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with lots of formidable tasks. It did make great efforts to solve the coordination of relevant departments arms
supplies sources of troops and transportation problems which had a direct impact on the outcome of the war
in Russia. By analyzing the effect of the Council of Ministers during the War we can draw a conclusion that
the Council of Ministers failed to provide strong support for the front military activities of Russia and the Czar
the Queen Group the Council of Ministers itself and other factors had influence on the activities of the
Council. The study of the military countermeasures as well as their results of the Russian Council of Ministers
during World War I provides us with new research materials and perspectives for further examination of the
causes of the outbreak of October Revolution and the end of the reign of Romanov dynasty in Russia.

Keywords: World War I Russia Council of Ministers

A Restudy of Several Issues in the Transformation of China’s National
Security Strategy in 1960s ('by NIU Jun)

Abstract: China’s national security strategy began to undergo a dramatic transformation in the middle of
1960s  which finally resulted in a historic shift of China’s foreign policy in the early 1970s that is the Sino—
US relations shifting from confrontation to reconciliation. Began roughly from 1964—1965 this transformation
was mainly initiated and implemented in the interaction of the following two systems. One is the system of Sino—
U.S. security relations and Sino—Soviet relations constructed in the Cold War system and the other is China’s
strategic decision-making system which gradually formed through handling the wars crises and defense affairs
after the founding of the People’s Republic of China. It will be very helpful for understanding the evolution and
basic characteristics of China’s strategic decision-making in the Cold War to deeply analyze and interpret the
transformation of these two systems since the mid-1960s and the interaction between them and in particular
how this interaction has triggered and promoted the transformation of China’s security strategy and foreign
policy. This study will also provide a more accurate start point to interpret why the establishment of Sino—U.S.
diplomatic relations( 1969—1978) and the “normalization” of Sino— Soviet relations( 1979—1989) respectively
took almost ten years.

Keywords: China’s foreign policy security strategy decision making Cold War ~ “Group of Four”

Logic Evolution of Marx” Criticism of Religion (by HU Jian)

Abstract: Marx” criticism of religion is by no means fragmentary; on the contrary it constitutes a logical
evolution from the criticism of religion to class conflicts and to the criticism of a political nation and then to the
criticism of civil society. Marx examined the criticism of religion before pointing out that the criticism of
religion should not limit itself to the criticism of religion itself but instead should also extend to the secular
dimension to grasp the essence of a political nation. The form of a political state hasnt eliminated religious
conflicts whose premise lies in the elimination of class conflicts. Although political emancipation confirms the
content of “human rights”in a civil society it makes “human rights” serve as the tool of “civil rights” in a
political state. This upside-down phenomenon reflects the objective opposition between a political state and a
civil society and also demonstrates that political emancipation does not mean the emancipation of man. The
revolution of a civil society is to reconstruct it by reconstructing its property relationship.

Keywords: criticism of religion political state civil society political emancipation emancipation of man

The Dialogue between Marxists and Christians during the 1960s and Its

Contemporary Significance ( by ZHANG Liang)
Abstract: In 1960s the Catholic Paulus-Gesellschaft organized a series of conferences of the dialogue
between “Christians and Marxists” which with the spread and comments via public media were socially
influential and historically significant. By reviewing the historical context of this series of conferences and
examining its themes ideological background and historical causes this article explores the possibility of
communication mutual understanding and reaching consensus to some extent between Marxism and
Christianity. When globalization has already been a trend today discourse power in various contexts still needs
to be expressed communicated understood and renewed in “dialogues” to achieve the grand target of
building “a community of shared future for mankind”.
Keywords: dialogue Marxists Christians 1960s
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