HIV/AIDS, malaria, and other diseases. The United States has also helped to promote democracy in many 

countries in the global south, such as Haiti, Liberia, and the Philippines. Others belive that there is negative side, US hegemony has 

also been associated with exploitation, intervention, and militarization. For example, the United States has supported authoritarian 

regimes in the global south that have abused human rights. The United States has also intervened militarily in many countries in the 

global south, often for its own strategic interests. For example, the United States invaded Iraq in 2003, to remove Saddam Hussein from 

power, but many believe that the real reason for the invasion was to control Iraq's oil reserves.  
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1. Introduction 
 

Since becoming the world's most powerful country after the 

two world wars and the Cold War, the United States has 

acted more boldly to interfere in the internal affairs of other 

countries, pursue, maintain and exploitation hegemony, 

advance subversion and infiltration, and willfully wage 

wars, bringing harm to the international community. The 

United States has developed a hegemonic playground to 

stage "color revolutions, " The color revolutions were a 

series of popular protests that occurred in the post - Soviet 

states (particularly Ukraine, Georgia, and Kyrgyzstan) and 

Serbia during the early 21st century. Largely inspired by 

democratic sentiment, opposition to election results widely 

viewed as falsified, and anti - corruption, the color 

revolutions were marked by the usage of the internet as a 

method of communication, as well as the strong role of non - 

governmental organizations in the protests. This instigates 

regional disputes, and even directly open wars under the 

pretext of promoting democracy, regime change, freedom 

and human rights. Sticking to the Cold War mentality, the 

United States has erected up bloc politics and adds fuel to 

conflict and confrontation. It has overstretched the concept 

of national security, maltreated export controls and forced 

unilateral sanctions upon others countries. It has taken a 

selective approach to international law and rules, utilizing or 

discarding them as it sees fit, and has sought to impose rules 

that serve its own interests in the name of upholding a "rules 

- based international order. " To this paper is presenting the 

relevant facts, seeks to picture out the U. S. ill - treatment of 

hegemony in the political, military, economic, financial, 

technological and cultural fields, and to draw greater 

international attention to the threats of the U. S. practices to 

world peace and stability and the well - being of all peoples.  

 

1.1 Background  

 

“Global hegemony” might be defined as a situation in which 

one nation - state plays a predominant role in organizing, 

regulating, and stabilizing the world political economy, 

during the transition from the 19th to the 20th century; the 

United States became one of the most powerful nations in 

the world. Following the end of WWII at mid - century, the 

U. S. emerged victorious and was militarily and 

economically dominant over every other nation on the earth 

(Modelski 218). The use of armed force has always been an 

inseparable part of hegemony, but military power depends 

upon the economic resources at the disposal of the state. 

Since becoming the world's most powerful country after the 

two world wars and the Cold War, the United States has 

acted more confidently to interfere in the internal affairs of 

other countries, pursue, maintain and abuse hegemony, 

advance treason and infiltration, and willfully wage wars, 

bringing harm to the international community. The 

interesting question that both Modelski and Kennedy raise, 

and what remains to be seen, is who will be the challenger to 

the United States? What nation will be able to overcome the 

gains that the U. S. has made and obtain a legitimate 

position of dominance recognized by the other great powers? 

Numerous scholars predict China will be the next hegemon, 

and many books are written about “China‟s Rise. ” (Rajah 

and Leng 2022). Some see Russia as a resurgent power. Still 

others predict that India will grow to become the world 

leader, while some believe that the European Union will be 

able to overtake the U. S. The objective of this paper is to 

investigate the threats of US hegemony to the global south, 

looking positive and negative effects and the relevant fact of 

the U. S. hegemony in the political, military, economic, 

financial, technological and cultural fields, and to draw 

greater international attention to the threat of the U. S. 
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practices to world peace and stability and the well - being of 

all peoples, (Arrighi 2005). The United States has 

developed a hegemonic playbook to stage "color revolutions, 

" instigate regional disputes, and even directly launch wars 

under the guise of promoting democracy, freedom and 

human rights. Clinging to the Cold War mentality, the 

United States has ramped up bloc politics and stoked 

conflict and confrontation. It has overstretched the concept 

of national security, abused export controls and forced 

unilateral sanctions upon others. It has taken a selective 

approach to international law and rules, utilizing or 

discarding them as it sees fit, and has sought to impose rules 

that serve its own interests in the name of upholding a "rules 

- based international order. "For instance Decades of lawless 

interventions in the Middle East, Asia, Africa, and Latin 

America have left nations of the Global South deeply and 

rightly skeptical of the United States as achampion of 

international law. Younger Americans increasingly reject U. 

