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Marco Rubio, a prominent Republican senator and advocate of American 
exceptionalism, is poised to serve as Secretary of State in Donald Trump’s 
administration. Known for his hawkish stance on foreign policy, Rubio aligns 
closely with neoconservative ideals, emphasizing the use of U.S. military and 
economic power to confront authoritarian regimes, promote democracy, and 
secure American interests abroad. From advocating military action to prevent 
Iran’s nuclear ambitions to championing Taiwan’s defense against Chinese 
aggression, Rubio’s record reveals a consistent commitment to interventionist 
policies. His leadership would likely signal a shift toward a more aggressive and 
ideologically driven U.S. foreign policy. While Rubio’s supporters argue that his 
approach strengthens deterrence and reinforces alliances, critics warn of the risks 
of escalating global conflicts, straining diplomatic relations, and imposing 
significant economic and human costs. This paper examines Rubio’s foreign policy 
philosophy, key stances on global issues, and the potential implications of his 
appointment for U.S. foreign relations under Trump’s administration, exploring 
the opportunities and challenges of a neoconservative resurgence in American 
diplomacy. 
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I. Introduction 

Marco Rubio’s anticipated nomination as Secretary of State under Donald Trump 
marks a significant moment in U.S. foreign policy, signaling a potential shift 
towards a more assertive, interventionist approach on the global stage. Rubio, a 
Republican senator from Florida with deep foreign policy experience, has long 
been a prominent voice in debates over U.S. international strategy. Known for his 
hawkish rhetoric and staunch advocacy of American global leadership, his 
appointment would align Trump’s administration more closely with the principles 
of neoconservatism—an ideology often associated with the belief in the use of 
U.S. military and diplomatic power to promote democracy, deter authoritarian 
regimes, and maintain global stability. 

Neoconservative foreign policy emerged in the latter half of the 20th century, 
gaining prominence during the Reagan administration and reaching its zenith 
under George W. Bush’s presidency. Central to this ideology is the conviction that 
the United States has a moral obligation to uphold democratic values and protect 
its interests abroad through a combination of economic pressure, military 
strength, and diplomatic engagement. Critics often label neoconservatism as 
excessively interventionist, citing its role in the U.S.’s extended involvement in 
Iraq and Afghanistan. Nevertheless, its proponents argue that a proactive 
approach to global challenges ensures long-term peace and security. 

This paper seeks to examine Marco Rubio’s foreign policy record and assess how 
his positions align with neoconservative principles. By analyzing his stances on 
Iran, China, Venezuela, and other key global issues, this paper will argue that 
Rubio embodies the characteristics of a neoconservative "war hawk," advocating 
for a robust U.S. presence and military readiness to confront adversaries. 
Additionally, this analysis will explore the implications of Rubio’s appointment for 
the Trump administration, particularly in light of Trump’s previous skepticism 
toward interventionist policies. Ultimately, this exploration aims to provide a 
comprehensive understanding of what Rubio’s leadership might mean for the 
future of U.S. foreign relations. 
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II. Marco Rubio’s Foreign Policy Philosophy 

Marco Rubio’s foreign policy philosophy is deeply rooted in a belief in American 
exceptionalism and a commitment to maintaining the United States’ status as a 
global leader. His approach emphasizes a proactive and often forceful role for the 
U.S. in shaping international events, ensuring global stability, and promoting 
democratic values. Rubio’s speeches, legislative actions, and public statements 
consistently highlight a worldview where the United States is both morally 
obligated and strategically positioned to counter authoritarian regimes and 
protect the liberal international order. 

 

A. Foundations of Rubio’s Worldview 

1. Emphasis on American Exceptionalism and Global Leadership 
At the heart of Rubio’s foreign policy philosophy is the notion of American 
exceptionalism—the belief that the United States has a unique role in 
history as a defender of freedom and democracy. Rubio frequently 
underscores the idea that America’s values and institutions are a model for 
the world and that the nation has a responsibility to lead by example. 

o In speeches, Rubio has often referred to the U.S. as the 
“indispensable nation,” framing its leadership as critical to 
preventing the spread of chaos and authoritarianism. 

o He sees a strong and active U.S. presence as essential not only for 
global stability but also for safeguarding American interests at home. 

