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Abstract

A limited U.S. military operation against Venezuela in January 2026,
which resulted in the arrest of Venezuelan President Nicolas Maduro,
sparked considerable debate among observers regarding the factors
that led the second administration of Donald Trump to cross the
threshold into direct military confrontation with the Chavista regime
in Caracas. This paper argues that the decision was neither accidental
nor opportunistic, but rather formed part of a broader grand strategy
that prioritizes the Western Hemisphere as the primary region of U.S.
interest — one in which Washington seeks to reassert its hegemony.
This approach contrasts with the policies of previous administrations,
which emphasized pursuing global hegemony while largely taking U.S.
dominance in the Western Hemisphere for granted, thereby tolerating
some dissent among regional actors. In the case of Venezuela, oil
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interdependence had long acted as a constraint on escalation, with
Washington resorting to more radical measures only opportunistically
— typically when the Chavista regime appeared particularly vulnerable.
Trump’s strategic shift, as articulated in his National Security Strategy,
placed the recent intervention within a more coherent regional policy
framework. The paper concludes that Trump’s approach toward
Venezuela illustrates that the most visible and consistent outcomes of
his broader attempt to revolutionize U.S. foreign policy are to be found
in the Western Hemisphere.

Keywords: The United States of America, Donald Trump, Venezuela,
Nicolas Maduro, Western Hemisphere, grand strategy.

INTRODUCTION: TRUMP VS. VENEZUELA,
ROUND TWO

On the early morning of January 3, 2026 — the 36™ anniversary
of the capture of Panama’s dictator Manuel Noriega by invading
U.S. forces — a dozen helicopters from the 160™ Special Operations
Aviation Regiment, carrying Delta Force soldiers, entered Venezuelan
airspace, supported by U.S. Air Force jets and bombers. The target of
operation “Absolute Resolve” was the presidential residence in Caracas,
and Venezuelan President Nicolas Maduro and his wife, Cilia Flores.
After neutralizing their Venezuelan and Cuban security, American
commandos succeeded in capturing and arresting the couple, who were
subsequently flown to New York City to stand trial in a U.S. court on
charges of “narcoterrorism”. Justifying the operation, U.S. President
Donald Trump stated the United States “will run the country until we
can do a safe, proper and judicious transition”, since “we can’t take a
chance that someone else takes over Venezuela who doesn’t have the
interests of Venezuelans in mind”, adding that major U.S. oil companies
would enter Venezuela to restore its oil infrastructure (Reuters 2026).
However, he left the Venezuelan regime formally intact, with Maduro’s
vice president, Delcy Rodriguez, assuming power, in the expectation of
her cooperative stance toward Washington on matters of U.S. interest.
“We just received from our new friend and partner, Venezuela, more
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than 80 million barrels of 0il”, Trump later declared in his State of the
Union address (Associated Press 2026).

In his first term, amid the 2019 Venezuelan presidential crisis,
Trump had already approached the brink of military intervention but
ultimately backed off. His successor, Joseph Biden, returned to a more
conventional U.S. policy toward the Venezuelan Chavista regime, one
that has been largely characterized, since its establishment in 1998, by
restraint and the avoidance of decisive measures aimed at removing
Venezuelan leaders from power. This paper argues that the more
hawkish approach of Trump 2.0 to Venezuela, culminating in Maduro’s
arrest, was neither accidental nor merely opportunistic. Rather, it is part
of his broader foreign policy strategy, which prioritizes the Western
Hemisphere as the region where the United States must reassert its
hegemony after decades of taking it for granted. The remainder of the
paper proceeds as follows. First, it examines the standard post-Cold
War U.S. approach to regional hegemony, often marked by opportunism
and selective engagement. It then analyses the innovations introduced
by Trump, as reflected in his latest National Security Strategy.
The subsequent section reviews recent U.S.-Venezuela relations,
culminating in the 2019 presidential crisis and its aftermath. Finally,
the paper traces the evolution from Biden’s policy of appeasement
toward Caracas in expectations of electoral change, to Trump’s shift to
decisive action in disciplining a leading regional outlaw. The theoretical
approach applied in the paper is neoclassical realism, with an emphasis
on grand strategy. The paper presents a combination of a qualitative
case study, historical analysis, and policy document analysis.

OPPORTUNISTIC REGIONAL HEGEMONY:
THE LEGACY OF TRUMP’S PREDECESSORS

The United States is the hegemon of the Western Hemisphere.
Since the Monroe Doctrine of the 1820s (and especially since Theodore
Roosevelt’s “corollary” to it), Washington has viewed the rest of the
American continent as its strategic backyard, seeking to limit the
influence of external powers and secure its own predominance. There
is broad consensus within the U.S. foreign policy establishment and

31



THE POLICY OF NATIONAL SECURITY pp. 29-53

the academic community that hegemony over the Western Hemisphere
constitutes a core national interest. Even the most vocal critics of
American global hegemony rarely challenge this premise in the
Americas. Already, classical realist Hans J. Morgenthau, drawing on
the Federalists, identified three fundamental U.S. interests: securing a
dominant position in the Western Hemisphere; maintaining the balance
of power in Europe; and maintaining the balance of power in Asia
(Morgenthau 1952, 4-6). Among contemporary scholars, offensive
neorealist John J. Mearsheimer advocates Washington’s abandoning
the pursuit of global hegemony — later termed “liberal hegemony” — in
favour of grand strategy of “offshore balancing”. This approach would
preserve U.S. hegemony in the Americas while preventing other powers
from achieving regional hegemony in Europe, East Asia, and the
Persian Gulf (Mearsheimer 2018). Another prominent realist, Stephen
Walt, similarly endorses “offshore balancing” along comparable lines
(Walt 2018). Barry R. Posen, for his part, rejects liberal hegemony in
favour of the strategy of “restraint”, which likewise challenges U.S.
global, but not regional hegemony (Posen 2014).

None of these authors criticizes American global hegemony
primarily on moral grounds; rather, they regard it as unfeasible and
therefore strategically unrealistic. According to Mearsheimer, the
“stopping power of water” renders the sustained projection of power
across the oceans inherently difficult (Mearsheimer 2001, 41-42).
Posen devotes the entire chapter in his book to calculating the direct and
indirect costs of liberal hegemony (Posen 2014, 24—-68). By contrast,
hegemonic policy within the Western Hemisphere is seen as both
feasible and justified. Yet this is where a paradox emerges. Proponents
of American global (liberal) hegemony, who have dominated U.S.
foreign policy decision-making in the post-Cold War era, have often
taken regional hegemony for granted. Accustomed to projecting power
abroad, they have allowed themselves the luxury of not maintaining
constant control over every part of their “home” region, particularly
when doing so proves costly due to local resistance or the involvement
of extra-hemispheric powers. As a result, the U.S. has frequently
tolerated temporary disloyalty among regional actors, refraining from
extreme measures against them to avoid exhausting resources needed
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for broader strategic objectives — as illustrated by its decades-long
policy toward Cuba. Washington has also demonstrated flexibility in the
means it employs to secure regional alignment. For example, in the late
1980s, it shifted its approach in Latin America from supporting right-
wing authoritarian regimes to facilitating their removal and promoting
moderate democratic movements. Both the doctrine and practice of U.S.
hegemony in the Western Hemisphere have thus been characterized by a
degree of opportunism: an assertive pursuit of control when conditions
are favourable, coupled with restraint, and even retrenchment when
they are not. U.S. policy toward Venezuela before the recent events
closely fits this pattern. Washington’s opportunism, shaped in part by
oil interdependence, restrained it from pursuing overly radical measures
against the Chavista regime during periods of stability. Yet when the
regime entered a phase of profound crisis, that same opportunism
drove the U.S. toward escalating the conflict to the brink of military
intervention — even at the cost of temporarily disrupting oil ties.
Ultimately, the shift under Trump 2.0 — from opportunism to sustained
assertiveness in the Western Hemisphere, combined with restraint
elsewhere, led to crossing even that threshold.

TRUMP’S FOREIGN POLICY REVOLUTION:
BACK TO THE WESTERN HEMISPHERE

Upon returning to the U.S. presidency in 2025, Donald Trump
shocked the world with a series of statements targeting the Western
Hemisphere. These ranged from proposing to rename the Gulf of
Mexico as the American Gulf, to expressing intentions to annex
Greenland and the Panama Canal (and even to incorporate Canada as
the 51% U.S. state), announcing new tariffs on neighbouring countries,
and reviving confrontational rhetoric toward the Venezuelan regime,
which, as will be shown, became the clearest case in which he moved
from words to deeds. These were not random rhetorical flourishes
characteristic of Trump’s first term, but rather signals of a more
assertive policy toward the Western Hemisphere, embedded within a
broader Trump 2.0 revolutionizing U.S. foreign policy away from the
pursuit of global hegemony toward a more restrained grand strategy
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— paradoxical as it may initially appear. In fact, the reassertion of
hegemony in the Western Hemisphere is fully consistent with a more
defensive global posture, one aimed not at imposing U.S. dominance
worldwide, but at preventing rival powers from achieving hegemony in
their own regions. This congruence between realist critiques of liberal
hegemony and the practice of the new administration’s foreign policy
is most clearly reflected in Trump’s recent National Security Strategy
—NSS.

The document opens with an almost academic inquiry into the
very meaning of “strategy”, criticizing previous editions for failing to
define it adequately. It conceptualizes strategy as “a concrete, realistic
plan that explains the essential connection between ends and means”,
one that “must evaluate, sort, and prioritize”. Accordingly, the central
focus of Trump’s NSS is “the protection of core national interests”,
understood as “the purpose of foreign policy”. In contrast, “American
strategies since the end of the Cold War... have not clearly defined
what we want... and often have misjudged what we should want”.
Within this framework, the document offers a clear rejection of the
pursuit of global hegemony: “After the end of the Cold War, American
foreign policy elites convinced themselves that permanent American
domination of the entire world was in the best interest of our country.
Yet the affairs of other countries are our concern only if their activities
directly threaten our interest” (The White House 2025, 1). The NSS
proceeds to define “overall” U.S. interests — such as survival of the U.S.
as a sovereign republic, having the most powerful military, the strongest
economy, and unrivalled soft power, American “spiritual and cultural
health” — before specifying foreign policy interests, framed as “what
do we want in and from the world” (The White House 2025, 3—4). In
prioritizing among the world regions, the document closely mirrors
the prescriptions of realist critics of liberal hegemony. A “reasonably
stable and well-governed” Western Hemisphere, “free of hostile foreign
incursion or ownerships of key assets”, with ensured U.S. “continued
access to key strategic locations” is placed at the top of the hierarchy:
“In other words, we will assert and enforce a ‘“Trump Corollary’ to the
Monroe Doctrine”. Other “United States’ core, vital national interests”
include keeping the Indo-Pacific “free and open”, supporting allies
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in “preserving the freedom and security” of Europe, and preventing
“an adversarial power from dominating the Middle East, its oil and
gas supplies... while avoiding the ‘forever wars’” (The White House
2025, 5).

The remainder of Trump’s NSS elaborates a series of principles
that mark a clear break with the grand strategy of liberal hegemony
in favour of a more restrained foreign policy. Notably, it explicitly
endorses balance of power as the opposite of hegemonic logic: “As
the United States rejects the ill-fated concept of global domination for
itself, we must prevent the global, and in some cases even regional,
domination of others”, but “without wasting blood and treasure to
curtail the influence of all the world’s great and middle powers”,
recognizing that “the outsized influence of larger, richer, and stronger
nations is a timeless truth of international relations” (The White House
2025, 10). Applied to regions beyond the Western Hemisphere, this
approach translates into a “focus on deterrence to prevent war in the
Indo-Pacific”, particularly with regard to Taiwan, alongside “denying
aggression anywhere in the First Island Chain”, and preventing any
competitor from controlling the South China Sea; the pursuit of
“strategic stability” with Russia' while encouraging European allies to
restore their “civilizational self-confidence” as they “enjoy a significant
hard power advantage over Russia by almost every measure, save
nuclear weapons” and should therefore not regard it as an existential
threat (with this goes “ending the perception, and preventing the reality,
of NATO as a perpetually expanding alliance”) and a reorientation of
Middle Eastern policy away from experimenting with forcing nations
“into abandoning their traditions and historic forms of government”
and “fruitless ‘nation-building” wars” (The White House 2025, 19-29).

Finally, with respect to the Western Hemisphere, “Trump’s
Corollary to the Monroe Doctrine” is more closely explained, stating
that “after years of neglect, the United States will reassert and
enforce the Monroe Doctrine to restore the American pre-eminence”,

' U.S.-Russian strategic stability is in line with “controlled confrontation”, an idea
already employed during Trump’s first term, but also Biden administration (Prorokovi¢
2026, 30-32).

35



THE POLICY OF NATIONAL SECURITY pp. 29-53

particularly by denying “non-Hemispheric competitors the ability to
position forces or other threatening capabilities, or to own or control
strategically vital assets”. The objectives in the Western Hemisphere
are defined as “enlist and expand”. “Enlist” refers to mobilizing existing
friends and partners to advance shared Hemispheric goals, such as
migration control, counter-drug-trafficking efforts, or strengthening
stability and security. “Expand” entails reaching out to other nations
to encourage them to choose the U.S. “as their partner of first choice”,
rather than aligning with Washington’s non-Hemispheric competitors:
“The choice all countries should face is whether they want to live in
an American-led world of sovereign countries and free economies
or in a parallel one in which they are influenced by countries on the
other side of the world” (The White House 2025, 15-19). In sum, the
revolutionizing elements of Trump’s foreign policy relevant to this
analysis, as articulated in his NSS, are twofold: first, a shift away
from the pursuit of global hegemony toward a more restrained strategy
centred on maintaining balances of power in vital non-Hemispheric
regions — the Indo-Pacific, Europe, and the Middle East — thereby
conserving resources; and second, a more assertive policy in the
Western Hemisphere, aimed at consolidating regional hegemony by
expanding alliances and limiting the influence of non-Hemispheric
rivals. In this context, Trump’s approach toward Venezuela, once a close
partner, now a deeply adversarial, oil-rich state, fits squarely within the
broader logic of his foreign policy thinking.

THE UNITED STATES AND VENEZUELA,
FROM UNLIMITED COOPERATION TO
CONTAINED CONFLICT: THE OMNIPRESENCE
OF THE OIL FACTOR

“Oil + Latin America = trouble” would be an apt formula for
capturing the Venezuelan issue. The country possesses the largest
proven oil reserves in the world — approximately 300 billion barrels
(Gallegos 2016, 150). The discovery of oil and the beginning of its
exploitation a century ago have remained, to this day, not only the
foundation of the Venezuelan economy, but also the core component
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of national identity, as well a defining factor in its relationship with
the United States (Salas 2015, 1, 4-5, 61-62, 67—68; Kovalik 2019,
33-34). Once Venezuelans recognized the benefits of administering
the oil industry on their own, the country effectively became a petro-
state, one in which the entire society grew accustomed to spending
enormous amounts of unearned fortune extracted from the land (Salas
2015, 78; Gallegos 2016, 21-22, 7576, 170). Being a petro-state in
the Latin American context carried two major implications. First, the
Latin American mentality of “anarchist individualism” hindered the
efficient management of oil wealth, leading to patterns of overspending
and underinvestment (Gallegos 2016, 112—113). Second, the country’s
proximity to the powerful United States ensured the Venezuelan oil
would remain a special point of interest to the Western Hemisphere’s
hegemon. During the Cold War, Venezuela established a very close
partnership with the United States, grounded in oil interdependence.
Unlike in some other cases in Latin America, this relationship was
not primarily exploitative. Under the umbrella of U.S. hegemony,
Venezuela was able to use its oil revenues to raise the living standards
of'its society, develop advanced healthcare and education, maintain low
fuel prices, construct the most advanced infrastructure in Latin America,
and, since 1958, consolidate a stable two-party democratic system
(Naim and Toro 2018, 126—127; Salas 2015, 91-96). Furthermore,
during the presidencies of Romulo Betancourt (1959—-1964) and Carlos
Andrés Pérez (1974-1979), Venezuela pursued an especially active
foreign policy (Mijares 2015, 76—77; Salas 2015, 97-103; Gallegos
2016, 77, 83; Corrales and Romero 2013, 18-19, 119). Washington, for
its part, tended to disregard minor political disagreements with Caracas
to preserve a stable oil trade, viewing Venezuela as one of its most loyal
regional allies.