S. exceptionalism and global military dominance as well, 

(Wallerstein 2003: 13 - 30). A United States that faces more 

and greater challenges to its power will likely turn to 

increasingly coercive means to defend that power, rendering 

its “liberal” guise increasingly worn - out as the Iraq war 

was most a painful failure for the United States, nevertheless 

the Iraq disaster creates an opportunity to reconsider global 

geopolitical changes.  

 

1.2 Statement 

 

The fall of the Soviet Union ended a period of bipolarity and 

created an “ideological vacuum” in the absence of socialist 

alliance. U. S. United States is the only superpower with 

unchallenged supremacy in every domain of power, 

economic, military, diplomatic, ideological, technological, 

and cultural. ” (Huntington (New York: Simon & Schuster, 

2003) ”. Intervention against Soviet aggression in Europe 

was no longer necessary. Thus, the significance of future U. 

S. hegemony came into question. The world witnessed a vast 

shift in the polarity of geopolitics after the Cold War. The 

United States became the world‟s greatest hegemon with an 

unequalled ability to globally project cultural, political, 

economic, and military power in a manner not seen since the 

days of the Roman Empire. The United States is increasingly 

forced to act unilaterally as a result of both foreign and 

domestic dislike to U. S. dominance and the rise of liberal 

internationalism. The United States has been the world's 

leading superpower for decades, and its hegemony has had a 

significant impact on the global south. Some of the potential 

threats of US hegemony to the global south includes is 

economic exploitation, The US has often used its economic 

power to exploit developing countries. This can take the 

form of unfair trade practices, debt traps, and the extraction 

of natural resources. Political interference, The US has a 

long history of interfering in the internal affairs of 

developing countries. This can include supporting coups, 

installing puppet governments, and suppressing opposition 

as well as Military intervention, (Beckley 2018: 62 - 97). 

The US has a large and powerful military, and it has used it 

to intervene in conflicts in the global south on numerous 

occasions. This can lead to civilian casualties, displacement, 

refugees and instability. These are just some of the potential 

threats s of US hegemony to the global south. It is important 

to note that not all countries in the global south are equally 

affected by US hegemony. Some countries have been able to 

benefit from US economic and military power, while others 

have been more adversely affected. The impact of US 

hegemony also varies depending on the specific policies and 

actions of the US government.  

 

1.3 The objective  

 

The main objective of this study is to investigate the threats 

of US hegemony to the global south, looking positive and 

negative effects In addition, the study will also examine the 

consequence and how to How to alleviate US threats on 

global south 

 

1.4 Research question  

 

What are the threats of US hegemony to the global south, 

looking at postive and negative effect, and how can alleviate 

US threats to the global south? 

 

2. Literature Review  
 

2.1 The international system after the cold war  

 

