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Department of International Relations 

Faculty of Social and Political Science 

Universitas Gadjah Mada 

Jl. Socio Yusticia No. 1 Bulaksumur 

Yogyakarta 55281 

Tel. (+62) 274 563362 Ext. 210 

 

STRATEGY 

 

GENERAL DETAILS 

Subject Code (from Faculty) SPB2307IUP/SPB2307 

Subject Title Strategy/Strategi 

Credit Points 3 

Language of Instruction English/Indonesian 

Teaching Period February - June  

Location (Room) BA202 

Schedule (Day, Hour) Tuesday, 13:00 

Program (IUP, Regular, Immersion) IUP, Regular 

 

LECTURER CONTACTS 

Lecturer 1  Lecturer 2 

Muhammad Rum, IMAS Name - 

m.rum@ugm.ac.id Email   

BC503 Room Number  

Tuesday, 12.30-13:00 (only for 

this class) 
Office Hour  

 

TUTOR CONTACTS 

  Tutor 2 

 Name - 

 Email  

 Phone Number  

 

SUBJECT DESCRIPTION 

 

This course is designed and developed by Dr. Diah Kusumaningrum, MA. 

 

“All of us are strategists… [and] life is a constant stream of decisions,” says Dixit & Nalebuff (2008, 

p. xv). Well, how many decisions have you taken last year?  How many of them have led to the 

outcomes you had envisioned?  The better strategist you are, the more likely you (always!) get what 

you want. 

 

A good strategist keeps in mind that most outcomes do not depend solely on her decisions.  She 

understands that the outcomes also depend on the decisions taken by other actors, who in some cases, 

is her future self.  She also knows that, in order to get what she wants, she does not necessarily have to 

outdo those other actors – she just needs to master what Dixit and Nalebuff (2008, p. x) coined as “the 

art of convincing others, and even yourself, to do what you say.” 

 

We want you to be a better strategist.  It is not (simply) because I care about you.  It is because I want 

to live in a better world and think that you want the same thing.  To enhance our chances of achieving 

social order (defined as predictability and cooperation) and avoiding or emancipating from social 
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disorder (defined as unpredictability and absence of cooperation), we need to understand the basics of 

strategic interactions in the social and political realms.  After all, most things that matter in life (i.e. 

public safety, democracy, peace, food security, and climate justice) depend on our collective action. 

This class helps you to be a better strategist. 

 

We also want you to enjoy the course.  This is why I will combine various learning methods 

throughout the semester: games, simulations, text (news clips, stories, poems, song lyrics included!) 

analysis, movie screening, storytelling, mini-surveys, discussions, and lecture.  

 

 

EXPECTED LEARNING OUTCOMES 

Upon successful completion of this subject, students should be able to: 

1 Distinguish and connect the principles and mechanisms of strategic interaction and 

collective action (ELO 1, ELO 2) 

2 Define and explain how we can create and maintain social order (ELO 5, ELO 6) 

3 Critically analyze how to prevent, or emancipate from, social disorder (ELO 3, ELO 4, 

ELO 7) 

 

CLASS REGULATION 

Student should obey the class regulations, as listed below: 

1 Students should fulfill the class requirement imposed by the faculty. In order to be eligible 

for mid-term and end of term examinations, student should attend minimum 75% of class 

meetings. Failed to do so, students would not be able to get maximum points.  

2 By joining this course, kindly be mindful of the etiquette. Students should perform good 

manners towards the class, respect other colleagues and lectures, and do not disturb the 

focus of the class. In order to maintain a conducive atmosphere within the classroom, 

please refrain in leaving the room frequently. Also, this course imposes no-gadgets policy. 

Students are prohibited to operate laptops, mobile phones, or any other communication 

devices while the lecture is commencing. No cheating, no late attendance, and no gadget. 

 

ASSESSSMENT AND FEEDBACK DETAILS 

No Assessment 

Methods 

Weight 

(Percentage) 

Due Date Assessment Notes 

(include requirements, 

questions to be addressed, if 

any), submission rule, marking 

criteria  

1 Class Participation 10% Throughout the 

course  

Active participation means 

your ability to engage 

meaningfully with class 

activities. 

