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Summary
 In this work an effort has been made to obtain a com-
prehensive review and analyze different conceptual des-
ignations of the intelligence activities resulting from both 
individual and theoretical research efforts as well as many 
institutional definitions regarding this phenomenon. Fur-
thermore, there are special research approaches in com-
prehension of the intelligence activities phenomenon and 
its conceptual designation, systematically presented in this 
study. At the same time importance and significant role of 
the paper’s main issue (intelligence activities) was born 
in mind, related to preserving and promoting national se-
curity as a part of foreign policy creating and realization 
process. Finally, this subject has to do with defining the 
national interests. Based on these theoretical assumptions, 
taking into account the general concept of scientific theory 
and theory in the social sciences, this piece of work realiz-
es the phenomenon of intelligence activities in a historical 
context and furthermore it attempts to outline and justify 
building and conceptual elements which are foundation of 
the very theory of intelligence activities as a specific and 
special scientific approach to understanding the concept 
of intelligence within the framework of social and politi-
cal, that is security phenomenon in the broadest sense.
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DIFFERENT UNDERSTANDINGS  
OF  THE CONCEPT OF INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

Scientific and theoretical analysis of the concept of intelligence 
depends on the purpose of using the term intelligence, or on what it 
specifically labels. At a basic and benign level analysis, intelligence can 
be defined simply as processed information. Or it can be more specific 
when it is described as being knowledge and analysis designed to as-
sist action (Quiggin, 2007). Intelligence activity is always linked to the 
fate or survival of a state and the preservation of common interests and 
values   of a community. It largely determines the way we anticipate the 
reality around us as well us changes that occur daily and can have a 
negative impact on us. Confirmation of these positions is found in the 
number of the meanings of the term intelligence:

1. To perceive things in the germ is intelligence... The heart of in-
telligence is getting at and faithfully representing the truth.... All 
the knowledge which we have of the enemy and his country; 
therefore, in fact, the foundation of all our ideas and actions 
(Lathrop, 2004);

2. Intelligence is an instrument of conflict. It consists of words, 
numbers, images, suggestions, appraisals, incitements. It con-
sists also of truths that enlighten or mislead, or of outright false-
hoods. Because it is immaterial, intelligence cannot wound. But 
its use has led to the killing or saving of millions (Codevilla, 
1992);

3. The term foreign intelligence means information relating to the 
capabilities, intentions, or activities of foreign governments 
or elements thereof, foreign organizations, or foreign persons 
(Warner, 2002);

4. Intelligence is the knowledge - and, ideally, foreknowledge - 
sought by nations in response to external threats and to protect 
their vital interests, especially the well-being of their own peo-
ple (Jentelson & Paterson,1997);

5. Intelligence  simply stands for collecting necessary informa-
tion for those who request them. In foreign policy and national 
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security, intelligence has duty to direct foreign policy decision 
makers and help them to carry out wisely their aims (DeConde, 
2002);

6. Intelligence  designates secret actions, extension of the war by 
the means of secret operations (secret interfering of one power 
in the affairs of the other), which have their utmost goal to di-
minish the power of the other side and meddle in their affairs 
(Bruneau, 2008);

7. Intelligence has two main purposes: Firstly, to inform policy, 
and secondly, to support military, police and some other opera-
tions which have protection of national security as their utmost 
goal (Bruneau, 2008). 

8. Intelligence  denotes significant political information, subject-
ed to the processing and analysis, and assigned to key decision 
makers within government (Turner, 1991);

9. Intelligence is a unique activity that includes collecting and ana-
lyzing information and their conversion into intelligence knowl-
edge, and some other activities, too (counter-intelligence and 
covert actions). Intelligence gathering has the following forms: 
open source collection; clandestine collection; human source 
collection; and technical collection (Richelson, 1999);

10. Intelligence indicates collection of political, economic or mili-
tary data on potential enemies, and one of the most sophisticated 
branches of the executive (Scruton, 2007);

11. Intelligence refers to a special kind of knowledge necessary to 
accomplish a mission - the kind of strategic knowledge that re-
veals critical threats and opportunities that may jeopardize or as-
sure mission accomplishment. Intelligence often reveals hidden 
secrets or conveys a deep understanding that is covered by com-
plexity, deliberate denial, or outright deception (Waltz, 2009);

12. Intelligence has several meanings, but two especially signifi-
cant: 1/ intelligence is an activity and a process, and therefore it 
has usually been spoken of “conducting intelligence work”; 2/ 
intelligence is the final product of its kind as a final result of the 
intelligence work (McDowell & Goodman, 2009).

