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Abstract
This study investigates the political and economic impacts of the September 11th attacks on the United States, as well as its substantial influence in disrupting or maintaining its superpower status. Rationales borrowed from the liberal and neoliberal schools of thought are used to examine the qualifying features of a modern superpower. Some examples of writers from these separate schools of thought include George Soros, Fareed Zakaria and Joseph Nye. Additionally, careful evaluation of the term superpower is used defend the notion that there are no superpower nation states apart from the United States. My analysis showed that America’s superpower status since 9/11 is still maintained.
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Introduction
The father of the international relations theory, Neoliberalism, Joseph Nye, made use of a fascinating metaphor that would be used to describe the overall impact ushered in by 9/11. Rather than bringing about change in of itself, the episode shown a light on the turn of events that took place the years prior.
Nye contended, ‘’throughout the last decades of the twentieth century, the world changed in a myriad of ways. The 11th of September 2001, struck like a vicious flash of lightning on a warm summer's evening that presented a changing landscape, which left analysts and US policymakers wondering how to respond or how to understand.'' (Morgan, 2009).
Whether the attacks were a graphic or sudden influencer of change, it is largely accepted that it brought about a revolutionary development in global affairs. For example, billionaire financial giant, George Soros exclaimed, ''there is a generally agreed-upon consensus that 9/11 shifted the course of history. But rather, what we must deliberate is why should it be. How could such an event with a relatively small casualty rate of 3000 deaths, cause such far-reaching consequences. We can arrive at an answer by not looking especially at the event itself but rather at the way the US responded to it, under the leadership of George W. Bush.'' (Morgan, 2009).
It is with this response that had subsequently led to the notoriously known, war on terror. This and its aftermath, in most critics’ eyes, was a significant factor in the USA losing its superpower status. As well as this, they point to GDP growth figures and estimates that increasingly point to the United States’ diminished role in the world economy. Is there an argument to be made about whether America’s economic position in the 21st century will affect its role as a superpower and if there is the case to be made for its economic decline?
To create some certainty, there have been theories pertaining to the decline of the United States for decades. For instance, in the 60s, after the Soviet's rapid economic growth, increased spread of communism across the globe to emerging nations, the Soviet's charge into space and nuclear bolstering, had served as a backbone for numerous theories on the United States' fall from grace. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020).
The following decade, the US-Soviet arms race and America's failures in Vietnam only furthered the discussion of declines in national security. The next decade, with Japan's growing economic advancement and the end of the Cold War that brought along questions of America's ability to take charge in a post bipolar globe, talk kept on swirling about the legitimacy of America's position as a world power. Although none of those theories were to be fulfilled, there isn't any reason whatsoever to dismiss recent examinations that question the country's superpower status. Though, there ought to be a thorough analysis.
The current debate on America's economic decline has been drafted mostly in the form that the US is a struggling debtor, that continues to borrow large amounts of money from the Chinese government as credit for extended budgetary and economic expansion. China's custody of considerable amounts of US government T-bills has fuelled talk that America's economic security is under siege. An additional case used in favour of America's decline has been its industrial downturn, as other countries have overtaken the United States' productive position in the Global industrial hierarchy. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020).
Orthodox arguments exist as well. Fareed Zakaria in a Foreign Affairs article noted how although the US is not facing considerable economic deterioration internally and will still hold a leading share of the economic pie economically, there is a risk that the nation will have to accept a subsiding position as a consequence of the economic growth of its competitors. He goes on to add, '' the competition is embracing more democratic regimes, greater transparency & openness and embodying more efficient markets. There might be a globe in which America's ideals are the most dominant, but less space is being afforded for the United States' dominance. ''Zakaria also argues that the roles Eurozone and Asia are playing is shrinking America's role in global finance as they are enjoying greater amounts of financial stock. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020).
Further, the Trump administration's recent practice of foreign policy has done little to discourage louder whispers of America’s decline as the Lowy Institute in 2019, ranked the USA as having the third most diplomatic influence in Asia, behind Japan and China. A region America dominated diplomatically more than a decade ago. (Clarke, 2020).
Throughout the bulk of this paper, I make heavy use of Matthew J Morgan’s editorials that related to 9/11’s impacts on Politics and economics. These books provided the bulk of my ivestigations as they both directly pertained to my points of interest, as well as providing detailed analysis and evaluation of each impact.
In this paper, I will make a considered analysis of some of the most considerable political and economic impacts that came from the occurrence of 9/11 as well as creating a case as to why not only the USA has maintained its position as a superpower since the attacks but why it also is the only nation-state that fits the mould of a comprehensive 21st-century superpower. However, to qualify my eventual claim, I will I examine how to define a 21st-century superpower.



Theoretical frameworks
As this area of discussion contends with the idea of global superpowers and their influence in world affairs, naturally all my theoretical approaches are going to be influenced heavily by liberal and neoliberal ideals. This is because neoliberalism concerns the thinking that rather than resolving their issues with wars, nation states solve their disputes diplomatically so therefore country are interconnected economically.
I believe my research will play an important role in delivering a modern assessment of the significance 9/11 in relation to the USA’s supposed superpower status.











What does it mean to be a superpower?
Before I start, when testing for the definition of a 21st-century global superpower is, I believe it is important to note why we need to reconsider and further downplay the role economics plays in measuring the validity of a supposed superpower. This analysis doesn't seek to dismiss the usefulness of economics in the global political arena or international relations but as the world advances further into the 21st century, taking a general perspective of economics in the context of a nation-states' superpower status has become increasingly inadequate.
This is because increasingly, a nation's importance and economic capacity as a heart of global finance do not necessarily correspond to its prominence on the international affairs stage. Economic capacity is mostly computed as Gross Domesticated Product (GDP) which is equal to the investment, net exports, government expenditure and total value of domestic consumption. For example, Japan has the third-highest nominal GDP in the world but it generally is considered to not have the strongest sway in the international arena. This contrasts with nation-states such as Venezuela and Iran who have much lesser economies than Japan but hold greater regional clout than the Japanese. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020).
