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a-vis Japan’s official development assistance (ODA) policies towards China and
India. Academic studies have rarely involved cross country empirical research on
this topic. In this regard, the differences and changes with respect to how a donor
country determines policy towards targeted recipient states are colored by the
characteristics of the roles that donor states take on. In granting ODA, donor
states consider both their interests as well as aid effectiveness, while also
considering international norms and their domestic audience-thus featuring the
characteristics of both economic actors as well as social actors. The adjustments
that Japan has made vis-da-vis its ODA policies towards China and India respectively
offer an excellent example of how its role as an economic actor was further
mediated by its role as a social actor.

Key Words: Japanese Official Development Assistance; Foreign Aid;
Economic Actor; Social Actor

Status Quo Preferences and the Escalation or Resolution of Territorial

Disputes Dong Zuozhuang

Abstract: On the basis of existing attitudes vis-a-vis the status quo,
parties to a dispute can be classified as “states asserting a sovereign claim”
and “states satisfied with the status-quo. ” The respective probability of these
two types of states becoming a “challenger” in a dispute varies significantly.
In terms of the dynamics influencing whether escalation occurs around a
particular territorial dispute, in cases where both parties are “ states
asserting sovereign claims,” they generally have limited bargaining range,
and the chances of open conflict are relatively higher than cases in which
different types of states face off in a dispute. In terms of whether states can
bring the territorial dispute to resolution, where the states involved assert
sovereign claims, it is relatively easier to overcome challenges around
incomplete information, and as such the probability of resolution is higher.

Key Words: Territorial Disputes; States Asserting Sovereign Claims;
States Satisfied with the Status-quo; Incomplete Information

Maritime Competition in the Indian Ocean and India’s Strategic
Response Li Jiasheng

Abstract: The objective of India’s maritime strategy is to achieve
dominance in the Indian Ocean, and India has adopted different strategic
responses to the involvement of other states. India’s efforts to resist
American involvement in the Indian Ocean gradually evolved into a balanced
and autonomous strategic response characterized by a mixture of resistance
and cooperation. With respect to China and Japan, India has adopted
strategic responses characterized by resisting a dominant Chinese role and
cooperating with Japan to build joint dominance in the region. Meanwhile,
for Australia, India has maintained a strategy of guarded cooperation for a
long time India’s strategic responses can be explained comprehensively by
considering its threat perceptions and expected payoffs.
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