According to the “Concise Oxford English Dictionary”, intelli-
gence is defined as a “synthesis of that what is known and integrated 
with new information, and finally interpreted in its true meaning.” A 
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similar definition of intelligence is given by Edward Waltz, who defines 
it as: 1/ a special kind of knowledge that needs to be achieved, the stra-
tegic knowledge that reveals the threats and points out different abilities 
and ways of realizing the planned mission (goals); 2/ activity that is 
to reveal the secrets of others and to provide a thorough understand-
ing of others’ conscious and hidden intentions, plans and deceptions 
(Waltz, 2009). In The Encyclopedia Britannica the same term means 
the process of supplying of political decision makers with knowledge 
concerning the present situation trends, capabilities and intentions of 
foreign countries and groups within them because information is the 
basic element of national power in a world that is characterized by a 
large number of sovereign states. Intelligence also includes the esti-
mated/verified information, and as such is often the fundamental point 
of making major national decisions. The character of the concept of 
intelligence as a specific activity is illustrated in the Executive order of 
the President of the United States (Executive Order No. 12333) made 
in 1981, according to which the intelligence system is defined as a sys-
tem responsible for providing the President and U.S. National Security 
Council / NSC with necessary information that is the starting point and 
basis for decision making regarding the management and development 
of foreign, defense and economic policy, as well as  protection of the 
U.S. national interests from security threats coming from abroad. Ac-
cording to the official definition of the CIA, intelligence’s primary task 
is to let American leaders know what is happening outside the U.S. in 
order to be prepared for what might happen in the future (Troy, 1991). 
According to the USA Patriot Act, foreign intelligence includes: “a/ in-
formation, regardless of whether the proceeds from U.S. citizens or not, 
concerning the U.S. ability to protect against: (1) actual or potential 
attack or other grave acts made by the enemy or its representative, (2) 
sabotage or international terrorism encouraged or carried out by foreign 
power or its agents, (3) secret intelligence activities (espionage) or for-
eign agents networks;  b / Information related to foreign powers or their 
territory of interest for: (a) national security and defense of U.S., or (b) 
the implementation of U.S. foreign policy.

Sherman Kent enlarges the concept of intelligence including the 
strategic intelligence as additional point. He defines it as a foreign intel-
ligence or high-level foreign positive intelligence, whose final product 
is knowledge, necessary for the welfare and security of the nation. This 
knowledge is vitally important for national survival, and must be ac-



стр: 299-325.

- 303 -

ПОЛИТИЧКА РЕВИЈА бр. 3/2012 год. (XXIV) XI vol=33

curate, timely and complete, in order to form the basis for the action on 
external level.  Kent underlines three functional categories of strategic 
information intelligence: 1/ basic descriptive, 2/ current-reporting, and 
3/ speculative-evaluate element or prognostic element of strategic in-
telligence activity. The latter is foundation for making estimates and 
forecasts about the future behavior of states at the international level 
and their intentions in relation to the opponent’s national interests and 
national security. These findings include information about the strate-
gic character of another state, its relations with other subjects of in-
ternational relations, its power (sources and elements) and willingness 
to use its total resources (Stojanović, Đurić, Despotović, 2011) in the 
implementation of its strategic interests, as well as information about 
the weaknesses that may affect its strategic character, etc. (Kent, 1949).

 As a result of strategic intelligence work, strategic intelligence 
findings provide for policy a general picture of the specific issues and 
long-term forecasts thus enabling the planning process for the future. 
Strategic findings mean analytical synthesis of information from differ-
ent sources (espionage, diplomacy, SIGINT, ELINT, COMINT, IMINT, 
MASINT and OSINT), which all together are the basis for informing 
the holders of political power and for making key decisions in area of 
national security and strategic foreign policy achievements (Russell, 
2010). Strategic intelligence assessment is the final all-source intelli-
gence product of actionable knowledge provided to government to an-
ticipate or reduce uncertainty in its pursuit or protection of international 
political, economic and security objectives (Quiggin, 2007).

In addition to collecting information intelligence, the second as-
pect of the concept of intelligence is the analysis or integration of raw 
intelligence into finished intelligence, which should be a simple state-
ment of facts, ability estimations of the other nations’ military forces, or 
the projection of the likely trends of political events in another country. 
Other activities included in the notion of intelligence are covert actions 
and counterintelligence. Counter-intelligence activity itself involves 
information gathering and neutralizing the activities of foreign intelli-
gence services (espionage, investigation of deserters, analysis of hostile 
intelligence services’ methods, and direct infiltration and disruption of 
activities of those services (Richelson, 1999; Bajagić, 2009).

