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	The dissertation is based on accounts of Julius Caesar, Titus Livius, Tacitus, Plutarchus, Polyaenus, Suetonius and many others. Fortunately all of them are accessible via the internet. If it will be necessary I will provide footnotes for controversial parts but I do not see the importance of providing it for commonly accepted knowledge. As in similar writings I will base my opinions and interpretations on the work of other scholars. I will mention the prominent ones:  R.M. Sheldon, N.B. Rankov, M. Beard and R. Brzeski. I will resign from running commentary as this is irrelevant to the topic and it will maintain better aesthetics. There are many and varied sources for accounts of Roman Intelligence however unfortunately they are mostly hard to use. There is much prejudice in native sources as well as in foreign ones. The sources often make many mistakes in events, dates and writing. Unfortunately we do not have written Roman records from the king period and Republic until the 3rd century BC except for annals. Roman historiography begins with the writings of Quintus Pictor in the 3rd century and is therefore quite late. Until then sources mostly come from the Greeks. There are a few potential problems with these texts such as: prejudice, mixing events with fiction, inaccuracy and bias and therefore it is necessary to attempt to split truth from. Classicists expel sources which are unreliable as standard procedure, however this is perhaps a false method that results in modern subjective opinions being valued more than ancient sources. If we would draw a parallel situation it would be similar to the present Intelligence service ignoring the threat of an attack because the source was unreliable. On the other hand, if there are reasons not to believe a source because it is highly improbable -as for example some metaphysical events or due to the distance in time from the time which is recorded- but there are no factors for dismissing it, the historian has the right to doubt on evidence. In this dissertation therefore all sources of evidence are not dismissed and all are taken into consideration. Often scholars researching the ancient period do not follow the above mentioned procedure and can be accused of developing bad habits, later sources for example Christian sources are often dismissed or less valued compare to classical and this could be viewed as even racist. This prejudice is often exposed when historians analyze the accounts of supernatural events and try to pry some valuable information meanwhile dismissing similar sources because they are from different countries or periods. The traditional approach cultivated by classicists does not stand criticism against it, any sources should be subject to analysis adequate to their characteristics. Too often historians dismiss legendary deeds or supernatural events on bases of a prejudice attitude, and therefore any actions -even those improbable- taken by Roman Intelligence and those who write about it are not expelled from this dissertation. It is surprising how historians following this tradition accept certain sources according to this scheme. Accounts of Titus, Livius and Julius Caesar are dismissed and Herodotus or Tacitus are honoured because the methodology of the second group is more in line with modern views. The most evident of such procedures can be observed in the treatment of classical versus medieval sources where acceptance of ancient sources are much more favourable than those of mostly clerical Christian background as historians overlook the fact that it was the way they had been taught to write. 
	As scientific norms to perpetuate reliability and usefulness of sources I have used literary criticism theory. At the beginning I have looked whether the source is based on first-hand accounts as the advantage over second-hand sources is in the great majority of cases obvious. The problem with secondary sources is that we do not know whether the source is genuine in its relation. In many cases second-hand account claim to be first-hand accounts but turn out to be based on previous earlier sources and therefore not an independent account. Some second-hand source however can be reliable even if written a few centuries later as the written source does not change its original content. For example Suetonius, by writing his biography on Caesar, had access to contemporary sources or ones lost over time. With first-hand sources I have analysed the connection of the person to the event and if he/she was a witness to the event.   
Secondly I have looked at how far in time the source records depart from the event and then at how lack of memory and distortions over time turned an event into legend. An example would be the attack of Gauls in 309 BC on the city of Rome where "saint" geese alarmed Romans soldiers of the approaching enemy. An even better example would be the confirming of the existence of "black stone" in an Ancient shrine in Rome confirming the existence of the monarchist system where the first mentions where made in the 2nd century and which therefore became distorted over time to the level of legend.
Next I examined if the source was oral tradition. This form is the most controversial in matter of reliability as the information passed from one to another over generation is inevitably distorted. Unfortunately big part of the accounts for my work comes from that form of passing information and therefore leave much space for speculation. 
In relation to problems of genre theory, considering the character of my work genre is not much of an issue. I do not expect for example to find factual information about Intelligence in comedy sources. Perhaps the exception here is the memoirs of Julius Caesar which have an autobiographical overtone. Another potential exception is sources written form an authoritarian position, dismissing other sources and presenting itself as an ultimate referee, which leads to the overlooking of certain details or events for sake of ego and in this matter all sources are suspect, a particular good example would be Caesar's works.
Next I examined issues of bias. How much does the source praise and promote certain individuals or groups? This procedure is often seen in biographies. By using narration the author can manipulate the audience towards his "truth" by using only factual fragments and paste over gaps with his rhetoric. 
I will use Intertextuality[footnoteRef:2] methodology as a frame for comparing sources. I will analyse how texts of various writers relate to each other and depend on each other. For example Cicero and Caesar's  stand of view on events of the Catalinarian conspiracy, what audience they targeted as readers and what they had to gain. Another part of Intertextuality analysis is the emotional approach of the writers towards the information for example foreign accounts of Roman Intelligence are written with a different emotional overtone than Roman ones as different personal and cultural factors play a role here.  [2:  Alfaro, M.J.M. (1996) 'Intertextuality: Origins and Development of the Concept', Atlantis, Vol. 18, No. 1/2 (Jun.-Dec.,1996), pp. 268-285, <https://www.jstor.org/stable/41054827?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents> [accessed 16 May 2019]
] 

Lastly I consider the probability of the existence of events using Bayes theory in relation to evidence, before I can consider the probability of the existence of the event. By following this thinking I gather more evidence according to the level  of likelihood, unrealistic or rarity of the thing occurring, and by following the doctrine of uniformity I deduct if the event is plausible or not.   
In this dissertation I will use mixed approach of quantitative and qualitative theories. The most challenging in the work will be the statistical presentation of Intelligence actions taken. Every mission will be analysed in a few categories, was the mission successful, what was the magnitude of the event and its consequences and was there any uncontrolled circumstances which cannot be measured. I will present the results in the form of a diagram with commentary on the outcome. The use of quantitative theory is mostly ignored by historians therefore it might be in advantage to rival approaches. 
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