2. Belief in Deterrence Through Strength 
Rubio’s foreign policy is characterized by a reliance on the concept of peace 
through strength. He advocates for robust military capabilities and a 
credible threat of force to deter adversaries and ensure compliance with 
international norms. 

o He has called for increased defense spending, modernization of 
military capabilities, and stronger alliances as a means of projecting 
power and deterring potential threats. 
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o Rubio has consistently argued that weakness or perceived inaction by 
the U.S. emboldens adversarial regimes such as Iran, China, and 
Russia, leading to greater instability and conflict. 

 

B. Alignment with Neoconservative Principles 

1. Advocacy for Interventionist Policies 
Rubio’s foreign policy philosophy aligns closely with neoconservative ideals, 
particularly in his advocacy for interventionist policies. He has often 
supported the use of U.S. military power to preempt threats, counter 
aggression, and secure democratic governance in regions plagued by 
instability. 

o Rubio has been a vocal proponent of using military force to prevent 
Iran from acquiring nuclear weapons, arguing that such action is 
necessary to maintain regional and global security. 

o He has also endorsed interventions in Syria, Venezuela, and other 
hotspots, framing such actions as moral imperatives to protect 
human rights and promote stability. 

2. Support for Democracy Promotion Abroad 
A key pillar of Rubio’s foreign policy is the promotion of democracy and 
human rights, which he sees as fundamental to a stable and prosperous 
global order. His support for democratic movements often includes backing 
opposition groups, implementing sanctions against authoritarian regimes, 
and leveraging U.S. influence to encourage political reform. 

o Rubio has championed legislation aimed at supporting pro-
democracy movements in countries like Venezuela, Cuba, and Hong 
Kong. 

o He views the spread of democracy as not only a moral goal but also a 
strategic one, reducing the likelihood of conflicts and creating allies 
for the U.S. 

Through these principles, Marco Rubio presents a vision of U.S. foreign policy that 
is deeply interventionist, proactive, and focused on maintaining the United States’ 
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role as a global hegemon. His alignment with neoconservative values highlights 
his willingness to use America’s power to shape the international system in ways 
that serve both its strategic interests and its ideological commitments. 

 

III. Rubio’s Stance on Key Global Issues 

Marco Rubio’s foreign policy positions reflect his deeply held belief in the 
importance of U.S. leadership in addressing major global challenges. His approach 
emphasizes the need to confront authoritarian regimes, deter threats to 
international security, and uphold the sovereignty of U.S. allies and partners. 
Through a combination of legislative initiatives, public advocacy, and policy 
proposals, Rubio has articulated a vision for American foreign policy that aligns 
with a neoconservative perspective, particularly in key areas of global concern. 

 

A. Iran and the Nuclear Threat 

1. Historical Remarks on Military Action 
Rubio has consistently argued that the U.S. must take all necessary steps, 
including military intervention, to prevent Iran from acquiring nuclear 
weapons. During his 2016 presidential campaign and subsequent Senate 
career, he stated that a nuclear-armed Iran poses an existential threat to 
Israel and a significant danger to global security. 

o On Face the Nation in 2015, Rubio asserted that military action 
should remain a credible option to deter Iran’s nuclear ambitions. 

o He criticized the Obama administration’s Joint Comprehensive Plan 
of Action (JCPOA), calling it insufficient to prevent Iran from 
eventually developing nuclear weapons. 

2. Legislative Actions and Advocacy 
Rubio has been a leading voice in advocating for sanctions and other 
measures to isolate Iran economically and politically. 
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o He supported legislation imposing additional sanctions on Iran’s 
energy, financial, and military sectors to limit its ability to fund 
terrorism and nuclear activities. 

o Rubio has also called for the U.S. to increase support for Israel’s 
missile defense systems, emphasizing their role in countering 
potential Iranian threats. 

 

B. Taiwan and U.S.-China Relations 

1. Support for Taiwan’s Sovereignty 
Rubio has been an outspoken advocate for Taiwan, framing its sovereignty 
as a critical issue for U.S. national security and global democracy. He views 
Taiwan as a frontline state in the struggle against Chinese authoritarianism. 

o He has supported arms sales to Taiwan, including advanced fighter 
jets and missile systems, to bolster its defense capabilities against 
potential Chinese aggression. 

o Rubio has emphasized the importance of U.S.-Taiwan military 
cooperation, including joint training and strategic planning. 