Therefore, now we can proceed to a more comprehensive description of what a superpower is in the context of a globalisation in the 21st century. Three aspects exist: international stability, the significance of military capabilities and universal attractiveness of the nation state's ideology and culture. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020). As illustrated above, an economic centred evaluation should be considered inadequate, but it should be noted that all these criteria are all subordinate to a serviceable and healthy economy. Thus, it isn't necessarily my intention to discount economics. However, in my view, America is the only nation today that is versatile in all three of those areas.
To begin, I will be quick to admit that second-strike capabilities and pure aggressive military force are not as essential as it used to be in the past. However, it would be irresponsible to disregard the position a strong military presence has in the status of a superpower. The capability of a nation to transmit its power around the globe is a key ingredient for any superpower. This is seen in military operations such as in Haiti, Panama, the Persian Gulf, Somalia or Afghanistan, that armed intimated is a key ingredient in international diplomacy. An important advantage over other states is military strength. The capacity to swiftly defeat and deter likely enemies and threats will always be a major goal of any global superpower. Moreover, security and defensive obligations are a probable way a superpower would want to expand its power. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020).
By assuring the security of other nation-states, a superpower effectively forces a non-superpower nation-state to effectively buy into an ideology that best serves the protector. Additionally, Training missions are used as a means of boosting geopolitical power ends as the training sessions reinforce the capabilities of allies' militaries, while future relations are intensified by constructing essential cross-military relationships.
Regarding capacity, the United States' expenditure on its military is equal to just under 5 per cent of its overall GDP which places it in pole position in respects to outspending other major nations on their militaries. These large sums of military expenditure have birthed an era that has placed its military twenty years ahead of its closest competitor, which has come into fruition due to heavy investment in the early nineties and late eighties that has placed its military hardware as the gold standard in the world. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020).
The second criteria for a superpower is the health of its internal stability. As far as this includes manoeuvrability and a superpower's leverage in international relations, internal stability is essential because a nation-state must be safe in the knowledge that when making a crucial foreign policy decision, there is not a likelihood of its citizens taking over and revolting against the incumbent government. This, however, is not an endorsement of unaccountable governments, but rather that accountability should be achieved through the swift transfer and change of power as well as respecting the means of elections. Internal stability pertains also to ethic harmony, societal stability and the deficiency of destabilising nonconformist movements. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020).
Although it is important to take note of the societal inequalities and deficiencies in American society, my intention rather is to argue that the American democratic institutions and American society are relatively stable compared to other imbalanced societies in competing nations. For example, over the course of the last 50 years, America has witnessed three presidential impeachments, a supreme court decision that resolved a disputed presidential election result, and the election of Barack Obama, the forty-fourth & first black president of the nation. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020). These should come as proof of the signs of progress the American society has come along, which would put most nations to shame.
By illustrating the two realist perspectives in both criteria's above, I believe it is important to take more neoliberal perspective now by justifying the importance of a nation state's ideology and culture that it would present to the world. With Joseph Nye's idea of soft power, a nation-state with the virtue of its identity, will attract nations to its clout and boast its relative power across the Globe. This supposed identity is made of a country's culture and values, which are essential for a superpower to not just attract willing immigrants but create a forward-looking global perception. 
Therefore, if we  were to take a more constructivist approach- which states that structures in international relations are resolved by common ideals instead of military capabilities- into my equation for what a superpower is, the global perception of a world superpower is as essential as internal stability and military strength. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020). Further examples of America's cultural and ideological influence include McDonald's famed arches, the Michael Jordan brand, Coca-Cola and basketball.

POLITICAL IMPACTS OF 9/11
Alterations to the US state department and the shift in diplomatic policy.
As it is common practice that members of our generation use 9/11 as a bookmark-able point in history, it is not the first time a shift in diplomacy has taken place after a set of circumstances came to fruition. For example, Garrett Mattingly, in 1955, wrote how diplomacy had revolutionary shifted after the Renaissance in Italy. Additionally, regarding the diplomatic affairs of the US, Henry Kissinger had exclaimed just how American diplomacy had been revolutionised after 1814 concert of Europe in Vienna. (Morgan, 2009).
As Richard Kugler and Hans Binnendijk of The National Defence University exclaimed, ‘’No single problem, opportunity or threat can dictate the destiny of the future of the world. What is of importance is how they all act in tandem and how they come together over the coming decades.’’ (Morgan, 2009).
With this being said, there are 3 areas American diplomatic affairs have sought to change as a response to the events of 9/11, according to former Sectary of State for European affairs, Marc Grossman. (Morgan, 2009).
To begin, in the surge to defeat extremism, it has become increasingly perceptible to American diplomats that in order for progress to be achieved, using force shouldn't be out of the question. Although with this, there have been other forms of leverage that have been used to achieve solutions to the problem of extremism. These are, for example, aiding in decreasing the economic inequality issues in Africa, encouragement of education and jobs in Pakistan and aiding in greater investment in domestic security in Colombia. (Morgan, 2009).
According to Ed Djerejian, Former US ambassador to Syria, diplomats have made efforts to thwart contributions to continued aggression and hostility toward American values as well as citizens. This is evident as soon after Obama’s inauguration, he made efforts to form initiatives for Palestine and Israel to live peacefully with each other. 
Additionally, after announcing his intention to run for the presidency in 2015, Donald Trump called for more of a Laissez-Faire approach to the Syrian civil war. Acting on this promise would not end terrorism in the Middle East, but it would certainly take away key arguments out of the hands of those trying to convince others, especially from developing nations, of America's bad faith. (Morgan, 2009). 

Secondly, diplomats have made efforts to build the bridges between those who have greatly benefited from globalisation and those who have not. This has been done by requiring the connection & promotion of pluralism, rule of law, transparency, accountability and human rights. Although, for these to be viable targets, Grossman adds, ‘’Pluralism should be nurtured from a grassroots level, the idea that countries will only be successful if they follow the American model, should be cast away because it’ll only lead to failure.’’ (Morgan, 2009).
