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The Poverty Problem of Nobility in Modern Russia

Li Zhenwen

Abstract: Nobility was a privileged class of Russia, but poverty was its long-term characteristic. The large number of
small estate nobility and their constant bankruptcy were the core connotations of this problem. The policies of Peter 1
hit the big nobles and promoted the rise of some small nobles. After Russia’s territorial expansion,especially after the
partition of Poland, the local feudal lords entered the ranks of Russian nobles, largely increasing the number of
impoverished nobles in Russia. In the middle of 19th century, the Russian nobility faced a severe economic crisis. The
fall in grain price, the structural crisis of the serfdom economy, the reduction of nobility estate in the core area, the
increase in nobility debt,and the sharp decrease of small estate nobles and their serfs,indicated that the nobility poverty
problem had become a significant socio-political stubborn disease. The formation and evolution of the nobility poverty
problem showed that the tsarist policy played a key role in the regulation of the nobility estate. The long-term poverty
of the Russian nobility was not a reflection of its decline, but the result of the openness of the nobility hierarchy, the
backwardness of the serfdom economy.and the lack of primogeniture.

Keywords: Russian Nobility; Estate Nobility; Poverty; Serfdom Economy; Tsar

A Historical Investigation of the Revolutionary Reform of the
Palace Museum,1949—1961

Xu Ling

Abstract: From 1949 to 1961, the dual identity of the Palace Museum as the traditional imperial palace and the national
museum of the Republic of China made its reform extremely complex. The complexity was not only embodied in the
historical aspect of how to deal with the traditional imperial architecture,collection and other materials,but also in the
reality aspect of how to adjust the exhibition mode of the museum of the Republic of China so as to meet the need of the
construction of socialist culture. In practice, the government of the People’s Republic of China had not only expressed
distinct political attitude toward the space transformation of the Palace Museum, but also given new connotations of

‘

socialist culture to the exhibition mode and collection system of the Museum. It replaced the traditional “concept of
kingship” with “affinity to the people”.,and completed the revolutionary reform of the Palace Museum.

Keywords: History of the People’s Republic of China; The Palace Museum; Revolutionary Reform; Museum History