The situation began to deteriorate rapidly with the decline in
oil prices during the 1980s. Venezuela’s previously highest national
per capita income in Latin America masked one of the highest
inequality rates in the population. Once this income contracted, the
burden fell disproportionately on the poorest segments of society,
particularly following the introduction of International Monetary
Fund — IMF designed neoliberal measures (Salas 2015, 106-107, 118).
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In 1989, Pérez was re-clected president after campaigning against
such measures, only to fall short on his promises once in office. The
sharp increase in public transport prices triggered mass protests in
the poorer suburbs of Caracas, prompting the authorities to respond
violently, resulting in several hundred deaths in what became known
as the “Caracazo massacre”. This generated deep disillusionment of
Venezuelans with the country’s political and economic system (Kovalik
2019, 39-41, 53-54; Salas 2015, 110-120; Gallegos 2016, 88-90). The
political consequences were swift. In 1992, a failed coup attempt was
launched by a leftist movement led by sublieutenant Hugo Chavez,
who was subsequently arrested and spent two years in prison before
being pardoned. Originally a member of a military unit tasked with
suppressing internal unrest, he embraced leftist ideas, viewing the army
as a potential vehicle of social transformation. He also cast himself as
a continuer of the work of Simoén Bolivar, envisioning the liberation of
Venezuela — and the rest of Latin America — from U.S. dominance, as
well as the emancipation of the poor from the higher classes (Kovalik
2019, 52-55, 58; Salas 2015, 122-128). What he failed to achieve
through force, Chavez accomplished through legal political means,
winning the 1998 presidential elections decisively by capitalizing on
widespread dissatisfaction with the country’s economic and political
conditions (Salas 2015, 125—-135). The Chavista era in Venezuela —
renamed the Bolivarian Republic — thus began, characterized by radical
changes in its social, economic, and political systems, as well as a
fundamentally altered relationship with Washington.

How and why did the United States allow Venezuela to suddenly
shift from being one of its most loyal and valuable regional partners to
a major regional challenger? First, despite their close ties, Venezuela
and the United States differed significantly in their domestic structures
and foreign policy priorities. Washington failed to recognize in
time the potential for profound socio-political change in Venezuela
once declining oil revenues made social inequalities unsustainable.
Furthermore, the end of the Cold War fostered a degree of complacency
in U.S. policy toward the Western Hemisphere (Ciccarilo 2016, 25-28).
Venezuela proved particularly conducive to the rise of a new leftist
political project due to several factors: the element of surprise stemming

38



Viadimir Trapara REVOLUTIONIZING U.S. FOREIGN POLICY...

from U.S. mistaken assumptions of continued Venezuelan loyalty;
Venezuelans’ widespread nostalgia for the relative prosperity of the
1970s; the existence of a democratic system that permitted political
mobilization without systematic repression of the far left; and the
strength and social prestige of the army as an institution (Salas 2015, 9;
Corrales and Romero 2013, 124).

In his effort to radically transform Venezuela, Chavez relied
on the same flawed model as his predecessors — overspending on oil
revenues rather than recognizing that dependence on oil was a problem,
not a solution. However, he was lucky — during his rule, global oil
prices had another dramatic surge, from ten dollars per barrel in 1998
to 133 dollars in 2008 (Mijares 2015, 77). As a result, Chavismo did
deliver tangible social outcomes, particularly through expansive social
programs targeting the poorest segments and through agrarian reform.
Poverty declined from 49% to 25%, while extreme poverty fell from
21% to 7% (Kovalik 2019, 58—62; Salas 2015, 192-200; Gallegos 2016,
93). At the same time, however, despite the adoption in 1999 of one of
the world’s most progressive constitutions — expanding the rights of
women and indigenous populations and introducing new institutions
of participative democracy — the political system in practice moved
toward increasing autocracy. Checks and balances were gradually
eroded, the army was drawn to the service of the ruling party, and
the Supreme Court was packed with loyalists (Salas 2015, 136—139,
167—-168; Corrales and Romero 2013, 132—134). The state-owned oil
company (Petroleos de Venezuela, S.A. — PDVSA), along with most
of the economy, was likewise placed under the control of party cadre,
which contributed to declining efficiency and paved the way for later
economic catastrophe (Naim and Toro 2018, 130; Corrales and Romero
2013, 79, 135-137; Gallegos 2016, 39-40, 94-99, 153).

Of particular relevance here is Chavez’s use of oil revenues to
sustain not merely an active, but hyperactive foreign policy, guided by
three key objectives that were fundamentally at odds with U.S. interests:
asserting Venezuela’s sovereignty and international status; promoting
socialist ideology beyond Venezuelan borders to reshape the ideological
orientation of the states in the region; and fostering Latin American
integration as a means of reducing dependence on U.S. hegemony and
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securing a more autonomous position within an emerging multipolar
world order (Romero and Mijares 2016, 182; Mijares 2017, 209—
210; Corrales and Romero 2013, 174-175). Although this policy
also involved cultivating ties with major global U.S. rivals (Russia,
China, “rogue” states like Iran), its primary vector remained regional.
Chévez made extensive use of oil revenues as an instrument of what
has been termed the “diplomacy of social power”, directing financial
and diplomatic support to ideologically similar governments and
movements across Latin America. Cuba was the principal beneficiary,
receiving subsidized Venezuelan oil in exchange for its qualified
military, intelligence, education, and especially healthcare workforce
(Corrales and Romero 2013, 17, 26-27, 34-36, 171). Venezuelan
support was crucial to the emergence of the “pink tide” — a wave of
leftist political leaders and movements critical of U.S. hegemony — and
to the rise to power of these leaders and movements in many countries
of the region. These included Daniel Ortega in Nicaragua, Evo Morales
in Bolivia, Rafael Correa in Ecuador, and Fernando Lugo in Paraguay.
Caracas also provided support to Manuel Zelaya in Honduras, the
Kirchners in Argentina, Lula da Silva and Dilma Rousseff in Brazil,
among other leaders who swept over Latin America in the early twenty-
first century (Corrales and Romero 2013, 24-25; Salas 2015, 144). In
parallel, Venezuela promoted several alternative frameworks of regional
integration, including ALBA (Bolivarian alliance for the people of our
America), Petrocaribe (ALBA’s economic component), UNASUR
(Union of South American nations), and CELAC (Community of Latin
American and Caribbean states) (Romero and Mijares 2016, 180;
Mijares 2015, 78-79; Corrales and Romero 2013, 24, 27; Kovalik 2019,
55-56; Salas 2015, 145-146, 151).

Although the United States did not like to see a radical socialist
and anti-American leader appearing in its “backyard”, initially it
mostly ignored him, until Chavez emerged as its biggest post-Cold
War Latin American challenge (Corrales and Romero 2013, 40—46).
Signs of a more assertive U.S. approach appeared as early as 2002,
when Washington supported conservative opposition protests against
Chavez’s reforms to oil and agricultural laws. This culminated in
tacit backing for a failed coup attempt, when segments of the military
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briefly detained Chévez on Orchila Island, only for the U.S. to back off
once his loyalists set him free and restored him to power (Salas 2015,
154—-157; Kovalik 2019, 121-122; Mijares 2017, 210; Corrales and
Romero 2013, 48-50). Later that same year, Venezuela faced renewed
destabilization in the form of a U.S.-supported general PDVSA strike,
but it also failed due to the regime’s loyalty among oil workers and
Brazilian da Silva’s support for oil to Chavez. Finally, the opposition’s
failure to impeach Chavez through the 2004 referendum further
consolidated his power (Salas 2015, 158-162). After Chavez repelled
this first series of domestic attacks, the U.S. shifted toward a strategy
of external containment, strengthening its own regional integration
frameworks, supporting removal of some of Chavez’s regional allies
from power (like in Haiti and Honduras), and imposing sanctions
on Caracas over its military cooperation with U.S. rivals and “rogue
states” like Iran, but also over Venezuelan refusal to cooperate with
Washington in its war against drug trade (Corrales and Romero 2013,
21-24,29-31, 52-53, 166; Salas 2015, 143; Kovalik 2019, 132-142).
Nevertheless, the conflict never slipped out of control. On the
contrary, since 2007, Washington adopted a more calibrated policy
described as “speak quietly, sanction softly”, devised by the State
Secretary deputy Thomas Shannon. This strategy involved ignoring
Chavez’s rhetoric, downplaying the Venezuelan threat, applying
moderate sanctions, and focusing on areas in which the two countries
could cooperate (Corrales and Romero 2013, 56-57, 92-98). During
the first administration of Barack Obama, the tensions between the
U.S. and Venezuela were largely contained. This can be explained by
the same factor that had previously underpinned both cooperation and
conflict in their relations — oil. Oil interdependence between the U.S.
and Venezuela survived throughout Chavez’s rule. Neither decently
successful Venezuelan efforts to diversify its oil exports (particularly
toward China) nor Washington’s reliance on Middle Eastern supplies
could beat geographical proximity of the two countries, in addition
to the unique technology that PDVSA-owned U.S. company CITGO
possessed for refining extraordinarily thick Venezuelan oil (Romero and
Mijares 2016, 182—183; Mijares 2015, 78; Corrales and Romero 2013,
66—72). Thus, oil interdependence proved to be a stabilizing constraint
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on U.S.—Venezuelan relations. However, Chavez’s death from cancer
in 2013, after he had hand-picked the foreign minister Nicolas Maduro
as his successor, soon combined with a series of adverse international
developments, would alter the trajectory of the relationship and bring
an end to this uneasy coexistence.

THE 2019 PRESIDENTIAL CRISIS
AND ITS CONSEQUENCES

Less than a year after Chavez’s death, the Ukrainian crisis
erupted, contributing to a sharp decline in global oil prices and
triggering one of the worst economic crises in Venezuela’s history.
The country’s GDP (Gross Domestic Product) was soon cut in half,
while poverty rose to levels exceeding those that had prevailed when
Chavez first came to power. These developments were accompanied
by a record-high inflation, shortages of basic consumer goods,
and difficulties in the functioning of the healthcare system and the
electrical grid (Naim nad Toro 2018, 134—-135; Gallegos 2016, 47,
51-52, 99). Maduro, one of the most ideologically hardline members
within Chavez’s administration, often described as “Cuban man”,
was confirmed as president in the elections he won very narrowly
— by just 1.5 percentage points over Henrique Capriles (Salas 2015,
207-210). Lacking Chavez’s charisma, he soon faced authority
problems, particularly within the military, which he sought to resolve
by stuffing them with cadres sent by the Cuban secret service (Mijares
2015, 80; Naim and Toro 2018, 127). In the years that followed,
the centralization of power and the intensification of authoritarian
tendencies in Venezuela further intensified. First violent opposition
protests against the regime erupted already after Maduro’s election and
reemerged in 2014, resulting in dozens of casualties and the arrest of
several prominent opposition leaders, including Leopoldo Lopez, Maria
Corina Machado, and Antonio Ledezma (Kovalik 2019, 78; Salas 2015,
213-214; Bricefio-Ruiz 2019, 185). In 2015, the opposition won a two-
thirds majority in the National Assembly elections. In response, Maduro
completely sidelined this body through a series of unconstitutional
measures, prompting renewed protests that again resulted in fatalities
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(Bricefio-Ruiz 2019, 186; Antonopoulos and Cottle 2018, 50-52, 61).
To contain unrest, Maduro initiated negotiations with the opposition in
the Dominican Republic. After their failure, he called early presidential
elections in 2018, which he won decisively (68%) amid a widespread
boycott of opposition candidates. The legitimacy of these elections
was subsequently rejected by around fifty countries (Antonopoulos and
Cottle 2018, 63—64; Bricefio-Ruiz 2019, 186-187).

As the economic crisis deepened, accompanied by a massive
refugee crisis (approximately three million people left Venezuela),
a new wave of the regime’s repression followed — particularly
following a drone attack on Maduro in August. At the same time,
large-scale protests intensified (Pantoulas and McCoy 2019, 397—
402). The opposition eventually consolidated in January 2019, when
the young attorney Juan Guaidé was elected president of the National
Assembly and subsequently declared himself interim president,
invoking the Venezuelan constitution (Pantoulas and McCoy 2019,
404; Bricefio-Ruiz 2019, 180). Despite his declining domestic
popularity, Maduro managed to survive in power following several
months of the presidential crisis and a failed coup attempt in April
2019, largely due to the loyalty of the majority of Cuban-infiltrated
military and the assistance of pro-Chavista irregular armed groups,
known as “colectivos” (Bricefio-Ruiz 2019, 188). But not before the
crisis acquired a distinctly international dimension. In addition to
the catastrophic economic and political situation in the country, the
regional environment had become increasingly unfavorable to Maduro’s
continuation of Chavez’s hyperactive foreign policy. During the 2010s,
the “pink tide” gave way to a resurgence of right-wing and pro-
Washington governments across Latin America, including in some of
Venezuela’s former allies, such as Bolivia and Ecuador, as well as in
major regional powers like Brazil and Argentina (Kovalik 2019, 146—
150). These shifting domestic and international conditions created a
window for a renewed, more assertive U.S. approach toward Venezuela.

This shift unfolded gradually, during the second term of Obama
and, more decisively, during the first term of Donald Trump. At the
initiative of Senate “hawks”, most notably Marco Rubio, the Obama
administration imposed sanctions on individuals from the Venezuelan
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establishment in 2014, expanding them in 2015 after declaring
Venezuela an “unusual and extraordinary threat to the national security
and foreign policy of the United States” (Kovalik 2019, 154). The
Trump administration not only continued but intensified this policy.
Shortly after taking office, Trump met with Lilian Tintori, the spouse
of imprisoned opposition leader Leopoldo Lopez. In August 2017, he
expanded sanctions, including limiting the Venezuelan government
and PDVSA’s access to U.S. financial markets (Camilleri 2018, 189—
192). That same month, twelve Latin American countries established
the anti-Venezuelan Lima Group, while Trump and his Secretary of
State, Rex Tillerson, publicly raised for the first time the possibility of
military intervention (Pantoulas and McCoy 2019, 402; Camilleri 2018,
194-195). Throughout 2018, particularly after refusing to recognize
Maduro’s re-election, the U.S. continued to pressure Caracas. Finally,
in early 2019, after Trump and his Vice President Mike Pence signaled
their support for Guaidd, Washington took the unprecedented step of
imposing sanctions on PDVSA and enacting an oil embargo against
Venezuela (Kovalik 2019, 159-160).

Nevertheless, this escalation ultimately proved to be another
instance of opportunism in U.S. policy toward Venezuela. Despite
repeated threats of military intervention, the Trump administration
refrained from crossing that threshold and decided to allow Maduro to
survive the crisis. Several factors may explain this restraint. First, the
crisis exposed the fragility of Maduro’s regime, leading many observers
to believe that its collapse was imminent even without direct military
action. Diplomatic isolation — Guaidd was recognized as Venezuela’s
legitimate president by more than 50 countries, including many Latin
American countries — and economic (particularly oil) sanctions were
regarded as potentially sufficient to bring about regime change in the
next crisis. Or, as Secretary of State Mike Pompeo remarked: “No
food. No medicines. No electricity now. The next is — no Maduro”
(Kovalik 2019, 94, 164). Second, the role of extra-Hemispheric great
powers, especially Russia, likely contributed to U.S. caution. Moscow
had become Venezuela’s primary weapons supplier, which over time
served as the foundation of expanded military cooperation between
the two countries, including numerous visits of Russian military
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planes and ships to Venezuela, as well as the joint military exercises
(Romero and Mijares 2016, 184; Corrales and Romero 2013, 32-33).
We can only guess whether particularly frequent landings of Russian
planes in Venezuela during the peak of the crisis deterred Trump
from the intervention. Finally, disagreements within the U.S. security
establishment, along with resistance from Washington’s key Latin
American partners — particularly after Trump administration senior
officials invoked the Monroe Doctrine as one of justifications for
potential intervention — may have further constrained policy options
(Kovalik 2019, 33). Taken together, these factors (especially the third
one) suggest that the Trump administration’s first-term approach to
Venezuela remained largely within the bounds of opportunism (Trapara
2021a, 95-97; Trapara 2021b, 158—160). Another circle of waiting
for favourable outcome in Venezuela, without resorting to decisive
measures, would follow before Washington ultimately embraced a more
fundamental shift in its strategy.