With the collapse of communist regimes in Eastern Europe 

and disintegration of the Soviet Union, the bipolar 

international system dominating the Cold War period 

disappeared, leaving its place to basically a unipolar system 

under the leadership of the United States, speaking 

especially from a military/political point of view. The 

former rivals of the United States, especially the Soviet 

Union and China, have either collapsed or jettisoned the 

central features of their ideologies that were hostile to the 

United States. Other countries have turned to American 

military protection. The “American Empire” may best be 

seen operating in the Persian Gulf, Iraq, and the Middle 

East, in general, where the armed forces of the United States 

have established a semi - permanent position and thousands 

of soldiers deployed at bases keep a watch on Iran, Syria, 

and other “potential enemies”. Moreover, American military 

power serves as an organizer of military coalition, both 

permanent (such as NATO) and ad hoc (such as 

peacekeeping missions). American military participation is 

often necessary to the command and control of coalition 

operations. When the Americans are willing to lead, other 

countries often follow, even if reluctantly. However, these 

are certainly not to argue that American interventions occur 

in every large conflict around the world. But it means that 

almost any country embarking on the use of force beyond its 

borders has to think about possible reactions of the United 

States (See, Sanders, 2008). The post - Cold War world 

faces several other threats, most notably, ethnically - driven 

conflicts, religious militancy and terrorism, supported by 

some revisionist powers. These are particularly challenging 

threats as they are beyond the full control of nation - states, 

calling for international cooperation if they are to be 

effectively dealt with. Thus, the future of the world will 

depend on whether major powers, in particular, and the 

international community, in general, are able to show the 

will to cooperate on these serious problems. The United 

States certainly a great economic power, but it is not the 

only power. There are other power centers, most notably, the 

European Union, the Organization of Asia - Pacific 
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Economic Cooperation, as well as many nation - states 

outside of these integrations or organizations (See, Harrison, 

2004). As a matter of fact, when the United States exercised 

military operations to “stable” the world in Kuwait, 

Afghanistan, Iraq and elsewhere, it insisted on sharing the 

costs of the operations with other major powers or relevant 

countries. Thus, the international system of the post - Cold 

War era actually reflects a mixture of both unipolar and 

multipolar system in which at least five major powers, the 

United States, Europe, China, Japan, and Russia, dominate 

international affairs.  

 

2.2 The threat of US Hegemony on global south 

 

The Global South is a term broadly used to refer to countries 

in Africa, Latin America, and Asia. These countries are 

often characterized by lower levels of development and 

income than countries in the Global North, which is 

typically used to refer to Europe, North America, and 

Australia. The United States has a long history of 

involvement in the Global South, dating back to the early 

days of colonialism. The threat of US hegemony on the 

Global South is always very clear. In some cases, US 

military intervention, such as the overthrow of working 

regimes for reason to promote democracy. And the other US 

slogan is helping to improve infrastructure, education, and 

healthcare, promoting democracy, good governance and 

human rights. On the other hand, the US has also been 

accused of using its influence to promote its own interests at 

the expense of those of the Global South. For example, the 

US has been criticized for supporting authoritarian regimes 

in the region, and for using its economic power to pressure 

countries to adopt policies that benefit US businesses. US 

have a history of intervening militarily in countries in the 

Global South, often without the consent of the UN or the 

local government. This can destabilize the region and lead to 

violence and human rights abuses. In recent decades, the US 

has maintained its dominance in the region through a variety 

of means, including military intervention, economic aid, and 

political pressure. The authors believe that the threats of US 

hegemony to the Global South are real and should not be 

overlooked today. Threats to the Global South from US 

hegemony can be evident in a variety of ways, including (1) 

US Economic dominance is characterised by an unequal 

share of global economic power, giving it a major edge in 

trade discussions with countries in the Global South. This 

can result in unjust trade accords that benefit US 

corporations at the expense of developing - country 

businesses. (2) US Military intervention standS witness to 

the past of military engaging in countries of the Global 

South, frequently without the consent of the UN or local 

governments. This has the potential to destabilise the region 

and lead to violence and human rights violations. (3) The US 

has used its political strength to put pressure on countries in 

the Global South to favorable interset that benefit the US. 

Policies that undermine democracy or human rights are 

examples of this.  

 

2.3 Insurgencies in golobal politics after the cold war 

against Western hegemony.  

 

This article investigates the main challenges that have 

emerged to the American - led Western geopolitical bloc 

after the Cold War. While the collapse of the Soviet Union 

in 1991 was thought to bring about a unipolar world of 

American dominance and a convergence around liberal 

democracy and free market economies, the post - Cold War 

order soon produced new challenges to Western hegemony. 

