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a tactical combination of varied 
groups, constructed so that the groups will in combination be large enough to command 
power that they can then share among themselves  W. Phillips Shively, Power & 
Choice: An Introduction to Political Science (Boston: McGraw-Hill, 2007), G-1  
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Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 1962)

states act cooperatively because they have shared interests and choose to 



4 2014    

states that behave as a coalition, formalized by a written treaty, for 
purposes of military security

rights and obligations benefits and 
costs cooperation and 
conflict

4

a new institutional 
form

a 
strategic partnership enhances or justifies a close relationship between two 
states that seek mutual gains but whose interests may be competitive rather 
than shared 5

 

                                                                                                                            
coordinate their behavior toward other actors, but without singing a formal agreement
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Choice (Belmont, CA: Thomson/Wadsworth, 2007), p. 83. 
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stable constructive relationship good-neighborly 
mutual-trust partnership Kay, “What Is a Strategic Partnership?” p. 23. 



  5 

3 theoretical or analytical 
perspective

3 external threat
interdependence and globalization

ideology or regime type  

 

seek mutual gains
counter-threat

 

    Sean Kay

6 American hegemony

leadership

                                                 
6 Kay, “What Is a Strategic Partnership?” pp. 16-21. 

37 2
1998 2 1-20

1999 171-177
1998-2000

2002 2-7 -
2005 138-150

32 2010 2 49-76 David Shambaugh, “Sino-American Strategic Relations: 
From Partners to Competitors,” Survival, Vol. 42, No. 1 (Spring 2000), pp. 97-115. 



6 2014    

7 

 

 

balancing binding

                                                 
7 Kay, “What Is a Strategic Partnership?” pp. 16-21. 



  7 

8 

    Peter Petri Asia's rising power

9

10

David Shambaugh Robert Ross

11

Dale Copeland

a state's expectations for future trade
dependent 

states

realist(ic) engagement
                                                 
8 Joseph McMillan, Eugene B. Rumer, and Phillip C. Saunders, “Engaging Other Major 

Powers,” in Stephen J. Flanagan and James A. Schear (eds.), Strategic Challenges: 
America’s Global Security Agenda (Washington, D.C.: National Defense University Press, 
2008), pp. 149-202; Nadkarni, Strategic Partnerships in Asia: Balancing without 
Alliances, pp. 44-51. 

9 Peter A. Petri, “Asia and the World Economy in 2030: Growth, Integration, and 
Governance,” in Ashley J. Tellis, Andrew Marble, and Travis Tanner (eds.), Asia’s Rising 
Power and America’s Continued Purpose (Seattle, Wash.; Washington, D.C.: National 
Bureau of Asian Research, 2010), pp. 67-72. 

10 -
12 1 2011 1 11-20  

11  David Shambaugh, “Containment or Engagement of China? Calculating Beijing’s 
Responses,” International Security, Vol. 21, No. 2 (Fall 1996), pp. 180-209; Robert S. 
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Abstract 

Advocated by Mainland China’s new leader, Xi Jinping, Beijing is 
using “a new model of relations between great powers” as a new term and 
concept to build a new framework for future U.S.-China engagement. In 
fact, since the end of the Cold War, “strategic partnership” has been the 
major model for coalition and alignment between states across the world. A 
number of strategic partnerships, such as U.S.-China, China-Russia, and 
U.S.-India strategic partnerships, were built based on the model. On the 
other hand, “military alliance” is an enduring model for states to cooperate 
in international relations and politics. What is the similarity or difference 
between “a new model of relations between great powers” and “strategic 
partnership”? Is the new model an upgraded version from the traditional 
one? If so, does it imply that the U.S.-China relationship will advance 
toward a “U.S.-China military alliance”? This article reviews the two 
powers’ strategic partnership and discusses its prospect in the coming years. 
It also compares and contrasts “strategic partnership” and “new model of 
relations between great powers”. 

Keywords: strategic partnership; military alliance; new model of relations 
between great powers; U.S.-China strategic partnership; 
dominant power, rising power 
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