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Localism Populism

Donald Trump's Immigration Reform and Contemporary Predicament

U.S.

268

Wang Congyue
[Abstract]  Although at the end of 2016, Donald Trump, as a political
novice defeated Hilary Clinton with his propaganda of immigration reform
characterized by ultra-nationalism as well as restrictionism is seemed to be
bizarre, this paper believe that the only way to understand his reform is to
unveil those political stunts while evaluate those executive orders and files from
content to influence subjectively, besides, take a historical and global
perspective to explain his reform is obvious necessary. Under this circumstance,
this paper try to demonstrate the main features of his reform and make three
judgments furtherly: firstly, the immigration policy under the Trump
administration will turn out to be more rigorous than before with an uncertain
outlook. Secondly, the domestic and international crisis along with the clash of
ideologies results in the complication of antiimmigration periodically, which is
utilized by Trump to push forward the immigration reform. Thirdly,
restrictionist immigration policy cannot help to ease the division and polarization
domestically meanwhile create a sustainable diplomatic environment, which
ultimately trapped American in a new dilemma.
[Key Words]  Donald Trump Immigration reform Domestic and foreign

policies

Demographic Trend & Social Inequality
Wei Nanzhi  Chang Yi
[Abstract]  The U.S. demographic trends are as following: fertility rates
are continue to fall, the aging population is continue to grow, the increasing
minority population and decreasing majority population is making the U.S.

population more diverse, and the two-parent household is in decline. Moreover,



Abstracts and Key Words

Americans of east and west coasts are more racially and ethnically diverse than
those of inland regions. Up till now, U.S. economic recovery has not effectively
rectified the unbalanced labor-capital relations. The racial and ethnic inequality,
income inequality, wealth inequality and opportunity inequality are still worsening
while the share of Americans who live in middle class households is shrinking. As a
result of the interplay of economic recovery, population change and worsening
inequality, U.S. demographic trends and social structure together forms the
resources of current social conflicts and fragmentation. Meanwhile, it promotes
the U.S. political polarization and influences the transition of U.S. diplomacy.
[Key Words]  social inequality composition of population social structure

social conflicts  U.S. politics

Analysis of Donald J. Trump's Trade Policy

Ma Xue
[ Abstract]  Priorities of Trump trade policy are to place domestic laws on
WTO rules, strictly foreign trade investigations and enforcement, and gain
more market share for U.S. products and achieve better trade agreements. From
the campaign to the White House, Trump made a lot of controversial trade
policy remarks, which upon further examination, are in fact consistent with the
established policy of the United States. The difference is that Trump is more
inclined to use the “tit for tat” tactics, and unilateral pressure on the U.S.
foreign trade partners. Trump’s trade policy not only pays attention to the
interests of its political base demands, but also responds to the appeal of the
U.S. mainstream interest groups, which earns him extra political points. Though
his trade policy {rees up more market space for U.S. companies and U.S, —made
products, it will distort the role of market allocation. At the same time, the
United States preferred trade policy will also impact the global trading system

profoundly and negtively.

[ Key Words ] Donald J. Trump  Trade Policy =~ The U.S. Trade
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