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	In this critical source review I will present an analysis of the literature's primary and secondary sources. The work puts writers chronologically in two sections with primary sources first. The main problem of Intelligence in the primary sources (as in later periods) is its scarcity. Perhaps it is partially the problem of the character of Intelligence itself, it is a organisation which works undercover and does not like exposure.[footnoteRef:2] The reliability of sources is focused on but I do not see a reason for ancient writers/historians to pass false information concerning Intelligence except for moral, cultural or personal reasons. Perhaps the writers overlook the deeds of Intelligence or credit them to army or certain other persons or themselves because Intelligence activities are seen a form of back stabbing or unfair practice. [2:  Brzeski, R. (2014) Informational War. Komorow: Antyk p. 22] 

Primary Sources: 
	 The Histories written by Herodotus describe the Greco-Persian wars. This is a supplementary work to my dissertation. The author gives some information on Intelligence in Persia, Greece, Egypt and most important Carthage, which I will synthesise with Roman experiences. For example he provides information that Carthaginians used smoke signals much earlier than the Romans. The author also provides information on the culture of the mentioned countries and their attitude towards use of Intelligence. Herodotus's reliability is highly rated, for the first time in history he used systematic investigation, taking all pieces of information on the event and clashing them in process of critical analysis to receive the most probable answer arranged in historical narrative. His work is not left without flaws, compared to modern scholarship, but it is a reliable source for my work. 
	Julius Caesar's literary output goes hand in hand with his great military and political achievements. Thanks to the seven years war in Gallia he prepared a large and loyal army apparatus. He was the first to use Intelligence on the next level never seen in Rome before. The memoirs Commentarii de Bello Gallico and Commentarii se Bello Civilii are the great sources of detailed information about Rome's Intelligence activities. In my work his example is perfect to polemic on personal, cultural and state factors in the use of Intelligence. In the first book we learn how before every campaign Caesar ordered deep reconnaissance of the terrain before invasion, his agency gathered military, economic, political, geographical and even societal information such as the history and customs of the tribes. A good example for this concerns activities before the invasion of the British Isles -unknown to the Romans- he gathered information from any possible source. He was convinced of the great importance of Intelligence activities before the invasion, to penetrate the island, observe the character of their population and gather information on the localities, ports and locations suitable for army landing. Meanwhile he complained that despite the interrogation of merchants he did not obtain the desired knowledge of the size of the Isle, the number of tribes, the ways of conduct warfare, the armament of those and where the ports suitable to receive large amount of troops and big ships where located. Therefore he sent on the other side of the la Manche channel a soldier which was supposed to reconnaissance the best place for the landing. The interrogation of the merchants however had positive effect, by telling about their encounter with the Roman commander on the other side of the channel they acted as agency of influence. This led to a few ambassadors from British Isles coming to Caesar and promising to give hostages and to subdue to Roman authority. Caesar observed the positive political environment and sent to the other side of the channel the loyal to the Rome and himself and widely respected on the both sides of the channel chief of the Gallic tribe as an agent (in modern terms he would be called an agent of influence). That chief persuaded the British population to defer to Caesar as they would be better off as an ally than an enemy. The sophistication of Caesar's Intelligence efforts did not end there, it is possible that he created small and highly mobile reconnaissance units called exploratores (shallow Intelligence)deployed on the borders of empire whose duty was to observe what happens in neighbouring countries.[footnoteRef:3] However even Caesar did not see the necessity to create a deep Intelligence-an agency network on the courts of foreign nations.[footnoteRef:4] Nonetheless he was the first commander in the history of Rome who created during the time of the campaigns a stable courier network with post offices arranged with the same distance. Caesar did not hesitate to send his best horsemen and horses as couriers despite his constant complaints of lack of cavalry. We also know that he used speculatores, agents specialising in gathering information on the enemy by working undercover, but sometimes used in terrain recon missions as well. Only once Caesar missed the opportunity to use Intelligence information on time and it was this time which decided his fate.             [3:  Julius Caesar. Commentarii de Bello Gallico. W. A. McDevitte. (trans.) W. S. Bohn. 1st Edition. New York. Harper & Brothers. 1869. Harper's New Classical Library.]  [4:  Brzeski, R. (2014) Informational War. Komorow: Antyk p. 45] 

