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Research on Public Attitudes towards China in Australia;: An Analy-
sis of the Annual “Australia and the World” Survey from 2007-2012
Zhai Huixia

Abstract: On the basis of analysis of six years of opinion survey data on
perceptions of China taken from the Australia Lowy Institute for Internation-
al Policy “Australia and the World” opinion survey from 2007-2012, this ar-
ticle describes Australian public opinion towards China from multiple per-
spectives, discuss the effects of these perceptions towards China, and offers
suggestions for how to enhance favorable impressions of China In sum, it
finds that the China factor plays an increasingly important role in Australian
public opinion with respect to the world, and the Australian public’s views
of China continue to become more pluralistic and multi-dimensional. The
views of the Australian public towards China’s development also continue to
become more complex.

Key Words: Australia and China Relations; Public Opinion; China’s
Image; Public Diplomacy
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Rulings of the International Court of Justice on Disputes over Islands
and Reefs and Protecting Rights to the South China Seas: The Expe-
rience of Southeast Asian States and Lessons for China
Shao Jianping and Liu Ying

Abstract; The Southeast Asian states of Malaysia, Indonesia and Singapore
have successfully resolved disputes over overlapping claims to islands and reefs
through the International Court of Justice In ruling on the cases of disputed sover-
eignty over islands between Indonesia and Malaysia and Indonesia and Singapore,
the International Court of Justice considered a full range of factors, including: ef-
fective control, inheritance, estoppel and the principle of prior possession. The ca-
ses of Malaysia and Indonesia and Indonesia and Singapore resolving their respec-
tive maritime territorial disputes through the International Court of Justice offers
certain lessons for China with respect to how it might better defend its sovereignty
over the South China Seas.

Key Words: International Court of Justice; Southeast Asian States;
South China Seas; Sovereignty

About the Authors: Shao Jianping is a PhD Student in the Institute of In-
ternational Studies at Yunnan University; Liu Ying is a MA Student in the
Institute of International Studies at Yunnan University

— 160 —