2 Memo, Quizzes, 

Class Activities 
25% Periodically The Quizzes measures your 

understanding of the concepts 

introduced in the assigned 

reading(s) of the day – no 

make-up opportunities for late 

or no attendance. The Memo is 

due on week 13. In no more 

than 2 pages, you should 

summarize 1 of the suggested 

readings from weeks 3-12, 

highlighting how “Strategy-

related concepts” are used in 

IR/Comparative 
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Politics/Political Science 

analyses. 

3 Mid-Term 

Examination 
30% Mid-Term 

Examination 

Day 

Written examination covers 

topics 1-7 of the course. 

4 Final Examination 35% Final 

Examination 

Day 

Written examination covers 

topics 8-13 of the course. 

 

PRESCRIBED BOOK/LEARNING RESOURCES 

Title Writers Publisher Year 

    

Axelrod, R. (1984). The evolution of cooperation. New York: Basic Books. 

Becker, G.S. (1996). Accounting for tastes. Cambridge & London: Harvard University Press. 

Crawford, S.E.S. & Ostrom, E. (1995). A grammar of institutions The American Political Science 

Review, 89(3), pp. 582-600. 

Dixit, A.K. & Nalebuff, B.J. (1991). Thinking strategically. New York: W.W. Norton & Co. 

------------ (2008). The art of strategy. New York: W.W. Norton & Co. 

Elster, J. (1989a). Nuts and Bolts for the Social Sciences. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

------------ (1989b). The cement of society: A study of social order. Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press.  

------------ (2000). Ulysses unbound: Studies in rationality, precommitment, and constraints.  

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

------------ (2003). Emotions and transitional justice. (Prepared for the symposium “Emotions that 

matter.”) 

------------ (2004). Closing the books. Transitional justice in historical perspective. New York: 

Cambridge University Press. 

------------ (2007). Explaining social behavior. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

Fearon, J.D. & Laitin, D.D. (1996). Explaining interethnic cooperation. The American Political 

Science Review, 90(4), pp. 715-735. 

Gambetta, D. (1988). “Can we trust trust?” In Gambetta, D. (ed.). Trust. Making and breaking 

cooperative relations. New York: Basil Blackwell. 

Gardiner, S.M. (2011). A perfect moral storm: The ethical tragedy of climate change. Oxford & New 

York: Oxford University Press.  

Gartzke, E. (2000). Preferences and the democratic peace. International Studies Quarterly, 44, pp. 

191-212. 

Hardin, G. (2001). The tragedy of the commons. The Social Contract, (Fall), pp. 26-35. 

Hoffman, A.M. (2002). A conceptualization of trust in international relations. European Journal of 

International Relations, 8(3), pp. 375-401. 

Holmes, S. (1988). “Gag rules or the politics of omission.” In Elster, J. & Slagstad, R. (eds.). 

Constitutionalism and democracy. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Jasper, J.M. (2006). Getting your way. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press. 

Tversky, A. & Kahneman, D. (1974). Judgment under uncertainty: Heuristics and biases. Science, 

185(4157), pp. 1124-1131. 

Kalyvas, S.N. & Kocher, A. (2007). How “free” is free riding in civil wars? Violence, insurgency, and 

the collective action problem. World Politics, 59(2), pp. 177-216.  

Kaminsky, M.M., Nalepa, M., & B. O’Neil (2006). Normative and strategic aspects of transitional 

justice. The Journal of Conflict Resolution, 50(3). Pp. 295-302). 

Lott, B. (2002). Cognitive and behavioral distancing from the poor. American Psychologist, 57(2), pp. 

100-110). 

Midlarsky, M.I. (2005). The demographics of genocide: Refugees and territorial loss in the mass 

murder of European Jewry. Journal of Peace Research, 42(4). Pp. 375-391. 

Moravcsik, A. (1997). Taking preferences seriously: A liberal theory of international politics. 

International Organization, 51(4), pp. 513-553. 
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Nolan, C. (1998). Norms and principles that govern International Relations. (Prepared for the 

International Forum Series). 

O’Neill, B. (2001). Risk aversion in International Relations theory. International Studies Quarterly, 

(45)4, pp. 617-640. 

------------ (2008). Two strategic issues in apologizing. (Prepared as a draft for Games and the global 

good). 

Olson, M. (2002). The logic of collective action. Public goods and the theory of groups. Cambridge & 

London: Harvard University Press. 

Ostrom, E. (1998). A behavioral approach to the rational choice theory of collective action. 