The reliability of the memoirs is the main difficulty here and this is still widely discussed today. For some he is credible and inaccuracies are a result of human imperfections and literary factors such as literary composition, for others he created apparent objectivism under which he distorted the truth in any possible way in order to pass to contemporaries a complimentary image of his person and his deeds. Unfortunately there is little historical accounts to compare to his works especially to Commentarii de Bello Gallico. However deep analysis and confrontation with ancient sources made by modern scholars indicates that Caesar does not misinform the reader but rather in contrary he passes historically honest information based on material from his staff of chancellery, led by Aulus Hirtius, and legates reports.[footnoteRef:5] He could not distort the truth whatsoever when there was alive thousands of witnesses of the events. There was no reason to write false reports to the senate. However in Commentarii se Bello Civilii there are contradictions or overlookings in certain parts not favourable to Caesar as well as evident detrimental criticism of his political opponents.    [5:  Lewandowski, I. (2007) Roman Historiography. Poznan: Poznanskie Press. pp. 100-102] 

Caesar's austerity of style; feign clarity, seeming modesty and calmness, quasi objective narration might deceive even an expert.[footnoteRef:6] In the content the author presents his statesmanship and political views therefore it has a function as propaganda. However I do not see a plausible reason why he could lie about the usage of Intelligence, therefore despite the eulogistic character of his writings, they are great accounts of the Roman Intelligence activities and their success. One could ask what would happen if Caesar would not be assassinated, perhaps the Intelligence in Rome would flourish as an institutional form. No doubt he was a man of many extraordinary abilities, which let him achieve great victories against his enemies however I am convinced that without his appreciation and investment in Intelligence he would not be the man as we know him and perhaps Rome would not be the empire as we know it either. Paradoxically Caesar's death shows us -despite his appreciation of Intelligence- how ignoring even one piece of information can be catastrophic, highlighting the significance of the Intelligence. [6:  Lewandowski, I. (2007) Roman Historiography. Poznan: Poznanskie Press. pp. 85-86] 

	History of Rome by Titus Livius covers Roman history from its legendary beginning in 753 B.C. to year 9 A.D.  In here we can find the earliest information on Rome's Intelligence activities from the Roman-Etruscan wars. Unfortunately the further in time the author goes the harder it is to verify the sources he takes the information from. Each period described by the author contains varying amounts of information on Intelligence but also knowledge from other fields important to my dissertation. In here we can find information on Roman culture, which influenced the use of Intelligence or rather its ignorance, as the Romans were proud of conquering the world in a fair way without the need to use perceived sneaky (Intelligence) methods, and the author is no exception for this. His national pride influenced his manipulation of the facts, for example he contradict himself about the ransom paid to Gauls in 390 B.C. or he misses out the Etruscan origins of Servius Tullius. Information concerning Intelligence is therefore taken carefully and this also raises the question of what the author misses out from that field. Titus's patriotic and emotional relation to the events are his big weakness, in spite of the enormous amount of information his opinions are tendentious and bias towards his country. Titus's way of working if far from professional compared to Tacitus. He based his work on previous Greek and Roman historians and memoirs and archives of the Senate therefore in comparison to Tacitus the material he gathered is rather sparse. Livy left an important account on the reign of Augustus. This emperor established the first state running military and political intelligence structures.
In books 21-30 Livius describes in depth the events of the Punic wars. He brings many examples of the Carthaginian use of Intelligence, the innovations made by Hannibal and the Roman response to that type of warfare. Romans suffered a painful lesson from Carthaginians by ignoring Intelligence, but they quickly learn that brute force is not enough to win with a challenging opponent. Unfortunately Intelligence activities implemented by Rome during campaigns has not been maintained and were forgotten after the war. This is important for the synthesis of the two powers, why Romans did not continue development of Intelligence, whether there an opportunity to do this and why was it lost.
	Tacitus's Annals and Histories gives me a very reliable source of information on the political and cultural atmosphere from the death of Emperor Augustus in 17 AD to death of Domitian in 96 AD. The works are important for understanding why Rome's -especially foreign- Intelligence was not developed after certain promising reforms began by Augustus but that legacy had been lost, Titus had seen the demoralization of Intelligence and how it became a political tool. The author brings many examples of Roman Intelligence activities and those of its neighbours. Despite his Roman nationality Tacitus is trying to be objective in his relations  "relate a few facts... without either bitterness or partiality, from any motives to which I am far removed."[footnoteRef:7] [7:  Tac. Ann. 1.1] 

