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Abstract:

This document analyses the US military and political operation in Venezuela as a
structural turning point in hemispheric security and the liberal international order. Far from
interpreting it as an isolated episode or a legal anomaly, the text conceptualises it as an
advanced symptom of the transition to a new international order, characterised by
sovereign decisionism, the primacy of material power and coercive geoeconomics.

From a theoretical framework that combines strategic realism, Schmittian decisionism,
and a materialist reading of international law, it is argued that the US intervention breaks
with the normative assumptions of liberal multilateralism. The capture of the Venezuelan
head of state and the external control of strategic assets erode the principle of formal
sovereignty and reveal that the effectiveness of international law depends on real power
relations. In this context, the legal debate is secondary to the fundamental political
question: whose sovereignty is being defended and who benefits from it?

Venezuela is interpreted as a laboratory for hemispheric security, where the United States
reaffirms a renewed regional hegemony, close to an updated Monroe Doctrine, with the
main objective of excluding the influence of extra-hemispheric powers such as China,
Russia and Iran. Oil appears to be a relevant but not decisive factor; the core of the
operation lies in the geo-economic control of energy flows, critical infrastructure and
strategic alignments.

The regional impact is profound. The operation accelerates the erosion of the principle of

non-intervention, further fragments Latin America and weakens the already fragile
*NOTE: The ideas contained in the Analysis Papers are the responsibility of their authors and do not
necessarily reflect the views of the IEEE or the Ministry of Defence.
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mechanisms of regional cooperation, favouring an asymmetrical bilateralisation of foreign
policy. It also generates security externalities—expansion of illicit economies, cross-
border violence and regionalised insecurity—and reconfigures the economic
environment, increasing transaction costs and reducing the margins of strategic
autonomy of Latin American states.

The document pays special attention to Colombia and Mexico as paradigmatic cases of
structural vulnerability. Colombia emerges as a living frontier of Venezuelan instability,
exposed to the expansion of armed actors and growing tensions between strategic
dependence on the United States and political autonomy. Mexico, for its part, faces the
practical limits of the Estrada Doctrine in a context of reinforced hemispheric hegemony,
being forced to manage energy, security and economic pressures without any real margin
for confrontation.

Finally, the text proposes three prospective scenarios—supervised transition, prolonged
fragmentation, and geopolitical escalation—and concludes that Latin America is entering
a Gramscian interregnum, where the liberal order has lost its capacity to generate stability
and consensus, without there yet being an alternative hegemonic model. The region thus
faces alignment dilemmas, difficult decisions and a growing centrality of hard power in
international politics.
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"The State is armoured hegemony of coercion."”

A. Gramsci

Introduction

The United States' political and military operation against Venezuela—characterised by
limited Kinetic actions, the capture of Nicolas Maduro, and the subsequent control and
management of Venezuelan crude oil under de facto US tutelage—constitutes a historic
turning point for hemispheric security and the liberal international order. This is not an
isolated or exclusively bilateral episode, but rather an event with profound systemic
implications for Latin America and for the global architecture that emerged after 1945% ,

especially with regard to multilateral organisations such as the United Nations.

Unlike previous crises, this intervention combines three unprecedented elements: direct
and unilateral use of force, extraterritorial prosecution of political leadership, and
intervention for the administration of strategic resources. This triad breaks with the
normative assumptions of liberal multilateralism and anticipates a new strategic
framework based on the primacy of the sovereign decision of the powers, material power

and geo-economics.
As the Director General of the IEEE, GB Victor Bados, points out:

"We are thus entering a global scenario where Hobbesian elements of the state of nature
are resurfacing: international anarchy, the primacy of national interests, force as an

argument, and unpredictable realignments."?

This document offers a comprehensive review of the previous analysis, incorporating
theoretical, legal, and strategic arguments that allow us to interpret the US operation not
as an anomaly, but as an advanced symptom of a structural change in the international
order. The focus is on its regional implications, with special attention to Colombia and

Mexico.

