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Editorial note

It was difficult to commit to a specific theme this year as so
much has changed so quickly. Wars have recently begun as soon
as they have ended, at the same time that traditional forms of
international relations have frayed and ruptured. Our committee
thought long and hard about what overarching idea could
represent all these changes. We concluded that “crisis and
continuity” best describes the period we find ourselves in. Today,
we seemingly live under a ‘polycrisis’: unrelated crises in
climate, politics, economics, etc., reinforce each other with
increasingly dire consequences. At the same time, what many
journalists present as an unprecedented era of change masks

a high degree of continuity in how we act and express our
beliefs.

If we zoom out, we must ask Drew Harris
whether these crises present a VOX
temporal end or a cyclical period.  president
of creative destruction.

re we witnessing

more crisis or more continuity?
That is up to you to decide.

Our contributing authors have written a diverse
range of articles on topics from the rise of Middle
Powers to the semiotic crisis of digitised media, a
potential credit crisis and beyond. We are happy to
present an edited collection of these articles for your
pleasure.
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Middle

“The power of the less powerful begins with honesty,” argued Mark Carney (2026) in his World Economi
Forum speech. He suggests that middle powers must recognise that the global order is undergoing a fundamental
rupture rather than a gradual transition. In a system where great powers increasingly use economic integration,
tariffs, and financial infrastructure as tools of coercion, middle powers face growing structural constraints.
This essay argues that middle powers must respond by acting honestly in two ways: first, by recognising how the
global order has changed; and second, by adopting strategies that reflect these new conditions. While some argue
that economic coercion is not new and that coalitions are unreliable, this essay evidences that these critiques
ultimately strengthen the case for coordinated middle-power action. By confronting these counterarguments
directly, it becomes clear that middle powers retain meaningful agency, but only if they adapt to the realities of a
more openly competitive and politicised international system.
Globalisation is no longer a neutral or purely economic system. Instead, it is increasingly used

by great powers to pursue strategic and geopolitical objectives. Economic interdependence,
“The global once seen as a stabilising force, is now frequently weaponised. Both middle and small
powers believed that close interaction with the United States would relieve the threat its

order I:S power could pose and, instead, bring actual economic benefit to the nation. This is no
undergoing longer true. This shift is evident in the economic policies of the Trump administration.
a In 2026, the United States threatened tariffs on several European countries, including
fundamental the UK, unless they made concessions over Greenland. This demonstrates a clear shift.
rupture” Economic tools are no longer separate from geopolitical strategy but are directly

integrated into it.
This development has wider implications. Scholars argue that the increasing use of economic

coercion has weakened trust in multilateral trade institutions and encouraged states to adopt defensive
economic strategies (Kim, 2025). Rather than relying on open markets, states are prioritising resilience, security,
and autonomy. Aggarwal and Reddie (2025) reinforce this point, showing that trade and investment policies are
now used to protect strategic industries and secure critical supply chains. The US CHIPS Act, for example, is
designed to increase domestic semiconductor production and reduce reliance on China, illustrating how
industrial policy has become a central tool of geopolitical competition.
A common counterargument is that this behaviour is not new. The 1985 Plaza Accord is often cited as evidence
that economic coercion has long been a feature of great power politics. In that case, the United States pressured
Japan and West Germany to revalue their currencies, significantly affecting their economic competitiveness. From
this perspective, current developments represent continuity rather than change, and claims of a rupture are
overstated.
However, this argument overlooks a key distinction: the issue is not whether economic coercion exists, but how it
is used. The Plaza Accord involved coordinated and largely private negotiations among allies within an
established institutional framework. In contrast, recent tariff threats are public, unilateral, and explicitly linked to
territorial or political demands. This change in visibility and directness alters the nature of economic statecraft.
What was once a relatively discreet tool has become an overt instrument of pressure.
This shift has important consequences for middle powers. Traditional strategies such as quiet diplomacy, reliance
on international institutions, and assumption of rule-based stability are less effective
in an environment where rules are more easily bypassed or ignored. Middle powers can no longer
assume that economic integration will provide protection or predictability. Instead, they must
recognise that interdependence itself can be a source of vulnerability. This recognition is central to Carney’s
call for honesty. Without an accurate understanding of the current system, effective responses
are not possible.