Thirdly, efforts have been made from American diplomats to create avenues for more modern non-proliferation diplomatic links. This is as a response to the appearance of what Robert Einhorn and Kurt Campbell noted as, ‘’ shifts in the international system since the Cold War that have led to hastening of programs that have welcomed nuclear proliferation.’’ these include the blossoming of rouge nations that have aimed to acquire WMDs, the destruction of international security treaties that survived in the initial bipolar political landscape and the increasing erosion of sensitive enabling technologies. (Morgan, 2009).
For example, the Obama administration has made efforts to launch the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty which sought strengthen the importance of aligning with the Non-Proliferation Treaty to likely signatories. Additionally, the administration held formal talks with the Russians to discuss arms control, which not only was good to start dialogue with the Kremlin regarding non-proliferation challenges in respects to Iran, but help fight for global non-proliferation. (Mufson, 2020).
A new approach to Realism, ‘’Crusading Realism’’.
Crusading Realism is a term used in international relations theory that could be used to describe the sharp change in US national security and foreign policy that ensued after the announcement of the Global War on Terror. It fundamentally affected homeland security, foreign relations, diplomacy, military issues and national well beings. (Morgan, 2009).
The term caught and developed influences from the more conservative bounds of realpolitik to principles of idealism, that favoured calls for more democratic values. It seeks to illustrate that American citizenship or civilisation: is the greatest aspiration any citizen of the globe should aspire to.
The attacks on Pearl Harbour by the Japanese in 1941 was the stimulant that would greatly influence US foreign policy. It influenced such a change in attitude that the US had towards World affairs that only the introduction of the new US Republic by the founding fathers would come close in significance. After the events of Pearl Harbour, America henceforth assumed reluctant superpower status and its foreign policy as a result became directed towards and against international communism & the Soviet Union. (Morgan, 2009).
After the eventual collapse of the communism, the international system influenced by communism evidently plummeted around 1991. As a result, the United States’ attitude became lax and complacent towards the new threats that were starting to brew as there were no obvious equivalent threats like the Soviets. Former head of the Central Intelligence Agency, James Woolsey, explained: ‘’We have conquered the large beast in the animal kingdom, but are increasingly oblivious to the clandestine poisonous serpents, that made the initial presence of large beast an uncomplicated task to keep control of.’’ (Morgan, 2009).
Initially, the Bush administration had very few foreign policy goals, especially after winning the race to the White House after one of the closets presidential elections in modern US history. Some its unassuming foreign policy goals were limiting Chinese aggression, securing Japanese relations, building a specific missile national defence system and reorientation of relationships with its closest allies. Consequently, there wasn’t a grand foreign policy goal of the administration before the events of 9/11. (Morgan, 2009)
The sharp difference in foreign policy post 9/11 is what is distinctive of Bush’s Crusading realism or sometimes referred to as the Bush Doctrine. Nevertheless, the attacks became the mechanism through which Bush’s administration organised its foreign policy affairs. To contrast this, earlier presidential administrations, such as Bill Clinton’s, perceived the threat of terrorism as more of a domestic law enforcement issue. (Morgan, 2009).
This encompassed analysing terrorist acts of violence as self-contained individual matters such as, focusing on the persons involved in the specific attack, and bringing them to some form of justice on a state or federal level. Although this strategy did reduce the likelihood of repeated attacks, it failed to find solutions to the overall systematic international terrorism problem. Throughout the Clinton regime, the threat was not perceived to require the use of intelligence and military expertise but rather by the use of domestic law enforcement. (Morgan, 2009)
Just like most ideological schools of thought, the Bush Doctrine was bound by 4 components that summarised and dictated the actions that ensued after its adoption by the Bush regime. These are, leading the offensive against countries that were considered to harbour notorious terrorist individuals/organisations, encouraging democratic leadership change, unilateralism and pre-emptive strikes. (Morgan, 2009).
Unilateralism
The unilateralist aspects, although a key element of the Bush administration's early foreign policy aspirations, which is evident through the US’ withdrawal from the ABM treaty in 2001. However, this political temperament accelerated after the twin towers fell as the administration proceeded with the war in Iraq, without the explicit consent of the UN security council in March 2003. (David and Ramel, 2003).
Leading the offensive against countries that were considered to harbour notorious terrorist individuals
After the attacks, it became apparent that a diplomatic conundrum presented itself, as the Afghans had no knowledge of the September attacks being planned. However, bush exclaimed to congress after the attacks that, ‘’Any nation that provides a haven or aid to any terrorist or terrorist organisation, will be pursed to the ends of the earth. Every country that seeks to supplement or harbour terrorism will therefore be considered a regime that is hostile to the United States’’. This concept was used to give grounds for the invasion of Afghanistan in 2001 and further military action against Al Qaeda in North-eastern Pakistan. (Coates, 2020).
Pre-emptive strikes
This principle held that the Bush administration could authorise any form of unilateral military action against any form of terrorist group or rouge state as a preventative measure to seek to alleviate any presumed attack against any of the United States’ territories. The policy was evident and informed most of the military action during the 2003 war against Iraq and first introduced in the Afghanistan invasion shortly after the September 11 attacks in 2001. (Kaufman, 2008).
Encouraging democratic leadership change
From 2001 to 2002, Bush further delved into his plans in the realms of global intervention and foreign policy, by proclaiming just how necessary it was for the US to champion the need for democratic regimes around the 3rd world, especially in the Middle Eastern region, as a form of deterrence from terrorism, and that those nations should act in a morally unilateral manner regarding protecting its security interests, without the immediate consent of the United Nations Security Council. This was in stark contrast to Cold war tactics that called rather for containment and deterrence under the guidance of the Truman doctrine. Bush exclaimed in his state of the union address in 2003,’’Liberty should not be viewed as a gift America gave to the World but as a present from God to the World.’’
The impact on United States-European relations.