Primary among these “insurgents” are a rising China and a 

resurgent Russia, both of which explicitly aim to create a 

multipolar world, work to create alternative international 

institutions and economic infrastructure, challenge Western 

influence in their neighborhoods, and are trying to exploit 

the rise of illiberalism in Western societies on both the left 

and the right. More so than Russia, China in fact claims to 

have an alternative social order that is supposed to bring it to 

the same level of economic and technological development 

as the West (or possibly surpass it), and it has decades of 

very high growth rates to back up those claims. Another key 

challenge has come from a global Islamist movement that 

has many faces, including state actors like Iran and the 

former Islamic State, as well as a wide range of non - state 

actors, of which Al - Qaeda, Alshabab, Bokoharm is 

undoubtedly the most in famous. Finally, there is North 

Korea – a curious remnant of a by - gone Stalinist 

civilization that has nevertheless claimed a place in global 

politics by developing a nuclear arsenal. The paper 

investigate these various “insurgencies” against Western 

dominance by looking at their ideologies, (geo) political 

strategies, and their proposed alternative political, social, 

and economic models. Along each of these factors, the 

Authors will assess their successes and failures in 

challenging the American - led Western powers and creating 

alternative value systems, institutions, and international 

regimes to those created and circulate by the Western 

powers. Key questions to be discussed are: What is the 

nature of the American - led Western bloc (is it an empire, 

liberal international order, world after the end of World War 

II in 1945, when the United States became the world's 

dominant economic ? What are the sources and dimensions 

of the West‟s global power? Is the multipolar world a reality 

or a Chinese and Russian fantasy? Is the West truly in 

decline? Can China replace the United States as the leading 

power or are we perhaps heading towards another bipolar 

world? Is Russia a resurgent power or a declining one that is 

lashing out with its last strength? Is Islamism a real threat to 

the West? What is the significance of North Korea‟s nuclear 

arsenal and Iran‟s attempts to acquire one? What is the role 

of political ideology in shaping the geopolitics of the post - 

Cold War order? Is geopolitical increasingly conflict taking 

place along cultural civilizational lines? By analyzing these 

questions, Authors believe that we will gain a better 

understanding of our current geopolitical moment and how it 

profoundly shapes the world that we live in.  

 

2.4 The emerging global new world order (BRICS).  

 

The end of the Cold War changed the global architecture in 

ways that are proving global structure. The dissolution of the 

USSR left the United States as the undisputed hegemon. 

However, the emerging global order also created a place for 

players that hitherto were on the fringes of shaping global 

politics. Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa seem 

to be the most prominent of emerging regional powers 

(Nkoana - Mashabane, 2009; Li and Zhang 2018). With the 

passage of time, these powers of the global South have 
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augmented their influence in their respective regions, and 

their participation in groups such as the G20 and BRICS 

suggests that they predict themselves as emerging global 

leaders. In fact, in the case of China and India, Mthembu 

(2018) has argued that they have since challenged the 

„emerging power‟ mark and have asserted themselves as 

„southern powers. ‟ This will have an impact on theorizing 

international relations because the global South has unique 

experiences and conditions which inevitably shapes its 

outlook on international relations. Furthermore, the BRICS 

countries have a number of things in common that could 

make them a powerful force in the global order. They are all 

emerging markets with large populations and growing 

economies. They are also all developing countries that are 

seeking a greater say in the global order. Additionally, they 

all have a shared interest in challenging the dominance of 

the United States and the European Union. The BRICS 

countries (Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South Africa) are 

emerging as a new global power bloc that could challenge 

the dominance of the United States and the European Union. 

These countries are all large, populous, and have rapidly 

growing economies. They are also increasingly declared 

their interests on the world stage, particularly in the areas of 

trade, finance, and security. Adding to the above authors 

believe that the BRICS countries are also working together 

to promote their own interests on the world stage. For 

example, they have called for a reform of the UN Security 

Council to give them more representation. They have also 

worked together to block US - led interventions in countries 

like Syria and Venezuela. The BRICS countries are still a 

relatively new bloc, and it is unclear how they will 

ultimately shape the global order. However, they are clearly 

emerging as a force to be supposed with. They have the 

potential to challenge the dominance of the United States 

and the European Union, and they are likely to play an 

increasingly important role in the global economy and 

politics in the years to come. The author believes that it is 

still too early to say what the ultimate impact of the BRICS 

rise will be on the global order. However, it is clear that they 

are emerging as a significant force that could reshape the 

world in the years to come.  