In response to these changes, middle powers must adapt their strategies. One key
approach is to strengthen multilateral cooperation, build coalitions, and focus on areas
where they have credibility and influence. Aydin (2021) argues that middle powers
are most effective when they act collectively, particularly in areas such as conflict
mediation, security cooperation, and institutional development. Acting alone,
middle powers have limited leverage. Acting together, they can shape outcomes more
effectively. Recent examples support this argument. In 2025, the UK and France led
the formation of the Coalition of the Willing, bringing together more than 30 countries to
coordinate support for Ukraine. This initiative demonstrated that middle powers can organise collective action
even in a fragmented international environment. Similarly, Canada’s proposed Defence, Security, and Resilience
Bank represents a form of institutional innovation. By pooling resources for joint defence investment, it allows
participating states to enhance their capabilities while reducing individual costs and risks. These examples
illustrate how middle powers can respond pragmatically to structural constraints.
However, a significant counterargument challenges this optimism. Critics argue that coalitions are inherently
unstable and therefore unreliable as long-term strategies. The sanctions regime imposed on Russia after 2022 is
often cited as evidence. While initially coordinated, the coalition weakened over time. Hungary blocked certain
EU measures, while countries such as India, Brazil, and South Africa either refused to participate or expanded
economic ties with Russia. As economic costs increased, national interests diverged, undermining the coalition's
cohesion.
This critique raises an important point. Collective action is difficult to sustain. However, it does not invalidate
coalition building as a strategy. Instead, it highlights the need for more carefully designed and realistic coalitions.
The Russia sanctions coalition faced challenges because it relied on broad participation from states with different
threat perceptions, economic dependencies, and political priorities. In such a diverse group, sustained unity is
difficult to maintain.
By contrast, more targeted coalitions such as the Coalition of the Willing operate on a different model. They are
built around a core group of states with shared strategic interests and a higher level of commitment. In these
arrangements, participation is more selective, and the risk of fragmentation is reduced. Limited defection by
peripheral members does not undermine the entire structure. This makes such coalitions more resilient and better
suited to the current international environment.
It is also important to recognise that no strategic tool is without limitations. The goal is not to find perfect
solutions but to identify approaches that provide relative advantages. For middle powers, acting collectively offers
significantly more leverage than acting alone. Even imperfect cooperation can enhance bargaining power,
distribute costs, and increase influence.
In addition, middle powers can complement coalition building with niche strategies. By focusing on specific areas
where they have expertise or credibility, such as peacekeeping, development finance, or regulatory leadership,
they can punch above their weight. Institutional innovation, such as the DSR Bank, further expands its capacity
to act. These approaches demonstrate that middle powers are not passive actors but can adapt creatively to
changing conditions.
The global order is increasingly shaped by the strategic use of economic and political tools by great powers. The
example of US tariff threats linked to Greenland illustrates how economic integration is now used openly for
geopolitical purposes. While historical precedents such as the Plaza Accord show that economic coercion is not
new, its current form is more direct, visible, and difficult to manage within existing frameworks.
Although coalitions can weaken over time, the experience of sanctions against Russia does not invalidate
collective action. Instead, it shows the importance of building smaller, more aligned coalitions. Middle powers
retain agency through multilateral cooperation, institutional innovation, and targeted partnerships.
Ultimately, Carney’s emphasis on honesty is well placed. Recognising the realities of the current system is a
necessary first step. The counterarguments considered here do not undermine this position but reinforce it:
middle powers are most effective when they acknowledge constraints and respond through coordinated,
practical strategies.
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This investigation draws a path through the story of rising control over women’s bodies in the

USA, along with the current rise of the “alt-right” - a political grouping categorised by its
extremist beliefs and links to white nationalism (Merriam-Webster, 2025). The parallel
movements of pronatalism and the alt-right are interlinked in ways that remain

“Waste not
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largely unexplored in political philosophy. Still, their developments pose an imminent am not being

challenge to women’s rights in the US.