! Charter of the United Nations, Art. 2(4).
2 Bados Nieto, Victor Mario. The Restart of History. The Return of the First Man. The Era of Deconstruction and
Traps. IEEE Analysis Document 40/2025
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1. Interpretative framework: decisionism, material power and the new hemispheric

order
1.1. From the liberal order to Schmitt's sovereign decisionism

To fully understand the US operation in Venezuela, it is necessary to abandon an
exclusively legal or moral reading and adopt a strategic lens that recognises the centrality
of material power. In this sense, the thinking of Carl Schmitt® —despite its negative
historical connotations— is useful for interpreting the logic underlying the actions of the
current White House.

From the perspective of Schmitt's sovereign decisionism, international politics is no longer
conceived as a space regulated primarily by multilateral norms and procedures, but rather
as a field structured by the distinction between friend and foe, by exceptional sovereign
decisions and by the ability to suspend the pre-existing legal order, whether internal or
external, in order to create a new political reality. The intervention in Venezuela can thus
be read as a pure act of sovereign decision-making: it is not justified by the norm, but

rather replaces it.

This shift is not circumstantial. It is part of a broader reconfiguration of US foreign policy
that is moving away from the liberal international order and towards a logic of regional
hegemony, spheres of influence and geo-economic transactions. With Westphalia-1648
forgotten and the post-WWII multilateral order fading, Venezuela appears in this
framework as a laboratory for hemispheric security and as the first visible stage of a new

continental nomos.
1.2. International law, sovereignty and factual conditions

One of the most intense debates sparked by the operation revolves around its
compatibility with international law. However, this debate is often framed in abstract terms
that ignore the concrete material conditions in which that law operates—or fails to

operate.

International law is not an autonomous force capable of producing effects on its own. Its
effectiveness depends on the balance of power that sustains it. Invoking the UN Charter
or the Security Council as neutral arbiters presupposes a functioning that reality belies:

3 Schmitt, Carl, Political Theology, Trotta, 2009
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these mechanisms are structurally designed to reflect and preserve balances of power
between major powers, some of which have been obvious actors in the continuity of the

Venezuelan regime and its conditions of anti-democratic repression.

The notion of sovereignty also requires substantive reconsideration. Sovereignty is not
defined by its formal proclamation, but by the effective capacity to make decisions. In the
Venezuelan case, the state lacked effective autonomous control over its energy policy
and financing at the external level, and over its fragmented coercive apparatus and
electoral system at the internal level. Defending that abstract sovereignty would, in
practice, amount to protecting the dictatorial apparatus that nullified and supplanted

popular sovereignty.

In this context, the relevant question is not whether the intervention violates sovereignty,
which it does, but what sovereignty is being defended and who benefits from its

preservation.
1.3. Selective intervention and moral asymmetry

A central element of the debate is the asymmetry with which external interventions are
judged. For more than two decades, Venezuela was the target of material and sustained
interventions by actors such as China, Russia and Iran: structural indebtedness, capture
of strategic assets, penetration of defence, security and intelligence sectors. These
interventions by China, Russia or Cuba rarely generated a passionate defence of

Venezuelan sovereignty.

The differential reaction to US intervention reveals that the dominant criterion is not legal,
but largely political. The problem is not exclusively intervention as a phenomenon, but
who exercises it. This asymmetry empties the normative discourse of content and

reinforces the perception of a selective international order that serves the status quo.

2. Venezuela as the epicentre of hemispheric security
2.1. Beyond oil: regional hegemony and the Monroe Doctrine

Although Venezuela has significant oil reserves, its real weight in global production is
limited. Reducing the US operation to a purely energy-related motivation is analytically
insufficient. From this point of view, oil is a secondary benefit, undoubtedly important but

not the main driver.