Facts, or awareness and knowledge about the dangers and circum-
stances that lead the states in a conflict can be provided only by careful 
collection of information on major events, surroundings, and intentions 
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around the world. As a complex concept, the term intelligence has four 
basic meanings: 1/ “information - a tangible product collected and in-
terpreted to obtain clear images of political and military situation in 
the world”, 2/ process - a series of reciprocal steps that make up the 
intelligence cycle; 3/ tasks: a/ collection and analysis as the basis of 
the intelligence cycle, b/ counter-intelligence tasks that prevent covert 
activities directed against the U.S. by foreign entities (usually hostile 
intelligence services), c/ covert actions, also called “special activities”, 
which involve covert interference in the affairs of other states, and 4/ 
structures or organizations that perform the tasks described above. In-
telligence in this sense means the current network of institutions in-
volved in collecting, processing, interpretation and distribution of in-
formation. Furthermore, it includes institutions that plan and implement 
counter-intelligence activities and covert action (Johnson, 1996). Stra-
tegic intelligence as the basis of foreign policy is the core of success-
ful management of foreign policy, the proper understanding of world 
events, thus clearing the path for decision-making before the foreign 
policy decision-makers (Johnson, 1991).

THE INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITY CONCEPT

The term intelligence is derived from the Latin word disclose, be-
tray, reveal. Its prefix “inte” is derived from the prefix “inter” which 
in Latin means between or among. The second part of the word intel-
ligence comes from the Latin words “leger” - which primarily means 
the collection of fruits or vegetables. Over time, these two entries - inter 
and legere in meaning of the above, were merged into one, which got the 
meaning of knowledge or skill needed to distinguish between good and 
bad fruit and vegetables. Gradually, the word intelligence had been cre-
ated, indicating the skill and ability (willingness), needed to make wise 
choice of the most productive way of life. Born of the previous word, 
the modern notion of intelligence refers to knowledge and information 
necessary for important political decisions which have to be brought. 
On the other hand, it is important to note the distinction between the 
concept of intelligence in psychology, and its understanding referring 
to the foreign policy, national security, and security in general. In this 
regard, one can speak of similar meaning of the terms intelligence and 
“intelligence quotient” (IQ) and intelligence activities, because both 
essentially mean the ability to collect and process data about the envi-
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ronment (the world around us), as a prelude to obtaining knowledge, 
needed to make strategic decisions in life or in public affairs (Johnson, 
2007). In Russian, the term used for intelligence is “razvedka” which is 
defined as a theory and practice of gathering information about the en-
emies who are important for security and defense, policy or economy. 
The meaning of this word also encircles the concept of organized activ-
ity of specialized institutions of government using in their work legal 
methods of data collection (collecting and analyzing data from public 
sources, listening to the radio stations from abroad, with the help and 
surveillance of the intelligence satellites), as well as the methods de-
fined as an illegal action, included in the terms such as “espionage” or 
“information theft” (Savić & Bajagić, 2003; Bajagić, 2010). 

The concept of intelligence is a synthetic concept which designates 
the activity and the organization (intelligence service), further, the pro-
cess of intelligence work (the intelligence cycle) and finally, the intelli-
gence products or information intelligence, from raw to finished, which 
is the utmost result of the entire intelligence work realized through the 
intelligence cycle (Hoogenboom, 2006).  Intelligence is understood as 
an inevitable part of the management of knowledge, since it involves 
the collection, analysis, synthesis and transfer of information, with re-
spect to the following cognitive hierarchy (levels) of knowledge: data, 
information, and final knowledge. The data is the first and lowest level 
of knowledge whose main sources are individual perception, primitive 
messages, human communication/conversation, and contents of SMS 
messages, electronic records, and scientific observations. In the intel-
ligence literature the term raw intelligence and evidence is used for 
data, as the most important data elements in the context of their cogni-
tive meaning. Information is another level of knowledge which consists 
of organized sets of data, sorted, classified, indexed and linked into a 
single unit which has to be further analyzed. Knowledge and predic-
tion (forecasting) is the highest cognitive level, the final product, which 
provides a high level of understanding of the nature of information and 
the ability to understand the past and the future of those subjects that 
information were related to. This knowledge has its own static and dy-
namic content (Ibid).

