tionality, and what kinds of responses
can be deterred with what kinds of
threats appear to belong, at least in
part, to the domain of psychological
science. Such analysis has relevance
to a future world populated by many
nuclearly armed countries because it
indicates rather clearly th.t a balance
of power, if nuclear, is unlikely to
be maintained in such a world. This
may be one of the most important
conclusions that politicians must ac-
cept as a working principle in dealing
with world problems. In other words,
analysis of the concept of deterrence
indicates a wide range of situations
under which nuclear deterrence can
fail, that this range ncreases, perhaps
geometrically as the number of na-
tions which posses nuclear weapons
increase, and that the probability is
that nuclear war will occur unless
other conditions can be brought
about.
Conclusion

There is no genuine question of the

relevancy of the science of psychol-

ogy to international affairs. The real
question is the definition of the points
at which psychology is relevant to
such large issues. It is our belief that
there is a need for systems building
such as those undertaken by Talcott
Parsons and Kenneth Boulding. A
social science theory must be con-
structed that will relate the variables
of sociology, economics, psychology,
and political science in a logical,
coherent, and empirically accessible
manner. Skinner* has presented some
of the basic elements of an approach
in this direction. Although such a
theory can often be checked by corre-
lational data and naturalistic observa-
tion, it may be the case that the only
point of genuine practical experi-
mentation will be at the psychological
level. Given a nomological network,
however, such data should lend truth
value to the entire theory. It is at
this perhaps seemingly remote and
abstract level that the social sciences,
including psychology, will finally

make the significant contributions to

the study of international behavior
that we all seek. This may be in the
long run the most relevant route to
solving many ot our theoretical and
empirical difficulties.

In the final amalysis such an ap-
proach may indeed justify the opti-
mism expressed by C. P. Snow® in
the evolution of a “third culture” of
social scientists that will shift the
focus of attention in a direction which
will be more profitable to us all.
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