FROM BIDEN TO TRUMP 2.0: THE PATH
TO AN (UN)EXPECTED OUTCOME

Upon taking office in 2021, the administration of Joseph Biden
brought back the grand strategy of liberal hegemony, albeit with a
note of tactical pragmatism (Trapara 2021c, 124—125) — once again
deprioritized the Venezuelan issue within U.S. foreign policy. The
Venezuelan presidential crisis formally came to an end in January
2023, when Guaidé’s term as president of the National Assembly
and, with it, his claim to the interim presidency expired. In contrast
to Trump’s hawkish approach, the Biden administration placed its
hopes on the 2024 Venezuelan presidential elections, encouraging the
opposition to unify and pursue a peaceful transition of power. Following
renewed dialogue in Barbados, which produced an agreement between
the opposition and the Maduro government on electoral conditions,
Washington temporarily eased sanctions on the Venezuelan oil sector
(Bryngel 2024, 54-55). However, this shift in U.S. policy failed to
produce a meaningful change in Venezuela. The regime did not adhere
to the terms of the agreement. Although Maria Corina Machado won
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the opposition primaries, she was barred from running. However, her
replacement as the unified opposition candidate, Edmundo Gonzalez
Urrutia, according to opposition-released tally sheets covering a large
majority of polling stations, secured a decisive victory, reportedly
around two-thirds of the votes. This outcome prompted the regime to
take an unprecedented step, ordering the central electoral commission
to falsify the results. Before 2024, the elections in the Chavista
regime were neither free nor fair, given the uneven field between the
government and the opposition, but they were never outrightly stolen.
Maduro decided to retain a transparent and technologically very
advanced system for counting votes, which made fraud at the polling
station level very difficult. The logic behind this decision was: if | win,
I would be able to rebuff the opposition’s accusations of fraud; if I lose,
the army would stand by me in cracking down on the protests after the
post-election falsification of the results. It was the latter scenario that
effectively materialized following the 2024 elections (Corrales and
Kronick 2025). Maduro may have assumed that the U.S. would once
again refrain from decisive action, but another change in the White
House soon got him in for a rude awakening.

As soon as he returned to the office, Trump reinstated a more
adversarial stance toward the regime in Caracas, yet this time as
part of a broader strategy to reassert U.S. hegemony in the Western
Hemisphere. The increased salience of Venezuela in U.S. foreign
policy was signalled early on the appointment of Marco Rubio, a long-
standing critic of Chavismo and a staunch supporter of the Venezuelan
opposition, to the positions of Secretary of State and National
Security Advisor. The primary justification in Trump’s second term
for increased pressure on Caracas shifted toward its alleged lack of
cooperation in combating drug trafficking. Maduro was labelled as
the head of a drug cartel, and Washington authorized strikes against
Venezuelan vessels in the Caribbean suspected of transporting drugs
to the U.S. soil. In late 2025, these measures were accompanied by a
visible U.S. military buildup in the Caribbean. While many observers
anticipated a full-scale military intervention aimed at regime change,
Trump publicly denied such intentions and even engaged in direct
phone communication with Maduro (Messari 2025). A fateful January
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3 ultimately revealed Trump’s design. Rather than pursuing a costly
and potentially destabilizing full-scale intervention, the U.S. opted for
a targeted operation aimed at removing the leader while leaving the
broader regime structure intact. Conducted on the anniversary of the
capture of Manuel Noriega, the operation carried clear symbolic weight.
It sent a clear message not only to Venezuela but also to the broader
international environment: the United States, under Trump’s leadership,
claims the Western Hemisphere as its own sphere of influence and is
prepared to assert its authority decisively within it.

CONCLUSION: THE KING
IS GONE, THE KINGDOM STANDS
IN THE EMPEROR’S REALM

Although Trump pursued a hawkish policy toward Venezuela
during his first presidential term, he ultimately refrained from military
intervention. While plausible explanations for this restraint exist, such
as persistence of oil interdependence between the two countries and
the mysterious role of Russian planes, they can be subsumed under
a broader argument: at that stage, Trump had not yet articulated a
coherent grand strategy that would elevate the Western Hemisphere to
the top priority, formally proclaim a Trump Corollary to the Monroe
Doctrine, and thereby justify a more assertive posture toward Venezuela
(Trapara 2017). Once such a strategy was formulated, the outcome was
a move that symbolically reaffirmed U.S. hegemony in Latin America
while leaving the Chavista regime formally in place, at least for the
time being. Should the regime cease to cooperate, the U.S. President
has already demonstrated both the willingness and the capability to
act decisively. Moreover, Trump’s signaling of readiness to assume
responsibility for administering Venezuela’s oil sector — through U.S.
companies — marks a significant departure from his earlier reluctance
to undertake such a measure (Bahar, Piccone, and Trinkunas 2018, 8).

In this context, it is worth considering whether Trump, only two
months after the confrontation with Maduro, deviated from his newly
articulated grand strategy by attacking Iran. Although this intervention
(still ongoing at the time of writing) differs from the Venezuelan case in
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most respects, one notable similarity stands out — the targeted removal
of a top leader. In this instance, U.S. forces proved the same skill
as in the Caracas operation, by eliminating Iranian Supreme Leader
Ali Khamenei in a matter of hours (in this case by assassination).
Intervention against Iran can be partially reconciled with Trump’s
overall strategy, as it has been justified as a response to direct threats
to U.S. interests and may also be interpreted as an effort to prevent
adversarial powers, whether Iran itself as a regional power, or Russia
and China as its major great power partners, from dominating the
Middle East. However, it also partially constitutes an exception to the
strategy. Iran and its regional influence had already been weakened
in preceding years, including through earlier strikes on its nuclear
infrastructure. Furthermore, the intervention has already exposed
gas and oil routes Trump claims to protect at risk, while its possible
escalation and threatening Iranian collapse after the regime change
could lock the U.S. in a new nation-building “forever war” he seeks to
avoid. Explanations for this exception can be found in the long-standing
U.S. grudge against the Iranian regime (since the 1979—1980 hostage
crisis) and the influence of the Israeli lobby. The broader conclusion,
therefore, is that Trump’s attempt at revolutionizing U.S. foreign policy
does not represent a linear process. While his approach in the Western
Hemisphere displays a high degree of consistency, policies in other
regions, particularly in the Middle East, continue to reflect a more
complex interplay of change and continuity.
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Baagumup Tpanapa’

Hnemumym 3a mehynapoouy norumuxy u npugpeoy,
beoepao, Penybnuxa Cpouja

PEBOJYIIMOHUCAIBE CITIO/BHE
HHOJUTHUKE CAL: CJIYYAJ TPAMIIOBOTI'
IMPUCTYNIA BEHEIIYEJIN™

Pe3ume

OrpannyeHa amMmepudKka BOjHa orepaliija mpoTuB Bernemyene y janyapy
2026, xoja je pe3yaTupala XariieheM BeHEIyeIIaHCKOT MTPEeICeTHIKA
Hukomnaca Manypa, orBopuia je Benuky aebary mel)y mocmarpaunma
y TIOTJIEAly YMHUIIAIA KOjU Cy BOIWIM APYTYy aAMHUHUCTpauujy Jlonanma
Tpammna ka mpenacky JIMHHje TUPEKTHE BOjHE KOH(POHTAIHjEe ca
YaBUCTHYKUM pexkxuMoM y Kapakacy. Y oBoM paay TBpau ce 1a
OJUTyKa O MHTEPBEHIIMjU HUj€ HU CIyYajHa, HU OMOpTyHUCTHYKA. OHa
IIpeCTaBJba [0 LIMPE BEJIMKE CTPaTeruje, Koja MocTaBiba 3alaany
xemMuc(hepy Kao NPHUOPUTETHO NOAPYYje aMEepUuyKOr HHTEpeca,
rme 6u BamumHrTOH Tpebaso 1a MOTBPIM CBOjy XereMoHu]jy. Paduje
aJMUHHUCTpalLyje Cy Haracak CTaBJbaJle Ha TEXIbY Ka ITI00aIHO]
XereMOHUjH, JOK Cy PETHOHAIHY Y3UMalle 3paBo 3a TOTOBO, yCIIE]
yera cy Ouje cmpeMHE Ja JOHEKJIe TOJEPHUIITy HEMOCITyITHOCT
pernoHanHuX akrtepa. Y ciydajy Benenyene, Hadgthna mehyzaBucHoct
je ayro ciyxmia kao OpaHa eckanainuju. OHa je ycrocraBJbeHa
jomr y Bpeme kana cy CAJl u Benemyena Onnn OIMCKH TTapTHEPH, a
Kapakac Boauo axkTUBHY PErHOHajJHY CIIOJbHY IOJIMTHKY KoOja ce
YIJIaBHOM IOKJIanajia ¢ nHTepecuma Bammarrona. Hakon momacka
VYra Yagesa Ha Bract 1998, Benenyena akTUBHY CIIOJbHY TOJIUTHKY,
(¢uHaHCHpaHy npuxoarMa o HadTe, MpeTBapa y XUIEPAKTUBHY, aJIH
oBora myta yrnepeny npotus uatepeca CAJl. Mnak, BamuHrToH je
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IpeMa YaBUCTHUKOM PEKHUMY MOCTYNA0 yIIIABHOM ONOPTYHUCTUYKH,
n3beraBajyhu paJiukajiHHje Mepe, OCUM y CllydajeBUMa Kaja Ou 0Baj
pexnM ucnosbno onpelene cmaboctu. Takas cirydaj IPeTXOIHU YT Ce
Joronno y npeacennuukoj kpusu 2019, kan je npBa agMUHHCTpaLdja
Jonannaa Tpammna npuBpeMEHO MPEKUHY/Ia Ha)THE BE3e ca PEKUMOM
YaseszoBor HacienHuka, Hukonaca Manypa, Te npu3Hajia HBEroBor
OTO3MIMOHOT puBana, XyaHa ['Banza, 3a JETUTUMHOT MIPEICETHUKA,
aJIv Ce WIaK y3JpiKajia oJf Opy)KaHe MHTEPBEHIUje. AJMUHHUCTpAIH]a
[lozeda bajaena Bparuia ce crapoj TOTUTHIHN U yOIaKuia CaHKIIHje
Benenyenu, y HencnymeHoOM odekuBamy 1a he Maaypo mohu na Oyne
CMeHeH Ha u3bopuma. JIok y cBOM NmpBOM MaHjary Tpami HHje ©Mao
KOXEpPEHTHY BEJIMKY CTparernjy, y Apyrom he je nmarwu, e he meHe
OCHOBHE €JIEMEHTE — ITOTBPAY XEreMOHH]j€ Ha 3araHor XxeMHucdepH,
Te y3Jp’KaHW]y CIOJbHY ToNMuTuUKY y EBpornu, Wuno-IlTanuduky
n biuckoMm WCTOKYy — W3HETH y cBojoj CrTpareruju HarmoHaHE
0e30ennoctr. OBa cTpareruja cTora jeé CMECTH/Ia HHTEPBEHUU]Y Y
Beneryenu y KOXepeHTHU OKBHP PETHOHATHE MOJUTHKE. 3aKJbydaK
pana je ma TpammnoB mpuctyn Benemyenu uiycTpyje UHWEBCHHILY
Jla Cy HAjBUJJbUBHJU U HajKOH3UCTEHTHH]H UCXOIU HETOBOT IIUPET
HACTOjama Jla peBOIYLHOHUIIE CcrToJbHY MONMUTHKY CAJl pucyTHH
Ha 3arajiHoj xemMucdepu (3a pa3iauKy ox HIp. biauckor ucToka, MTO
nokasyje ciyuaj Mpana).

Kibyune peun: Cjenumene Amepuuke [Ipkase, Honana Tpamm,
Benenyena, Hukonac Manypo, 3amnaaHa xemucdepa,
BEeJIMKa CTpaTeruja.
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PEBOJIYIHUOHUCAIBE CIIOJBHE
INOJIMTHUKE CAl: CJIYYAJ TPAMIIOBOI'
IMPUCTYIA BEHELYEJIN™

Caxkerak

Orpanuuena BojHa omnepaija CAJl nporusB BeHenyene y janyapy
2026, xoja je pe3ynTrpalia XamniemnheM BeHEIlyeTaHCKOT MPeICeTHIKA
Hukomaca Manypa (Nicolds Maduro), w3a3Baia je 3amaxeHy
nebary Mehy mocmaTpadynMa y moriiey YHHHIIAna KOju Cy HaBelu
npyry aamuHuctpaunjy Honanma Tpamna (Donald Trump) na
npehe TUHUJy TUPEKTHE BOjHE KOH(POHTAIMjEe Ca YaBUCTUYKUM
pexumoM y Kapakacy. Y oBoM pajy ce TBpAH J1a OJJIyKa HUje Oua
HHU CIIy4ajHa, HUTH OTMIOPTYHUCTHYKA, Beh je mpe mpeacTaBibaiia 1e0
IUpe CTpaTerruje Koja Jaje MPHOPHUTET 3aIlaHoj XeMHuchepu Kao
pPErHoHy OJI IPBEHCTBEHOI aMEPHYKOI MHTEpEeca — OHOM y KOMe
BammHrron HacToju Ja MOTBPAM CBOjy XereMoHHjy. OBaj npuctyn
j€ y CYINpOTHOCTH C OJUTHKaMa MPETXOJHUX aIMUHHUCTpaILHja, Koje
Cy Harjiacak CTaBJbajie Ha TEXKIbY TJI00AIIHO] XEreMOHHJH, JIOK je
momuHarja CAJl Ha 3anmagHoj XeMuchepH yriIaBHOM y3UMaHa 37IpaBo
3a TOTOBO, yCJIE Yera je y HeKOj MepH ToJieprcaHa HEIOCITYITHOCT
permoHaIHuX akTepa. Y ciydajy Benemyene, HadgrHa mMehysaBucHoct
je Iyro nenoBajia Kao OpaHa ecKalaluju, Te je Bammurron npuberaBao
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paauKaIHUjUM Mepama caMO OMOPTYHHUCTUYKU — TUIIMYHO, Kaja Ou
ce yKasaJla KOHKpETHa PamHUBOCT YaBUCTUUKOT pexuma. Tpamrmos
CTpaTelllKu 3a0KpeT, M3HET Yy HeroBoj CTpaTeruju HalMOHAIHE
0e30eMHOCTH, CTaBJha CKOpAIlkhy WHTEPBCHIIN])Y Y KOXEPECHTHH)U
OKBHp pErHOHAJIHE TTOJUTHKE. 3aKby4aK paja je f1a TpamIioB IpucTyI
Benenyenu wmiryctpyje 1a cy HajBUIJBMBHJU U HajKOH3UCTCHTHHUjU
MOTE3H Y OKBUPY HETOBOI' IIMPEr HACTOjama J1a PEBOIYLIMOHHUIIE
crnospHy nosnTuKy CAJ] mpucyTHH Ha 3amasHoj XeMUcQepH.

Kibyune peun: Cjenumene Amepuuke [Ipkase, Honann Tpamm,
Benenyena, Hukonac Manypo, 3amagna xemucdepa,
BeJIMKa CTpaTeruja.