 

2.5 Potential consequences of the end of US hegemony 

 

Author, consider to my experience, suggested that it is 

important to note that there are some of the potential 

consequences of the end of US hegemony. There would be a 

variety of consequence if US hegemony ended, the actual 

consequences will depend on a variety of factors, possibly 

could have a number of potential consequences for the 

global order. Some of these consequences could be positive, 

while others could be negative. The question is as such how 

the rise of other powers is managed, how the US responds to 

this shift in power, and how countries around the world 

cooperate to address common challenges. In addition 

possibly to increase competition and conflict between major 

powers: As the US becomes less dominant; other countries 

will be more likely to compete for power and influence. 

Moreover this could lead to increased tensions and conflict 

between major powers. A more unstable and unpredictable 

world order, the end of US hegemony could lead to a more 

unstable and unpredictable world order. This could make it 

more difficult to address global challenges, such as 

international system, climate change and terrorism. Many 

academics predict that if US hegemony ends, the world 

would become increasingly divided, with many nations and 

regions creating their own alliances. This can make it more 

challenging to work together on international systems. The 

end of US hegemony is a complex and uncertain issue. 

Authors think it is critical to be watchful of the possible 

effects of this change in power and to act to make sure that 

the new mulitpolarity world order it is important to assume 

and pridicat at the end of US hegemony could have a 

number of potential consequences for the global order 

possibly positive or negative consequence.  

 

Positive consequences (author hypothesis):  

1) The end of US hegemony could lead to a more 

multipolar world order, with a greater role for other 

major powers, such as China, Russia, and the European 

Union. This could lead to a more balanced and less 

conflict - prone world.  

2) The end of US hegemony could lead to a more equitable 

distribution of wealth and resources in the world. This 

could be achieved through a number of mechanisms, 

such as increased trade and investment between 

developing and developed countries, and the transfer of 

technology from developed to developing countries.  

3) The end of US hegemony could lead to a more 

sustainable development model for the world. This 

could be achieved through a number of mechanisms, 

such as increased cooperation on climate change, and 

the development of new technologies that promote more 

efficient use of resources.  

 

Negative consequences (Author Hypothesis) 

1) The end of US hegemony could lead to increased 

conflict and instability in the world. This could be 

caused by a number of factors, such as competition for 

resources, power struggles between major powers, and 

the rise of new security threats, such as terrorism and 

cyberwarfare.  

2) The end of US hegemony could lead to a decline in 

global cooperation. This could be caused by a number 

of factors, such as the rise of protectionism, the 

fragmentation of international institutions, and the 

increasing polarization of global politics.  

3) The end of US hegemony could lead to a loss of global 

leadership. This could have a number of negative 

consequences, anarchy such as a decline in the rule of 

law, a rise in human rights abuses, and a failure to 

address global challenges, such as climate change and 

nuclear proliferation.  

4) Increased competition for resources - With no single 

country able to dominate the global economy, there 

would be more competition for resources such as oil and 

natural gas. This could lead to higher prices and 

increased tensions between countries.  

5) Increased risk of nuclear proliferation - With no single 

country able to guarantee security, countries may be 

more likely to develop their own nuclear weapons. This 

could increase the risk of nuclear war.  
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2.6 Academic debate over the veracity of global 

hegemony 

 

The future of political hegemony is uncertain. Some analysts 

believe that the rise of new powers, such as BRICS (China), 

will lead to a more multipolar world order. Others believe 

that the United States will continue to be the world's leading 

hegemonic power for the foreseeable future. Only time will 

tell how political hegemony will change in the years to 

come. Overall, the end of US hegemony would have a mixed 

basket of consequences. It is possible that the world would 

be a more peaceful and prosperous place without a single 

dominant power. However, it is also possible that the world 

would be more unstable and dangerous. The actual 

consequences would depend on a number of factors, 

including how countries choose to interact with each other in 

the absence of US leadership. It is important to note that the 

end of US hegemony is not inevitable. The United States 

could continue to maintain its dominant position in the 

world for many years to come. However, the factors that 

have contributed to US hegemony, such as its economic and 

military power, are changing rapidly. It is possible that these 

changes will lead to a more multipolar world in the future. 

The academic debate over global hegemony is likely to 

continue for many years to come. It is a complex issue with 

no easy answers. However, it is an important issue to 

understand, as it has a significant impact on the global order. 