2. Legislative Initiatives to Counter China 
Rubio has introduced and supported several bills aimed at strengthening 
Taiwan’s defense and deterring Chinese aggression. 

o The Taiwan Peace Through Strength Act seeks to enhance U.S. 
military aid and establish high-level joint military planning with 
Taiwan. 

o He has also pushed for the creation of a task force to monitor and 
counter Chinese influence operations targeting Taiwan and other 
democratic nations. 

3. Implications for U.S.-China Relations 
Rubio’s stance on Taiwan has contributed to heightened tensions between 
the U.S. and China, with Beijing viewing U.S. support for Taiwan as a direct 
challenge to its sovereignty. 
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o His advocacy for robust U.S. involvement in Taiwan’s defense aligns 
with a broader strategy to contain China’s rise but risks escalating 
military confrontations in the region. 

 

C. Venezuela and Latin America 

1. Leadership on Policies Targeting Maduro’s Regime 
Rubio has played a prominent role in shaping U.S. policy toward Venezuela, 
where he has been a vocal critic of Nicolás Maduro’s authoritarian 
government. 

o He has supported sanctions targeting Venezuelan officials and state-
owned enterprises, aiming to pressure the regime into political 
reforms. 

o Rubio has also backed humanitarian aid initiatives for Venezuelan 
refugees and displaced persons. 

2. Advocacy for Sanctions and Intervention 
Rubio has called for a more assertive U.S. role in Latin America to counter 
the influence of authoritarian regimes and external actors such as Russia 
and China. 

o He has proposed increased funding for pro-democracy movements in 
Venezuela and Cuba, arguing that these efforts are essential to 
fostering regional stability. 

o Rubio’s rhetoric on Latin America often frames the region as a critical 
battleground in the fight against global authoritarianism. 

 

D. Russia and NATO 

1. Stronger NATO Commitments 
Rubio has been a consistent advocate for strengthening NATO as a means 
of countering Russian aggression in Europe. 
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o He has urged U.S. allies to meet their defense spending 
commitments and has supported increased U.S. military 
deployments in Eastern Europe to deter potential Russian incursions. 

o Rubio has also emphasized the importance of maintaining NATO’s 
strategic unity in the face of Russian disinformation and hybrid 
warfare tactics. 

2. Increased U.S. Military Presence in Europe 
Rubio has called for the modernization of U.S. military capabilities in 
Europe, including the deployment of advanced missile defense systems. 

o He has supported funding for joint military exercises with NATO allies 
to enhance readiness and demonstrate a unified front against 
potential Russian threats. 

o Rubio has also pushed for sanctions on Russia in response to its 
actions in Ukraine and interference in U.S. elections, framing such 
measures as essential to upholding international norms. 

 

Through his positions on these key issues, Marco Rubio demonstrates a clear 
commitment to a proactive and interventionist U.S. foreign policy. His advocacy 
for military strength, economic sanctions, and strategic alliances underscores his 
alignment with neoconservative principles and his belief in the importance of 
American leadership in addressing global challenges. 

 

IV. Analysis of Rubio’s Approach 

Marco Rubio’s foreign policy approach presents a mix of strategic advantages and 
significant risks. His steadfast belief in American leadership and interventionism 
aligns with the neoconservative tradition, emphasizing the projection of power to 
achieve global stability and the protection of democratic values. However, critics 
argue that such a strategy can lead to unintended consequences, including 
heightened geopolitical tensions, economic burdens, and the risk of perpetual 
conflicts. This section evaluates the potential benefits and drawbacks of Rubio’s 
foreign policy philosophy. 
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A. Benefits of Rubio’s Foreign Policy 

1. Strengthened Deterrence Against Adversaries 
A cornerstone of Rubio’s foreign policy is his emphasis on deterrence 
through strength. By advocating for increased military spending, advanced 
weaponry, and strategic alliances, Rubio seeks to prevent adversarial 
nations like Iran, China, and Russia from challenging U.S. interests. 

o Enhanced military readiness serves as a warning to potential 
aggressors, reducing the likelihood of direct confrontations. 

o Rubio’s advocacy for bolstering Taiwan’s defenses and supporting 
NATO allies demonstrates his commitment to maintaining peace 
through a credible threat of force. 

