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Get out of the Prisoners’ Dilemma in College Students’
Internship

Ding Xiaohao, Yu Hongxia
(Institute of Economics of Education, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: As the gap between the demand and supply is widening in the labor market for college
graduates, it is found that for the purpose of gaining "competitive vantage" in the market, the senior
students in universities and colleges are not only getting internships earlier and earlier, but also
spending increasing amount of time on the intern posts. Practices of this type (bound for better
placement) is important though (which increases the mutual understanding between the student and
the workplace), more time spent on internship will nevertheless affect the students' study of theories
and rudimentary knowledge in campus, and disrupt the normal teaching arrangements of the colleges,
which will in turn affect the quality of graduates to be employed. Therefore, if this trend persists, the
employers as well as the graduates and the higher education institutions will be worse off. But why
is trend increasingly reinforced? This paper, using the model of "prisoner's dilemma" tries to give an
analytical explanation as to why this phenomenon is "inevitable" under the current institutional
arrangements, followed by a discussion of the ways towards improvements.
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