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The Sino-Indian Strategic Partnership VS.  
The U.S.-Indian Strategic Partnership 
A Perspective of “U.S. Return to Asia” 

 

Liang-Chih Chen 
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Graduate Institute of Public Affairs Management, TransWorld University 

Abstract 

In general, the Sino-Indian strategic partnership between Beijing and 
New Delhi is viewed as balance of power between these two powers and 
another state. In other words, China seeks its alignment with India to avoid 
New Delhi’s move toward Washington; India strengthens its cooperation 
with China to prevent Beijing’s shift to Islamabad. Their strategies are 
considered as a “binding” policy restricting each other of partners. Based on 
this policy, strategic partners will be able to promote their common security 
by check-and-balance against each other. Therefore, the Sino-Indian 
strategic partnership is both engagement and balancing in their relationship. 
On the other hand, however, as the United States is returning to Asia-Pacific, 
Washington and New Delhi are also working on their strategic cooperation. 
In fact, the main purpose of the U.S.-Indian strategic partnership is to 
against the emergence of China and its potential threat to the area. 
Paradoxically, while the U.S.-Indian strategic partnership is strengthened at 
this moment, the Sino-Indian strategic cooperation is also improved at the 
same time. The situation implies two points as follows: First, Beijing reacts 
to Washington’s return to Asia very quickly by making a friend with New 
Delhi. Second, New Delhi sails very carefully and smartly between two 
great powers, Washington and Beijing. On the one hand, it tries to use 
Washington’s force to counter Beijing’s influence in South Asia. On the 
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other hand, it seeks strategic cooperation with Beijing to avoid its 
overdependence on Washington. Indeed, there is a distance between theory 
and practice in U.S.-Indian strategic relationship. 

Keywords: strategic partnership, the Sino-Indian strategic partnership, the 
U.S.-Indian strategic relationship, China’s rise, U.S. returns to 
Asia 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