These three cognitive levels of knowledge are always distinct, be-
cause the information represents analytically processed data, classified 
into one whole, which is to be further subjected to the higher and more 
complex processes of analysis. Eventually, based on the accuracy of 
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this information, it ensures the highest level of cognitive skills - intel-
ligence knowledge (prediction). Information intelligence per se may 
be: 1/ general (gives a general idea of   the problems and participants 
we are interested in – of individuals or groups within the game we per-
form), 2/ liquid or operational (monitoring the changes occurred under 
the circumstances), 3/ concrete (fill in the gaps identified or respond to 
certain questions), 4/ indirect (confirm or disprove certain assumptions 
with regard to the fact that it is related to them only indirectly) and 5/ 
estimative: clarifying the events and gives a forecast of their future de-
velopment; these are optimally processed data (Ronin, 2009).

Intelligence understood as a specific information differs from in-
formation in the daily life in at least six points: 1/ the doom of ide-
ologies, nations, economies and people can depend on the manner in 
which information intelligence is used, 2/ desired information is usu-
ally (though not always) information that other nations, groups and 
people do not want to have them published; 3/ desired information is 
about individuals, groups or nations that are often (but not always) the 
enemies or potential enemies to those who gather the information; 4/ 
gathering information is usually, though not always, made in a secret 
manner , 5/ individual, group or ethnic rights could be compromised by 
the intelligence operations, and 6/ intelligence activity in the broadest 
sense may include covert action involving the impact on foreign and 
domestic policies of other states without disclosing the actual source 
of this impact (Johnson, 2007). Professional intelligencers define the 
term intelligence in strategic and tactical sense. Strategic intelligence 
activity means “knowledge or foreknowledge about the world around 
us, which is an introduction to the presidential decisions and actions.” 
In a tactical sense, intelligence refers to information about events and 
conditions in certain hot spots, including military situational aware-
ness. However, the focus is on strategic intelligence, which ensures 
that national leaders understand the potential risks and successes at the 
national and international level. These findings may refer to threats on 
one’s own territory (e.g. subversion carried out by domestic radical en-
tities or infiltration of hostile intelligence structure or terrorist within 
the national territory), or other hazards or events from abroad.

Strategic intelligence in the context of global geographical dimen-
sion has other meanings. It most commonly refers to tangible intel-
ligence information gathered, analyzed, evaluated and interpreted, in 
the hope that it will help understand more deeply subversive activity at 
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home, or political, economic, social and military situation in the world 
(Johnson, 2007).  As an example of strategic intelligence task a question 
can be taken that requires an answer on the whereabouts of Al Qaeda 
cells active in the world, which countries are secretly developing weap-
ons of mass destruction, what are the political, security and economic 
conditions in certain war areas in the world, etc. A special importance 
is attributed to the Current intelligence, which is finished intelligence 
product that is delivered every day to the nation’s top leadership. This 
is the synthesis of all relevant data obtained from minute-by-minute 
monitoring of certain phenomenon, event or issue that is the subject of 
intelligence research (Lathrop, 2004).

Given the similarities and differences in defining the concept of 
intelligence and the presented analysis of understanding the concept 
of intelligence in the expert literature, we can draw several important 
conclusions. First, in the theory of Intelligence, the notion intelligence 
most often designates the entire process of intelligence activities, but 
also the final intelligence product, or knowledge, or foreknowledge, 
which represents the unity of all the important information that intel-
ligence received during the following activities: intelligence gathering, 
their assessment, analysis and integration, and, finally, their assignment 
to the political decision-makers responsible for the   national security 
and foreign policy, in the form of systematized (final) intelligence stud-
ies. Second, finished intelligence form the basis and the starting point 
of foreign policy decision-makers for further consideration of possible 
courses of political action on external level, for defining more courses 
of action, choosing one direction, and the choice of means and proce-
dures for the implementation of foreign policy objectives. Third, the 
expression of intelligence, in terms of activities, over time has been ex-
tended to counter-intelligence activities and covert action, thus placing 
the intelligence activity into direct contact with the process of realiza-
tion of foreign policy goals, especially when it comes to covert actions.