Through the political development of the pronatalist ideology — defined as the belief
that governmental policy should incentivise women to give birth (Sherman, 2025a) —an  ~ Margaret
impending political crisis is emerging in the US. The challenge will not be that of falling birth Atwood
rates, but of the alt-right’s growing sentiment of women’s role being solely that of child-rearing,

wasted. Why
do I want?”

and the larger political implications of this messaging.
On its surface, pronatalism may seem justly concerned with ensuring the future survival of Western states by
creating new generations of workers and consumers. However, beneath this heroic facade swirls a milieu of
women objectified for their reproductive capabilities — especially when combined with the alt-right’s push for
more traditional roles for women. Dangerous policy positions are already beginning to be implemented,
which shift focus onto “traditional family values” and encroach upon women’s political freedoms.

In the US, it is clear to see how the alt-right has already grasped the political landscape through the re-
election of Donald Trump in 2024. Unlike his 2016 win, this election cannot be discounted as a “fluke”, in
which false campaign promises took in unsuspecting citizens. This win was a victory for the alt-right and for
populism. The US had made its choice — for further isolationism, peddling of traditional family values, and
restrictions on women’s rights. But Trump’s second term has not merely revived conservative policies — it
has brought the new alt-right of tech elites into the mainstream, in contrast to the Grand Old Party
positions that Trump previously straddled (Sherman, 2025b).

The development of Elon Musk’s political partnership with Trump (despite it being peppered with rows) is
evidence of this change. Experts of far-right movements see Musk’s lobbying with far-right parties around
the world as “building a shared ideological framework, changing the paradigm of politics” (Ingram and
Horvath, 2025). Central to this new alt-right ideology is ethnonationalism, which has become deeply
ingrained in many of the Silicon Valley elites’ political agenda. Here comes an implicit link to pronatalism
(Williams, 2025). After all, with births in the US remaining staunchly below the replacement rate and a deep
aversion to foreign national workers, Musk’s philosophy quickly creates the question: who will populate the
future factories of his tech empire?

For Musk, the answer lies in a movement that pushes women to maximise their “baby-making potential”.
This pronatalist alt-right, with tech pioneers at its forefront, has created a new norm in the US, where
“instead of teaching fear of pregnancy, we should teach fear of childlessness.” (@ElonMusk, 2024).
Unbeknownst to many, political levers are already being pulled to implement Musk’s policy aims. For
instance, Trump recently launched a national public transport project that prioritises communities with birth
rates above the national average (Sherman, 2025a). Similar projects are beginning to gain traction across the
US to encourage women to have more children and to take on more household responsibilities.