Popular French newspaper, Le Monde, headlined ‘’All of us are Americans’’, the day after 9/11, as well as plastering on their front page on the 9th of March 2004, ‘’Do we still consider ourselves Americans?’’. These two headlines would exceptionally encapsulate the long-term political impacts of 9/11 on US-European relations. (Morgan, 2009).
The Three-and-a-half-year difference between the two articles had illustrated a correlation in how Europe and America had parted ways ideologically. the bond of the transatlantic alliance had been severed. The instrumental cause in this fracture was the Iraq invasion by American troops. ‘’ What explains the rationale that caused the Transatlantic bond to break so quickly after being so good so recently’’, explained the New York Times on the 11th of February 2003. The article went on, ‘’The Iraqi calamity has borne fruit for fundamental and profound differences between the two parties.’’ (Morgan, 2009).
The partnership that had initially brought about the end to tyranny to millions of people in certain parts of the world and ended the reign of the Soviet Empire without causing mass destruction, was now at the margin of oblivion.
The significance of the break down in relationship between United States and European Union due to 9/11 and invasions of Iraq and Afghanistan is evident as it was quite dissimilar to the initial rifts that came before it, such as the United States’ decision to take military action in Libya in 1986 and the employing of intermediate-range missiles into Europe in 1979. (Morgan, 2009).
To fully grasp the effect of 9/11 and its legacy, it is essential to note the transformative shifts from nation-states in Europe into a more fully integrated European Union and how this lacked attention from the United States. (Morgan, 2009).
To illustrate this, in mid 2003, the Foreign Policy Association in New York, held a glamorous black-tie annual dinner, which was attended by the then State Secretary for the European Union as well as Colin Powell, United States Secretary of State. At this event, both officials were to discuss the significance of the transatlantic alliance. Since the onset of the Iraq War, US-EU relations had hit a rocky patch as they both waged a war in bitter debate in UN debating chambers. However, experts believed that this event was the remedy for a suspension of hostilities between the two parties. (Morgan, 2009).
With the main stage flanked by the European Union and the United States, the band in attendance belted out the American national anthem quite impressively, while the Beethoven Ninth Symphony, the EU’s anthem, was not to be played at any point in the evening’s proceedings- the US, as it would seem, does not officially recognise it. (Independent States in the World - United States Department of State, 2020).
This disregard for acknowledgement of the Europeans could possibly be explained in two ways in my opinion. Why would America ensure a potential competitor success by possibly recognising it? How much damage would this cause America’s standing as a dominant leader of the Western alliance if an integrated Europe strengthened its own military, own currency and security policies?
Another reason, in my opinion, for US neglect of the European Union could be down to viewing the failures and successes of EU through an Anglo-centric viewpoint or through the glasses of Britain and America’s, ‘’Special relationship’’.
This attitude is evident as with the introduction of the Euro, it could be deemed that there was a real lack of attentiveness from the United States. This coincided with Britain not embracing the currency and rather sticking to the Pound Sterling. The reasoning that then Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, Margaret Thatcher, used was how the currency would not last very long till it imploded. (Morgan, 2009).
The fact that the British were so unwilling to adopt the Euro and why they thought it would never fully reach its potential, gave reason as to why there was something wrong with it. So, this played with and encouraged along America’s prevailing attitude towards it.
This apparent ignorance the US displayed towards the European Union did not fully perceive the significance of the rivalry between the United Kingdom (an EU sceptic) and France (EU optimist) on the rift caused seemingly over the Iraq War.
Paul Volcker, the former head of the Federal Reserve once noted, ‘’ The French have always assumed some form of grandeur and self-consciousness in its place in world affairs. The formulation of the European Union only presented an avenue for them to assert their presence more vigorously.’’ (Morgan, 2009).
General Brent Scowcroft also noted how as long as the United States was involved in European affairs, two consequences will come about, ‘’ France would find it impossible to lead Europe and Europe wouldn’t be able to organically develop.’’ (Morgan, 2009).
The way the Europeans approached resolving the crisis had considerably changed over the course of the initial years of ‘’bringing the Union ever so closer’’. The formulation of the EU had taught the Europeans a very important lesson in understanding the benefits of breaking up the bones of sovereignty to make a considerably stronger whole. During the course of Nicolas Sarkozy’s presidential campaign, he lauded the gains of the EU, further citing that that there was no coincidence in how there hasn’t been a major war in Europe since the creation of the European Union, for over 50 years. (Morgan, 2009).
As the US was preparing for the onset of the War on Terror and had called for European backing, it hadn’t taken into account that ‘’war’’ alluded to two separate meanings by the way of the people on the other side of the Atlantic. For a good portion of the American population believes that war is more of a heroic spectacle. Brave young women and men travelling away to enemy lands to go fight for what they believe to be right, all kinds of technological advances as well as moral encouragement is mustered by the nation and them being more than determined to illustrate just what these young men and women are capable of. They return triumphant, are honoured and even the families of those who sacrificed their lives for the cause are even proud that these women and men sacrificed themselves for the stability of the nation. (Morgan, 2009).
For Europeans on the other hand, the term ‘’war’’ is more compatible with often seeing your family being killed, loss of innocent lives and seeing cities being dismantled into nothingness. In the grand scheme of things, from a European perspective, ‘’war’’ has no heroic connotations to it. (Morgan, 2009).
Therefore, with the vagueness of the war on terror and how the enemy in question shifted casually from Al Qaida in Iraq to Osama Bin Laden and to possibly other unbeknownst third world countries, it’s understandable how the Europeans developed a suspicious perception of the American agenda.
With the state of the transatlantic relationship when 9/11 took place, it is now appropriate to offer two areas its relationship was impacted as a result of the terrorist attacks of 9/11. These are how it impacted/strengthened the European Union’s cohesion and to what extents has the North Atlantic Treaty Alliance (NATO) been damaged.