2. Reinforced Alliances and U.S. Leadership 
Rubio’s approach prioritizes revitalizing traditional alliances and building 
new partnerships to address global challenges collectively. 

o His strong support for NATO underscores the importance of 
multilateral cooperation in countering Russian aggression and other 
security threats. 

o By advocating for closer ties with democracies like Taiwan, Israel, and 
European allies, Rubio reaffirms the United States’ role as a leader in 
the liberal international order. 

o His initiatives to provide aid and support to pro-democracy 
movements strengthen U.S. soft power, demonstrating a 
commitment to shared values and mutual security. 

3. Promotion of Stability and Human Rights 
Rubio’s policies, particularly in Latin America and the Middle East, aim to 
address the root causes of instability by supporting democratic governance 
and economic reforms. 
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o Sanctions targeting authoritarian regimes and corrupt officials help 
to weaken oppressive governments while signaling U.S. solidarity 
with oppressed populations. 

o Rubio’s focus on addressing humanitarian crises, such as the refugee 
situation in Venezuela, positions the U.S. as a defender of human 
rights and global stability. 

 

B. Criticisms of Rubio’s Stance 

1. Risks of Escalating Conflicts Into Full-Scale Wars 
Critics argue that Rubio’s hawkish rhetoric and willingness to use military 
force could lead to unintended escalations. 

o His hardline stance on Iran, including the possibility of military action, 
risks triggering a broader conflict in the Middle East, with devastating 
consequences for the region and U.S. interests. 

o Increased military support for Taiwan may provoke China, leading to 
heightened tensions or even military confrontations in the Indo-
Pacific. 

2. Strain on Diplomatic Relations and Potential for Overreach 
Rubio’s interventionist policies often prioritize military solutions over 
diplomatic engagement, which could strain U.S. relationships with other 
nations. 

o His push for unilateral sanctions and aggressive posturing may 
alienate allies who favor more nuanced approaches to global 
challenges. 

o Rubio’s emphasis on military dominance risks overshadowing 
diplomatic initiatives, reducing opportunities for negotiated solutions 
to complex issues. 

3. Financial and Human Costs of Interventionist Policies 
The economic and human toll of Rubio’s foreign policy approach is a 
significant concern. 
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o Increased defense spending and extended military engagements 
require substantial financial resources, diverting funds from domestic 
priorities such as healthcare, education, and infrastructure. 

o Military interventions often result in civilian casualties, displaced 
populations, and long-term destabilization, undermining the very 
goals of peace and security that such policies aim to achieve. 

o Prolonged U.S. involvement in conflicts risks “war fatigue” among the 
American public, eroding support for future foreign policy initiatives. 

 

Conclusion of Analysis 

Marco Rubio’s foreign policy offers a clear vision of American strength and 
leadership, appealing to those who view the U.S. as a stabilizing force in an 
increasingly volatile world. However, the potential drawbacks of his approach—
escalated conflicts, strained alliances, and significant costs—highlight the 
challenges of balancing interventionism with pragmatism. While Rubio’s policies 
may deter adversaries and reinforce alliances, they also carry the risk of 
entangling the U.S. in costly and prolonged conflicts, raising questions about the 
sustainability and effectiveness of his neoconservative strategy. 

 

V. Neoconservatism in the Trump Administration 

The Trump administration’s foreign policy presented a curious blend of conflicting 
ideologies, initially characterized by a rejection of traditional neoconservative 
principles. Donald Trump campaigned on promises of non-interventionism, 
decrying the “endless wars” of previous administrations and emphasizing a more 
transactional, “America First” approach to foreign relations. However, Marco 
Rubio’s anticipated appointment as Secretary of State suggests a potential pivot 
toward a more hawkish and ideologically driven foreign policy, signaling a 
resurgence of neoconservative influence within the administration. This section 
examines the evolution of Trump’s foreign policy and Rubio’s potential role in 
reshaping its direction. 
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A. Trump’s Initial Rejection of Neoconservatism 

1. Campaign Promises to Avoid “Endless Wars” 
During his 2016 presidential campaign, Trump positioned himself as a critic 
of the interventionist foreign policies that characterized the Bush and 
Obama administrations. 

o He criticized the Iraq War, calling it a disastrous and costly mistake, 
and pledged to avoid similar entanglements in the future. 

o Trump’s “America First” platform prioritized domestic concerns over 
international ambitions, focusing on economic protectionism, border 
security, and reducing military commitments abroad. 

o His rhetoric appealed to voters weary of prolonged conflicts, 
particularly in the Middle East, and skeptical of the U.S. acting as the 
world’s policeman. 

