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UN negotiations and Rio+20 (Antto Vihma) 

 

The lecture by Antto Vihma largely concentrated on providing a backdrop to 

today’s global environmental negotiations and the roles different coalitions have 

played in these processes. He offered a useful timeline of negotiations beginning 

from  Stockholm  in  1972  to  the  coming  Rio  +  20  conference  and  the  ways  in  

which  changing  global  power  structures  and  political  realities  have  played  

themselves out on the arena of environmental negotiations. In simplified terms 

the move from the Cold War era of a dichotomy of power and extreme distrust of 

international law, to the post Cold War era of cooperation and an age of “a 

widening  of  the  horizon  of  expectations”  and  finally  to  the  post  1990’s  age  of  

increasing multi-polarity and diversification of interests. This timeline gives a 

good backdrop to reflecting what the role of developing countries in general and 

the G77 in particular has had on the global arena and pondering the arguments 

of Williams (2005) on whether the Third World is still a relevant concept today.   

It was clear that Vihma largely agreed with the arguments made by Williams 

(2005)  in  his  article  on  the  continuing  relevance  of  the  Third  World.  It  is  

interesting  to  note  that  both  the  Williams  and  Vihma  seem  to  suggest  that  

although the G77/Third World/Global South may have lost some of its relevance 

in other political arenas it has played a significant role in shaping global 

environmental negotiations and that these negotiations may have even further 

institutionalized the concept, as argued by Williams (2005:63).  

However, according to Vihma the last decade has seen a simultaneous increase in 

both unilateralism and multi-polarity, which is also seen the environmental 

negotiations by the emergence of a variety of coalitions within the G77 such as 

BASIC, AOSIS, OPEC etc. which can have extremely diverging interests when it for 

example comes to climate negotiations. Still, in line with Williams (2005:53), 



Vihma was of the opinion that the “identity of exclusion” and what Williams, 

using the concept coined by Anderson, called the “imagined community” is still 

relevant and that although there is increasing divergence within the G77 it is still 

normatively and ideologically relevant. Vihma did however, bring forward that in 

the latest negotiations there has been more South-South clashes and that e.g. in 

Durban there was a coalition between the EU, AOSIS, LDCs and Africa versus 

India, China and USA. Vihma also argues that although there is a divergence e.g. 

in the interests of China and other developing countries China still needs the G77 

in order to ensure that it is not left alone against the rest of the world and 

interestingly that China brings something the G77 has never had i.e. unparalleled 

economic and political power (2010:9).  However, this brings forward the 

question whether this power brought by China will erode the common identity 

as it may “…slowly undermine the original raison d’être of the coalition, namely 

“the exclusion from world affairs” narrative” (Vihma, 2010:9) 

The lecture was interesting, unfortunately however we did not have time to go 

ask further questions. It would have been interesting to hear Vihma elaborate on 

whether he felt the G77 would have a crucial role in future global environmental 

negotiations in light of the fact that there has been increasing ‘clashes’ within the 

coalition.  
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