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SUMMARY

Tian Peng After establishment of the Soviet Union there was no legal framework for promoting Russian
language as a national one but in practice Russian language as the lingua franca was strengthened gradually.
At the same time government associated promotion of Russian language with forming of “the Soviet people”.
Lacking of distinction between language identity mark function and communication function nationalism in
some non-Russian Republics of the Soviet Union was rebound. Above-mentioned mistakes have language poli—

cy failed to effectively play a role as national identity.

Yu Xiaoli In past twenty years the chief executive of the Russian federal subjects were appointed or e—
lected alternately. In May 2012 a new electoral law became effective. The law stipulated that federal subject
governor still will be elected. This new electoral method can be called “quasi direct election”. In practice
change of electoral way of governor corresponds with change of Russian federalism closely. The change of the

way of electing governor is mirror of change in Russian federalism.

Zhang Hong History shows that there are a lot of contradictions and problems influencing social and
political stability during the process of transformation from traditional society to modern one. The Ukrainian
case reveals that the party politics involves three main relationship which influence political stability. The pa—
per points out that political party system design needs to consider political social and cultural conditions before
the transition. Slow development of the political party system hampers realization of political stability and po-

larization of political culture obstructs achievement of political stability

Su Chang This paper tries to build a quantification analysis model of political risk of Central Asian
countries. Comparing 2008 with 2012 political risk changes of those countries the author makes a quantitative
analysis of current political risks of Central Asia and anticipate its future trend. This paper believes that the
political risk of Central Asia overall shows ascendant trend. There is possibility of street politics in Central A—
sia. Of Central Asian countries Uzbekistan faces bigger political risk. Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan are in high

risk and high stability respectively. Low-evel conflict between Uzbekistan and Tajikistan may be on the cards.