So, intelligence within itself combines as well activities that do 
not represent the classical intelligence activity which is, above all, the 
covert action, or application of specific forms of force in international 
relations, “backstage games” of the covert interference in the internal 
affairs of other countries in order to achieve defined policy objectives 
(Bajagić, 2010). Finally, the notion of intelligence can be defined as 
an intelligence activity which makes the unity of interconnected stages 
(perception of intelligence problems, defining needs and requirements, 
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collection, evaluation and analysis, interpretation, integration, produc-
tion of final documents, the transfer and interpretation of intelligence 
findings). As knowledge, intelligence is the final intelligence product, 
synthesized intelligence knowledge, in different forms of intelligence 
documents transferred to end users - the real subjects of foreign policy 
decision-making process, as well as to others who directly participate in 
the implementation of the defined foreign policy objectives and the es-
tablished directions of foreign policy actions. Therefore, when it comes 
to the concept of intelligence as a synthesis of specific activities and, of 
course, specific knowledge (cognition), we can say that in the sphere of 
foreign policy this concept implies the ability to notice cognitive ability, 
understanding and anticipating changes (new situations) in the interna-
tional environment for each specific country and its national interests 
(Savić & Bajagić, 2003; Bajagić, 2010).

THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE INTELLIGENCE  
ACTIVITIES THEORY

In the twentieth and early twenty-first century, the notion of intel-
ligence found its place among the other concepts such as power and 
force, war, peace, conflict, cooperation, threats and challenges. At that 
time, Intelligence came into focus of the science of security, interna-
tional relations and foreign policy, as well as some other disciplines 
within the corps of social sciences. It appeared as an unavoidable top-
ic of discussion about power, national interests and national security 
(Bajagić, 2011). In discussions on so-called new economic strategies in 
the twenty-first century, the concept of intelligence is placed in direct 
correlation with knowledge: knowledge is the value, but intelligence 
is the power. So, the intelligence emerges as a phenomenon of para-
mount importance in the field of global economic relations under the 
term “business and competitive intelligence”, beyond prevailing analy-
sis of the role of intelligence activities in the field of national security 
and foreign policy. However, special importance is assigned to intelli-
gence activity as a discussion issue on international and global security, 
given the new globalized challenges and security threats, as well as 
the fact that in the so-called “era of information revolution,” the era of 
“thickening time and space”, as a consequence of the general process 
of globalization, all the latest technical and technological achievements 
and communication achievements are universally applied to the field of 
intelligence activities. So, nowadays we may talk about a kind of intel-
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ligence activity globalization or globalization of intelligence (Svend-
sen, 2008). 

Intelligence activities as a social and political phenomenon are not 
a new product and their origin and genesis can be seen as a consequence 
of certain relationships that have developed since the foundation of the 
first human communities. At the time, the need emerged for informa-
tion of different nature and values. There were various reasons for this 
and the special one was to protect the most vital secrets of these com-
munities. Otherwise, making them revealed, communities might have 
suffered unforeseeable damage. So, with the development of human 
society, civilization, science and technology, different ways of gather-
ing information was evolving, too, which is synonymous with an aspect 
of the intelligence activity concept taken in its modern sense, as well as 
the way to protect and use their own data obtained by different method, 
which was later set aside as a separate building block for the general 
concept of intelligence activities as the counterintelligence activity.

Intelligence activity has been developing and modernizing over 
time trough new ways of collecting, processing and analysis, and in-
tegration of information necessary for evaluation of certain events and 
phenomena, as well as for strategic decisions at the national level, pri-
marily related to national security and the realization of national in-
terests. This can be seen and many classic works dealing with the sur-
vival and development of state and society, in which the key themes are 
safety, skills of conquering (waging wars) and defending, ruling wis-
dom and survival of the ruling elite, creating alliances and anti-unions, 
detecting of enemy’s intentions, and so on. Let’s recall the works such 
as: The History of the Peloponnesian War, Arthasastra, The Art of War, 
Macbeth, Henry V, or Il Principe, that are just dedicated to these top-
ics. Famous Shakespeare used the term intelligence in his tragedies, 
recognizing its importance for security, diplomacy and warfare. Also, in 
Kautilya’s Arthasastra it is mentioned that some spies were performing 
many important tasks for the wise and unprincipled ruler. These spies 
are not only tasked to collect information - they increase the king’s 
authority, created the conditions for his inviolable power, and spread 
prophecies about him to scare his opponents (Gill, Marrin & Phythian, 
2009). In these and many other written sources, some of the key ar-
eas of interest are secrets of both opponents and allies. The reason is 
that the maintenance in power, military glory and conquest success, 
or under contemporary conditions: achieving, maintaining and improv-
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ing national security and the realization of national interests, always 
have been based on taking advantage of sources of threats, especially 
the timely detection of an enemy’s secret which is, in fact, the very 
essence of intelligence activity. For example, Karl von Clausewitz val-
ued intelligence information, saying that knowledge about the enemy 
and its country is the foundation or basis for our ideas and actions, 
or given the other quotation, that we should trust only reliable intel-
ligence information, and yet we should never stop doubting. According 
to Clausewitz, the reason for these doubts is the fact that much intelli-
gence information is not accurate and requires caution in their analysis 
and use in decision-making during the war. However, in time of war 
information on the strength of the opponent are uncertain, and estimates 
of our forces are usually unrealistic, and therefore increase the need for 
reliable intelligence findings. The side that has this kind of information 
has a chance to achieve a strategic advantage in the warfare, based on 
surprise. Nevertheless, being a good idea in theory, it is extremely dif-
ficult to achieve strategic surprise in practice (Ferris, 2005). This idea 
suggests that the intelligence activity was always an inevitable activity 
that governments have thoroughly sought to develop as well as they 
could. Besides this idea, there are many other contemporary thoughts 
about the need of strategic advantage achievement in war and peace by 
means of well-organized intelligence activities, resulting in accurate, 
timely and reliable intelligence information about the plans, intentions 
and potentials of the enemy (Bajagić, 2010).