IMPACT IN STRENGTHENING OF THE EUROPEAN UNION’S COHESION 
Exterior forces have increasingly influenced greater European integration at numerous points. These forces came from numerous American decisions that Europeans considered to be against the values of a supposed immediate associate.
For instance, by 1956, the Suez Canal had been nationalised by the Egyptians, which had garnered considerable financial stakes from both the French and British, who the loss of the right to exploit the passageway would cause considerable geopolitical impacts. The two nations marked the conduct of the Egyptians to nationalise the Suez Canal as a violation and act of war so immediately occupied the Canal to gain back the area by force. (Morgan, 2009)
The United States was in opposition to the French-British decsion, expressed its opposition publicly as well as pressuring their occupation to be reversed. It became a momentous turning point for the France-Britain coalition and Europe in general. The fact that the US would move against two close allies and compel them to overturn a major foreign policy decision which they perceived to be in their respective nations’ interest, was a hammer blow. The seminal treaties which culminated in the European Economic Community and European Atomic Energy Community were signed in 1957, the year after. (Morgan, 2009).
Yet again, the Cuban missile crisis of the 1960s had already demonstrated to the Europe that relatively isolated shifts in American decision makings could draw the Europeans into a nuclear holocaust with the USSR. (Morgan, 2009).
 In 1962, Russia quietly deployed nuclear missiles with the Cubans and the US gave Russia an ultimatum that the United States would attack Cuba if the missiles were not withdrawn. Russia would have counteracted by bombing a major European city, probably Western Berlin, had that happened. (Morgan,2009).
An assault on Europe under NATO arrangements would cause an imminent US missile attack on the Soviets, which would then initiate a considerable nuclear attack on Europe and the US. Thankfully, the Soviets in Cuba deescalated tensions. Yet, on the Europeans part, the message was not lost. (Morgan, 2009).
 The unilateral American occupation of Iraq in 2003 had created almost unanimous resistance from Europe and was a clear warning to Europeans that they had to start managing their own defence and foreign policy. (Morgan, 2009).
To achieve that end, the Europeans set up the counterpart of the European State Department, or the Foreign Office, within the European Commission. The first European Union’s Foreign Minister was to be named the EU High Representative for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy. (Morgan,2009).
EXTENT TO WHICH NATO HAS BEEN DAMAGED (pg216-218)
When NATO still exists, will there still be a massive gap between America and Europe? Unfortunately, this question answers, "yes." As well as the divide continuing amid NATO, the effort to reshape NATO as a multinational war system creates an even worse major divide.
The organisation has been a source of continuing tension in the American-European alliance as it no longer has a mission settled upon, and because it is required to pursue a new mission-operating everywhere in the globe-for which it is profoundly under-qualified.
For instance, by April 2004 the US was already involved in a guerrilla war in Iraq, which was increasingly becoming a communal-civil war, and US forces had gradually become forced to deal with a worsening situation without the requisite military resources. (Morgan, 2009).
Colin Powell, Secretary of State of the United States, called upon NATO to intervene in Iraq by deploying European troops on his own behalf in order to resolve this crisis and to add a foreign aspect to the Iraq war. In an almost instant criticism of the United States, leading NATO members, France and Germany, opposed Powell's plan to call for support from NATO without the consent of the UN beforehand. Hence the appeal from the secretary was left dead in the sea. (Morgan, 2009).
Once again, the Europeans had found that the United States needed to obey the defined guidelines for NATO to be used as a joint security alliance. This principle put the Security Council of the United Nations at the centre of the international hierarchy and mandated its consent before action against a sovereign government could be implemented. (Morgan,2009).
Its effect on China-US relations and how this has potentially accelerated China’s prominence in World affairs.
United States-China relations had originally started to break down after the Tiananmen situation, which decreased economic interaction, investment and dampened trade between the two nations. Ensuing incidents such as the Belgrade Chinese embassy in 1999 and the April 2001 aircraft collision, did not do the best to make relations between the two superpowers develop any closer. (Morgan, 2009).
With the activities of the cold war coming to an end, the relationship between the victorious free market orientated nation and the last remaining considerable communist State, remained cold. The overarching feeling was that China embodied the essence of a hostile threat in the post-Soviet globe.
After the 9/11 had taken place, the hierarchy of USA threats had fundamentally shifted, as Islamic terrorism had been catapulted over Communist China. The PRC swiftly moved from a monstrous like communist state which could be used to subdue domestic non state actors, to a cooperative ally of the US in the war on terror. As a result, 9/11 became a watershed moment that gave rise in the consolidation of US-China relations. As such, China’s successful entry into the World Trade Organisation (WTO) was coincidentally a by-product of such a diplomatic truce. (Morgan, 2009).
The attacks gave way for US-China relations to fundamentally shift from strong competitors to even more secure cooperative partners in the war against terror, by placing a significance on separatist movements and Islamic terrorist. This is because as China’s market share in the Middle East and Central Asia increased and Chinese goods were transported through Middle Eastern sea lines, it became imperative for the Chinese forces that stability was maintained in the area.
Additionally, the hierarchy in Beijing had become increasingly concerned with the separatist movements in Xinjiang and their links with Central Asian influences, particularly in Afghanistan around 2000. The separatist movements in Xinjiang or the Xinjian conflict is an ongoing conflict between Turkic-Chines minority and Chinese forces, based in the far-northwest area of China. As a result, there have been 6 terrorist attacks perpetrated by the Uyghur separatists. (Lindsey &Kennedy, 2020).
Thus, the change in behaviour of the Chinese from scrutinising human rights to seeking to ensure peacekeeping and stability, was heavily welcomed by the Bush administration, as it was an area of heavy contention between the two nations.
However, there are limits to which US-China relations could develop into. This is because it would be against Chinese interests to completely alienate the Muslim affiliated countries by participating in an American backed campaign, ‘’The war on terror’’, that has been mistaken to pit the Islamic World versus the West.