These sly implementations of pronatalist policy are part of a broader political picture, where, before we
know it, women’s socioeconomic interests have been reshaped such that child-rearing as a
lifelong occupation appears the only sensible path. Moreover, pronatalism is now infiltrating US
news, legal battles, and perhaps most importantly, social media. The influence that Musk now holds
as the owner of the platform “X” cannot be understated, and with his belief that
“collapsing birth rate is the biggest danger civilization faces by far” (Sherman,
2025a), we will surely see a growing bias for pronatalism across the internet.
Musk’s friend and pronatalist ally, Malcolm Collins, believes that “the problem is
most acute in countries that are ... educated, where women have rights” (Kleeman, 2024).
Collins is a keen proponent of the pronatalist movement, even owning an advocacy group to lobby
for the cause. Thus, petitioning from the Silicon Valley alt-right seems to be paying off — with
Trump nodding along at pronatalist conferences and spouting the ethnonationalist wish for “many more
beautiful American children” (Sherman, 2025b).
Although many may argue that pronatalism is a separate ideology from the alt-right, the growth of both
sentiments is inextricably linked. Most saliently, ethnonationalism links the two and is well documented among
current prominent US government figures. There are a myriad of migration, deportation, and trade policies
thatTrump has enacted throughout his time in office, which indicate that racial bias has informed governmental
decision-making (Chellaney, 2026). For example, the December 2025 policy which adds a further 20 countries
(most of which are African states) to the US travel ban list. These entry restrictions aim to minimise security
threats, yet most of the listed states have almost no history of transnational terrorism, implying that the
sanctions are instead due to the President’s personal biases (Chellaney, 2026).
Many proponents of the pronatalist movement appear to internalise staunchly negative views of non-white,
working-class immigrants to the US, under the guise of a preference for preserving a white “All-American”
demographic. It follows that pronatalists must hold some ethnonationalist sentiment; otherwise, the movement
would logically welcome migration from high-birth-rate countries to replenish populations. “Ethnonationalism is
implicit in the pronatalist narrative: a low birthrate can’t be offset by migration, because they are not talking
about people in general. They are talking about the right kind of people.” (Williams, 2025).
This level of disdain for migrants, shown as an undercurrent in both the alt-right and pronatalist movements, is
both illogical and damaging to the rights of women. Investigations by UN Women have shown that women are
most at risk during the migratory process (Stasio, 2025); despite pronatalist posturing that women are at the
forefront of their movement, there are already implications that this treatment applies only to the “right kind” of
woman.
Yet, even for the women who fit the criteria for the pronatalist movement — white, married, American citizens —
can the imposition of these traditional views really be anything but objectifying and limiting for their wider lives?
In an interview with the Collinses, wife and mother Simone gave the chilling statement that “We’re going to keep
going until physically I can no longer have kids — and that will be when they forcibly remove my uterus”
(Williams, 2025). Pronatalism’s and the alt-right’s objectifying principles reduce women’s experiences to merely
that of the womb — to be exploited, until it is no longer useful. Therefore, this rise of alt-right pronatalist
rhetoric presents a step back to times when women were valued merely as status symbols of fertility and tools for
a continued family bloodline.
Overall, this essay has aimed to prove that the rise of the US alt-right shares an ideology parallel with the
pronatalist movement. In conjunction, the two movements could create a crisis for women’s rights and drastically
alter social norms around being a wife and mother. I have aimed to show that in a just society, where democracy
is not held only in the hands of the Silicon Valley elites, the programme of alt-right pronatalist policies, which are
slowly finding their way into US law, should not be implemented. I hope to inspire contemplation and action in
the political landscape currently being reshaped for women
in the US, and further afield.
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Digitised media and communication has resulted in a semiotic crisis which has destabilised our ability to

