
PoliSci 1: Science of Politics Week 8 Recap

SWBAT: (1) Describe barriers to international cooperation on climate change, (2) identify four
solutions to this problem, and (3) explain the bargaining model of war.

1 Key Terms

• INDCs

• prisoner dilemma

• di↵erentiated responsbilities

• Kyoto Protocol

• bargaining model of war

• credible threat

• risk-return tradeo↵

• non-rationalist explanations for war

2 Key Themes/Ideas

Q. What are four solutions to solving the Prisoner’s Dilemma?
Answer: The problem could be solved by (1) changing the costs and benefits through science or
technology, (2) having powerful states enforce cooperation, (3) using strategies of reciprocity to
induce compliance over time, and (4) mobilizing domestic interests.

Q. How can international institutions foster reciprocity?
Answer: International institutions can foster reciprocity by specifying the responsibilities of par-
ties, monitoring the behavior of states, judging whether violations have occurred, and authorizing
retaliation against cheaters.

Q. How can international institutions mobilize domestic interests?
Answer: Agreements could (1) empower groups to sue, (2) incentivize ‘naming and shaming’, (3)
foster international linkages, and (4) change the preferences/beliefs of individual citizens about
environmental policy.

Q. What is the puzzle of war?
Answer: The puzzle of war argues that because war is costly, leaders should never want to go to
war, but wars still occur.

Q. What is the bargaining model of war?
Answer: The bargaining model of war argues that because war is costly, there exists a bargaining
range or set of mutual peaceful deals acceptable to both parties that is preferable to war. War
occurs when bargaining fails and states o↵er deals outside this bargaining range.

Q. What are three reasons why bargaining may fail and war still occurs?
Answer: There are multiple reasons, but the most common are (1) uncertainty, (2) commitment
problems, and (3) issue indivisibility.

Q. Why does uncertainty increase the probability of war?
Answer: Private information can make bargaining failures more likely because there is greater
uncertainty about a state’s resolve (or willingness to fight) as well as uncertainty about the prob-
ability of victory (or military capabilities). States often blu↵ or misrepresent their willingness to
fight to secure better negotiated bargains, but this can backfire.
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3 Key Readings

• Sprinz and Vaahtoranta 1994, “Interest-Based Explanation of International Environmental
Policy”

• Bechtel and Scheve 2013, “Mass Support for Global Climate Change Depends on Institutional
Design”

• Lake 2010, “Two Cheers for Bargaining Theory”

4 Review Questions

Check your understanding of this week’s material and key ideas with the following questions.

• What is an example of a commitment problem in international relations and how could
international institutions solve it?

• In class, why did so many people cooperate with each other in the prisoner’s dilemma in-
stead of defecting as the logic suggests? What solution to the prisoner’s dilemma does this
demonstrate and why?

• Why do Sprinz and Vaahtoranta reach a di↵erent conclusion than Professor Tomz about the
reasons for the Montreal Protocol? What explanation might they present to justify the change
in whaling policies mentioned in Professor Tomz’s lecture?

• Does the 2015 Paris agreement represent the type of climate change agreement Bechtel and
Scheve argue is most appealing to voters?

• Given what we learned in lecture about the prisoner’s dilemma and four solutions to it,
provide one argument as to why the Paris Climate Agreement might work and one argument
as to why it might not work drawing on readings and empirical examples where appropriate.

• Your friend Militant Matt says that war may not be a bargaining “failure”, but actually
preferable to negotiated settlements because it solves issue of uncertainty by forcing other
states to reveal their capabilities through fighting. Would Schultz and Lake agree or is war
always ine�cient?

• North Korean leader Kim Jong Un is notorious for threatening to nuke the United States with
relative frequency, but most policymakers and scholars believe he is “blu�ng” or attempting
to misrepresent his willingness to fight in order to secure better negotiated settlements for his
country (namely, food aid). How can policy-makers di↵erentiate between leaders who “blu↵”
and leaders who are being serious? What kind of cues or “costly signals” might they look for
to inform their decision?

• Behavioral theories of war argues that leaders are human - they are not rational and have a
tendency to misinterpret information to match their own prior beliefs and interests. In this
sense, behavioral theories argue that wars arise to misperceptions and not private informa-
tion.1 Are these theories mutually exclusive?

• Does Lake believe rationalist or behavioral theories explain the start of the 2003 Iraq War
better? What evidence does he provide in favor of each? Do you agree?

1
See Robert Jervis “Perception and Misperception”
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