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Tong Wei and Igor Gorki In the past twenty years Russia carried out a series of pension reform.
With these reforms the coverage of endowment insurance was extended a pension insurance fund was estab—
lished the package level of endowment insurance was enhanced growth mechanism of basic old-age pension
was improved and development of non-state endowment insurance institutions was encouraged. The old-age
security system is transforming from the state total support to the combination of market regulation and state’ s

financial support.

Zhu Xinglong and Liu Wenge This paper carried out an empirical analysis of Russian enterprises in
transformation period and found that marketization of an enterprise is not necessary condition for economic
growth. Adversely excessive marketization probably result in economic stagnation and decline. The final out—
come marketization depends on the rationality of institution arrangement. The key is marketization of enterprise
should match with realistic demand of economic development. Institution arrangement must be flexible and tal-

lying with country’ s situation.

Shen Lihua Both Russia and Ukraine belong to the East Slavs. Kievan Rus’ is their common cradle the
Mongol invasion had Russia and Ukraine took a different path of development. Treaty of Pereiaslav led to the es—
tablishment of the Cossack Hetmanate in left-bank Ukraine under the? Russian Empire. Since then the Russian
Empire used various means to assimilate Ukraine. After the October Revolution as Republics of the Soviet U-
nion Russia and Ukraine experienced vicissitudes in the Soviet Union. Living together hundreds of years Russian
and Ukrainians did not become brotherhood but have implicated memory about the past. With different national

feelings Russia and Ukraine estranged from each other gradually after the collapse of the Soviet Union.

De Quanying and Jiang Shujuan The USA is making security strategy for Central Asia. Geographical—
ly the strategy took Afghanistan as the center covering Central Asia and South Asia. Economically this strat—
egy tries to promote and implement “trade and investment framework agreement between the USA and Central
Asia”  focuses on the development of trade in Great Central Asia help Central Asian countries to reduce trade
barriers promote integration between Central Asian countries and adjacent Afghanistan region. In energy
field American strategy makes effort to build northern transportation network which links with the Central Asi-
an Latvia and Russia. America also want to strength the cooperation with the Central Asian countries in secu—

rity area to ensure the transit of American forces in Afghanistan.