effectively communicate political and social ideas that might make progress towards humanitarian
improvement. Political and capital forces have taken advantage of this condition for narrow benefit, and
to the greater detriment of unaware subjects. Post-modern and post-structuralist philosophers of the
20th century have equipped modern generations with the tools to understand this crisis. Still, it remains
for us to find solutions, which must reckon with the unsettling realities of contemporary semiosis.
The first important framework for understanding contemporary media is Baudrillard’s (1981) theory of
simulacra and the hyperreal. Although it was originally applied to television and radio mass media
(Baudrillard, 1991), recent work has applied the theory to contemporary digital media environments
(Kessel et al., 2025; Ren, 2025; Xie, 2025). Baudrillard identified that by interacting with the world
through media, we are interacting with hyperreality: it becomes impossible to distinguish between signs
which correspond to underlying reality, and signs which have no underlying referent, simulacra. When
the extent to which signs correspond to meaning becomes disentangled from underlying reality, the
nature of the believed real is manifested by the simulacra themselves.
This is possible because, as Derrida (1978) articulated, fixed centres around which structures exist are
themselves signs which refer to other signs and can therefore be deconstructed. For Derrida, this can
liberate us to critique structures and explore interpretations. His critiques attempt to artificially restore a
fixed centre as incoherent or violent. However, hyperreal media displaces belief in the original fixed
centre (a shared underlying reality) without the subject realising it. This creates a situation in which
subjects believe that signs correspond to a shared underlying reality when, in fact, they correspond to a
local reality formed out of smaller-scale digital-social relations; signs are interpreted through competing
micro-narratives rather than meta-narratives, as described by Lyotard (1984). Digital-social relations
which serve in this way might be ideological, religious, or cultural, and substitute themselves for the fixed
centre. Subjects who are unaware of hyperreality persist in the belief in a stable referent and mistake local
micro-narratives for the formerly shared reality. The difference between contemporary hyperreality and
that which Baudrillard identified, for example, in the media portrayal of the Gulf War, is that in the
latter case, society in general received a single hyperreality with consistent simulacra. Now, there are
divergent, often contradictory coexisting hyperrealities. That is why, as objectionable as the former may
be, the latter rises to the level of a semiotic crisis.
Jurgen Habermas’ (1964) use of the concept of the public sphere allows us to explain how this crisis
changes political communication. Habermas argues that the public sphere is a situation in which popular
discourse shapes public opinion. He argued that it was a social invention of the Enlightenment
bourgeoisie, which enabled public opinion to form and effect change independent from state
representation. He (1992) argued that modern democracies are driven by incentives and compromise
rather than the authentic realisation of public opinion, which would require the restoration
of the public sphere, and that mass-marketisation of the media has returned
to the public a passive condition. Currently, the nature of digital
media is such that “mainstream media” must engage in a two-
“once shared reality is way dialogue with public-generated discourse,

deconstructed, it cannot and the online content that receives widespread

be restored” popularisation is driven directly by public attention




In this way, the public once again shapes public opinion. However, unlike the coffeechouses
and pamphlets of the 18th century, which Habermas lauds, users engage in
dialogue subject to the hyperreal condition. Bots and misinformation are engaged in
the same way as with truth and real users, and descriptive debates replace the
normative due to the lack of a shared reality. This grossly distorted public sphere
does not propel human discourse towards new progress, but rather serves populists,
propagandists, and profit Scholars have explored how the nature of epistemic bubbles and
echo- @ chambers online can lead reasonable people to adopt irrational beliefs (Ruiz and Nilsson, 2022;
Nguyen, 2018). It is not sufficient to say that discourse can be restored by expecting a higher quality or
quantity of research from subjects, because subjects do test information against a reality in which they
believe, the localised hyperreality, rather than a reality shared with those outside of the subject’s epistemic
bubble. In the context of an epistemic bubble, signs which signify beliefs held by that community are less
credible than those which contradict them. This is not necessarily due to any epistemic vice on the part
of the subject, because in a space of shared reality rather than hyperreality, the same epistemic method
would be reliable. Political debates, therefore, increasingly concern descriptive questions about reality
rather than normative questions about what values and goals ought to be prioritised, or what policy best
fulfils shared values and goals. With a shared reality, a US conservative arguing with a US liberal could
argue about whether it is better for standards of living and economic growth to have this or that volume
of immigration. In contrast, they must now first settle the argument about the true scale of current
immigration, and even whether that immigration occurs because of market or conspiratorial forces.
Because most subjects are unaware of their condition, actors can cultivate hyperreality for their own
benefit. Russian disinformation deliberately seeks to destabilise foreign political discourse online by its
fragmentation into divergent narratives (Paul and Matthews, 2016; Sinelnik and Hovy, 2024; Marigliano
et al., 2024). Technology companies optimise for engagement and attention using algorithms; this creates
the aforementioned epistemic bubbles and echo chambers, and distorts even non-political social relations,
such as beauty or fitness standards. In this case, rather than a more consistent ideological or religious
view, the underlying shared reality is replaced by unrealistic social, physical, or lifestyle expectations.
Russian disinformation cultivates hyperreality to influence material political outcomes, but technology
companies intend only to ensure that users increase their consumption and engagement. In both cases,
the deconstruction of shared reality empowers actors who affect digital architecture.