Instituto Espafiol de Estudios Estratégicos Analysis Paper 01/2026 5
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The strategic core lies in the affirmation of a renewed hemispheric hegemony. The logic
guiding the operation is closer to an update of the Monroe Doctrine than to a ‘'war on
drugs'. The central objective is to exclude the influence of extra-hemispheric powers—
China, Russia, Iran—and to reorder the American space under US primacy. Even though
it talks about "recruiting friends and expanding alliances in the Americas," it now seems

clear that this invitation to friendship may come at gunpoint* .

To expand on this approach, it is worth rereading my analysis of the recently approved
US National Security Strategy and, in particular, its reference to the revisited Monroe

Doctrine (Trump corollary)® .
2.2. Hard power and geoeconomics

The hard power being deployed is not exclusively military. It is fundamentally geo-
economic: control of energy flows, influence over regional markets, access to critical
minerals, ports, infrastructure and supply chains. All this is accompanied by a 2.0 version
of "gunboat diplomacy", this time in the form of a powerful fleet on the shores. The
intervention in Venezuela continues a phase of coercive diplomacy based primarily on
material interests and not on values, which was inaugurated a few months ago by the US
president with his "beautiful tariffs"® . Realpolitik is being reinvented with this

administration.

3. Structural impact on Latin America

The operation in Venezuela acts as an accelerator of pre-existing trends in Latin America,
but it also introduces qualitative ruptures that permanently alter the regional strategic
environment. Its effects are not limited to foreign policy or security, but extend to
governance, political economy and the strategic autonomy of Latin American states. Let
us look at some of them.

4 The Economist, 10 January 2025. The Donroe delusion.

> Mdrquez de la Rubia, Francisco. The US NSE (2025): analysis and comparison with the 2022 NSE. IEEE Analysis
Document 84/2025

8 |EEE. Overview of Conflicts 2025. Chapter 1: Tariff conflict in the Trump era: from fiscal instrument to geopolitical
weapon against China. Francisco Marquez de la Rubia.
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3.1. Erosion of the principle of non-intervention and normative reconfiguration

The capture of a sitting head of state and the external administration of Venezuelan
strategic assets profoundly erode one of Latin America's historical normative pillars: the
principle of non-intervention. This principle has not only been a legal rule, but also an
instrument of collective self-protection for structurally weaker states against major

powers.

The Venezuelan precedent introduces a dangerous ambiguity: intervention is no longer
conceived as an exceptional anomaly but becomes a legitimate strategic option when
institutional collapse, criminalisation of the state or adverse geopolitical alignments occur.
This normative reinterpretation reduces the predictability of the regional system and
increases strategic uncertainty for all actors. The advisability and/or appropriateness of
such action seems to be a matter of political judgement.

3.2. Political polarisation and regional fragmentation

The operation deepens the political fragmentation of Latin America. Governments have
divided between those (the majority) who tacitly accept the logic of hemispheric
hegemony (or even warmly support it from the Southern Cone) and those who reject it in
the name of sovereignty and anti-imperialism (fewer in number but important because of
their specific weight). This polarisation does not translate into coherent blocs, but rather

into fluid, opportunistic and often contradictory alignments.

The result is a further weakening of regional coordination mechanisms. Already
weakened organisations such as the OAS and CELAC lack the capacity to articulate
collective responses, which reinforces a dynamic of bilateralisation of foreign policy and
increases the dependence of each state on external powers, specifically its northern

neighbour.

In the specific case of Cuba, there will most likely be drastic repercussions: US
intervention or, more decisively, the cut-off of Venezuelan h y support will have a profound
impact on the Cuban regime by depriving it of its main external support since the
beginning of the 21st century. The loss of subsidised energy supplies and income from
the export of professional services will exacerbate the already critical economic

’Colom-Piella, Guillem. From liberal hegemony to America First doctrine. The US ESN 2025. Opinion Paper
110/2025 IEEE.
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deterioration, intensifying power cuts, shortages and the contraction of production. On
the political-strategic level, the collapse of the Caracas-Havana axis will drastically reduce
Cuba's international room for manoeuvre, increase its vulnerability to US pressure and
could push the regime towards greater authoritarian closure as a temporary survival
mechanism, while internal social tensions will increase in a context of structural
exhaustion of the model as a step towards probable total collapse. The position adopted

by Mexico will be essential to the regime's survival. (see section 5.2)
3.3. Externalisation of insecurity and illicit economies

