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SUMMARY

Zhang Yonggang & Fang Zhenbang A well — built government relation with big enterprises is
very important for a country 's healthy enterprise development and its political and economic stability -
But a country in economic transition is often apt to be beset by ill ~balances between them - In the ear-
ly period of Russian political and economic reform; the absence of institutional systems and the non—
institutional role of vested interest groups in public life seriously hampered social justice and adminis-
trative power- After 2000 the Russian government repaired the damaged administrative power and set
up a relatively stable government —enterprise relationship- Preventing the plunder of social resources
by interest groups to guarantee the equal game play of interest distribution mechanism has become a

key to Russia s healthy and harmonious political and economic development -

Dai Manchun & Liu Runqing Due to historical reasons and political factors the language policy of Bal-
tic countries is of strong political character- The policy has been used as a political tool to serve national inte~
gration- While taking into consideration people s language abilities and interest, the language law activated
the various groups of people; playing the role of redistributing interest to a considerable extent- The language
requirements for Baltic countries ~ citizenship applicants have well expressed the national standards- Their lan-

guage policy involves rich implications politically and diplomatically -

Guo Peng In the late 19805 and early 1990s the originally socialist countries in east and central Europe
took a drastic change- Ever since then the academic world has been following welfare system with great inter-
est- At that time all those countries without exception in the region opted for the political multi—party system
of parliamentary democracy and economic privatization for transition towards market economy- To suit the
changes of such macro—economic environment Poland and Hungary have made a radical reform of their wel-
fare system while Czech has always limited its reform within the framework of Otto Eduard Leopold Bismarck
or Beveridge mold- What is the institutional background of Czech s conservative reform, and what are the re-
sults? Is there any need to further the reform?

This article tries to give an answer to these questions- By studying the process of Czech ‘s welfare
system changes from the establishment and development of its welfare system and the reform meas-
ures taken by the Czech government in different periods. it gives a comprehensive elucidation of the
traces of Czech welfare system changes, analyses the reasons for the composition of its current welfare

system and the pressure facing it and finally makes a forecast of possible development trend-

Tong Wei Setting up a financial stability fund by saving the government ’s surplus income in re-
source —abundant period for use in drain period is an effective method to meet financial risk in unsus-
tainable financial expenditures and maintain long —term government budgetary stability. Out of this
purpose, and to resist mobility surplus, lower inflation pressures as well as to lessen dependence of
the national economy on energy resources, the Russian government set up a stability fund in 2004.
Within a short span of several years, the sustained increase of international crude oil prices has
brought a smart income to the Russian fund. As the current financial crisis spreads globally and the
world economic recession continues unabated; the fattened Russian stability fund has effectively sup-
pressed economic fluctuations, attenuated economic recession, quickened economic rehabilitation,

helped guarantee state budgetary balance and prevented financial and banking crises-