2. Appointments Reflecting Mixed Foreign Policy Ideologies 
Early in his presidency, Trump’s key foreign policy appointments reflected a 
range of perspectives, from isolationist to hawkish. 

o Figures like Michael Flynn and Rex Tillerson indicated a preference 
for pragmatic diplomacy and strategic retrenchment. 

o Conversely, appointments such as John Bolton as National Security 
Advisor and Mike Pompeo as Secretary of State signaled a willingness 
to embrace neoconservative ideals, including a hardline stance 
against adversaries like Iran and North Korea. 

o This ideological diversity created inconsistencies in Trump’s foreign 
policy, oscillating between restraint and aggressive posturing. 

 

B. Rubio’s Potential Influence 

1. Shift in Tone and Approach Under Rubio’s Leadership 
Marco Rubio’s track record and rhetoric suggest that his leadership as 
Secretary of State would steer the Trump administration toward a more 
traditional neoconservative approach. 
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o Rubio’s emphasis on the moral imperative of U.S. leadership aligns 
with the neoconservative belief in America’s responsibility to 
promote democracy and counter authoritarian regimes. 

o His advocacy for robust military action against Iran, support for 
Taiwan, and opposition to regimes like Venezuela’s Maduro would 
likely result in a more interventionist and ideologically driven foreign 
policy. 

o Rubio’s influence could lead to a reinvigoration of U.S. commitments 
abroad, particularly in regions where adversarial powers seek to 
expand their influence. 

2. Balancing Trump’s “America First” Policy with Neoconservative Ideals 
Rubio’s challenge as Secretary of State would be reconciling his 
neoconservative philosophy with Trump’s “America First” framework, 
which prioritizes economic interests and national sovereignty over global 
engagements. 

o While Trump’s foreign policy often emphasized reducing U.S. 
involvement in conflicts, Rubio’s stance on issues like Iran and 
Taiwan could pressure the administration to adopt a more 
confrontational posture. 

o Rubio’s ability to articulate the strategic and moral rationale for U.S. 
interventions might appeal to Trump’s desire for “winning” on the 
global stage, reframing military and diplomatic actions as essential to 
preserving American dominance. 

o However, tensions could arise if Rubio’s approach conflicts with 
Trump’s skepticism of multilateralism and nation-building efforts. For 
example, Trump’s reluctance to engage in protracted conflicts might 
clash with Rubio’s support for sustained commitments to allies and 
pro-democracy movements. 
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Conclusion of Neoconservatism in the Trump Administration 

Marco Rubio’s appointment as Secretary of State would likely mark a significant 
shift in the Trump administration’s foreign policy, injecting a dose of 
neoconservative ideology into an otherwise unpredictable and transactional 
approach. While Trump’s initial rejection of “endless wars” and his focus on 
“America First” principles reflected a departure from neoconservatism, Rubio’s 
leadership could signal a return to interventionist policies aimed at preserving 
U.S. global influence. The extent of Rubio’s influence would depend on his ability 
to align his vision with Trump’s priorities, balancing the administration’s 
preference for pragmatic nationalism with the ideological tenets of 
neoconservatism. This potential shift underscores the dynamic and often 
contradictory nature of Trump’s foreign policy, reflecting the broader tension 
within the Republican Party between isolationism and interventionism. 

 

VI. Implications for the Future 

Marco Rubio’s anticipated appointment as Secretary of State under Trump signals 
a potential pivot in U.S. foreign policy that could have far-reaching implications. 
His alignment with neoconservative principles suggests a robust and 
interventionist strategy that may reshape America’s relationships with key global 
powers while reigniting debates over the sustainability and morality of such an 
approach. This section explores Rubio’s likely impact as Secretary of State and the 
long-term consequences of a neoconservative resurgence in U.S. foreign policy. 