YBOJI: TPAMII IIPOTUB BEHEIYEJIE,
JIIPYTA PYHJIA

Pano usjyrtpa Tpeher janyapa 2026. — Ha 36. roaumImUILy
3apoOJpaBama MaHaMCKOT AukTaTtopa Manyena Hopujere (Manuel
Noriega) ol cTpaHe aMEPUYKUX MHTEPBEHIIMOHUCTUYKUX CHara —
HEKOJIMKO XenukonTepa 160. Ba3aylIHe peruMeHTe 3a CIelujaaHe
onepanuje ca [enra @opc (Delta Force) BOjHHIIUMA YILIO je Y
Ba3IyIIHH MpocTop BeHeryene, y3 nmoapuiky joBana u bombapuepa
apujammje CAJl. Mera omneparnuje ,,ATICOTyTHA OJTyIHOCT Omiia je
npenceHrYKa pesunennyja y Kapakacy, oqHOCHO BEHEIyeIaHCKH
npencenauk Hukonac Manypo u merosa cynpyra, Cunuja @iopec
(Cilia Flores). HakoH HeyTpanu3anuje BUXOBOT BEHEIyEIaHCKOT
u kKybOaHckor obe30ehema, aMepuuKu KOMaHIOCH Cy YyCIeld Ja
yxBate OpadHu map, Te jaa ra npedaie y byjopk na 6u um ce cyausio
MpeJl aMepuYKHUM CYJIOM TIOJ] ONTY>XOOM 3a ,,HapKoTepopuzam’.
IIpaBnajyhu omepanunjy, amepuukn npeacequuk Jonamnn Tpamm
je uzjaBuo na he CAJl ,,ia ynpaBipajy 3eMJbOM JIOK He J1ol)e Bpeme
3a Oe30enmny, oaroBapajyhy m mpaBegHy TpaH3uuujy”’, jep ,,HE
MOXEMO Ja PU3UKYjeMO J1a HEKO JAPYTH, KO HEMa Ha yMy HHTepece
Benenyenanana, npeysme Benenyeny”, monasmu ga he Belmke
ameprnuke HadTHEe KoMITanuje yhu y Benemyeny na oOHOBe meHy
HadTHY HH(ppacTpykTypy (Reuters 2026). Melhytum, OH je ocTaBHO
BEHEIIYeJIAHCKH PeXUM (POPMAITHO HETAKHYTHM, C TIPEHOCOM BJIAaCTH
Ha ManypoBy notnpencennuny [emncu Poapures (Delcy Rodriguez),
Yy OUYCKHBaY HEHE CapaJ/bUBOCTH ¢ BalIMHITOHOM MO MHUTamUMa
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on untepeca 3a CAJl. ,,YrpaBo cMO 0J1 Haller HOBOT TIpHjaTesba
U naptHepa, Benenyene, noownmm Bume o 80 mMuianona Oapena
Hadre”, Tpamm he kacHuje uzjaButu y cBojoj [lopymu o cramy YHuje
(Associated Press 2026).

VY cBOM IIPBOM MaHJIATy, y TOKY BEHElLlyelaHCKe MpelICeIHUUKE
kpuze 2019, Tpamn ce Beh OMo PUOIMHKUO TIpeNlacKy TpaHUIle Ka
BOjHOj MHTEPBEHLHjH, aJIH CE HAMOCJIETKY MOBYKao. lberoB HacieaHuK,
Ilozed Bajnen (Joseph Biden), BpaTHO Ce€ KOHBEHIIMOHATHH]O]
nosmtun CAJl mpema BeHEIyeJIlaHCKOM YaBHCTHUKOM PEKUMY
Ol FErOBOT YCIIOCTaBJhamba 1998. MpeTeKHO KapaKTepHCaHO]
y3apxaHomhy u n30eraBameM OJUTYIHHJUX Mepa y MPaBIly yKIamamka
BCHEI[YEJIAaHCKUX JIJIepa ca BJacTH. Y OBOM pady ce TBpAU Ja
jactpeboBckuju npuctyn Tpamma 2.0 Beneuyenu, ¢ BpXyHLEM Yy
ManypoBoM Xamiewy, HHje HU ClydajaH, HU OMOPTYHUCTHUYKH.
YMecTo Tora, OH Ipe/ICTaBsba A0 HEroBe MUPE CIIOJFHOMOIUTHIKE
CTpaTerrje Koja Maje MPUOPHUTET 3aIagHoj XeMuchepr Kao peTHoHy Y
kome CAJl Mopajy M3HOBa Jja IOTBPJIE CBOjy XETeMOHH]Y HAKOH IITO
Cy je JeueHujama y3umaie 37paBo 3a roroBo. OcraTak paja usriena
cinenehe. [IpBo, uctpaxyje ce craHzapAHH NOCTXJIATHOPATOBCKH
npuctyn CAJl pernoHaiHOj XereMOHHU]jU, YECTO 000jE€H ONOPTYHU3MOM
U CCJICKTUBHUM aHTa)XOBambEeM. 3aTHM C€ aHAIM3UPA]y MHOBAIIH]C
Koje je yBeo Tpamir, mTo ce BUIM Y HEroBoj HajHOBHjO] CTpareruju
HarmoHaiHe 6e30emHocTn. HapenHu oznespak olemyje CKOpallmhe
oxHoce CAJl n Benenyene, ¢ KyIMUHAIKjOM Yy IPEACEAHNYKO] KPU3H
2019. u menom enmiory. Konauno, paa npatu eBonynujy on bajaeHose
MOJIUTHKE TMoMyluTama Kapakacy y ouekuBamy U300pHE MTPOMEHE, 10
TpammnoBor npenaMama y KOPUCT OJUTyYHE aKIMje JUCIUTUTHHOBAbA
Bozaeher pernoHaJHOr OAMETHHUKA. TeOpHjCKH IPUCTYII IPUMEHEH Y
pany je HeOKJIaCUYHM peajin3aM, C HarJackoM Ha BEJIUKY CTpaTerujy.
CaMm paj npencraB/ba KOMOMHAILM]Y KBaJUTATUBHE CTyAMj€ CIyuaja,
HCTOPHUjCKE aHAIN3E U aHAIIM3E MTOJINTHYKOT TOKYMEHTA.

ONNOPTYHUCTUYKA PETMOHAJIHA
XEI'EMOHMJA: HACJIEBE TPAMIIOBUX
INPETXOJHUKA

CA]Jl cy xeremMoH Ha 3anajiHoj xemucgepu. Jour og Morpoose
noktpuHe u3 1820-ux (a moceOHO HaKOH ,,to1atka” Teomopa Py3senra
(Theodore Roosevelt), BallMHITOH TTOCMaTpa OCTaTaKk aMEpUYKOT
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KOHTHHEHTA Kao CBOje CTPATEIlKO JABOPHILTE, HacTojehu 1a orpaHuun
YTHUIIA] CIIOJBHUX CHJIA U OocUTypa cBojy mpemoh. [locroju mmpok
KOHCEH3YC Y OKBHPY aMEPHUKOT CIIOJbHOTIOJIUTHYKOT €CTA0IUIIMEHTa
¥ akaJeMCKe 3ajeTHHUIIe Ta XeTeMOHHja HaJl 3amagHoM XeMHuchepom
KOHCTUTYHIIIEC CPEIUIIILA HAIIMOHAHU HHTepec. Yak U HajTIIacHUjU
KPUTHYAPU aMEPUYKOT TIOOATHOT XEreMOHHM3Ma PETKO H3a3UBajy
OBy MpEMHUCY Yy KOHTEKCTy nBejy Amepuka. Beh je knmacuunm
peanucta Xanc Moprenray (Hans J. Morgenthau), nosusajyhu ce
Ha Denepanvcre, HACHTHPUKOBAO TPH (PyHIaMEHTAIIHA aMEpPHYIKa
nHTepeca: 00e30eheme TOMIHAHTHE TTO3UITH]e Ha 3alagHoj XeMUuchepH;
paBHOTEeXKY cHara y EBporu; paBHOTexKy cHara y Asuju (Morgenthau
1952, 4-6). Mebhy caBpeMeHHMM HCTpaXMBauMMa, OQaH3UBHU
Heopeanuctra [lon Mupmajmep (John J. Mearsheimer) 3aroBapa
HaIyIITakhe TEKbHE Ka rI100aIHO] XereMOHHU]U — KaCHHj¢ Ha3BaHO)]
,, THOCPATHOM XEreMOHHUjOM”” — y KOPHUCT BEJIMKE cTpareruje ,,0iiop
ypaBHOTeXkHUBama” (offshore balancing). OBaj mpuCTyIT OU cadyBao
aMepHuKy XereMOHH]y y AMeprKama, yjeqHo crpedaBajyhu apyre
CHJIC JIa OCTBape perruoHanHy xereMounujy y EBporu, Mcrounoj Asuju
u [lepcujckom 3anuBy (Mearsheimer 2018). [Ipyru no3Haru peanucra,
Crusen Bont (Stephen Walt), Ha cnudaH Ha4uH MOJpkaBa ,,0(puop
ypaBHoTexkuBame” (Walt 2018). bepu Ilozen (Barry R. Posen), nak,
ombalryje Tuoepa Hy XereMOHH]Y Y KOPUCT CTPATETH]€ ,,y3apKaBama’,
Koja Takohe KpUTHKYje aMepHyIKy TJ100aliHy, alld HE U PeTHOHAITHY
xeremonujy (Posen 2014).

Hwujenan on oBux ayTopa He KpUTHKYje aMEPUUKY IJIOO0ATHY
XEereMOHH]Y TIPBEHCTBEHO HA MOPAJIHOj OCHOBH; OHH j€ TIpe IIOCMaTpajy
Kao HEM3BOJJbUBY U TUME CTpaTeliku Hepeanny. [Ipema Mupiajmepy,
,»,CTommpajyha Moh Boje” 4MHU AYTrOTpajHU]jy MPOjEeKITHjy MohH mpeko
okeaHa mHXepeHTHO TemkoM (Mearsheimer 2001, 41-42). [1ozen
nocsehyje YuTaBo MOrJIaBjbe CBOjE€ KIbUIe padyyHamy AUPEKTHUX U
WHJMPEKTHUX TPOIIKOBa Judepanne xeremonuje (Posen 2014, 24—
68). CynpoTHO TOME, XeréeMOHHCTHYKA TIOJIMTHKA Y OKBUPY 3arajHe
xeMucdepe ce mocMaTpa 1 Kao U3BOJJbHBA U Kao onpasiaana. Ho, one
HacTyIa mapanokc. [Ipucranuiie amepudke riiodarHe (JiTmoepaHe)
XEreMOHH]je, KOjU JOMHHHPA]y aMEPUUYKHUM CIIOJHHOMOJIUTHUKHIM
OJITyYHBAbEM Y MOCTXJIAJTHOPATOBCKO] €PH, YECTO Y3UMa]y PETHOHATTHY
XEreMOHH]y 3APpaBo 3a roToBO. HaBUKHYTH Ha MPOjeKTOBamke MOhU
CIIOJba, JI03BOJbABAjy CEOM JIyKCy3 Jla HE OJIpKaBajy KOHCTAHTHY
KOHTPOJY HaJ CBaKUM JEJIOM CBOT ,jJgomaher” permona, mpe
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CcBera KaJa je TO CKyIIO 300T JIOKaJHOT OTHOpa WJIM IPHCYCTBa
Bauxemuchepuux cwia. Pesynrar je ma CAJl decto TOJiepuIiy
MIPUBPEMEHY HEIIOCIYITHOCT PETMOHATTHUX aKkTepa, y3apkaBajyhu ce
O Ipey3MMara eKCTPEMHNX Mepa MPOTHB HUX, KaKo He O HCIpIenn
pecypce moTtpeOHe 3a MIUpe CTPATellKe HJFEBE — IITO HIIYCTPYje
BHIIIE/ICIICHUjCKa ToyMTHKa mpema KyOu. Bammurron Ttakohe
JeMOHCTpHpa (IEKCUOMITHOCT y TOTJIEy CpelcTaBa Koje KOPUCTH
3a OCUTypame PErHOHaJHUX caBe3HUIITaBa. Ha nmpumMep, y KacHUM
1980-uM ipoMeHHO je mpucTyn y JIaTHHCKO] AMEpHUI OJ1 TTOJIPIIIKE
JIECHIM ayTOPUTAPHAM PEKUMHMa Ka IIOMaramy HBHXOBOT YKIambama
1 TIPOMOBHCaY YMEPEHUX JIEMOKPATCKUX MOKpeTa. M mokTpuHy u
npakcy xeremonuje CA/l Ha 3amaHOj XeMHCpEepH CTora KapaKTepHuIie
CTEIICH ONMOPTYHU3Ma: aCePTHBHA TEXKHba 32 KOHTPOJIOM KaJl CYy YCIOBH
MMOBOJbHH, YAPY’KEHA C Y3I[piKaBambeM, WU MOBJIAYCHeM Kajja HUCY.
[Monutuka CA/Jl npema Benenyenu npe ckopaiimbux gorahjaja 100po ce
yKJamna y oBaj oopasar. OmopTyHu3aM BammHrTOHa, 1e710M 00IHKOBAaH
HaTHOM MeljyzaBucHOIIhy, 00y3/1a0 Ta je 01 Ipely3uMara IMPEBUIIIe
pPaAMKAIIHAX Mepa MPOTHB YaBHCTUYKOT PEXXHMa Y TOKY Ieprojaa
crabmnHoctu. Ho, kax Ou pexxum ymao y dazy nyboke kpuse, Taj
UCTH onopTyHu3aMm 0 oaBykao CAJl ka eckananuju cykoda 10 UBHILIE
BOjJHE MHTEPBEHIIMjEe — YaK U 110 [IeHy TIPUBPEMEHOT KH/amha HaQTHUX
Besa. Hamokon, 3aokpet mox Tpammom 2.0 — om omopTyHHU3MA 10
IIOCTOjaHe aCEPTUBHOCTH Ha 3aIajHOj XeMHuCcpepH, Y KOMOWHAIH]HU C
y3IpKaBambeM JIpyTe OfIBeNa je Ka MPeIacKy 4ak v Te JINHHjeE.

TPAMITIOBA CITIO/JbHOITIOJIUTUYKA PEBOJIYLINJA:
ITOBPATAK 3AITAIHOJ XEMUC®EPHU

ITo moBpatky Ha mMecTo npencenuuka 2025, Jlonanx Tpamr je
IIOKHPAO CBET CEPHjOM H3jaBa Koje Cy ce THIaJe 3amnaaHe XxeMucdepe.
Ome cy ce kpetasie oA npeaaramba IpeuMeHOBakba MEKCHUKOT 3a/IuBa
y AMEpHYKH 3aJIMB, IPEKO M3pakaBamba HaMepe Ja ce aHEeKTHPajy
I'pennann u [Nanamcky kanan (dak u jga ce Kanana npunoju kao 51.
amMepHuKa Jp:kaBa), yBoherma HOBHX IIapHHA CYCEAHNM 3eMJbaMa, 10
oOHaBJbarba KOH(PPOHTAIIMOHE PETOPHKE MpeMa BEHEIlyeIaHCKOM
pexumy — mro he, kako hemo moka3aTu, MOCTaTH HAJYUCTHJH CITyda]
y kome he ca peun npehu Ha nema. OBO Huje Ouia HacyMHUYHA
peTopHKa KapakTepucTHYHa 3a TpaMIIoB MpBHU MaHAaT, Beh npe curHain
acepTUBHHMjE MMOJUTUKE MTPeMa 3amaJHoj XeMUchepH, YKIbYUeHe Y IHpe
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TpammoBo peBosynHoHHCame crosbHe noiautuke CAJl o1 TexXmbe Ka
r1100aJIHOj XeTeMOHUJH Ka Y3JIPyKaHH]j0] BEJTUKO] CTPATETHjU — KOJIHUKO
r'oJl TO Ha NPBHU IOTJIE]] NapaJ0KCAIHO U3TIeano. 3anpaBo, TOHOBHA
MTOTBpPIa XETEMOHHM]E Ha 3aIlagHOoj XeMUCHEPH je CAaCBUM KOH3UCTECHTHA
¢ nedaH3UBHUjUM TJIOOATHUM CTaBOM, KOjH HE IHJba HaMETame
aMepHryKe JOMHUHAIIM]e IUPOM CBeTa, Beh cripedaBame pUBaJICKUX CUJa
Ja TOMHMHHUPAjy CBOjUM perrnoHnMa. OBaj cKiIan u3Mely pealncTuyke
KpUTHKE JIHOepallHe XEereMOHHUj€ U CIIOJbHOTIOIUTHYKE MIPAKCE HOBE
aJIMUHUCTpAIlMje C€ HajjaCHUje BHUJU Y CKOpAIIHo] TpaMIoBoj
Crparernju HarmmoHatHe O0e30enuoctu (National Security Strategy
—NSS).