The reconfiguration of power in Venezuela generates security externalities that transcend
its borders. The possible fragmentation of the coercive apparatus and the internal dispute
over illicit revenues increase the risk of expansion of criminal economies, arms trafficking,
drug trafficking and control of strategic corridors. An adequate transition will have to

address all of these issues if it is to reach (some) success.

These dynamics will affect countries in the region in different ways, but they tend to
concentrate in fragile border areas, amplifying structural problems of governance and
citizen security. Insecurity can thus become a regionalised phenomenon, difficult to
contain through isolated national policies. Colombia, with its historically weak statehood,

risks being the first unwanted victim of these possible dynamics (see section 4).
3.4. Economic and geo-economic impact

From an economic perspective, the intervention reinforces Latin America's transition
towards a harsh geo-economic environment. Control of energy flows, critical
infrastructure, ports and logistics chains takes on strategic centrality. In this regard, the
management of Venezuelan oil production imposed by the US will call into question crude
oil exports to China, which is the main trading partner® . In 2025, 78% of exports went to
China, almost 480,000 barrels per day® and 4.5% of Chinese imports.

Increased financial, insurance and maritime controls will raise transaction costs for Latin

American economies, especially those that are more open and dependent on foreign

8 Vortexa Analytics, Venezuelan crude flows to China, 2025.

9 https://www.reuters.com/business/energy/chinas-oil-investments-venezuela-2026-01-
05/?utm_source=chatgpt.com

leee.es

Instituto Espafiol de Estudios Estratégicos Analysis Paper 01/2026 8


https://www.reuters.com/business/energy/chinas-oil-investments-venezuela-2026-01-05/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.reuters.com/business/energy/chinas-oil-investments-venezuela-2026-01-05/?utm_source=chatgpt.com

iee

Instituto E

| di

hemispheric geopolitics.

e es Regional implications of the United States' operation in Venezuela. The hurted
|

Francisco Marquez de la Rubia

trade. In the medium term, this dynamic may accelerate processes of forced economic

alignment, further reducing the margins of autonomy of the states in the region.
3.5. Impact of US intervention in Venezuela on Chinese interests in Latin America

US intervention in Venezuela constitutes an act of hegemonic reaffirmation with effects
that transcend the Venezuelan case and directly affect China's projection in the area. It
is not only a matter of neutralising an adverse regime, but also of reordering the

hemispheric space and delimiting the margins of action of extra-hemispheric powers.

From the Chinese perspective, Venezuela had functioned as a strategic node for
converting financing into energy and political influence through oil-backed debt schemes.
The US intervention dismantles this mechanism: privileged access to Venezuelan
resources is compromised and assets considered strategic become liabilities exposed to
external control. Venezuela thus ceases to be a functional pillar of China's architecture in

the Western Hemisphere.

Beyond Venezuela, the operation has a demonstrative effect on the region. The United
States signals that Latin America is not a neutral or post-hegemonic space, but an arena
where strategic red lines persist. From a decisionist logic in Schmittian theory,
Washington is not acting to enforce a norm, but to create a new framework of facts that
conditions the decisions of third parties. The explicit introduction of coercion forces China

to recalibrate its risk assessment and political visibility.

As a result, a selective reconfiguration of China's strategy is foreseeable. Beijing will not
withdraw from the region (loans to Chile, Peru and Argentina, the port of Chancay, Brazil
as a key partner, etc.), but it will reduce its exposure in unstable states or those openly
confronting the United States, while strengthening its presence in more predictable
countries capable of managing competition between major powers. This differentiation

will increase strategic asymmetries in Latin America.

