Example Money Game Simulation Paper
Why this is a good paper: 

1. Clearly organized with intro, body, and conclusion

2. Thoroughly analyzes the each idea

3. Clearly ties ideas to what happened and did not happen in the game

4. Uses short simple sentences—makes easy to read an understand

5. No significant grammatical or spelling errors

Introduction
I found the money game to be far more complex than I thought. One of the things that most struck me was how emotional we all became during the game. We seemed to lose sight of the logical goal of the game. The more emotional we became, the less rationally we seemed to act. So I want to discuss how these two things, emotion and rational action, may be related to each other and to political science. 
Rational Action and Emotion

This is supposed to be a course about political science, and science is supposed to be based on rational action and thinking. As I think about how we played the game and how we should have played the game, I wonder if we acted rationally. To “make as much money” as we could, both teams needed to play black each and every round. Yet we could not seem to do this even after we were allowed to negotiate and explain to each other that black was the way that we could make the most money. I wonder if rationality is something that happens in politics a lot.  

On the other hand, maybe we just had different goals than the official goal of the game. And maybe we did pursue those goals rather rationally. We interpreted the rules to play the game competitively so that our priority was to make more than the other team rather than to make as much as we could. Even if we were in the hole, we seemed happy as long as the other team was deeper in the hole. If this was our goal, then perhaps lying and double crossing was rational. If all this is true, then a really big question is trying to figure out not only how people choose strategies, but how they choose the goals to rationally pursue. 
How did we choose our goals? Why did we make being ahead of the other team our priority? The professor used symbols to stimulate our competitive emotions. He called it a “game,” set up a “scoreboard,” kept showing totals for each “team,” and he divided us up into two teams by gender, and we have all learned about the never ending battle of the sexes. At the same time, however, he kept reminding us of the goal and told us to look ahead. But we ignored all that and only seemed to care about being ahead of the other team at the moment. Our emotional goals seemed to outweigh any plea to stick to the stated goal of the game. So maybe emotion plays a role on how we choose our goals.
We did seem to let emotion control us. The professor did not have to try very hard to get us to ignore the stated rules and play for emotional rewards not stated in the rules. Are emotions stronger than logic? Do we substitute emotional priorities for material self-interest? Do political leaders find it easier to appeal to emotion than to logic? Are we this easily manipulated? 
Conclusion
I can now see from this simple little game that politics and political science are more complicated than I had thought.  Political science must scientifically study how people use emotion to choose goals and the role that emotion plays in achieving those goals. The goals that people choose are often not the ones that are clearly stated or stated at all in the rules that society lays out. And it might be that people do not really choose at all. They may be manipulated into choosing things that might not even be in their own self-interest. Once people start pursuing those goals, they may quit thinking or listening to each other and just do what feels right to them—even if it is not right for the larger society. So do citizens really rule in a democratic republic like ours? Does the common interest get totally lost? Those thoughts are scary. 