JIOKyMEHT MOYHI-E TOTOBO aKaJIEMCKHUM pa3MaTpamkeM camMor
3HaYeHa ,,cTpaTeruje”’, y3 KpUTHKY PaHUjUX U3ama 300T MpomyITama
na je oarosapajyhe nedununry. Crpareruja je KOHIENTyalu30BaHa
Kao0 ,,KOHKPETHH, PEUTHCTHYKH TUIaH KOjH 00jallmhaBa CyIITHHCKY
Be3y m3Mehy muibeBa u cpencraBa’, OHYy KOja MOpa Ja eBallyupa,
nopeha u nmpuoputuzupa”. CxoaHo TOME, cpenumimu Gpokyc Tpammose
Crpareruje je ,,3aIlITHTa KJbyYHUX HAIMOHATHUX HHTepeca”, cxBaheHa
Kao ,,cBpxa croJbHe nosnutuke”. CynpoTHO TOME, ,,aMEpUUKe CTPaTerHje
HAKOH Kpaja XJIaJHOr paTa... HUCY jacHO AeduHHUcale ITa KEIUMO...
1 YecTO Cy JIOIIe MpolemhuBalie mra 6u Tpedaso aa kenuMo”. Y oBoM
OKBHpPY, JOKYMEHT jaCHO on0aIryje TeXmYy Ka ri00aaH0j] XeTeMOHH|U:
,,HakoH kpaja XmagHor para, aMepuiKe CIIOJbHOIIOIUTHYKE EIUTE Cy
ybemuie ceOe /1a je TpajHa aMepryKa JOMUHAIH]a [IEJIMM CBETOM OmIia
y HajOOJbEM MHTEpECy Halle 3eMJbe. AJIM NOCIOBU IPYTUX 3eMasba
Cy Hala Opura camo yKOJIMKO HBUXOBE aKTUBHOCTH JUPEKTHO MpETe
HamuM uHTepecuma’” (The White House 2025, 1). Ctpareruja ce
HacTaBJba NeUHHUCAHEM ,,YKYITHUX ~ aMEepUIKUX WHTEpeca — MOMyT
orncranka CA/Jl xao cyBepeHe peryOiuke, nMama HajMohHUje BOjCKe,
Hajjauye eKOHOMHUje U MeKe Mohu 0e3 mpemiia, aMepHUIKOT ,, IyXOBHOT
1 KyJITYpHOT 37jpaBJjba” Mpe HETO IITO MPEIHU3Upa CIOJbHOMOIUTHIKE
UHTEpEce, MOCTAaB/FEHE Kao ,,0HO IIITO JKEJIUMO Y CBETY U Of] cBeTa”
(The White House 2025, 3—4). [Ipuoputusupajyhu CBETCKe peruoHe,
JOKYMEHT OJIMCKO OCJIHMKaBa MPETOpPYyKe PEATMCTHUKUX KpUTHYapa
nubeparnHe XereMonwje. ,,PazymMHo ctabuinHa u 1o0po ynpaBibaHa™
3amajHa xemucdepa, ,,c1000/1Ha O HENPUjATEIbCKUX YIUTUTAbA WITN
BJIACHMILITBA HAaJl KJbYYHUM pecypcuMma’, y3 OCHUTypaH aMEpHUKH
,»CTATHU TIPUCTYII KJbYYHHM CTPATEIIKUM JIOKalMjaMa’ CTaBJbEH je
Ha BpX X#jepapxwje: ,,JIpyrum peurnma, nmoctaBuheMo U HaMeTHYTH

34



Bnaoumup Tpanapa PEBOJIVIIUOHHCARE CIIOJbHE TTOJIMTUKE CA/L...

‘TpamnoB nonatak’ MoHpooBoj nokTpunn”. OcTany ,,CpeIUILIbU,
BUTAJIHU HarnuoHanHu wuHTepecu CAJl” o0yxBarajy ouyBame
Wnponanuduka ,,cno00JHIM ¥ OTBOPEHUM, TIOJIPIIKY CaBE3HUIINMA
y ,,0dyBamy ciobome um Oe30emHoctu EBpome”, Te crnpedaBame
,HEeIIpHjaTeJbCKe CWiIe Ja JOMHHHMPaA BINCKUM HMCTOKOM, HETOBUM
Ha()THUM M TACHUM pe3epBama... y3 n30eraBame ‘BeUHTHX paTroBa’”’
(The White House 2025, 5).

Ocrarak TpammoBe Ctpateruje enadopupa cepujy Hauena Koja
MPE/ICTaBIbAjy jacaH PACKHJ Ca BEJIMKOM CTPATeTHjOM JIHOepaHe
XEeTeMOHH]je Y KOPHUCT y3IprKaHHje CIIoJpHe moiuTuke. [Ipe cBera,
eKCIUIMLIUTHO j€ YCBOjeHAa PAaBHOTEXKa CHara Kao CYHPOTHOCT
XEreMOHHMCTHUYKO] Jioruuu: ,,Jlok Cjenumene [pkaBe ondujajy
HecpehHu koHuenT TIo0OaHe qOMUHAIM]E 32 cebe, MH MOpaMo Ja
CIIPEUMMO TJI00ANIHY, MJIM Y HEKUM CIIy4ajeBUMa YaK U PETHOHAIIHY
JOMUHAIN]y Ipyrux’, anu ,,0e3 npocunama KPBU U HOBIA Ja OU
YMambWIN YTUILA] CBUX CBETCKUX BEIWUKHUX W CPEIBUX CHIA”, Y3
MIPETIO3HaBamke 1A je ,,HaTIPOCEYH! YTHIlA] Behnx, O0raTujux M jaunx
Harja BeyuTa uctuHa MmehyHapomuux ogHoca (The White House
2025, 10). IlpumemeH Ha pernoHe W3BaH 3amajHe xemucdepe, oBaj
MPUCTYII Ce MpeTBapa y ,,(hoKyc Ha ojiBpahame 1a Ou ce crpeyuo pat
y Unnonanuduky”, npe cBera y noryieay TajBaHa, y3 ,,CIIpeUaBame
arpecuje omwio rae y IIpBom naHIy ocTpBa’, T€ KOHTpOJIE Jy>KHOT
KHHECKOT MOpa 0] CTpaHe OMIJIO KOT pHBaia; TeXBbY Ka ,,CTPATEIIKO]
crabunHocTn” ¢ PycujoM' y3 xpaOpeme eBpOICKUX CaBe3HHKa Ja
IoBpaTe CBOj€ ,,[IUBUJIIM3ALM]CKO CaMOIoy3aame” jep ,,YKUBajy
3Ha4YajHy NPEJHOCT Y TBPIOj Mohu y onHocy Ha Pycujy nmpema ckopo
CBaKO] MEPH, CEM HYKJICapHOT Opykja” W crora He Ou Tpebdaso aa je
cMaTpajy er3uCTEeHINjaTHOM (Y3 OBO HIIE ,,HAMYIITAKE TIEPICTIHje U
cripevaBame crBapHocTd HATO kao caBesa Koju ce CTaIHO MHUAPH)
U ynajbaBambe OJIMCKOMCTOYHE TMOJUTHUKE OFf EKCIIEPUMEHTHUCAA C
MIPUCUIbABALEM HAIH]a ,,/1a HAITYIITa]y CBOje TPAaJULNje U UCTOPUjCKE
o0nuke BiajaBuHe” U ,,0€CIUIOHE paToBe 3a ‘u3rpaamy Hanuja’” (The
White House 2025, 19-29).

Hamnoxon, y morneny 3amanae xemucdepe, ,, TpamMmoB mogatak
MoHpoOBOj TOKTpUHH je Onrke 00jalrmbeH, TBpAmkoM 1a he ,,HakoH

! Crpateuika crabuiHoct Pycuje u CAJl je y paBHH ,,KOHTpOIIHCaHe KOHPpOHTAIHjE”,

uzeje Koja je Beh Ouna npuMereHa y Toky TpaMIoBor mpBor MaHaTa, aji 1 3a Bpeme
bajnenose anmunuctpanuje (Prorokovic¢ 2026, 30-32).
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ronuHa 3aHeMmapuBama, Cjeaumene JpkaBe MOHOBHO MOTBPAUTH
W HaMETHYTH MOHPOOBY IOKTpPUHY Ja OM OOHOBHWIIE aMEpUUKy
npeBjacT’, Ipe cBera yckpahuBameM ,,BaHXeMUC()EpHUM pHUBaINMa
MoryhHOCTH 1a pacropene cHare Win Ipyre nperehe xamanmrere,
WJTU J1a TIOCE/TYjy WM KOHTPOJIMIIY CTPATEIIKK BUTATHE pecypce”.
LwpeBn Ha 3amagHOj XeMuchepu AedUHUCAHU CY Kao ,,[TOCTPOjU U
npommpu”. ,,[locTpojaBame” ce 0JHOCH Ha MOOWIIM3AIIN]Y TOCTOjehrx
npujaTesba ¥ NapTHEpa Ja CIPOBOJIE 3ajeJHUUYKE XeMUCc(hepHe IUIbEBE,
MOITYT KOHTPOJIE MUTPAIH]ja, CyIPOTCTaBIbatba TPrTOBHHHU JIPOTOM, HITH
jadama ctabmiaHocTH U 6e30eaH0CTH. ,, IIpommpeme” moapa3symMena
oxpabpuBame ocTanux Hanuja na oupajy CA/l ,,xao mapTHepa mpBor
n30bopa”, mpe HEero Ja ce CBPCTaBajy ¢ BaHXeMHUC(HEpHUM TaKkMarnuMa
Bammnrrona: ,,J360p ¢ kojuM cBe Ap:kaBe Tpeba aa ce cyoue je na Jin
JKelle J1a )KMBE Y CBETY CYBEpPEHHX JprKaBa nmpeasoheHnM AMeprukom
U CIIO00IHUM €KOHOMH]jaMa, MM Y MapaieTHOM CBETY y KOMeE CY IO
yTUIajeM apkasa ca apyre ctpane csera’” (The White House 2025,
15-19). Cymupano, peonyruonuinyhu eremMeHTH TpammnoBe criojbHE
MIOJIUTHKE PEJICBAaHTHU 3a OBY aHAIU3y, IpemMa mberooj CtpaTeruju
HalMOHAJIHE 0e30€HOCTH, Cy ABOCTPYKH: IIPBO, TIOMEPAE O TEKIHE
100aTHO] XeTeMOHUjH Ka y3p’KaHHU]Oj CTPATETHjH Ca CPEIUIITEM
y OJIp)KaBamy pPaBHOTEKE CHara y BHTAJIHUM BaHXEMHCHEPHUM
perunonnma — Uagonanuduky, EBponn n binckom HCTOKYy — THME
W yIITeJa pecypca; NPyro, acepTHBHHja MOJUTHKA Ha 3aIlajiHoj
xemMucepr, ¢ IUBEM KOHCOJIMIAIHMje PErHOHAHE XEreMOHUje
LIMPEH-EM CaBE3HUIITABA U OTPaHNYaBAbEM YTHIAja BAHXEMHUC(HEPHUX
puBasa. Y TOM KOHTEKCTy, TpammnoB npucrtyn Beneunyenn Hekan
OJINCKOM TIapTHEpy, a caxa JayOoKOo HenpHujaTeJbCKoj HapTOM
0oraTom JIp>KaBoM CaBpIICHO C€ YKJIAla y IHUPY JIOTHKY HEroBOT
CTOJHHOTIOIUTHYKOT Pa3MUIIIIbakha.

CJEAUMIBEHE JIP’)KABE U BEHEILIYEJIA,
O HEOI'PAHUYEHE CAPAJAIBGE 10 OBY3JIAHOI'
CYKOBA: CBEITPUCYTHOCT HA®THOT
YNUHHUOLA

»~Hadra + JlatmHCKa AMepuka = HeBoJba” Omita 6u ofaroBapajyha
(opmyna BeHelyenaHckor nuTama. OBa 3emiba noceayje HajBehe
JIoka3zaHe pesepBe HadTe Ha cBeTy — oko 300 Mrumjapau Oapena
(Gallegos 2016, 150). Otkpuhie HadTe U TOYSTAK BHEHE SKCILIOATAIH]C
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BEK YHa3aja Cy J0 JaHAac OCTaJd HE CaMO OCHOBA BEHEIyCJIaHCKE
ekoHomuje, Beh u cpeauImba KOMIIOHEHTAa H-CHOT HAIMOHAJHOT
WJICHTUTETa, Kao W JeuHummyhu YWHWIAIl BCHHX OJIHOCA ca
Cjemumennum JlpxaBama (Salas 2015, 1, 4-5, 61-62, 67-68; Kovalik
2019, 33-34). JennoMm kana cy BeHerryemaHny OTKPHIIA KOPUCTH OJT
CaMOCTAJTHOT yIIpaBJbakha HA)THOM HHIYCTPH]OM, 3eMJba je eheKTHBHO
rocTaja MeTpo-ApKaBa y KO0joj je YMTAaBO APYIITBO HABUKIO Ha
TPOIIICHE¢ OTPOMHMX KOJIMUMHA He3apaleHor OorarcTsa u3BaheHor
u3 3emJbe (Salas 2015, 78; Gallegos 2016, 21-22, 75-76, 170). buru
MeTPOo-JIpKaBa y JATHHOAMEPHYKOM KOHTEKCTY HOCH JIBE Ba)KHE
nMmIutrKanyje. [IpBo, JaTHHOAMEPUYKH MEHTAITUTET ,,aHAPXUCTUIKOT
WHIMBHAyanu3Ma” oTexkaBa e(pUKAaCHO yIpaB/bakbe HAPTHUM
OoraTcTBOM, IITO BOAM Ka oOpacuuma NpEeTepaHor TPOILICHa H
HEJI0BOJBHOT MHBecTupama (Gallegos 2016, 112—113). JIpyro, 6iu3una
3emJbe MohiauM CjeaumennM AMepudkum J[prxkaBama ocurypana je
Jla BeHellyeJlaHcKa HaTa ocTaHe moceOHa Tauka HHTEpeca XereMoHa
3amajHe xemuchepe. Y Toky XnamHor pata, Bernelryena je ycrocraBuia
Beoma Onmcko maptHepctBo ca CAJl, yremesbeHo y Ha(THO]
Melhy3aBucHOCTH. 3a pa3iuKy Ol HEKUX APYTHX CilydyajeBa y JIaTuHCKO]
AMepulH, 0Baj OJHOC HHje OHO MPBEHCTBEHO EKCIII0ATaTOPCKHU.
IMox kumoOpaHoM aMepuuke XeremMoHuje, Beneiyema je Ouia
crocobHa ga ynotpedu HadTHE mpuxoAe aAa OW Moauria >KUBOTHH
CTaHJap/l CTAHOBHUIIITBA, Pa3BHUje HAMPEJHY 3JPABCTBEHY 3aITUTY
1 00pa3oBame, OJPKU HUCKE I[CHE TOPUBA, U3rPAIU HAJHATIPESTHU]Y
nHdpacTpykTypy y Jlatunckoj Amepunu u, ox 1958, xoHconuayje
cTaOWIHY JBONApTHjcKH JaeMokparcku cucteM (Naim and Toro 2018,
126—127; Salas 2015, 91-96). Y3 10, 3a Bpeme npejceannka Pomyna
berankypa (Romulo Betancourt) (1959-1964) u Kapnoca Auapeca
[lepesa (Carlos Andrés Pérez) (1974-1979), Benenyena je cipoBojua
MoceOHO aKTHUBHY CcHOJbHY nosMTHKY (Mijares 2015, 76—77; Salas
2015, 97-103; Gallegos 2016, 77, 83; Corrales and Romero 2013,
18-19, 119). BamuHrToH je, ca CBoje CTpaHe, HACTOjao Jia UTHOPHUIIIE
Mame 3HauajHa MOJIMTHYKA Heclarama ¢ Kapakacom kako Ou cauyBao
cTabwmiIHy TproBuHY HadTOM, MocMaTpajyhu Benerryemy kao jemHor o
CBOjHIX HajJI0jaTHUjUX PETHOHAITHAX CaBE3HHKA.