Presidential address, American Political Science Association, 1997. American Political 

Science Review, 92(1), pp. 1-22. 

Putnam, R.D. (1993). Making democracy work. Princeton: Princeton University Press. 

Suny. R.G. (2004). Why we hate you: The passions of national identity and ethnic violence. Berkeley 

Program in Soviet and Post-Soviet Studies Working Paper Series. 

Walter, B.F. (2006). Building reputation: Why governments fight some separatists but not others. 

American Journal of Political Science, 50(2), pp. 313-330. 

Wang, K.H. (1996). Presidential responses to foreign policy crises: Rational choice and domestic 

politics. The Journal of Conflict Resolution, 40(1), pp. 68-97. 

Weber, J.M. & Messick, D.M. (2004) “Conflicting interests in social life: understanding social 

dilemma dynamics.” In Gelfand, M.J. & Brett, J.M. (eds.). The handbook of negotiation and 

culture. Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

Wydick, B. (2008). Games in economic development. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

Yanai (2001). Reciprocity in trade liberation. Working Paper Series 00/01 – no. 2. 

 

SESSIONS PLAN  

Session Date  Topic Lecturer Methods 

1.  Introduction Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

Survey, movie 

analysis, 

discussion, 

lecture 

2.  Anticipation 

 

Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

game, 

discussion, 

lecture 

3.  Game Theory 1 

 

Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

lecture, exercise, 

discussion 

4.  Game Theory 2 

 

Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

simulation, 

discussion, 

lecture 

5.  Conditional Cooperation Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

lecture, 

discussion 

6.  Social Norms Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

storytelling, 

discussion, 

lecture 

7.  Emotions Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

song analysis, 

discussion, 

lecture 

Mid-Term Examination:  

8.  Heuristics and Biases Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

survey, 

discussion, 

lecture 

9.  Preferences Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

text analysis, 

discussion, 
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lecture 

10.  Trust and Social Capital Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

text analysis, 

discussion, 

lecture 

11.  Strategic Self-Censorship Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

movie/text 

analysis, 

discussion, 

lecture 

12.  Commitment, Credibility, Reputation Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

survey, 

discussion, 

lecture 

13.  Strategy and IR Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

discussion, 

lecture 

14.  Conclusion and Evaluation Muhammad Rum, 

IMAS 

survey, 

discussion 

End of Semester Examination:  

 

WEEKLY SCHEDULE 

Week 1, Tuesday, 6 February 2018 – Class Introduction - Belling the cat 

Short Introduction We seem to have pretty good ideas on what it takes to create and/or preserve 

democracy, peace, climate justice, economic equality, and such. However, more 

often than not, we fail to pull ourselves together. Why? How can we overcome 

this problem?  

 

The lecturer will introduce the weekly schedule, explain the organization of the 

course, and the rules regarding the tasks, grading, and etiquette.   

Class Activities Survey, movie analysis, discussion, lecture 

Required Reading Syllabus 

Recommended 

Reading 

No recommended reading for this meeting. 

Preparation Make sure the student has the syllabus. 

Assignment - 

Week 2, Tuesday, 13 February 2018 – Anticipation - It’s your move, Charlie Brown! 

Short Introduction Bad things don’t just happen. They happen because we failed to look forward 

and reason back. How is anticipation done in sequential games? How is it done 

in simultaneous games? 

Class Activities game, discussion, lecture 

Required Reading Nalebuff (2008, ch. 2) 

Recommended 

Reading 

Nalebuff (2008, ch. 1) 

Preparation Students are required to read the class materials prior to the class. The lecturer 

will occasionally discuss the reading materials' content with the students during 

the session. 

Assignment - 

Week 3, Tuesday, 20 February 2018 –  Game Theory 1 - I know that you know that I know 

Short Introduction Most social and political phenomena can be modeled as games. What types of 

games are there? How do we find each game’s equilibria/um? 

 

Class Activities lecture, exercise, discussion 

Required Reading Wydick (2008, ch. 2) 

Recommended 

Reading 

Wydick (2008, ch. 3-8) 
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Preparation Students are required to read the class materials prior to the class. The lecturer 

will occasionally discuss the reading materials' content with the students during 

the session. 

Assignment - 

Week 4, Tuesday, 27 February 2018 – Game Theory 2 - Tragedy of the commons 

Short Introduction Whether we like it or not, we are playing iterated prisoners’ dilemma on a daily 

basis. We are constantly faced with extraction dilemma and contribution 

dilemma. Should we fail to cooperate and make everyone else cooperate, we are 

likely to end up with an overload of public bads. How do go around this? 

