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formation between the two armed forces, and the participation in and
guidance of Taiwan s military exercises. With the constant upgrading
of US Taiwan military® software” cooperation and the deepening of
the degree of institutionalization,” US Taiwan security relations are
moving toward the dangerous direction of & quas-military alliance.”

The Demographic Changes in the United States

and their Impact Chu Shulong and Fang Liwei (75)
The United Statesis the only developed country in the world whose
population witnesses a relatively high growth rate. This makes it
possiblefor the United States to maintain the trend of afairly rapid
growth in production and consumption in a comparatively long period
of time. However, the large number of Latino immigrants and their
descendants, who are the mainstay of population growth , have alow-
er level of education and a poorer level of English, thus forming a
long-term trend of degradation of overall population quality. The
degradation will inevitably affect the global competitiveness of Ameri-
can products and services, thus leading to the downward trend of A-
merican national strength, international position and influence in the
first half of the 21st century and even beyond.

A Difficult Choice: On the Truman Administration s

Policy toward Palestine (1945 1948) Yuan Zheng (90)
Through the analysis of the Truman administration' s policy toward
Palestine from the time of the end of WW 11 to the time prior to the
founding of Israel , the article aims at showing the important role
played by the United Stateson the Palestinian issue, thus demonstra
ting how domestic politicsin the US affectsitsforeign policy. In the
course of policy formulation, the Truman administration constantly
fell into a dilemma. Strong domestic pressure urged the Truman ad-
ministration to support the founding of aJewish state while American
interest in the Middle East called for keeping friendly relations with
the Arab world. The dtuation became more complicated after the
outbreak of the Cold War. After much weighing and hesitation, Tru-
man , taking domestic political needs as the priority , came down on
the sde of supporting Zionism.

A Revist of the American Populist Movement Yuan Zujie(114)
The populist movement in the US at the end of the 19th century was
a mass protest movement against big banks, big corporations and
other monopolistic enterprises and the Federal government which