Cutyanyja je yoOp3aHo mouesna Ja ce moropiiasa ¢ majoM IeHa
HadTe y Toky 1980-ux. Jlorax Hajsehu noxonax mo riaBu CTAaHOBHUKA
y Jlatnackoj Amepunu koju je BeHemyena mmana, NPUKpUO je
jenny on HajBehux croma HejeqHakocTh Mel)y CTaHOBHHIITBOM.
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UuMm ce 0Baj JOXOIAaK CMamHO, TEPET je IUCIPONOPLUOHAITHO
a0 Ha HajCHpOMAallHWje CErMEHTE JPYIITBA, MpE CBETra HaKOH
yBolh)ema HeouOepaiHuX Mepa JAu3ajHupanux oja MelhyHapoHor
MoHeTapHor ¢oHma — MMO® (International Monetary Fund — IMF)
(Salas 2015, 106-107, 118). T'oguae 1989. Ilepes je penszadbpan
3a Mpe/ICeTHUKA HAKOH KaMIamke MPOTHB THX Mepa, camMo jna Ou
n3HeBepruo obehama 4uM je CTynuo Ha JAy>kHocT. OmTap CKOK LeHa
jaBHOT TpeBO3a OMO je OKMJa4 MAaCOBHUX MPOTECTA Y CUPOMAIIHU]UM
npearpahuma Kapakaca, HaBeBIIU BJIACTH Jja OJrOBOPE HACHIIHO,
IITO je Pe3yJTHPAJIO C HEKOJMKO CTOTHHA CMPTH y OHOME IITO je
oCTajo Mmo3HaTo kao ,,Kapakazo macakp” (Caracazo massacre). OBo
je mpou3Beso Ay0oKo pazodapame BeHelyenaHana moJuTHIKUM U
eKOHOMCKHUM cuctemoM 3emibe (Kovalik 2019, 3941, 53-54; Salas
2015, 110-120; Gallegos 2016, 88-90). [Tonutuuke nocieauie ouiie
cy Opze. l'oguHe 1992. Heycrienu MOKYIaj Myda JIAHCUPAH j& O
CTpaHe JICBUYAPCKOT MTOKPETa MpeJABO)eHOr MOTIOPYIHHUKOM YTOM
Yasesom, koju he HaKHaTHO OWTH yXalIlleH ¥ IPOBECTH JBE TOJINHE
y 3aTBOPY Ipe Hero mto he outn moMunoBan. M3BOpHO MpHUTIATHUK
BOjHE jeIMHUIIC 3a/y>KCHE 3a Cy30Mjabe YHYTpalllbUuX HEMHUpPa, OH je
MIPUTPIINO JICBUUAPCKE Uieje, mocMaTpajyhu BOjCKy Kao MOTSHIIM]aTHO
opyhe npymreene Tpanchopmariiyje. Takohe je cebe mpuka3ao Kao
Hacimenuuka paga Cumona bonmwBapa (Simon Bolivar), mpenBUIeBIIH
ocinoboheme Benemyene — m ocrartka JlatuHcke AMepuke — Of
aMepHUyKe TOMHUHAIHM]e, Ka0 U 0CI000lehe CUPOMAIITHUX O] BUCOKHUX
kiaca (Kovalik 2019, 52-55, 58; Salas 2015, 122—-128). Ono mTo My
HHje ycrnenao cuioM, YaBes je peasin30Ba0 JerajiHUM MOJTUTHYKUM
CpeACTBUMa, YOEIJbUBO MOOSIMBIIH Ha MPEICCIHUUYKUM H300prMa
1998. xanuTanM30BakEM PAITHPEHOT HE3aJ0BOJHCTBA CKOHOMCKHIM U
MTOJINTHYKUM ycloBuMa y 3emibt (Salas 2015, 125-135). YaBuctruka
epa y Benenyenu — npenMenoBanoj y bonusapcky PernyOnuky — je
rouerna, ouTuKyjyhu ce paJuKaJHUM [TpOMEHaMa HbEeHOT JIPYIITBEHOT,
€CKOHOMCKOI' W MIOJHUTHUYKOI' CHUCTEMA, Kao H (byHﬂaMeHTaﬂHO
NU3MCHCHUM OJJHOCHUMA C Bammurronom.

Kako m 3amro cy CAJl no3ommie Benemyenu pa ce
MPEeKo HOhW TPETBOPH OJ jETHOT OJ] KHXOBUX HAJIIOjaIHMjUX W
HajBpEIHUJUX PETHOHATHUX IMapTHepa y HajBeher permonHamHOT
n3azuBaua? [IpBo, ynpkoc OnuckuMm Bezama, Benenyena u CAJ] cy
ce 3HayajHO Pa3JIMKOBAJIEC y CBOJUM YHYTpPAIIBLHM CTPYKTypama
Y CIIOJbHOTIOJIMTUYKUM NIPHOPUTETUMA. BalllMHITOH HUje Ha BpeMe
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MPENO3Ha0 MOTEHIH]jall 32 AyOOKY APYIITBEHO-IIOJUTUYKY IPOMEHY Y
Benenyenu, jennom kana cy onaaajyhu npuxonu ox HadTe yUUHUIN
JPYIITBEHE HEjeTHAKOCTH HEOAPKUBUM. ¥Y3 TO, Kpaj XJIaIHOT para je
MTOJICTAaKa0 OJIpeheHr HUBO CIIOKOja y aMEPUIKO] CITIOJHHO] TIOTUTHITH
npema 3anagHoj xemuchepu (Ciccarilo 2016, 25-28). Benemyena ce
NoKa3zaJia moceOHO MoJOOHOM 3a PacT HOBOT JIEBUYAPCKOT TTOJUTHYKOT
MpOjeKTa CTULAjeM HEKOJMKO YMHMIIALA: eJIeMEeHTa H3HeHalema
MPOM3alUIOr M3 IMOTpElIHe aMEepHYKe NPETIOCTaBKe HacTaBKa
BEHEIlyelIaHCKe JIOjaTHOCTH; pallipeHe HocTalnrrje Benenyenanamna
3a peaTUBHUM IMpocreputeToM n3 1970-ux; mocTojama JIeMOKPaTCKOT
cucTeMa KOjH je JI03BOJINO MOTUTHYKY MOOHIIH3AIHjy 0e3 CHCTeMaTCKe
penpecuje Kpajie JIEBHIIE; U CHare U APYIITBEHOT MPECTHKA BOjCKE Kao
uHctutyuyje (Salas 2015, 9; Corrales and Romero 2013, 124).

VY cBOM Hamopy Jia paaukaiHo TpaHcopmuiie Benemyeiny,
UaBe3 ce OCIOHMO Ha HWCTH TOTPEIIHH MOJEN TOIYT CBOjJHX
MIPETXOIHUKA — IMPETepaHO TPolIemhe Ha()THUX MPUXOAA, YMECTO
MpHU3Hamka J1a 3aBUCHOCT OJ1 HadTe IMpecTaBiba NpodiieM mpe HEeTro
pemewse. Mehytum, umao je cpehe — 3a BpeMe mberoBe Bila/JlaBHHE,
rnofanHe LeHe HadTe OmeT cy ApaMaTHYHO CKOYMJIe, ca JeceT
noJiapa 3a 6apen 1998. nva 133 nonapa 2008 (Mijares 2015, 77). Kao
pe3yaTaT, 4aBu3aM je 3aucTa HMCIOPYYHO ONUIIJBHUBE JPYIITBEHE
HCXO7e, TIpe CBera Kpo3 eKCIaH3MBHE COLMjaTHE MPOrpaMe Koje cy
nJbajie HajCHpOMAITHHje CerMeHTe, Kao U Kpo3 arpapHy peopmy.
Cupomaiutso je onaino ca 49% ua 25%, 10K je eKCTPEMHO CHPOMAIITBO
mano ca 21% na 7% (Kovalik 2019, 58-62; Salas 2015, 192-200;
Gallegos 2016, 93). ¥V ucro Bpeme, mehytum, ynpkoc ycBajamy
jeIHOT o]l HajHAanpeTHUjuX yctaBa 1999. — xoju je mpommpuo npasa
KEHa ¥ ypOlhEeHWYKOr CTAaHOBHMIITBA W YBEO HOBE WHCTHUTYIHjE
MAapTHLIHTIATUBHE JIEeMOKpATHje — IMOJIUTUYKH CHUCTEM C€ Y MPaKCH
KpeTao ka pactyhoj ayrokparuju. Kounurie u paBHOTexXe Ccy Ouie
IOCTENEHO epoJupaHe, BOjCKa je yBydeHa y ciykOy Biagajyhoj
napTtuju, a BpxoBHu cyn HanymweH sojanuctuma (Salas 2015, 136139,
167-168; Corrales and Romero 2013, 132—134). Hadtha xomnanuja
y IprKaBHOM BIAcHUIITBY (Petroleos de Venezuela, S.A. — PDVSA),
y3 BehuHy ekoHOMHje, je YjeHO CTaBJbeHa MO KOHTPOIY MapTHjCKOT
Kajpa, IITO je JonpuHeno omnaaajyhoj epukacHocTH u yradano myT
KacHHjoj ekonoMmckoj karactpodu (Naim and Toro 2018, 130; Corrales
and Romero 2013, 79, 135-137; Gallegos 2016, 39-40, 94-99, 153).
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On nocebHor 3Haudaja opae je YaBe3zoBa ynorpeba mpuxojia
on HadTe ma OM OApKAao HE caMO aKTHUBHY, Beh XurmepakTHBHY
CTIOJBHY TOJUTHKY, BOhEHY TpHMa KJBYYHUM IUIJbEBHMA KOjU CYy
(hyHIaMEHTaIHO OMJIM Y CyHPOTHOCTH C aMEPUYKUM MHTEPECHMA:
MOTBphMUBamke BEHEIYEJIaHCKOI CyBepeHuTera u MelhyHapomHor
cTaTyca; IPOMOBHCAIE COLMjAIMCTHYKE HJICOJIOTHjE€ TIPEKO
BEHEI[yeJIaHCKUX T'PaHMIla Kako Ou ce MpeoOIMKoBalia UACOJIONIKA
OpHjeHTaIMja JpXKaBa PEruOHA; IMOJCTUIAKE JIATHHOAMEPUUKE
HWHTETpalfje Kao CPeJICTBO PellyKOBama 3aBUCHOCTH O]l aMEPHYIKE
XereMoHnje u 00e30ehere ayTOHOMHHUJET II0JIoXkKaja y OKBHUPY
Hacrtajyher mynTunonapHor ceerckor rmoperka (Romero and Mijares
2016, 182; Mijares 2017, 209-210; Corrales and Romero 2013,
174-175). Nako je oBa moiauTHKa Takole YKJbyUHBalia KyJITHBUCAHE
Be3a C TJIABHUM aMepuiykuM Tiobamnum puBanuma (Pycujowm,
Kunowm, ,,otmaganukuM” apskaBama nomyT Mpana), ’eH mpumMapHu
BEKTOp OWO je perrmoHanHu. YaBes je yUHHUO eKCTECH3UBHY yIOTPEOy
npuxona oA HadTe MHCTPYMEHTOM OHora mTo he OWTH Ha3BaHO
,,JIMTIOMAaTHjOM colldjatHe Mohu”, ycMepaBajyhu puHaHCHjCKY U
JUIJIOMATCKy MOAPIIKY WCOJIOMIKH CIMYHUM Biajama ¥ IOKpeTHMa
mupom Jlatuacke Amepuke. Kyba je Ouna nmpuMapHU KOPHCHUK,
no0ujajyhu cyOBEHIIMOHUCAHO BEHEIYEJIaHCKO TOPUBO Y 3aMEHY 3a
BEHY KBaTU(UKOBAHY BOjHY, 00aBeIITajHy, 00pa30BHY U ITOCEOHO
3apaBcTBeHy paaHy cHary (Corrales and Romero 2013, 17, 26—
27, 34-36, 171). Benenyenancka nojpiika Owia je KpyuujajiHa y
HACTaHKYy ,,py’KHYacTe MIMMe” — Tanacy J0j1a3aKka Ha BIAcT Y MHOTUM
3eMJbaMa PEervoHa JICBUYAPCKUX MOJUTUYKHX JIJIEpa M MOKpeTa,
KPUTUYHUX TpeMa aMepuuKo] xereMoHuju. Mely mwuMa cy Ownm
Hanrmjen Oprera (Daniel Ortega) y Huxaparsu, EBo Mopanec (Evo
Morales) y bonusuju, Padaen Kopea (Rafael Correa) y ExBanopy u
®epuanno Jlyro (Fernando Lugo) y IlaparBajy. Kapakac je Takohe
npy>xuo noapuky Manyeny 3enaju y Xonaypacy, Kupimneposuma
y Aprentunu, Jlynu ga Cunsu u Junmu Pyced y Bpasuny, uzmehy
OCTaluX JInJepa KOju Cy NpeKpuirin JIaTHHCKY AMEpHKY Y paHOM
21. Beky (Corrales and Romero 2013, 24-25; Salas 2015, 144).
HcroBpemeno, Benenyena je mpomMoBucana HEKOIUKO alTepHATUBHUX
OKBHUpa PErMOHAJIHE MHTErpanuje, ykibyuyjyhn bonusapcku cases 3a
spyne Hame Amepuke — AJIBA (Bolivarian alliance for the people of
our America — ALBA), Petrocaribe (ekonomcka komronenta AJIBA),
VYHujy jyxuoamepuukux Haumja (Union of South American nations
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— UNASUR) u 3ajennnua JaTHHOAMEPUYKHX M KapUIICKUX Halldja
(Community of Latin American and Caribbean states — CELAC)
(Romero and Mijares 2016, 180; Mijares 2015, 78-79; Corrales and
Romero 2013, 24, 27; Kovalik 2019, 55-56; Salas 2015, 145-146, 151).
Nako ce CA/l aHuje cBuhaso a Bue pauKaIHOT COIHjaIHCTy
U aHTHAMEPHUYKOT JINJIEpa Y CBOM ,,JJBOPHILTY”, y MOYETKY Cy ra
YIJIaBHOM WTHOpHcalie, J0K ce YaBe3 HMje MOKa3ao Kao HajBehu
MOCTXJIaTHOPATOBCKH JaTnHOaMepruiku n3a3oB (Corrales and Romero
2013, 40-46). 3nau acepTUBHH]ET aMEPUIKOT MIPUCTYTIA TT0jaBHIIU CY
ce Beh 2002, xan je BammHATTOH OApPKa0 MPOTECTE KOH3EPBATUBHE
ono3uuyje npotus Yasezose pedopme HahTe U MOJHONPUBPETHUX
3akoHa. OBO je KyJIMHHHPano npehyTHOM MOAPIIKOM HEyCHeIor
MOKYylIaja Mmy4a, Kaj Cy CEerMEHTH BOjCKe HaKpaTKo yxancuiu Yasesa
U 3aJp>Kayid ra Ha ocTpBy Opuunia, camo ga 6u ce CAJl moBykie
YUM CYy Ta JIOjaJICTH OCIO00ININ U BpaTHiH Ha BiacT (Salas 2015,
154-157; Kovalik 2019, 121-122; Mijares 2017, 210; Corrales and
Romero 2013, 48—-50). Kacauje te ronune, BeHeryena ce cyouunsia
¢ OOHOBJHEHOM JeCTabMIIN3aIijoM Y OOJIMKY I'€HEepaIHOT IITpajKa
PDVSA xoju cy nonpxkane CAJl, anu u oBo je mponano 300T HUBOA
JIOjATHOCTH HAQTHUX paJIHAKa pekuMy u iomohu y Hadtu Yasesy
on ctpane Opasmickor npeacennnka n1a Cmise. Konagno, Heycmex
ormo3unje na omo3ose Yasesa Ha pedepenmymy 2004. je momaTHO
KOHCONHI0Bao meroy Moh (Salas 2015, 158—162). Hakon miro je
Uages on6mo npBy cepujy nomahux Hanazna, CAJl cy ce npebamuiie
Ha CTpaTerujy CIOJbHOT 00y31aBama, jadajyhu colcTBeHe OKBUPE
peruoHallHe HMHTErpanyje, moapkaBajyhu ykilamame HEKHUX O]l
YaBe30BHX pETrMOHAJIHUX CaBe3HWKA C BiacTu (kao y XauTujy u
XoHmypacy), n HaMeTamke caHkIrja Kapakacy 360rT BojHE capaime ¢
aMEepUYKUM pUBAJINMa U ,,0TIAJHUYKUM Ap:kaBama’ nonyT Vpana, anu
Takohe u 300r ondujama Benenyene na capalyje ¢ BammHrronom y
HBEroBOM paty mpoTus Tproune aporom (Corrales and Romero 2013,
21-24,29-31, 52-53, 166; Salas 2015, 143; Kovalik 2019, 132-142).
Hnak, cyko0 HUKama HHje M3Makao KOHTposw. Hamporus,
BammarTon je moueB ox 2007. ycBojuo mpedUBEHU]Y TTOIUTHKY
OomnucaHy Kao ,,FOBOPH THXO, CAaKLIMOHHUPAj MEKO”, KOjy je pa3BHO
3aMeHUK ApkaBHOr cekperapa Tomac lllenon. OBa crparermuja
YKJbyUWJa je WrHOpucame YaBe30oBe pETOPUKE, yMambHUBarbe
BCHCIIYCJIAHCKE TIPETH-€, MPUMEHY YMEpPEHUjUX CaHKIHja W
(oxycupame Ha 00nacTH y KOjuMa JIBE Ap)KaBe MOTy Aa capabyjy
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(Corrales and Romero 2013, 56-57, 92-98). 3a Bpeme mnpse
aamunuctpanuje bapaka O6ame, Tensuje usmely CAJl u Benenyene
yriIaBHOM cy Ouiie 00y3ane. OBO ce MOKe 00jaCHUTH UCTHM YHHHOIIEM
KOjH je MPETXOAHO IMOMYIMHPao U capaamy U CYKOO Y HHUXOBUM
oxHocuMma — Haprom. Hadraa mely3zaBucnoct CAJl u Benemyene
MpexuBena je untary UaBe3oBy BiagaBuHy. Hu penaTHBHO yCIEIIHA
BEHEIyeJIaHCKH HAIlOpH J1a InBepcu(uKyje n3B0o3 HadTe (Tpe cBera Ka
Kunn), o ocnamame BammHrrona Ha OJIMCKOMCTOYHO CHA0JIeBambe,
HUCY MOIJIH jJa mobOeje reorpadcky OJIHUCKOCT JBEjy 3eMalba, y3
JEIMHCTBEHY TEXHOJOTH]Y KOjy je kommanuja CITGO y BIaCHUIITBY
PDVSA nocenoana 3a pepaay HApOUYHUTO I'yCTe BEHEIlyellaHCKe HaTe
(Romero and Mijares 2016, 182—183; Mijares 2015, 78; Corrales and
Romero 2013, 66-72). Jlakne, HapTHa Mel)y3aBUCHOCT TTOKa3aia ce
Kao crabmin3upajyha KouHUIa aMepUIKO-BEHEIyeJIaHCKUX OJJHOCA.
MebhyTtum, YaBe3oBa cMpT oj paka 2013. HaKOH mTO je caM n3abpao
MMUHHUCTpa CIoJbHUX ocsioBa, Hukonaca Masypa, 3a CBOT HacJIeIHUKa
YCKOPO YPY)KEHA ca CEepHjoM HETMOBOJLHUX Mel)yHapoqHUX JeniaBama,
n3MeHuNe MyTamky OBOT OJTHOCA M CTABUTU TAYKy HA OBY HECUTYPHY
KOCT3UCTCHIIU]Y.

