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SUMMARY
The Stalin Model: Failure to Handle Correctly Relations with Capitalism " Military
communism" was a probe of the Russian Communist Party to directly transit into communism. But
practice proved it was a mistake. To correct the mistake, under Lenin’s leadership, " military

communism "

was transferred to "New Economic Policy." This was a successful practice in which
Lenin utilized capitalism to lead Russia to socialism. After the death of Lenin, the leadership of the
Soviet Communist Party had a heated debate on the road of socialism. The faction led by Stalin
advocated direct transition towards socialism transcending the stage of development. Soon afterwards,
the New Economic Policy was abandoned. Stalin raised the theory of two parallel or mutually
antagonistic world markets. Under this theory, the Soviet Union was seriously antagonistic to the
world capitalist system, closed itself up in conservatism and refused to open up to the outside world,
excluding Western S&T results and management experience. Long engaged in arms race with the
United States, the Soviet economy was turned into a militarized or even ultra— militarized economy.
Such an economic model, seriously deformed, featured constant shortages of consumer goods and
declining people’s living standard, thus arousing discontent among the masses. The Soviet people
were very indifferent to the disintegration of the Soviet Union and the collapse of the socialist system

characterized by forceful transition despite poverty-

On Interactions between Russian Intellectuals and Politics in Transitional Period In the context
of social transition, relations between Russian academic circles and politics found obvious expression
in interaction features. T he interactions were reflected in two aspects in a concentrated manner: While
many intellectuals stopped their scholarly life to take up political career, many politicians squeezed
their way into the academic world. While Russian intellectuals engaged in political participation can be
divided into "thinkers", "reformers" and "servants", politicians returned to the academic world in the
form of writing books, taking the helm of scientific research institutes, and wining academic degrees
and titles, etc. According to the author, those who flowed from academics to politics greatly
outnumbered those who went the other way round. This was illustrative of Russian society’s
identification of knowledge and its realistic value, and the profound change that had taken place in the
course of social transition. More importantly, the two interaction tendencies have a deep impact on

the political and scientific development in Russian society during the transitional period.

On President Putin - sponsored Administrative Reform  After assuming the third Russian
presidency on May 7, 2000, President Putin always highlighted administrative reform. T he
administrative reform he first sponsored between May 2000 and April 2003 strengthened the
perpendicul ar leadership of central authorities over localities, showing great importance to the defense
of federative unification, sovereignty and territorial integrity. In May 2003, Putin again encouraged
the administrative reform. The first stage was to reduce state functions, streamline executive and
power organs so as to upgrade their work efficiency and facilitate market economy development. T he
second stage is to set up effective mechanism to settle disputes between citizens and the state through
improving the procedure of administrative litigation and the system of judicial organs. Presently, the
first stage of the administrative reform that Putin once again championed has come to an end. This
article is intended to study and give an account of the second administrative reform. It is to expound
the process and final results of the first— stage endeavors.

Conglomerate: Russian Governance This article narrates and analyzes the governance structure
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