 

A. Rubio’s Likely Impact as Secretary of State 

1. Potential Scenarios in U.S.-China Relations 
Rubio’s strong advocacy for Taiwan and his criticism of China’s 
authoritarianism indicate a likely escalation of tensions between the U.S. 
and China. 

o Military Dynamics: Increased U.S. arms sales to Taiwan and greater 
military cooperation could provoke Beijing, leading to heightened risk 
of confrontations in the Taiwan Strait. 
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o Economic Retaliation: Rubio’s push for sanctions against Chinese 
entities involved in human rights abuses or military aggression could 
trigger retaliatory measures, impacting global trade and supply 
chains. 

o Ideological Conflict: Rubio’s framing of U.S.-China relations as a 
battle between democracy and authoritarianism may deepen the 
divide, complicating efforts at diplomatic engagement on critical 
issues such as climate change and global health. 

2. Potential Scenarios in U.S.-Iran Relations 
Rubio’s hawkish stance on Iran, including his willingness to consider military 
action, could lead to increased volatility in the Middle East. 

o Nuclear Negotiations: A return to maximum pressure policies and 
additional sanctions could undermine diplomatic efforts to revive the 
Iran nuclear deal, increasing the likelihood of conflict. 

o Regional Escalations: Rubio’s support for Israel and Gulf allies may 
embolden these states to take more aggressive actions against Iran, 
further destabilizing the region. 

o Global Energy Markets: Rising tensions with Iran could disrupt oil 
supplies, exacerbating global economic uncertainties. 

3. Potential Scenarios in U.S.-Russia Relations 
Rubio’s advocacy for strengthening NATO and opposing Russian aggression 
in Ukraine suggests a more confrontational approach to Moscow. 

o Military Posturing: Increased U.S. military presence in Eastern 
Europe and expanded NATO commitments could provoke retaliatory 
measures from Russia, including cyberattacks and hybrid warfare. 

o Diplomatic Fallout: Rubio’s hardline stance on Russia may hinder 
cooperation on critical issues such as arms control, counterterrorism, 
and Arctic governance. 

o Energy Politics: Rubio’s support for sanctions on Russian energy 
exports could intensify global energy market volatility, particularly in 
Europe. 
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4. Challenges in Reconciling Interventionism with Public Sentiment 
While Rubio’s foreign policy aligns with neoconservative ideals, it may face 
resistance from a public increasingly skeptical of military interventions. 

o War Fatigue: Decades of U.S. involvement in conflicts in the Middle 
East have left many Americans wary of further entanglements. 

o Economic Concerns: The financial burden of interventionist policies, 
particularly during periods of domestic economic challenges, may 
erode public support. 

o Partisan Divisions: Rubio’s policies could deepen divisions within the 
Republican Party, where isolationist and nationalist factions 
challenge neoconservative priorities. 

 

B. Long-Term Consequences of a Neoconservative Approach 

1. Risks of Perpetual U.S. Entanglement in Global Conflicts 
A return to neoconservative policies under Rubio’s leadership risks drawing 
the U.S. into prolonged and costly conflicts. 

o Open-Ended Commitments: Efforts to counter authoritarian regimes 
and promote democracy may lead to open-ended military and 
financial commitments in unstable regions. 

o Escalation of Proxy Wars: Rubio’s policies could exacerbate proxy 
conflicts, particularly in the Middle East, Africa, and Asia, further 
entangling the U.S. in global disputes. 

o Unintended Consequences: Overreach in interventionist policies may 
destabilize regions, create power vacuums, and fuel anti-American 
sentiment, leading to blowback. 

2. Effects on America’s Global Reputation 
Rubio’s policies could enhance or damage America’s standing on the world 
stage, depending on their outcomes. 
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o Strengthened Alliances: A proactive approach to supporting allies 
and countering adversaries may reinforce America’s reputation as a 
reliable partner. 

o Erosion of Soft Power: Perceptions of American imperialism or 
disregard for sovereignty may undermine U.S. credibility and 
influence, particularly in the Global South. 

o Polarization in Global Governance: Rubio’s emphasis on ideological 
competition may deepen divisions in international institutions, 
making it harder to address transnational challenges collaboratively. 

3. Impact on Domestic Priorities 
A neoconservative approach to foreign policy could divert resources and 
attention from pressing domestic issues. 

o Economic Strains: Increased defense spending and foreign aid 
commitments may come at the expense of investments in 
infrastructure, education, and healthcare. 

o Political Polarization: Debates over interventionist policies could 
exacerbate domestic political divisions, complicating efforts to 
achieve bipartisan consensus on other issues. 

o Public Discontent: A perception that foreign policy priorities 
overshadow domestic needs may fuel populist backlash, challenging 
the long-term sustainability of Rubio’s approach. 