NPEACEJHUYKA KPU3A 2019.
N BEHE ITOCJIEJUIE

Mame o]l TONUHY JaHa HakoH YaBe3oBe cMpTH u3buia je
YKpajUHCKa KpHU3a, JOBEBIIM JO OIUTPOT Maja TJI00AJHUX IeHa
HadTe W 3amOuYeBIIM jeAHY OJI HAJTOPUX EKOHOMCKHUX KpH3a Yy
ucropuju Benenyeine. BJII1 (bpyro momahu npousBoia) 3eMibe je
YCKOPO TIPEIIOJIOBIHEH, 2 CHPOMAIIITBO j€ TTOPACIIO 10 HUBOA KOjH je
MIpEeBa3HIa0 OHAj U3 BpeMEHa Kajia je YaBe3 MmpBH MyT JIOIIA0 Ha BIIACT.
Oga nieniaBama cy npaheHa pekopAHOM HH(IAINjOM, HeToCTal[iMa
OCHOBHHMX NOTpOMHIAYKUX Jo0apa u noremkohama y QyHKIHOHHCAY
3/IpaBCTBEHOT cUcTeMa U eliekTpuuHe Mpexke (Naim and Toro 2018,
134-135; Gallegos 2016, 47, 51-52, 99). Manypo, jenan o Hajeehux
HJICOJIONTKUX YBpPCTOpyKama y YaBe30BOj aJIMUHHUCTPAIjH YECTO
MIpUKa3uBaH Kao ,,KyOaHCKH 4OBeK’, TOTBpleH je 3a Mpeace/HNKa Ha
n30opuMa Koje je J0OMO BPIIO0 TeCHO — ca caMmo 1,5 MpOoIeHTHUX oeHa
Bumre o Enpuxea Kanpuseca (Henrique Capriles) (Salas 2015, 207—
210). be3 YaBe3oBe xapusme, oH hie ce yCKOpo CyouuTH ¢ poodIeMoM
ayTOpPHUTETa, MPEe CBEra y OJHOCY Ha BOJHE KPYroBe, KOje j& HacTOjao
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Jla pa3pelin BbHXOBUM MyHCHEM KaJIPOBHMA MOCIATHM OJI CTPaHE
KyOaHcke TajHe ciryxoe (Mijares 2015, 80; Naim and Toro 2018, 127).
VY ronuHaMa Koje ¢y ciejuie, IeHTpalu3alnja BIacTH U ayTOPUTAPHE
TeHAeHIMje y Benenyenu cy nogarHo nnTeH3uBupane. [IpBu HacHiHN
MIPOTECTH OTIO3UIIHje IPOTUB peknMa n3omnu cy Beh HakoH MagypoBor
n36opa u oOHOBHIIN ce 2014, pe3ynTupaBIIH JeceTHHAMa )XpTaBa 1
XaIIIeHheM HEKOJINKO NCTAKHYTUX ONO3UIIMOHUX JIHAEpa, YKIbY4yjyhn
Jleonona Jlomnesa (Leopoldo Lopez), Mapuje Kopune Mahano (Maria
Corina Machado) w Autonuja Jlenesme (Antonio Ledezma) (Kovalik
2019, 78; Salas 2015, 213-214; Bricefio-Ruiz 2019, 185). I'ogunue 2015.
oro3uIja ocBaja qeorpehuHcky BehnHy Ha m30opuMa 3a Hanmonanay
CKYNMIITHHY. Maaypo oaroBapa ImoTIlyHOM MapruHaIU3aIijoM OBOT
TeJla MyTeM cepHje HEyCTaBHUX Mepa, u3a3uBajyhm oOHOBIbEHE
MpOTeCTe KOJH M3HOBA pe3yiTupajy kprBama (Bricefio-Ruiz 2019,
186; Antonopoulos and Cottle 2018, 50-52, 61). ¥V nHanopy naa
00y3ma Hemupe, Maaypo je HHUIIPAO MPETOBOPE C OMO3UITHjOM Y
Homunnkanckoj PenyOnuin. HakoH mUX0BOT Heycrexa, 3aKka3ao je
IpeBpeMeHe npenceaHuake n3oope 3a 2018, Ha kojuma je yoesbuBo
nobeno (68%) yciea MUpoKOT OMO3UIMOHOT OojKkoTa. JleruTumuteT
OBHUX M300pa je HaKHATHO OJ0adeH Of] CTPAHE OKO MeleceT IpiKaBa
(Antonopoulos and Cottle 2018, 63—64; Briceio-Ruiz 2019, 186—187).

Kaxko ce ekonomcka kpu3a nmpoayOspuBaia, mpaheHa MacOBHOM
M30ETIMYKOM Kpu30oM (OKO TpU MUJIMOHA JbYAW j€ HaITyCTHIIO
Bewnernyeny), ycnenmo je HOBH Tajlac HOBHU Tajlac perpecuje pexnma —
HApOYMTO HAKOH Hamajaa ApoHoM Ha Manypa y aBrycry. MicroBpemeHo,
MIPOTECTH BEIHKOT 00MMa cy ce nHTenzuBupanu (Pantoulas and McCoy
2019, 397-402). Ono3uiiyja je HAoCACTKY KOHCOJIUI0OBANA Y jaHyapy
2019, xana je mutanu agBokaT XyaH I Bauno (Juan Guaido) nzabpan
3a npejacenHrKa HanuoHamHe CKynmTHHE W HAKOH TOTa MPOTIacHo
ce0e TPUBPEMEHUM TIPEICETHIKOM, TTO3BABIIU CE HAa BEHEIlyEIaHCKU
ycraB (Pantoulas and McCoy 2019, 404; Bricefio-Ruiz 2019, 180).
Yupkoc onanajyhoj yHyTpauimb0j nomyIapHOCTH, Maaypo je ycreo
Jla IPpEKMBU HA BJIACTU HAKOH HECKOJIMKO MCCCIU MPEACCIHNYIKE KPU3EC
¥ HEYCTEeJoT ToKyIIaja myda y anpuiny 2019, ipe cBera ¢ 063upom
Ha sojanHocT BehuHe Bojcke nHuATprpane Kybanuma, Te momoh
MPOYaBUCTHYKHUX HEPEryJapHUX OpYXaHHX TpyManuja, MO3HATHX
Kao ,,kosiektuBocu” (Bricefio-Ruiz 2019, 188). Anu He npe HEro mTo
je kpuza nobuiia uspaxeny mehyHnapoany numensujy. Kao gomarax
KaracTpoajIHoj EKOHOMCKO] M TMOJUTHUYKO] CUTYalHjH Yy 3€MJbH,
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PErHOHAIHO OKPYXEHE je M0CTajalio CBE HEMOBOJbHU]E 32 ManypoB
HacTaBak YaBe3oBe XUNEPAKTUBHE CIIOJbHE MONMUTHKE. Y TOKy 2010-
uX, ,,py’)KHYacTa rmimMa’ je CMEHEeHA IMOBPATKOM JIECHUYAPCKUX H
IIPOBALIMHITOHCKUX Biaaa mupom Jlatuncke Amepuke, ykibydyjyhu
u Heke OuBIIe caBe3HuKe Beneryene, nomyt bonuBuje n ExBanopa,
Kao " perunoHaiHe cuie nomyT bpasuna u Aprenrune (Kovalik 2019,
146—150). OBe npoMeHe yHYTpaIbUM U Me)yHapOAHUX OKOJHOCTH
OTBOpHUJIE Cy TPOCTOp 32 OOHaBJbaE€ ACEPTUBHHjET aMEPUUYKOT
npucryna Benenyenu.

OBa mpoMeHa ce oj[BHjaja IMOCTETeHO, Y TOKY apyror O6aMuHOT
MaHzara u, omiyuyjyhe, y Toky npsor manzaara Jlonanna Tpamma.
Ha ununujarusy ,,jactpeboBa” y Cenary, npe cBux Mapka Pyouja
(Marco Rubio), Obamuna anmuuucTpanyja je 2014. yBena cankiuje
MOjeIMHIIMMa U3 BEHEIYEIaHCKOT eCTabINIIMEHTa, TPOIIUPUBIIN
ux 2015. HakoH WTO je Tporjiacwia BeHeryeny ,,HCOOMYHOM H
W3BAaHPECITHOM TMPETHOM HAITMOHATHO] 0€30€MHOCTH W CIIOJHHO]
nonutui Cjenumennx [pxasa” (Kovalik 2019, 154). TpammoBa
aJMUHUCTpaIFja He caMo Jia je HacTaBwia, Beh je U MHTeH3MBHpaa
OBY IIOJIUTUKY. Y Op30 HAKOH Mpey3uMara JyKHOCTH, Tpamil ce cpeo ¢
Jlunujan Tunrtopu (Lilian Tintori), cynpyrom 3aTO4€HOT OMO3UIIHOHOT
nunepa, Jleonomnna Jlonesa (Leopoldo Lopez). Y asrycry 2017. oH je
MIPOIIMPHO CAHKITH]E, YKIbYUYjyhH orpaHndemhe IPUCTYIIa aMePHIKOM
(PMHAHCHjCKOM TPXKUINTY 32 BeHemyenancky Brnaay u PDVSA (Camilleri
2018, 189-192). Hctor mecera, IBaHaeCT JaTHHOAMEPHUYKHX JprKaBa
OCHOBAJIO je aHTU-BeHeuyenaHcky Jluma rpyny (Lima group), nok cy
Tpamm u mero apxxaBHu cekperap, Pekc Tunepcon (Rex Tillerson),
MO0 TPBU IYT jaBHO OTBOPWJIM MOTYNHOCT BOjHE WHTEPBCHIIH]C
(Pantoulas and McCoy 2019, 402; Camilleri 2018, 194—195). ¥V toky
2018, HapoYnTO HAKOH O/I0Mjama aa Mpu3Hajy MamypoB nzoop, CAJ|
Cy HacTaBWiIe ¢ NpUTUCKOM npotuB Kapakaca. Hanmokon, moueTkom
2019, nakon mro cy Tpamn u meros nornpeaceanuk Majk [lenc (Mike
Pence) curnanuzupanu noapmky ['Banny, BammHrToH je npenyseo
Kopak 0e3 mpecenaHna, HaMeTHyBIIM caHkije PDVSA u cnipoBeBin
HadtaE eMmOapro npotuB Benemnyene (Kovalik 2019, 159-160).

MelhyTtum, oBa eckanaiyja HalmoclIeTKy he ce mokazaTy Kao jorn
jenan ciy4aj onoprynusma y nonutuud CAJl npotus Benenyerne.
Yupkoc MOHOBJEEHUM TIpeTHaMa BOjJHOM MHTEpBEHLIHjoM, TpammoBa
aJIMAHUCTpaIMja ce Cy3/AprKaia Of Ipesacka Te TPaHHIe U OJTyYHiIa
Ja 103BoJM Manypy Ja MpexxXuBu Kpu3y. Hekonmko ynHMIama Mory
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Ia o0jacHe oBO y3apkaBame. [IpBo, Kpu3za je pasorkpuiia ciaboct
ManypoBor pexxkuma, HaBoaehn MHoOre mocmarpade aa TOBEDPY)Y
Jla je HEeroB IaJi Heu30ekaH Yak U 0e3 JUPEKTHE BOJHE akIluje.
JlumtomaTcka m3ojanuja — ['Bamao je NMpu3HAT Kao JETUTUMHHU
npeacenHuk Benerryene ox ctpane npeko 50 npykaBa, ykipydyjyhu n
MHOTe JIJATHHOAMEPHYKEe — U EKOHOMCKE (TIpe cBera HaTHe) CaHKIIHje,
cMaTpaHe Cy MOTCHLMjaTHO JOBOJFHUM JAa y cienehoj Kpusu noBeny
10 cMeHe pexuma. Uinu, kako je npkaBHU cekperap Majk [Tomrieo
(Mike Pompeo) uzjaBuo: ,,Hema xpane. Hema niekoBa. Caia Hema HU
ctpyje. Ha peny je — aema Manypa” (Kovalik 2019, 94, 164). ipyro,
yJiora BaHXeMHUC(EpHUX BEIHKHUX CHJIa, IIpe cBUX Pycuje, BepoBaTHO
j€ DompuHEeNIa aMepruyKoj onpe3HocTh. MOoCKBa je mocTana HajBehu
cHabzaeBau Benenyene opyxjem, mTo he BpeMEHOM MOCITYKHTH
Kao OCHOB IPOIIMPEHE BOJHE capaliibe JIBEjy 3eMaba, YKIbyuyjyhu
OpojHe moceTe pyCKUX BOJHUX aBHOHA U OpojoBa Bewnerryenu, kao u
3ajemanuke BojHE BexOe (Romero and Mijares 2016, 184; Corrales and
Romero 2013, 32-33). Moxemo camo aa Haraljamo jecy i moceGHO
ydecTaia cieTama PyCKHX aBHOHa y BeHelyemny y TOKy BpXyHIa Kpu3e
onspatwia Tpamna ox uHTepBeHImje. KoHauHO, pasMUMOMIaKeHa y
OKBHPY aMEpUUIKOT 0€30€JHOCHOT eCTa0IMIIMEHTA, Y3 OTIOP KJbYUHHX
JIATHHOAMEPHUYKUX NapTHepa BammHrrona — rpe cBera HAKOH IMITO
Cy ce BHIIM 3BaHWYHUIM TpammoBe aJIMHUHUCTpALHje MMO3BAIN Ha
MOHpPOOBY TOKTPHHY KaO jeHO OJ ONpaBlama 3a MOTEHIUjaTHY
WHTEPBEHIU]Y — MOXK/Ia Cy J0JIaTHO OTPAaHHYMIIN CIIOJbHOTIOINTHYKE
ommje (Kovalik 2019, 33). Y3eru 3ajeiH0, OBU YMHHOLHU (IOCEOHO
Tpehu) cyrepumly na je mnpuctyn TpamiioBe aaMUHUCTpaIuje
Benenyenu y mpBoM MaHIaTy MPETEKHO OCTA0 y OKBHUPY IrpaHUIlA
omoptrynmn3ma (Trapara 2021a, 95-97; Trapara 2021b, 158-160).
VYcnenuhe HOBM KpyT Yekama Ha MOBOJEHUjU MCX0A Yy Benerryenn
— 0e3 npuberaBama OIyYHHJUM Mepama — Ipe Hero BammHrTon
ne(UHUTHBHO MPUTPIX (YHAAMEHTAIHN]y IPOMEHY CTpaTerHje.