Finally, although China will reinforce its discourse in defence of sovereignty and non-
intervention, its response is likely to be cautious and restrained. Beijing will avoid direct
confrontation with Washington in the Western Hemisphere and prioritise the protection of
its existing assets. The intervention in Venezuela does not expel China from Latin
America, but it significantly narrows its room for manoeuvre in a regional environment

increasingly marked by the logic of power and sovereign decision-making.
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4. Specific implications for Colombia

Colombia is the most sensitive and strategic case in the entire region in view of the US
operation in Venezuela. Its geographical position, its history of internal armed conflict and
its structural relationship with the United States mean that any alteration in the

Venezuelan balance has a direct impact on Colombian security and stability.
4.1. The Colombian-Venezuelan border as a critical strategic space

The Colombian-Venezuelan border—more than 2,200 kilometres long, with extensive
jungle and river stretches, weak state presence and consolidated illicit economies—is
reaffirming itself as one of the most unstable geopolitical areas in Latin America. The fall
or weakening of central control in Venezuela increases the risks of disorder, armed

competition and territorial capture by non-state actors.

Departments such as Norte de Santander, Arauca, La Guajira, and Vichada are already
facing growing pressure in terms of security, local governance, and social cohesion in the
wake of President Petro's failed Total Peace plan. The border is no longer just a police or
migration problem, but has become a comprehensive political challenge that requires
military coordination, intelligence, social aspects, and preventive diplomacy.

4.2. Armed groups, illicit economies and the reconfiguration of the conflict

The possible fragmentation of Venezuela's coercive apparatus opens up opportunities for
dissidents from the FARC, the ELN and transnational criminal networks to expand their
rear areas, consolidate logistics corridors and strengthen their illicit economies (drug
trafficking, illegal mining, fuel and arms smuggling).

This scenario puts considerable strain on the Colombian government's already weakened
"total peace" strategy. The coexistence of political negotiations and territorial expansion
by armed actors could erode the legitimacy of the process and force the state to reinforce
its coercive capacity, even at the cost of internal contradictions in the government's

discourse.
4.3. Geopolitical impact on relations with the United States

The Colombian government's critical stance towards the US operation introduces friction
into a historically asymmetrical but functional relationship. Although a breakdown is not

anticipated, a gradual deterioration of the political climate affecting sensitive areas such
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as anti-narcotics cooperation, intelligence sharing and military assistance is plausible.

Colombia is caught in a structural tension: on the one hand, its objective dependence on
the United States in security matters; on the other, the need to preserve political
autonomy and regional legitimacy. This ambivalence may translate into an erratic or

defensive foreign policy, with cumulative strategic costs.
4.4. Electoral scenario and risks of instrumentalisation

The upcoming presidential elections in Colombia add an additional layer of uncertainty.
Venezuela may become an element of internal political instrumentalisation, polarising the
debate between sovereignty, security and international alignment. In this context, any
deterioration of the border situation will have direct effects on internal political stability
and the national security agenda. This issue will undoubtedly be the central point of
debate for the candidates for the presidential seat in Narifio.

5. Specific implications for Mexico

Mexico faces the US operation in Venezuela from a different but equally complex position.
Its regional weight, diplomatic tradition and structural interdependence with the United

States severely limit its room for manoeuvre'© .
5.1. The Estrada Doctrine, non-intervention and strategic realism

The Estrada Doctrine!! and the principle of non-intervention are historical pillars of
Mexican foreign policy. However, the Venezuelan case highlights the practical limits of
this doctrinal framework in a context of reinforced hemispheric hegemony.

