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Shao Liying The Origin Change and Effect of Russian Property in Jerusalem

Since the 11" century Russia has dispatched envoys to Jerusalem. In 1847 Russia sent
religious missions to Jerusalem and asked them to station there. From then on religion has
become increasingly strong in the holy city. The religious missions bought landed property
built house and established the bases of Orthodox Christians in Jerusalem. Although Russia
infiltrated Middle East in the form of religion it had a genuine purpose which was politics—
based reflecting its ambition to control the whole world. The religion and property of Russia
in Jerusalem will become a political veil for Russia to interfere in Middle East affairs. So we
need to pay enough attention to such religion-based way to expand regional political influence

while analyzing international relations.

Zhang Laiyi The Muslim’s Jadidism Movement in Modern Russia

Facing the drastic disparity between Muslims and the West as well as Russians in
education Ismail Bey Gasprinskii launched the magnificent Jadidism Movement in the 1880s
aiming at reforming traditional Islamic education covering various aspects such as phonetic
styles learning systems teaching methods programs of studies and curriculums and the
selection and edition of teaching materials. The Jadidism Reform accelerated the development
of Russian Muslim education from religious education toward secular education lifting it to
modern educational level. The Jadidism Reform Movement starting from “New Style School ”
was gradually developed into a comprehensive movement of social culture and religious
reform and thus built a bridge for Muslims who were self-isolated for ages to step out of the

Middle Ages and march onto the modern world.

Li Dan On Gag Rule Passed by the U. S. Congress that Prohibited Speech of Abolitionists
Jrom 1836 to 1844

The Anti-Slavery Society of America sent many petitions to the Congress for the abolition

of slavery in the District of Columbia in the 1830s. The abolitionists’ activities including

“petition to the Congress” promoted the development of free speech in the U. S. As a

response to more and more abolitionists’ petitions the U. S. Congress passed a gag rule to

prohibit senators and representatives from discussing these petitions in 1836. The gag rule not

only violated congressmen’s free speech rights as stipulated in U. S. Constitution but also



