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however reduces adjustment flexibility of Russia policy to the West and easily leads
tough measures in foreign policy such as using more military means and increasing the

regional tension.

Sino — Russian Cooperation at Security Council at the UN and its influence
Wang Zhichen
Heads ofChina and Russiamentioned many times in jointstatements to strengthen
coordination and cooperation within Security Council of the United Nations. Vote
cohesion index ( IVC) can be used as evaluation index of cooperation between the two
countries in Security Council of the UN. Overall the cooperation cohesion between
China and Russia in the Security Council is higher than that at the beginning of the end
of the cold war but after 2010 a subtle change appeared. China swingsbetween Russia
and America and China and Russia’s vote cohesion index droped for 4 years in a
row. Concerning the factors influencingthe cooperation between China and Russia within
the Security Councilthis paper puts forward the following assumptions: (1) there is
positive correlation between the Sino — Russian cooperation in the Security Council
andthe degree of bilateral relations between China and Russia; (2) there is negative
correlation between the Sino — Russian cooperation in the Security Council and the
strength” s widening gap between China and Russia. (3) there is correlation between
the Sino — Russian cooperation in the Security Council and the geographical position of a

country that legislation passed by the Security Council involved.

Labour Migration of Central Asian States in Russia Ji Xiang and Guo Xiaoqiong
Based ondata ofthe Russian Federal Migration Service and Rosstatstatisticsrelated
immigration this paper carried on the induction and consolidation of labor migration of
Central Asian states in Russia includingthe number the country gender and age
education level the industry and regional distribution. The paper also analyzed mutual
impact of labor migration of Central Asian states in Russia on the host country and
source countries. Finally the main direction of Russian immigration policy and

adjustment trend are predicted.

De - Russianization Process in Uzbekistan Wu Airong
In the early 1990 s Uzbekistan has started de — Russianization on a large scale in
various fields of social life in order to highlight its national independence. This article
tries to find out reason whyUzbekistan wants to de — Russianization introducing its
measures and evaluating the impacts of de — Russianization on the position of Russian
language its using scope and Russians’ life situation. Using and development of
Uzbek language have important influence on country’s culture education level

economy and national psychology.
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