Mexico is forced to express its formal rejection of intervention without breaking with
Washington, given that its bilateral relationship conditions vital aspects such as trade,

migration, border security and macroeconomic stability. The result is a diplomacy of

10 https://elpais.com/mexico/2026-01-10/mexico-defiende-su-soberania-ante-el-vendaval-de-trump.html

11 The Estrada Doctrine is a foreign policy principle formulated in 1930 by Genaro Estrada, then Mexico's
Secretary of Foreign Affairs. It holds that states should not pronounce on the legitimacy or illegitimacy of
foreign governments, either by recognising or not recognising them, because doing so implies interference in
the internal affairs of another country. Instead of "recognising governments”, states simply maintain, suspend
or modify diplomatic relations according to their interests, without making political judgements.
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balance, more reactive than proactive. President Sheimbaum must strike a dialectical and
diplomatic balance that could be definitively disrupted if the US continues its interventions

against drug trafficking beyond the Rio Grande, as it has already announced.
5.2. Energy, Cuba and indirect pressure

Venezuela's withdrawal as Cuba's energy supplier repositions Mexico as a relevant
player in the supply of fuel to the island. This situation exposes Mexico to indirect pressure
from the United States, which may use the Venezuelan precedent to tighten scrutiny of
regional energy flows.

The energy issue thus becomes a vector of strategic vulnerability: any Mexican decision
in this area takes on a geopolitical dimension that transcends the bilateral and falls within

the logic of hemispheric hegemony.
5.3. Security, financial control and expanded cooperation

The US narrative of hemispheric order may translate into greater demands for
cooperation in areas such as maritime control, financial supervision, the fight against
organised crime and control of logistics chains. For Mexico, these demands pose
dilemmas of sovereignty and internal governance, especially with regard to the role of its

armed forces and civil agencies.

6. Prospective scenarios

The evolution of the situation in Venezuela and its regional effects will depend on multiple
internal and external variables. Below are three plausible, non-exclusive scenarios that

allow us to anticipate strategic risks and opportunities.
Scenario 1: Controlled transition under external supervision

In this scenario, the United States would manage to orchestrate a relatively orderly
political transition in Venezuela, with selective support from regional actors, gradual
stabilisation and the progressive replacement of the Chavista state apparatus. Even in
the medium term, free elections would be held, marking a new stage in the country's
history. The immediate negative externalities — mass migration, cross-border violence

— would be contained.

However, this scenario consolidates a structural precedent: the legitimisation of external

| ]

Ieee es interventions and the normalisation of external tutelage over collapsed states.
|
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In the medium term, this further weakens the principle of sovereignty in Latin America

and reinforces the logic of US hemispheric hegemony.
Scenario 2: Prolonged fragmentation and armed competition

A second scenario envisages the inability to consolidate legitimate authority in
Venezuela, leading to prolonged fragmentation of power. Pre-existing armed actors,
criminal networks and local elites would compete for territory and income, generating high
regional security costs. The US would be reluctant to become more decisively involved

in Venezuela's internal security.

This scenario would particularly impact Colombia, the Caribbean and the Andean
countries, forcing them to allocate greater resources to border control and internal

security. The region would be caught in a dynamic of permanent crisis management.

The US would face the dilemma of seeing its operation fail or being forced to intervene
directly and maintain a permanent presence in the country, which would be complicated
given the recent fiascos in Iraq and Afghanistan, a resistant Congress and Senate, and

public opinion that is not favourable to further foreign adventures.
Scenario 3: Geopolitical escalation and external rebalancing

Finally, a more active reaction by China or Russia in other Latin American spaces in
defence of their interests could intensify strategic competition. US coercion without the
search for synergies and popular rejection translated into electoral results could cause
some states to slide towards the Chinese sphere. Without direct confrontation, a
rebalancing would take place through investments, military agreements, control of critical

infrastructure and diplomatic pressure.

This scenario would further reduce the margins of regional autonomy and consolidate

Latin America as a secondary theatre of rivalry between major powers.

7. Conclusions

The US operation in Venezuela marks a structural break with the liberal hemispheric order
and accelerates the transition towards an international system characterised by
intervention (not only military), the primacy of material power and geo-economics. This is

not an exceptional episode or a Latin American anomaly, but rather a paradigmatic case

ieee es of how the great powers, and especially the Trump administration in the United
|
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States, are redefining the rules of the game in an environment of open strategic

competition.