 

Class Activities Simulation, discussion, lecture 

Required Reading Weber & Messick (2004) 

Recommended 

Reading 

Hardin (2001), Olson (2002), Gardiner (2011, ch. 1), Kalyvas & Kocher (2007) 

Preparation Students are asked to read Required Readings before the class starts. The 

lecturer will prepare several short questions to test student’s understanding about 

the topic as well as to direct the class discussion. 

Assignment  

Week 5, Tuesday, 6 March 2018 – Conditional Cooperation - Tit for Tat 

Short Introduction Believe it or not, it pays to be nice. But, being nice is not enough. We need to be 

retaliatory, forgiving, and clear. What do these values mean in real life? In a 

world of “selfish people,” how do they help us get what we want? 

 

Class Activities Lecture, discussion 

Required Reading Axelrod (1984, ch. 2) 

Recommended 

Reading 

Fearon & Laitin (1996), Yanai (2001) 

Preparation Students are asked to read Required Readings before the class starts. The 

lecturer will prepare several short questions to test student’s understanding about 

the topic as well as to direct the class discussion. 

Assignment - 

Week 6, Tuesday, 13 March 2018 – Social Norms - Shame on you! 

Short introduction Often, we do things that everyone else does, without necessarily being aware of 

its utility, and sometimes doing it despite it being contrary to our interest. Why? 

What are the mechanisms that push us to do so? 

Class activities Storytelling, discussion, lecture 

Required readings Elster (1989b, ch. 3) 

Recommended 

readings 

Crawford & Ostrom (1995), O’Neill (2008), Nolan (1998) 

Preparation Students are required to read the class materials prior to the class. The lecturer 

will occasionally discuss the reading materials' content with the students during 

the session. 

Assignment - 

Week 7, Tuesday, 20 March 2018 – Emotions - What’s Love Gotta Do With It? 

 

Short introduction Contrary to popular belief, rationality and emotions do work hand in hand. 

Which emotions do we need to invoke to encourage participation in collective 

action? How do these emotions work? 

Class activities Song analysis, discussion, lecture 

Required readings Elster (1989a, ch. 7) 

Recommended 

readings 

Elster (2003), Suny (2004) 
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Preparation Students are asked to read Required Readings before the class starts. The 

lecturer will prepare several short questions to test student’s understanding about 

the topic as well as to direct the class discussion. 

Assignment - 

Week 8, Tuesday, 10 April 2018 – Heuristics and Biases - Half Full or Half Empty? 

Short Introduction Availability of information doesn’t guarantee optimum decision-making. 

Sometimes, we get overwhelmed by the amount of information we encounter. 

Other times, we are trapped in certain ways of framing the information. What 

should we do? 

 

Class Activities Survey, discussion, lecture 

Required Reading Kahneman & Tversky (1974) 

Recommended 

Reading 

O’Neill (2001), Lott (2002), Wang (1996) 

Preparation Students are required to read the class materials prior to the class. The lecturer 

will occasionally discuss the reading materials' content with the students during 

the session. 

Assignments - 

Week 9, Tuesday, 17 April 2018 – Preferences - Sour Grapes 

Short Introduction What we want is not always what we want. Sometimes it’s what others want us 

to want. How do we shape our and others’ preferences so that they become more 

cooperation-inducing? 

 

Class Activities Survey, discussion, lecture 

Required Reading Becker (1996) 

Recommended 

Reading 

Moravcsik (1997), Gartzke (2000) 

Preparation Students are required to read the class materials prior to the class. The lecturer 

will occasionally discuss the reading materials' content with the students during 

the session. 

Assignment - 

Week 10, Tuesday, 24 April 2018 – Trust and Social Capital - Can You Trust Trust? 

Short Introduction We can’t always know for sure if others will act cooperatively. We may take 

some measures to enhance the probability of cooperation, but they do not 

guarantee cooperation. In such conditions, how do we prudently exercise trust? 

 

Class Activities Text analysis, discussion, lecture 

Required Reading Gambetta (1988) 

Recommended 

Reading 

Putnam (1993, ch. 6), Hoffman (2002) 

Preparation Students are required to read the class materials prior to the class. The lecturer 

will occasionally discuss the reading materials' content with the students during 

the session. 