O BAJAEHA 10 TPAMIIA 2.0: IIYT KA
(HE)OYEKHUBAHOM UCXOOY

Hakon mpey3sumama aykHoctu 2021, ammununctpaiuja [lozeda
Bajaena BpaTuBIIN ce BEJIMKO] CTpAaTEeruju JIMOEpaiHE XereMOHHj¢e,
HaKo C HOTOM TaKTHYKOr mparmatusma (Trapara 2021c, 124-125)
JOIII jeJTHOM je JICTIPUOPUTH30BAJIA BEHEIYEIaHCKO ITUTAkE Y CIIOJBHO]
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nosmtuiy CA/Jl. BenenyenaHncka npeiaceHU4YKa Kpu3a GopMaiHO
ce okoHuasia y janyapy 2023, kama je ucrekao ['BausioB mMaHaaT
npeaceaHnka HanuoHaiHe CKYMINTHHE, CaAMUM THM M HErOBO
npuBpeMeHo npeacenuumTBo. CympoTtHo TpamMmoBoM jacTpeOOBCKOM
npucTyiry, bajrneHoBa anMuHUCTpanmja je Toiaraia Haie vy
BEHEIyeJIaHCKE MpeACeTHNYKEe N300pe OXpaOpHBIIN OMO3HUIH]Y J1a
Ce yjeIuHH U TeKU MUPHOj TPaH3ULUMjU BiIacTH. HakoH oOHOBIbEHOT
nujasiora Ha bapOajiocy, Koju je MPoU3Beo CIopa3yM OIO3HIH]je U
Manypose Biajie y moryeay n300pHUX yCIoBa, BammHrToH je onadbpao
Jla IPUBPEMEHO 0JIa0aBW CAHKITH]E BEHEIyeTaHCKOM HAQTHOM CEKTOPY
(Bryngel 2024, 54-55). Melhytum, oBa mpoMeHa aMepHUIKe TIOJTUTHKE
HUje ycIiela Ja NMpOHW3BeJe 3HAYajHHUjy NpoMeHy y Benemyenn.
Pexxum ce Huje npuapkaBao oxpenada cropasyma. Mako je Mapuja
Kopuna Mahano nobenuina Ha OMO3UIIMOHUM MTPUMAPHUM U300pHUMa,
ouI10 joj je 3abparmeHo Ja ydecTByje. Mnak, lbeHa 3aMeHa Ha MECTy
KaHOugaTa yjenumeHe omo3unuje, Exmynno ['onsanec Ypytuja
(Edmundo Gonzadlez Urrutia), ¢ o03upoM Ha IITaMIaHe W3BOJE
ca Bennke BehmHe Ompadkux mecra Koja je o0jaBWja OMO3UIIH]a,
OCTBapuo je yoeabuBy nobely HaBOJIHO OKO JiBe TpehuHe riacosa.
OBakaB HCXOJl HABEO je PEKUM J1a MpeAy3Me Kopak 0e3 mpeceaHa,
HapEMBIIH IICHTPATHO] U300PHO] KOMUCH]H JIa IPOCTO (asicuHKyje
n3oope. [Ipe 2024, n300pu y YaBUCTHIKOM PEKUMY HHUCY OWIIM HU
CIIOOOHM, HYU TIOIITEHH, ¢ 003UPOM Ha HepaBHOIIpaBaH TepeH n3mMely
BJIaJIC U OIO3MIIM]je, Al HUKA/Ia HUCY OMJIM HU JUPEKTHO ITOKPA/ICHH.
Manypo ce oaIy4no Ja 3aip>Ki TPAHCIIAPSHTAH U TEXHOJIOIIKU BPJIO
HamnpeaaH cucTeM Opojama riacoBa, KOjU je YIMHHO Kpal)y Ha caMum
OMpaYKUM MeCTHUMa BPJIO TEIIKOM. JIorrKa u3a oBaKkBe OJTyKe OuJa je:
ako mobeanm, Mohu hy 1a ormoBpraeM onTyK0e OIMmo3uIje o Kpahu;
ako m3ryomm, Bojcka he OMTH y3 MEHe y TyIIelmYy MPOTeCTa HAKOH
nocTu300pHOT ancupukoBama pesynrara. Hakon nzbdopa 2024, oBaj
npyru cuenapuo ce eexkruBHo ucynno (Corrales and Kronick 2025).
Manypo je Mmoxkaa npermnoctasuo jaa he ce CAJl jour jenHoM y3apxatu
0J1 OJUTY4YHHje aKije, anu he My join jenHa npomena y benoj kyhu
MIPUPEIUTH OTPeXKIbYjyhe m3HeHaheme.

UwuM ce BpaTHo Ha JAY>KHOCT, Tpami je 0OHOBHO HENPHjaTEJHCKU
cTaB npema pexxuMmy y Kapakacy, anm oBaj ImyT Kao Jeo IIHpe
CTpaTervje IMOHOBHOI NOTBphUBama amMepUyke XEreMOHHje Ha
3anagHoj xemuchepu. [lojauan 3Haua] BeHeryerne y amepuukoj
CIIOJHHO] TIOJIMTHIIM CUTHAIM3UPAH je Y paHoj (a3u, NOCTaBIbalbeM
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Mapka PyOuja, nyroromuuimer KpuTHYapa 4YaBU3Ma M CHaKHOT
MOAp>KaBaolia BEeHEIyeJIaHCKe OMO3HIMje, Ha TOJIOXKaje AP>KaBHOT
ceKkperapa W CaBeTHUKa 3a HanuoHaHy Oe3demHoct. [IpumapHo
onpaBname y TpaMmoBoM IpyroM MaHIATy 3a MOjadaHu MPUTHCAK
Ha Kapakac momepuiio ce ka HABOJHOM M30CTaHKY H-ETOBE Capalbe
y cy30Hujamy TpProBuHE JIporoM. Maaypo je o3HadeH Kao med HapKo
Kapresna, a BammHrToH je 0100puo yaape Ha BeHelyeIaHcKa UIOBIIA Y
Kapurickom Mopy 3a Koje ce CyMmalo J1a IpeBo3e APOry Ha aMepUIKO
0. Kpajem 2025, oBe Mepe Cy yapyKeHe ¢ BUIbUBUM aMEPUUYKUM
jagameM BOjHUX Karanurera y Kapumbnma. JIok cy MHOTH TIOCMaTpavn
OUYEKMBAJIM ITyHY BOjJHY MHTEPBEHIH]Y C IIMJBEM IPOMEHE PEKNMa,
Tpamm je jaBHO HEeTMpao TaKBEe HAMEpEe U YaK Ce YIYCTHO Y JAUPEKTHY
TeneoHCKy KoMyHuKaujy ¢ Magypom (Messari 2025). CyaOonocHn
tpehu janyap je otkpro Tpammo qu3ajH. [Ipe Hero na cpoBeae CKyIy
W TIOTEHIMjaTHO JecTadbminzyjyhy myHy BojHY uHTepBeHIHjy, CAJl cy
ce OTy4MIIe 3a HMJbaHy OIEpannjy yCMEpeHy Ha yKIIamame JINIepa,
y3 OCTaBJbame IIMpPE CTPYKType peXMma HeTakHyToM. M3BeneHa
Ha TOJWIIBUIYy XBarama Hopwujere, omepamuja je mMana jacHy
cumOonmuky Texxkuny. Ilocnana je jacHy nmopyky He camo Beneryenu,
Beh u mmpem mehynapognom okpyxkemy: Cjenumene JpxaBe moj
TpaMIoBUM PyKOBOJICTBOM CMaTpajy 3amajgHy Xxemuchepy cBojom
cthepom yTHIIaja B CIIPEMHE CY Aa Y OKBUPY e OJUTYIHO HAMETHY CBOj
ayTOpHUTET.

3AK/bYYAK: KPAJbA BUIIIE HEMA, AJIN
KPA/BEBCTBO ’KUBHU Y HAPEBOM JOMEHY

Hako je Tpamn cipoBOImo jacTpeOOBCKY IMOJIMTHKY TIpeMa
Benenyenu u y TOKy CBOT TIPBOT MPEACETHHUYKOT MaHJIaTa, OH Ce
HAIOCJETKY Y3ApKao OJi BOjHE MHTEPBEHIMje. Maia M3BOJJbHBA
objalrmbemha 32 0BO y3JpiKaBame MOCTOje, MOIYT ONcTajamkha HapTHE
Mehy3aBucHocTH 3Mel)y IBejy Ap)KaBa U MUCTEPUO3HE YJIOTE PYCKHX
ABUOHA, OHA MOTY Jla CE TOBEIY IOJ] IIMPH apryMEHT: y OHOj ¢a3H,
Tpawmt jorn yBek HHje OMO apTHKYINCA0 KOXEPEHTHY BEJIUKY CTPATETH]Y
Koja Ou y3auria 3amajnny xemuchepy Kao BpXOBHU MIPHUOPUTET, HUTH
(hopmasiHo mpokiamoBao TpammoB gomatak MOHpPOOBO]j TOKTPUHH,
ypMe OW ormpaBiao acepTUBHUjU craB npema Benemyenu (Trapara
2017). Jennom kana je takBa crparervja (opMysIucaHa, UCXOJ je
Ouo moTe3 Koju je cuMOonmuHo peadupmucao xeremonujy CAJl y
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JlatuHCKO] AMEpULIM OCTaBUBIIM YaBUCTUYKU PEXXUM (POPMAIHO Ha
MecTy, OapeM 3acaja. Ako OU pexxuM TpecTao Ja capalyje, npeaceHuK
CAJ] je Beh npuka3ao u BOJbY U CIIOCOOHOCT J1a OJUTYYHO Jeiyje. Y3
1O, TPaMIoOBO CHUTHATM3UPAHE CIPEMHOCTH J1a IPEy3Me OATOBOPHOCT
3a yIpaBJbambe BEHEIyeIaHCKUM HAQTHUM CEKTOPOM ITyTeM aMepUIKUX
KOMITaHWja O3Ha4YaBa 3Ha4yajaH OTKIIOH OJ1 paHHje HEBOJHHOCTH J1a Ce
takBa Mepa npeaysme (Bahar, Piccone, and Trinkunas 2018, 8).

VY ToM KOHTEKcTy, Tpebasio Ou pa3MoTpuTH je i Tpawm, cBera
JIBa Mecella HaKOH KoH(ppoHTaIrje ¢ MaaypoM, OJICTYITHO 01 CBOje
HOBOAPTHUKYJIHCAHE BEIIMKE CTpaTeTHje TUME ITO je Hamao MpaH.
Haxo je Ta nHTEpBEHIIM]ja (KOja jOIIl YBEK Tpaje y TPEHYTKY IHCamka)
Jpyradvja oJl BeHelyenaHcke y BehnHu acriekaTa, u3/iBaja ce jeHa
yHnaJjbuBa CIMYHOCT — LHMJbAHO YKIIalamkhe BPXOBHOI JHiaepa. Y
OBOM CIIy4ajy, aMepHuiKe CHare JoKazaje Cy UCTy BEIITHHY Kao y
onepanuju y Kapakacy, enmuMuHaImjoM npanckor BpxosHor nuaepa
Ammja Xamuewuja (Ali Khamenei) y poKy 01 HEKOJIMKO caTH (OBOTa
myTa youctsom). HTepBeHNMja poTuB MpaHa ce qennMudHO MOXKe
MOMHUPUTH ¢ TpamMIioBOM YKyITHOM CTPaTerHjoM, jep je ImpaBjaaHa Kao
OJIFOBOP Ha IUPEKTHY NpeTwy uHTepecuma CAJl, a Takohe ce Moxe
TYMauuTH ¥ K0 HATIOp YCMEPEH Ha CIIpevYaBamke PUBAICKUX CUIIA, OHII0
camor Hpana, 6miio Pycuje n Kune kao meroBux riaBHUX MapTHepa
Mel)y BeIMKUM criiaMma, 1a JOMUHHPAj]y biauckuM ncrokom. Mehytmm,
OHa JeTMMHYHO MIPE/ICTaBIba U N3y3€TaK oJl cTpareruje. lpan u meros
pernonanHu yTunaj Beh cy Omnmm ocnabibeHu y MPETXOJHUM TOAMHAMA,
n3Melhy ocTtalior M paHWjUM HamaJuMa Ha HEroBy HYKJICapHY
HHPpaCTPyKTYpy. Y3 TO, HHTEpPBEHLH]ja je Beh U3I0KUIIa pU3HKY racHe
u HaTHE pyTe Koje Tpamrit TBp/u Jia KeJu J1a 3aIlTHTH, 0K 01 Moryha
ecKanaluja u peTma KojarncoM Mpana HakKoOH IpoMeHe peXuMa MOTJia
na 3aksbyua CAJl y HOBH ,,BeUHU patr”’ 3a M3Tpalmy Hallfje, KakaB
Ou oH xeneo na n3derne. Objanmema 32 OBO OJICTyNakE Ce MOXKIA
MOTY MOTPAXKUTU y LyropodHoMm anumosutery CAJl mpema upaHckom
pexumy (jorn ox Tanauke kpuse 1979—1980) u ytunajy uspaeyickor
snobuja. lllupu 3akipydak, jaakie, jecre jna TpammoB TMOKYIaj 1a
peBoTyIHOHHIIE crIoJbHY noauTuKy CAJl He TpeacTaBsba TNHEApaH
nporiec. [[ok \meroB mMpucTyn 3anagHoj xeMuchepu moKasyje BHCOK
HHBO KOH3UCTEHTHOCTH, MIOJIUTHKE Y IPYTHM PETHOHNMA, TIPe CBera Ha
Briuckom ucToky, HacTaBibajy Aa OACIMKaBajy CIOXKEHU]Yy Mehyurpy
MPOMEHE ¥ KOHTUHYHUTETA.
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Resume

A limited U.S. military operation against Venezuela in January 2026,
which resulted in the arrest of Venezuelan President Nicolas Maduro,
sparked considerable debate among observers regarding the factors
that led the second administration of Donald Trump to cross the
threshold into direct military confrontation with the Chavista regime
in Caracas. This paper argues that the decision was neither accidental
nor opportunistic, but rather formed part of a broader grand strategy
that prioritises the Western Hemisphere as the primary region of U.S.
interest — one in which Washington seeks to reassert its hegemony.
This approach contrasts with the policies of previous administrations,
which emphasised the pursuit of global hegemony while largely
taking U.S. dominance in the Western Hemisphere for granted,
thereby tolerating some dissent among regional actors. In the case
of Venezuela, oil interdependence had long acted as a constraint on
escalation. It was established at a time when the U.S. and Venezuela
were close partners, and Caracas led an active regional foreign policy
that mostly aligned with Washington’s interests. Since Hugo Chavez
came to power in 1998, Venezuela has turned its active foreign policy,
financed by oil revenues, into a hyperactive one, this time against U.S.
interests. Nevertheless, Washington approached the Chavista regime
mostly opportunistically, avoiding more radical measures, except
when the Chavista regime appeared particularly vulnerable. Such a
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case previously occurred during the 2019 presidential crisis, when the
first Trump administration temporarily cut oil ties with the regime of
Chavez’s successor, Nicolas Maduro, and recognised his rival, Juan
Guaido, as a legitimate president, but still refrained from military
intervention. The Biden administration returned to the old policy and
eased sanctions against Venezuela, with an unfulfilled expectation
that Maduro could have been replaced in elections. While in his first
term, Trump did not have a coherent grand strategy, in his second term,
this would be the case, so that he would articulate its basic elements
— reassertion of hegemony in the Western Hemisphere, and a more
restrained foreign policy in Europe, Indo-Pacific, and the Middle East
— in his National Security Strategy. This Strategy has thus placed the
recent intervention within a more coherent regional policy framework.
The paper concludes that Trump’s approach toward Venezuela shows
that the most visible and consistent outcomes of his broader attempt
to revolutionise U.S. foreign policy are to be found in the Western
Hemisphere (unlike, for example, the Middle East, as demonstrated in
the case of Iran).

Keywords: The United States, Donald Trump, Venezuela, Nicolas
Maduro, Western Hemisphere, grand strategy.
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