As the case maybe, the apparent resolving of past tensions between the two global powers as a result of 9/11, should not be seen as a long-term commitment but rather a medium to short term affair. This due to Beijing’s apparent disillusionment with the role the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and development (OECD) countries, such as the US, have had in having influence and controlling stakes in organisations like the World Bank, G7 and the IMF. The increasing feeling within the PRC is that there should be greater representation from developing economies in the decision-making process in institutions such as the G20.
As Chinese economic might heightens and continues to stab at America’s global economic influence, there is greater reason for this supposed new found cooperative alliance between the two nations to deteriorate, unless the US is willing to forgo controlling stakes in the Bretton Woods institutions to more emerging economies.
9/11 and its eventual aftermath ushered a change in status of China, from the viewpoint of the USA, from a threatening competitor to a dependent partner. Examples include China becoming the United States’ biggest foreign creditor in 2008, under the Obama administration, to the two economic juggernauts signing the 1st phase of a trade deal in January 2020, under the Trump administration. (Timeline: U.S. Relations with China 1949–2020, 2020).





ECONOMIC IMPACTS
Impact on airline industry
The hard-hitting effects of the 9/11 terrorist attacks made the Worldwide airline industry considerably weaker. The fact that commercial airlines being the exact vehicle the terrorists used to attack the Pentagon and the World Trade Centre, did not help the industry anymore.
In the immediate fallout of the attacks, the United States government grounded every commercial fleet in its airspace for three days which brought about considerable industry losses as there was a 31.6 per cent decrease in volume of travel in September 2001, compared to the figures of September 2000. (Morgan, 2009). 
The sheer scale of the impact of the attacks on the airline industry can be further comprehended as Canada and the United States only received a 10 per cent drop in passenger numbers after COVID-19 pandemic was announced by the WTO in March 2020. (IATA Updates COVID-19 Financial Impacts -Relief Measures Needed-, 2020).
The aftermath of the terrorist attacks quickly prompted a rapid response from Congress to come to the aid of the industry as well as encouraging Congress to fundamentally alter transportation security. Particularly, the Transport Security Administration (TSA) was formed with the Department of Homeland Security to deal with supporting security on all modes of transportation, most specifically the airline industry. Since the initial emergence of the TSA, it has been tasked with utilising federal powers that would take charge of all security personnel and inaugurate considerable precautions regarding security on commercial airlines. (Morgan, 2009).
With the current success of the TSA’s policies in preventing another terrorist attack on US soil, it has come at considerable costs. This is seen as it has expanded the time cost of travel which has shifted the optimising calculus of probable travellers.
Earlier examinations of the effects of 9/11 on the airline industry hypothesised that there would be long lasting negative effects on the airline industry as greater security precautions raise the time cost of fulfilling a travel obligation because it would be economically less workable. (Blunk, Clark and McGilbany, 2006).
The investigations of the findings concluded that using data from 1989 to 2002, after accounting for other economic factors, domestic air travel was reduced by 12 per cent than it would have been without the terrorist attacks. However, straight after the attack, the regional tourism sector temporarily benefited as recreational tourist moved away from travel that depended on air travel and towards tourist attractions that could be accessed by cars. For example, attendance at the Blue Ridge Mountains recreational park, had increased significantly for the initial 13 months after the attacks. However, the effect did not last. (Morgan, 2009).
Additionally, as airline Travel is a form of derived demand (I.e., taken from demand for recreational actions from tourists or derived from the demand that counts for the face to face associations with businesses), the exact effect of the attacks on travel demand is a complex issue. In one instance, if terrorist attacks are carried out in a particular region, those with the financial means will rather change their destination than cancel it altogether. Although, when a specific type of transportation is used targeted, such as 9/11, the effect would be said to be increased. 
For example, the RPM (Revenue Passenger Miles) in the US, had decreased by more than 30 per cent by September 2001. (Morgan, 2009). Also, a 2009, a survey was conducted on airline travellers post and pre- 9/11 evaluated that there are numerous factors that are influential in people’s decisions not to travel. In the survey, although demographic aspects such as country of origin, gender and education played a role in their decisions, their impact was mostly unaffected by the attacks. (Webber, 2009).
In the short term, both the psychic and time costs in regard to airline travel had skyrocketed but had steadily subsided. This is because time costs had expanded due to the enhanced security commitments imposed and the subsequent formation of the TSA. Over the longer term however, people became significantly familiar with the type of items that were not and were permitted on flights so were able to move along through security efficiently. (Morgan, 2009).
Psychic costs could have likely increased greatly in the subsequent short term after 9/11 as uncertainty, due to the likelihood of a future attack, lingered understandably. Furthermore, for airlines to complete security reinforcements on their cockpit doors, it would take several months. The shoe bombing of the American Airlines flight in December 2001, only further heightened the psychic costs. (Webber, 2009).
The terrorist attacks had a significant effect on the US economy, especially the airline industry. Although there was a decrease in airline travel in the short term after the attacks, there is evidence that over the longer term, the impacts mitigated after 9/11.
impact on the management of human capital in the US
More than a million people were affected by the September 11 terrorist attacks, none more so than Alayne Gentul, a then senior HR and VP executive at Fiduciary Trust International. She was on the 90th floor of the second World Trade Centre when the initial plane hit. Although there was immense confusion and panic, she methodically and calmly led her employees to evacuate the premises while waiting behind to make sure all the employees had evacuated.
One of Gentul’s employees, Nora Halton, later remarked, ‘’I’m certain she did everything in her power to get people out of harm's way and to comfort them......this perfectly illustrates what an ultimate HR act is.’’ thankfully for employees like her, the well beings of many people in the company were saved. (Morgan, 2009).
Although these situations provide perfect opportunities for heroes to be celebrated, investment in thorough preparation is even more paramount. This is evident as the Marriott Hotel at the World Trade Centre, the morning of the faithful day, was fully booked. However, the hotel’s losses were suppressed, not only due to the heroic actions of the employees but also due to the company’s preparedness eight years before, after the bombing at the World Trade Centre in 1993. The Marriott Hotel had created a meticulous evacuation scheme for its guests and employees to follow, which helped enormously on 9/11. (Morgan, 2009).