 

Conclusion of Implications 

Marco Rubio’s likely leadership as Secretary of State presents a dual-edged 
sword. While his policies may strengthen U.S. deterrence, reinforce alliances, and 
uphold democratic values, they also risk entangling the U.S. in costly and 
protracted conflicts with uncertain outcomes. The long-term consequences of a 
neoconservative resurgence could reshape America’s role in the world, for better 
or worse, depending on the balance Rubio strikes between interventionism and 
pragmatism. Ultimately, his approach will test the sustainability of 
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neoconservatism in a global landscape increasingly defined by complex and 
interconnected challenges. 

 

VII. Conclusion 

Marco Rubio’s alignment with neoconservative policies positions him as a 
significant figure in shaping the future of U.S. foreign relations. His steadfast 
belief in American exceptionalism, emphasis on military strength, and 
commitment to interventionist strategies reflect a deep adherence to the 
principles of neoconservatism. As Secretary of State under Donald Trump, Rubio’s 
leadership would likely signal a decisive shift toward a more assertive and 
ideologically driven foreign policy, marked by proactive efforts to counter 
authoritarian regimes and promote democratic values globally. 

 

Recap of Rubio’s Alignment with Neoconservative Policies 

Throughout his career, Rubio has consistently advocated for a foreign policy 
rooted in the projection of American power. His approach to key issues such as 
Iran’s nuclear ambitions, Taiwan’s sovereignty, Venezuela’s authoritarian regime, 
and Russian aggression exemplifies his commitment to neoconservative ideals. 
Rubio’s legislative initiatives and public rhetoric emphasize the importance of 
robust deterrence, strategic alliances, and the moral imperative of defending 
democracy. This alignment places him squarely in the tradition of policymakers 
who see the United States as a global leader with a unique responsibility to 
uphold international order. 

 

Reflection on the Risks and Opportunities of His Appointment 

Rubio’s appointment as Secretary of State presents both opportunities and 
significant risks. On the one hand, his leadership could bolster U.S. alliances, deter 
adversaries, and reaffirm America’s role as a champion of democratic values. His 
commitment to Taiwan, NATO, and pro-democracy movements could strengthen 
international coalitions and enhance global stability. Rubio’s ability to articulate a 
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clear vision for U.S. foreign policy may also provide much-needed coherence and 
direction in an administration often criticized for its unpredictability. 

However, the risks associated with Rubio’s neoconservative approach are 
considerable. His hawkish stance on Iran, China, and Russia could escalate 
tensions, potentially drawing the U.S. into costly and protracted conflicts. Rubio’s 
emphasis on military solutions and sanctions may strain diplomatic relations, 
alienate allies, and provoke retaliation from adversarial powers. Additionally, his 
policies could divert resources from pressing domestic issues, exacerbating public 
discontent and political polarization. Balancing these risks with the potential 
benefits of Rubio’s leadership will be a central challenge for the Trump 
administration. 

 

Closing Thoughts on the Broader Implications for U.S. Foreign Policy Under 
Trump’s Administration 

Marco Rubio’s tenure as Secretary of State would mark a pivotal moment in the 
evolution of Trump’s foreign policy. Initially characterized by skepticism toward 
interventionism and a focus on “America First” principles, the administration 
could pivot toward a more traditional neoconservative framework under Rubio’s 
influence. This shift would have profound implications for America’s role in the 
world, redefining its approach to adversaries, allies, and global challenges. 

The broader implications of this potential transformation extend beyond the 
immediate term. Rubio’s policies could reshape the international order, 
reinforcing America’s leadership while testing the limits of its power and 
influence. As the U.S. navigates an increasingly multipolar world, the tension 
between neoconservatism and pragmatism will remain a defining feature of its 
foreign policy. Ultimately, Rubio’s appointment offers an opportunity to reflect on 
the enduring relevance of neoconservative ideals and their place in a world that 
demands both strength and restraint. 

In this context, Marco Rubio’s leadership as Secretary of State could either 
reinforce America’s global standing or expose the vulnerabilities of an 
interventionist strategy in a rapidly changing international landscape. The 
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consequences of his tenure will not only shape the Trump administration’s legacy 
but also influence the trajectory of U.S. foreign policy for years to come. 
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