In conclusion, the theoretical tools of 20th century philosophy allow us to
interpret the empirical situation of contemporary digital media as a crisis

of semiosis, in which hyperreality has eroded our ability to interpret meaning
and to participate faithfully in discourse. Philosophers of the moment

must pave the way to restore stability, given that technological progress
cannot be abandoned and that once shared reality is deconstructed, it cannot
be restored.
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The 2020s has thus far been a decade defined by volatility. Pandemics, wars and political

upheaval have cast the increasingly interdependent globe under a shadow of uncertainty,
turning Western nations further away from Postmaterialist values back to Materialism. In
the UK, living standards have stagnated and high-level cost-push inflation has become
the new normal, driven by supply-side economic shocks beyond our government’s
control. Such issues are pushing people away from the traditional centre of politics and
diminishing politicians’ already weak emphasis on climate, turning the country away from

the action needed to protect it: becoming energy independent.
In this article I will seek to explain why transitioning to a self-sufficient model of green energy generation

1s imperative to shield ourselves from future existential crises.
Becoming energy independent would provide the UK with much-needed economic stability and make us
far more resilient to economic shocks. Dependence on fossil fuels and energy imports has cost the UK
£183bn since 2021 (Energy & Climate Intelligence Unit, 2025), more than the total cost of NHS health
services in 2024/25. Consumers have spent a total of £124bn more than anticipated on road fuels and
household energy bills over the four years, and the cost of government support schemes to help fund this
totalled £64bn over the period. This is a result of turbulent oil prices from repeated external economic
shocks, from war in Ukraine and the Middle East, falling demand for fossil fuels and decreasing global
free trade. During the Russian invasion of Ukraine in 2022, Brent crude oil prices peaked at $119 per
barrel, not returning to 2021 levels of $70 until March 2025. Within less than a year of oil prices at a
manageable level, Trump’s strikes on Iran have caused a further shock to oil markets, with prices reaching
$119 on March 8th, 2026 (TradingEconomics, 2026). By allowing ourselves to be so dependent on oil, we
make volatile oil prices a deeply systemic issue for the UK. For example, the ongoing war in Iran and
restriction on the Strait of Hormuz has caused oil prices to skyrocket, leading to deep worldwide
uncertainty and economic risk. Growth forecasts for the UK in 2026 have been scaled back from 1.2% to
0.7%, the biggest decrease in the G20, as a result of war in the Middle East (OECD, 2026). So not only is
dependence on foreign oil directly costing the UK government every day, but it also reduces our nation’s
capacity to grow, forcing our economy into a two-pronged trap of import dependency.

Governments across the globe are becoming more and more concerned each day that we are inching
closer to large-scale war. The UK is increasing defence spending to 2.5% of GDP, recruiting more
soldiers and placing emphasis on our understanding of modern warfare in an attempt to move towards
greater “military readiness” (Institute for Fiscal Studies, 2025). Despite all of this preparation we
continue to remain vulnerable to the most immediate threat posed in the event of war: a breakdown in
global trade that will leave us unable to power our country. Prior to the Ukraine War in 2022, Russia was
the UK’s largest energy supplier, supplying us with 24% of our refined oil and 9% of our unrefined oil, as
well as 18% of our diesel (Bolton, 2023). As of 2026, the UK’s primary oil suppliers are Norway, USA,
Libya, Algeria and Kazakhstan respectively (OEC, 2026). Most of these countries are not sufficiently
politically reliable in the event of a global crisis and not geographically accessible enough to justify the
continuation of dependence on their exports to power our national grid. The UK must recognise
energy independence as a matter of national security, rather than just as an economic goal. In the
event that the UK were to be drawn into a war, we would be extremely vulnerable to enormous
energy shortages.














































