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ECOPOLITICS PODCAST: Additional Pedagogical Resources (Episode 7)

Episode 7: Multilateral Agreements and International Governance in Global EcoPolitics

Overview: Dr. Radoslav Dimitrov (Western University) demystifies the politics of negotiating
multilateral environmental agreements (MEAs). He also explains why some MEAs are essentially

"hollow" or "empty" despite appearing to onlookers as legitimate institutions.

Key Takeaways

Multilateral Environmental Agreements (MEAs) are diverse, with some conventions and
protocols having very specific objectives and outcomes while other MEAs offer only a
broad, often weak “political declaration” on specific global environmental issues (Dr.
Dimitrov, 3:26-4:25).

International environmental negotiations are complex political meetings that are
affected by differential access to resources and representation. While mostly public
events, key discussions may be hidden from the public, with civil society, industry groups
and the media being excluded from specific conversations.

Some of our global governance institutions were never designed for success. These
so-called empty institutions are then “used as a political tool to neutralize any political
pressures for meaningful policy at the international level and that effectively legitimizes
the gap in governance or collective action on important issues” (Dr. Dimitrov,
00:00-00:41).

Discussion Questions

1.

What do you think makes a multilateral environmental agreement “hollow” or “empty”,
and how could that be prevented?

What do you think is more important for a successful multilateral environmental
agreement, the interests of the key actors involved, the nature and scope of the
environmental problem, or the ease with which proposed policy solutions can be
implemented?

What role do you think each of the following play in making multilateral environmental
agreements a challenge to implement: a) the lack of global enforcement mechanisms;
b) the competitive relationship among states in the international system; c) the tensions
between environmental and economic priorities; and d) difficulties monitoring results at
a national level.

What do you see as the role of knowledge (including how it is constructive discursively)
in the establishment of | multilateral environmental agreements? How does this affect
the power dynamics among actors seeking to shape MEAs?
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Learn more about our Guest

Dr. Radoslav Dimitrov

Select articles and videos
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Explore resources mentioned in this episode:
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