The operation has a demonstrative effect of regional scope: the United States is signalling
that Latin America is not a post-hegemonic space or neutral ground for the expansion of
extra-hemispheric powers, but rather an area where geostrategic red lines remain. The
explicit introduction of US coercion is forcing China to recalibrate its calculation of risks,

returns and political visibility in this geographical environment.

For Latin America, the impact is profound and lasting. The principle of non-intervention
loses its protective function, regional collective action is weakened, and foreign policy
becomes bilateral under conditions of growing asymmetry. The region faces a scenario
in which the norm no longer guarantees stability or predictability, and where decision-
making capacity increasingly depends on material resources and strategic alignments.
This loss of principles helps explain the moral confusion that Latin America is currently
experiencing. Some leaders celebrate Maduro's fall without questioning the means used,;
others condemn US intervention while remaining silent—or lukewarm—in the face of the

dictatorship that made it possible (or necessary).

Colombia and Mexico illustrate two different forms of structural vulnerability. Colombia
appears as a living frontier of instability, exposed to security externalities, armed
reconfiguration, and internal tensions between discursive sovereignty and strategic
dependence. Mexico, for its part, embodies the limits of diplomatic autonomy for a
regional power deeply interdependent with the United States, forced to manage energy,

security, and economic pressures without any real margin for confrontation.

In this new context, Latin America has no ideal options. The strategic challenge is not to
restore a liberal order that no longer exists and is not expected to return, but to develop
minimum institutional, economic and security capacities that will enable it to manage

crises, reduce externalities and preserve limited but real margins of strategic autonomy.

As for the UN, the organisation, which is going through its worst hours, is acting more as
a forum for debate and doctrinal denunciation than as an effective mechanism for
restricting operations, revealing the current tensions in the international system in the face
of acts of unilateral force. This connects with the idea that the post-1945 Westphalian

order faces profound tensions, if it is not already in sharp decline.
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We would thus find ourselves in Gramsci's interregnum?? : the liberal order that emerged
after the end of the Cold War has lost its capacity to generate consensus, predictability
and effective leadership, but no alternative model has yet managed to articulate a stable
hegemony. The norms, institutions and narratives that structured globalisation for three
decades are showing signs of exhaustion, while revisionist powers, geopolitical
fragmentation and strategic competition dynamics without clear rules are emerging. In
this vacuum of authority and legitimacy, "morbid" phenomena proliferate, as Gramsci
called them—protracted conflicts, extreme polarisation, the instrumentalisation of
international law and the return of hard power—which do not yet herald a new order, but
rather the uncertainty inherent in a historical transition, confirming that the old no longer

governs and the new cannot yet be born.

The alternative is neither neutrality nor the abstract defence of ineffective norms, but
rather achieving a limited margin of agency when adapting to an order defined by others
that is already a reality. The operation in Venezuela thus anticipates a regional future
marked by difficult decisions, alignment dilemmas and a growing centrality of real power

in international politics.
As Guillem Colom says in his recent IEEE Opinion Paper (110/2025):

"The explicit return of power politics is based on the premise that the stability of the
international system depends less and less on multilateral institutions and regimes and
more on the United States' ability to exercise effective coercion, impose strategic costs,
limit the benefits of its competitors and safeguard its sovereignty against external

influences."13

Francisco Marquez de la Rubia*

IEEE Analyst.
@FMarquezdir

12 A, Gramsci, Prison Notebooks, ' The crisis consists precisely in the fact that the old is dying and the new cannot
be born; in this interregnum the most morbid phenomena are verified."