	 
	 Stratagems of War is a book concerning the stratagems of mostly Greek and Roman generals. From the second century, author Polyaenus from Macedon, informs us about sophisticated water clock and fire signal forms of communication build by Carthaginians after the conquest of Sicily. This and other examples in the book give small but precious accounts of ancient Intelligence activities. This work, similar to previously Herodotus, has a supplementary function.
Secondary Sources:
	Intelligence Activities in Ancient Rome by Rose Mary Sheldon is a work dedicated to a reader with no knowledge in the field of Intelligence neither in Classical studies. It is however a good detailed work based on primary sources although the author sometimes copies other secondary literature research without critical referral to it. She is a professor and tutor on Virginia Military Institute with the rank of colonel. Robert Dise calls her a leading authority on premodern intelligence and espionage, specializing in intelligence-gathering in the Roman world.[footnoteRef:8] It is a book tackling in general the history of Roman Intelligence and mechanisms of Intelligence itself, from beginning of the Republic to the third century. The book provides general base knowledge, it is very helpful in navigation on knowledge gathered on the topic. She makes well balanced points based on the ancient accounts. However Sheldon weakness is that the book is the second such publication and first in English therefore her interpretations and opinion have not been yet been widely revised. She does not cover all accounts of Intelligence activities therefore that can be count as a minor disadvantage, as for example the hypothetical use of mirrors in communication. [8:  Dise, R. (2006). 'Reviewed Work: Intelligence Activities in Ancient Rome: Trust in the Gods, but Verify', The Journal of Military History, Vol. 70, No. 4 (Oct., 2006), pp. 1110-1111 <https://www-jstor-org.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/stable/4138201?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents> [accessed 10 May 2019]
] 

	Informational War by Rafal Brzeski is a supplementary book supporting Sheldon used in my dissertation from the side of not strict historical work. Brzeski is an expert on the matter of intelligence overall. He explains in depth the terms and mechanisms behind the agency now and in the past. From his work we learn that terms and mechanisms of Intelligence Service are not anachronistic, their fieldwork is different for each period in history but fundamentally their functions/goals are the same. Some of the pivotal points in my dissertation will be based on his expertise. The strong side of the book is its accumulation of knowledge on the topic of Intelligence, the author presents Roman Intelligence activities from the point of view of the field he comes from. Lack of biasness and scarcity of opinions back his reliability. The author bases the work on findings of previous historians therefore the weakness is the lack of discussion on the primary sources reliability and interpretations. Another minus is the scarcity of the ancient historical examples provided.
	Roman Historiography is a compendium of knowledge on Roman written primary sources and its authors. Lewandowski's deep analysis of each author and their work and foremost its reliability gives me important information on how I should approach the source and how much I can trust it. Unfortunately the content does not tackle the topic of Intelligence directly or it is mentioned in general in the background of the events.  
	SPQR: A History of Ancient Rome written by Mary Beard significantly differs from historical publications. First of all it does not follow a chronology of events but jumps straight in to the Cataliniarian conspiracy. For Beard the emphasis is on answering the question of why Rome became an empire and what the biggest factors standing behind it were. Her advantage is the use of not just literary sources, but inscriptions, bas-reliefs, archaeology and recent discoveries. Unfortunately the amount of information and opinions related to Intelligence is limited, but the book is a great look into the use of Intelligence from a political and cultural perspective and in that matter is sort of in ascertainment to Sheldon's works.    
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