The impact of the attacks gave clear indication of the worst and best of humanity. Organisations and people faced coming to grips with a world that was less and much more of a scarier place. The aftermath of the attacks forced employees and employers to carefully revaluate many features of their business. Human Resource Management was a key area of reassessment as well as its personification. HRM practices and policies was one of major impacts by the attacks. In this section, I will provide analysis on the changes in HRM as a result of 9/11, especially its main components- employment and employee/labour relations.
9/11 IMPACTS ON EMPLOYMENT
The aftermath of the attacks forced institutions to take a more considered look at who they hired. A 2001 SHRM survey found out that over 23 percent of respondents expected greater screening of potential employees to remove the chance of hiring terrorists. Two years after September 11, another survey found out that over 31 percent of employees believed organisations had increased scrutiny of job candidates.
Further, for people perceived to be of Muslim or Middle Eastern descent, there was a decrease in job opportunities. Security and immigration procedures had toughened on internationals entering the US. Initially there was over 538,000 international students in the United States, who constituted about 33 per cent of all engineering & science doctoral degrees and over 40 percent in Ph.D.'s in computer science. As a result of the attacks, the estimates of foreign students in these fields had considerably abated. (Morgan, 2009).
Additionally, there had been a steady rise in discrimination against Arabs and Muslims after 9/11. Complaints of physical and verbal harassment or unfair termination of employment contracts were filed with the EEOC (Equal Employment Opportunity Commission), which had come after a significant spike in discrimination against Arab and Muslim employees. To help combat this, the EEOC introduced a more comprehensive Compliance manual in 2003 which modernised instruction on prohibiting national origin prejudice. As a result, in a survey, over 45 per cent of HR professionals admitted that their institution had enforced anti-discrimination and mistrust training.
Although, a national survey conducted in 2006 stated that 40 per cent of Americans still held some forms of prejudice and negative feelings towards Arab & Muslims in the nation. Moreover, over 53 per cent of American Muslims admitted that 9/11 made their lives more difficult to go about. (Morgan, 2009).
9/11 IMPACTS ON LABOR/EMPLOYEE RELATIONS
On average, terrorist activities have given employers greater bargaining positions in regard to overruling union and individual concerns, in place of seeking to ensure society’s greater good. The need for dismissing privacy and security for employees has overtaken union obligations. Consequently, this has led to a shift in bargaining between employers and unions.
Issues that have been affected by the threat of terrorism, especially in the public sector, include, Bioterrorism Inoculations, suspending contract provisions and minimum staffing levels. Bioterrorism inoculations issues refer to whether police, firefighters and other first respondents should be inoculated for probable bioterrorism threats such as smallpox or anthrax. Minimum staffing level issues point out to how a government agency may introduce minimum staffing levels for first respondents, especially to how these new times can have an effect on bargaining issues such as vacations, ‘’on call’’ pay and so on. Lastly the suspending contract provisions provides the issue of how the president can halt contact provisions for national security reasoning, which can further limit agencies within the federal government umbrella from unified bargaining. (Morgan, 2009)
Impact on emerging nations’ stock markets
The events of 9/11 only accelerated the problematic economic events the World and US stock markets were going through. The jolt in the US markets which were carried by the terrorist's attacks gave an opportunity for a simultaneous decrease in nearly all the emerging markets around the globe as well as the United States. Average returns following the attacks at the S&P 500 Index fell by 4.93 percent, 6.2 percent for Thailand general Index SET, 12.2 percent for the KOSPI of South Korea, 2.71 percent in the Mexican SEIPC, 9.18 percent for the BOVESPA and 2.79 percent for the Prague SEPX. (Morgan, 2009).
Correspondingly, increased financial linkages internationally were pivotal in the conformity of the global market downturns. The effects of the attacks on emerging stock markets deserved particular attention for four main reasons. To begin, although there was an abundance of notable events that triggered severe impact on the US stock market, the attacks brought about a rare change in pattern US market crash. Although there was a steady resistance from the market after the attack, 9/11 eventually caused an extensive plunge to a lengthy bear market due to the indelible decline in investor and consumer confidence.
Secondly, as illustrated by Mun, the longstanding bear market that proceeded the attacks were a factor that lead to a change in structural cross market correlations. Being identified by a concurrent rise in volatility and fall in returns all along international markets, the impact of the terrorist attacks meant that there were increased international financial linkages, which consequently assisted greater cross-market correlations. (Mun, 2005).
Thirdly, as the attacks were a premeditated action and could possibly be repeated, had an adverse impact on investor sentiment. Terrorism could now become a factor that could further become an influencer of investor sentiment, which could only add it into the complex equation of factors international investors took into account.
Lastly, given the remarkable shock in nature with international reach, 9/11 created a new form of global transmission of financial shocks to the international market. Global stock markets now are more responsive to rocks that come about in the US market.
Numerous investigations have illustrated that international stock market correlations rise when markets are erratic. The global market correlation could shift due to global market volatility changes as a result of interdependence across markets changes and over time. Inter-market contagion urged on by 9/11 led to negative investment environment for globally diversified investors and risk managers since displacing financial disturbances and correlation pattern made it more problematic for them to choose an optimal ex-ante investment approach. (Morgan, 2009).
In this section I will seek to analyse the correlation and volatility dynamics around 9/11 along some of the then emerging markets, by investigating how important the changes were made in inter-market volatility and returns correlations, following the terrorist attacks.
Following the attacks, there was a dramatic decline in average returns and a concomitant boost in return volatility along the specimen nations. For instance, the two-day average market returns preceding 9/11 were at –0.22% for the US, -0.07% in Thailand, -0.03% for South Korea, -0.27% in Prague, -0.10% in Malaysia, -0.26% in Brazil and –0.09% in Mexico. However, subsequently after 9/11, the returns for the analogous markets fell to –4.92%, -6.72%, -12.02%, -2.79%, -3.77%, -0.26%, -2.71%, jointly. (Morgan, 2009).