13 Colom-Piella, Guillem. From liberal hegemony to doctrinal America First. The ESN USA 2025. Opinion paper
110/2025 IEEE.

leee.es

Instituto Espafiol de Estudios Estratégicos Ana Iysis Paper 01/2026 15



	This document analyses the US military and political operation in Venezuela as a structural turning point in hemispheric security and the liberal international order. Far from interpreting it as an isolated episode or a legal anomaly, the text concept...
	From a theoretical framework that combines strategic realism, Schmittian decisionism, and a materialist reading of international law, it is argued that the US intervention breaks with the normative assumptions of liberal multilateralism. The capture o...
	Venezuela is interpreted as a laboratory for hemispheric security, where the United States reaffirms a renewed regional hegemony, close to an updated Monroe Doctrine, with the main objective of excluding the influence of extra-hemispheric powers such ...
	The regional impact is profound. The operation accelerates the erosion of the principle of non-intervention, further fragments Latin America and weakens the already fragile mechanisms of regional cooperation, favouring an asymmetrical bilateralisation...
	The document pays special attention to Colombia and Mexico as paradigmatic cases of structural vulnerability. Colombia emerges as a living frontier of Venezuelan instability, exposed to the expansion of armed actors and growing tensions between strate...
	Finally, the text proposes three prospective scenarios—supervised transition, prolonged fragmentation, and geopolitical escalation—and concludes that Latin America is entering a Gramscian interregnum, where the liberal order has lost its capacity to g...
	How to cite this document:
	"The State is armoured hegemony of coercion."
	A. Gramsci
	Introduction
	The United States' political and military operation against Venezuela—characterised by limited kinetic actions, the capture of Nicolás Maduro, and the subsequent control and management of Venezuelan crude oil under de facto US tutelage—constitutes a h...
	1. Interpretative framework: decisionism, material power and the new hemispheric order
	1.1. From the liberal order to Schmitt's sovereign decisionism
	1.2. International law, sovereignty and factual conditions
	1.3. Selective intervention and moral asymmetry

	2. Venezuela as the epicentre of hemispheric security
	2.1. Beyond oil: regional hegemony and the Monroe Doctrine
	2.2. Hard power and geoeconomics

	3. Structural impact on Latin America
	3.1. Erosion of the principle of non-intervention and normative reconfiguration
	3.2. Political polarisation and regional fragmentation
	3.3. Externalisation of insecurity and illicit economies
	3.4. Economic and geo-economic impact
	3.5. Impact of US intervention in Venezuela on Chinese interests in Latin America
	US intervention in Venezuela constitutes an act of hegemonic reaffirmation with effects that transcend the Venezuelan case and directly affect China's projection in the area. It is not only a matter of neutralising an adverse regime, but also of reord...
	From the Chinese perspective, Venezuela had functioned as a strategic node for converting financing into energy and political influence through oil-backed debt schemes. The US intervention dismantles this mechanism: privileged access to Venezuelan res...
	Beyond Venezuela, the operation has a demonstrative effect on the region. The United States signals that Latin America is not a neutral or post-hegemonic space, but an arena where strategic red lines persist. From a decisionist logic in Schmittian the...
	As a result, a selective reconfiguration of China's strategy is foreseeable. Beijing will not withdraw from the region (loans to Chile, Peru and Argentina, the port of Chancay, Brazil as a key partner, etc.), but it will reduce its exposure in unstabl...
	Finally, although China will reinforce its discourse in defence of sovereignty and non-intervention, its response is likely to be cautious and restrained. Beijing will avoid direct confrontation with Washington in the Western Hemisphere and prioritise...

	4. Specific implications for Colombia
	4.1. The Colombian-Venezuelan border as a critical strategic space
	4.3. Geopolitical impact on relations with the United States
	4.4. Electoral scenario and risks of instrumentalisation

	5. Specific implications for Mexico
	5.1. The Estrada Doctrine, non-intervention and strategic realism
	5.2. Energy, Cuba and indirect pressure
	5.3. Security, financial control and expanded cooperation

	6. Prospective scenarios
	Scenario 1: Controlled transition under external supervision
	Scenario 2: Prolonged fragmentation and armed competition
	Scenario 3: Geopolitical escalation and external rebalancing

	7. Conclusions