Assignments  

Week 11, Tuesday, 1 May 2018 – Strategic Self-Censorship - Ulysses and the Sireens 

Short Introduction We are our biggest enemy. This is why we break many (New Year’s 

Eve/Birthday) resolutions, diet programs, and such. How do we stop ourselves 

from ruining ourselves?  

 

Class Activities movie/text analysis, discussion, lecture 

Required Reading Elster (2000, ch. 1) 

 

Recommended Holmes (1988) 
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Reading 

Preparation Students are required to read the class materials prior to the class. The lecturer 

will occasionally discuss the reading materials' content with the students during 

the session. 

Assignment - 

Week 12, Tuesday, 8 May 2018 – Commitment, Credibility, Reputation - Weakness of Will 

Short Introduction You are what you say – or so they say. How do things such as commitment, 

credibility, and reputation encourage participation in collective action? How do 

we make sure they help us overcome weakness of will? 

 

Class Activities Survey, discussion, lecture 

Required Reading Ostrom (1998) 

Recommended 

Reading 

Walter (2006), Kaminsky, Nalepa, & O’Neill (2006) 

Preparation Students are required to read the class materials prior to the class. The lecturer 

will occasionally discuss the reading materials' content with the students during 

the session.  

Assignment - 

Week 13, Tuesday, 16 May 2018 – Strategy and IR - Rationalist Explanations of IR 

Short Introduction There are structuralist, culturalist, and rationalist explanations in Political 

Science. What are the most important rationalist explanations to war, communal 

peace, international trade, climate justice, and such? How do they contribute to 

the literature? 

Class Activities discussion, lecture 

Required Reading MEMO DUE 

Recommended 

Reading 

- 

Preparation Students are required to read the class materials prior to the class. The lecturer 

will occasionally discuss the reading materials' content with the students during 

the session. 

Assignment - 

Week 14, Wednesday, 22 May 2018 – Conclusion and Evaluation - The Strategist’s Playlist 

Short Introduction The meeting will sum up the basic concepts that has been learned throughout the 

course and to evaluate the class. 

Class Activities Survey, discussion 

Required Reading Dixit & Nalebuff (2008, ch. 1) 

Recommended 

Reading 

No recommended reading for this meeting 

Preparation Make sure all students get the form for the course evaluation survey. 

Assignment Students need to submit course evaluation survey. 

 

GRADE DESCRIPTORS (RUBRICS) 

Grade In 4 Scale In 

percentage 

Qualifications 

A 4 90%-

100% 

Grade A represents excellent quality in all aspects of the 

student’s work. To earn an A, a student must have actively and 

authentic contribution to class discussion in most of the meetings 

in class; excellent comprehension, well-researched use of 

reference and sophisticated use of language in all of the written 

assignments and examination; demonstrated an excellent 

delivery and engagement during class presentation or oral 

examination with significant contribution the understanding of 
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the subject of the course; and satisfied any other requirement in 

the course. 

B 3 75%-90% Grade B represents good quality in all aspects of the student’s 

work. To earn an B, a student must have actively and good 

contribution to class discussion in minimum 80% of the 

meetings in class; good comprehension, good-researched use of 

reference and effective use of language in all of the written 

assignments and examination; demonstrated a good delivery and 

engagement during class presentation or oral examination with 

good contribution the understanding of the subject of the course; 

and satisfied any other requirement in the course. 

C 2 50-75% Grade C represents fair quality in all aspects of the student’s 

work. To earn a C, a student must have fair contribution to class 

discussion in minimum 75% of the meetings in class; fair 

comprehension, fair use of reference with ineffective use of 

language in all of the written assignments and examination; 

demonstrated a fair delivery and engagement during class 

presentation or oral examination with significant contribution the 

understanding of the subject of the course; and satisfied any 

other requirement in the course. 

D 1 <50% Grade D represents poor quality in all aspects of the student’s 

work. To earn a D, a student give poor contribution to class 

discussion in most of the meetings in class; poor comprehension, 

poor use of reference and poorly use of language in all of the 

written assignments and examination; demonstrated a poor 

delivery and engagement during class presentation or oral 

examination with significant contribution the understanding of 

the subject of the course; and poorly performed in any other 

requirement in the course. 

 

UPDATED 

6 February 2018 

 