To visualise the immediate effect of 9/11 on the market Index and volatility of the respective emerging markets, bi-daily shifts of the market volatility and index are drawn over the sample cycle in figure 1 & 2.
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Fig.1. Emerging market indices (Morgan,2009).

[image: ]
Fig.2. Emerging market volatility. (Morgan, 2009).

The graphs indicate that while there was no obvious change in market volatility and indices preceding the attacks, there was the unanticipated drop in market indexes and a sudden increase in volatility quickly following 9/11 for all the specimen markets. This would indicate that the attacks brought about a market crash (albeit a temporary one), with immense volatility all along with the emerging markets.
Additionally, it is evident that over the time period, market volatiles, as well as indices, had become synchronised between emerging markets, meaning the emerging markets could be correlated with the US not only through volatility, but also return.
9/11’s impact on Multilateralism, trade and investment/Globalisation
The impacts of the attacks reaffirmed the United States leaders' beliefs that it needed to act as a World leader, or rather a hegemony. This is very noticeable in its unilateral foreign policies, as well as in its economic policies that circumvented many multilateral organisations. Its most significant and widespread method was not being hesitant in targeting the interests of its political allies to achieve unilateralism. For example, it placed restrictions on its steel importations, expanded support for US agriculture and withdrew from both the Kyoto Protocol and later the Paris agreement. These initiatives not only hampered international environmental initiatives and multilateral aspirations by the WTO but it directly negatively impacted the economic interests of the European Union. (Noshab, 2002).
The gradual renaissance of US nationalism post 9/11, as well as after Donald Trump’s election into Washington, was an influential driver in these free trade negotiations that faced tougher stances. This degree of protectionism was in sharp contrast to the attitudes the US exhibited towards multilateralism immediately after 9/11 as both the EU and the US made it a priority to introduce the Doha Round. This was because of initial fears that a failure to launch the programme would only serve to aggravate the worsening global economic meltdown immediately preceding the attacks.
The EU’s response to the United States’ growing unilateralism was enhancing greater trade and economic cooperation with nations such as Libya and Iran. It did this by advocating two European banking institutions to help launch a Euro 500 million Eurobond in Iran, by 2002- the first of its kind since the 1979 Iranian revolution. Further, in the same year, a coalition of European corporations won a $155 million contract in Libya to develop its oil fields. (Noshab, 2002).
Moreover, trade and business relations with the Arab nations further deteriorated, as it was commonly assumed that US policies were correlating terrorism with Muslim nations. Thus, by May 2002, US exports to Saudi Arabia had dwindled by $1.82 billion in value from a figure of $2.7 billion in early 2001. Saudi visitation to the US had also declined by 40% for families and 10% for business trips. Additionally, Middle Eastern nations were increasingly removing their savings from American banking institutions, which was rather being invested in the Gulf capital market. (Noshab, 2002).
CONCLUSION
To conclude, is there a case to be made against other competing states? I believe so. In my view, the USA is the only currently functioning nation state that can confidently fill the mould of a legitimate unipolar global superpower for the subsequent years, even with most of the ensuing Political and economic impacts causing ingrained changes in America’s domestic and international outlook.
Russia has been championed by Fareed Zakaria as a nation that has strong promise to rise to the its old footing of world power and leader. Although, in my view, it does not come anywhere close to the fulfilling the definition of a superpower that I have displayed in this paper. Regarding its military, it still lags behind severely against its former capabilities.  disregard for its huge weapon stocks, nepotistic, and a counterproductive cruel culture has become a running theme amongst its military community. Further, the Russian Federation’s lack of design and production of its weaponry has never been commensurate to the United States’ weaponry production in the eighties. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020).
The heavy presence of its military in civilian areas have largely kept internal stability in check, however, separatist forces have increasingly emerged and partnered with Al-Qaeda. For example, the 2010 St Petersburg metro bombing and the December 2017 supermarket terrorist attack, were both carried out by Islamic extremists. (Osborn and Pinchuk, 2020). This has come about as a consequence of a progressively authoritarian regime.
The federation conclusively lacks the possession of an appealing ideology it lost soon after the fall of the Berlin Wall, Communism. Communism was hugely popular amongst developing nations throughout the 20th century as well as nations crucial to its overall national security. Russian nationalism on the other hand does not hold nearly as much international clout as communism did under the soviets. As a result, Russia can only be considered a second-class power for the near future.
China, a state mostly mentioned as the rising force on the international stage, has achieved these claims by flexing its diplomatic prowess as well as continually achieving double digit economic growth rates. Nonetheless, the Chinese continue to encourage state-run businesses, that only ever reduce efficiency in the economy over the long-term. Additionally, their economy still continues to be complacent in regard to tapping into its lucrative but disproportionately developed domestic market. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020).
Also, times of economic uncertainty have yet to wake up Chinese law makers as their banking system remains weak. Although, their economic success has birthed a vibrant middle class, this class will likely continue to demand significant political and economic needs, individual freedom and social mobility. In my view, the Chinese government will only struggle to increasingly deal with the growing demands of this ever so burgeoning class.
In recent times, China has only flexed its military might in the surrounding regions, which places into question whether or not China has the ability to adopt some of a superpower’s responsibilities. Moreover, the area of internal stability causes China much weakness. The vast disproportionate wealth inequalities have led to increased protests and riots as well as minority groups being marginalised, which has seen heightened violent resistance against the Chinese regime. (Shiraev and Gibson, 2020). In my view, China’s weak internal stability may be a factor as to why they have not taken a significant foreign policy decision as failure could launch disastrous domestic backlash.
For the foreseeable future, I do not believe America’s internal stability or military superiority will diminish anytime soon. Therefore, I believe it can remain the sole unipolar superpower for decades to come. If the US is to remain in this position for longer, it must prioritise the political and cultural principles that placed it in the driver’s seat of World affairs. Further, it must be able to continue being the world’s model for opportunity and progress, as well as influence and might.
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