There is a long - standing academic debate over the veracity 

of global hegemony. Some scholars argue that the United 

States has been the hegemonic power in the world since the 

end of World War II, while others argue that the world is 

becoming increasingly multipolar and that the United States 

is no longer the sole hegemon.  

 

3. Recommendation (How to alleviate US 

threats on global south)  
 

It is important to note that there is no single solution to the 

problem of US threats to the Global South. The best 

approach will vary depending on the specific circumstances 

of each country. However, the strategies outlined above can 

all play a role in alleviating these threats and promoting a 

more equitable and just world order. Author belives that 

there some ways to alleviate US threats on the Global South. 

Here are some ways to alleviate US threats on the Global 

South:  

1) Countries in the Global South can engage in diplomacy 

and dialogue with the US in an effort to resolve their 

differences and to find common ground. This can help 

to reduce tensions and to build a more cooperative 

relationship between the two sides.  

2) Strengthen regional cooperation - the countries in the 

Global South can work together to reduce their 

dependence on the US and to promote their own 

interests on the global stage. For example, the BRICS 

countries (Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South 

Africa) have formed a number of cooperation 

agreements in recent years, aimed at reducing their 

reliance on the US and promoting their own economic 

and political interests.  

3) Promote economic diversification - Countries in the 

Global South can diversify their economies and reduce 

their reliance on exports to the US. This will make them 

less vulnerable to US economic sanctions and other 

forms of pressure. For example, many countries in 

Africa are increasingly turning to China as a source of 

investment and trade, in an effort to reduce their 

dependence on the US.  

4) Countries in the Global South can build strong 

democratic institutions that are resistant to US 

interference. This will help to protect their sovereignty 

and their right to self - determination. For example, 

many countries in Latin America have made significant 

progress in recent years in strengthening their 

democratic institutions, in part as a way to resist US 

pressure to adopt policies that are not in their best 

interests.  

5) Form alliances with other countries - Countries in the 

Global South can form alliances with other countries 

that are also opposed to US hegemony. This can help to 

increase their bargaining power and to resist US 

pressure. For example, many countries in the Global 

South have joined the Non - Aligned Movement, an 

organization of countries that are not aligned with any 

major power bloc.  

 

4. Conclusion  
 

The United States has been the hegemonic power in the 

world since the end of World War II. This hegemony has 

been based on a number of factors, including the United 

States' economic, military, and cultural power. The rise of 

China as a major economic and military power is one of the 

most significant challenges to US hegemony. China is now 

the world's second largest economy, and it is rapidly 

expanding its military capabilities. China is also increasingly 

asserting its interests on the world stage, and it is 

challenging US leadership in a number of areas. The 

emergence of the BRICS countries (Brazil, Russia, India, 

China, and South Africa) is another challenge to US 

hegemony. The BRICS countries are all large, populous, and 

have rapidly growing economies. They are also increasingly 

asserting their interests on the world stage, and they are 

working together to promote their own interests. However, 

Author argues that the world is becoming increasingly 

multipolar, and the United States is no longer the sole 

hegemon. The hegemonic, dominant, and bullying practices 

of using strength to intimidate the weak, taking from others 

by force and deception, and playing zero - sum games are 

exerting grave harm. The historical trends of peace, 

development, cooperation, and mutual benefit are 

unstoppable. The United States has been overriding truth 

with its power and stamping on justice to serve self - 

interest. These unilateral, egoistic and regressive hegemonic 

practices have drawn growing, intense criticism and 

opposition from the international community. Countries 

need to respect each other and treat each other as equals. Big 

countries should behave in a manner befitting their status 

and take the lead in pursuing a new model of state - to - state 

relations featuring dialogue and partnership, not 

confrontation or alliance. China opposes all forms of 

hegemonism and power politics, and rejects interference in 

other countries' internal affairs. The United States must 

conduct serious soul - searching. It must critically examine 

what it has done, let go of its arrogance and prejudice, and 

quit its hegemonic, dominanting and bullying practices. 
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Since the US played a major role in promoting free trade and 

globalization, which have helped millions of people escape 

poverty in developing countries, some academic researchers 

and scholars worry that the end of US hegemony could 

result in increased economic inequality between nations. 

Economic disparity might rise, though, if the US is unable to 

continue filling this role.  
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