In the social science that has a focus on intelligence activity, the 
key question is whether it is only useful and necessary knowledge 
required by political decision-makers, or it also involves espionage, 
covert action, etc. The aim is to determine how intelligence activity 
contributes to achieving dominance, understanding events and pro-
cesses, political decision-making and other desired outcomes, and in 
this regard, how it  contributes to the most important factors that could 
resolve this dilemma. Therefore, in recent studies of the phenomenon 
of intelligence activities the focus is on the following issues: 1/ what 
are the worthy elements of the Intelligence Theory, in general terms?; 
2/ Is the intelligence activity a broad area or it can be included in one 
theoretical frame?; 3/ Are the theoretical foundations of the intelligence 
activities changing – are they subject to change? A possible answer to 
the dilemma whether the constitution of the intelligence activity theory 
should help scientists, enabling them to explain better the nature of this 
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phenomenon, or those who plan and carry out intelligence activities 
(sources of information, analysts, managers, political decision-makers 
and others.), may be that “ by definition, a good intelligence theory 
should support the very intelligence activity” (Treverton, 2006).

Intelligence activity is not merely a “theory” in relation to prac-
tice, although the fact is that it cannot live and develop without the 
theory. So we can talk about Intelligence Activity Studies, or the Theory 
of Intelligence Activities. Despite the fact that some researchers con-
sider that the intelligence activity is an issue the least understood and 
mostly theoretically under-theorised area, they do not exclude the need 
of its development and shaping as a separate but associated, widely 
understood area of   international relations, that is the general theory of 
politics. But use of the term “theory” requires determination of the pri-
orities in studying the phenomenon of intelligence activities, based on 
strict scientific methodological criteria. It requires also inclusion and 
labelling these priorities as a certain “system of subject, meaningful 
statements about the general provisions ...” within the frame that con-
stitutes intelligence activity and to which we must approach by using 
known ways of conceiving scientific theories such as: “Analytic de-
ductive method, generalisation-empirical-analytical method, empirical-
deductive method, hypothetical-deductive method, and the complex/
combined method .” In order to talk about the theory of intelligence 
activities, it must meet several important criteria: “First, it must be 
complex intellectual creation of abstract scientific thinking. Second, it 
should consist of a system of existing and presumed or possible knowl-
edge about the science subject or a part of it, even about the method of 
the science. Integral components of this theory must be: scientific prin-
ciples and axioms, scientific laws, scientific concepts, attitudes, judg-
ments and conclusions, scientific theorems, scientific hypotheses and 
scientific reasons” (Ibid).

The general notion of theory can be defined in several ways. In the 
broadest sense, the theory is considered “any abstract thinking”, while 
the narrower meaning refers to “scientific theory, or the theory of a cer-
tain science, further, the theory of scientific discipline, as well as  the 
theory within these mentioned above which is related to the subject or 
a part of the subject of this science or scientific discipline” (Ibid). In the 
centre of our interest is primarily the concept of scientific theory, taken 
to mean “a system of subject, meaningful statements about the general 
provisions of objects or relations of science subjects and the parts of the 
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science” (Ibid). Scientific theory itself has a few important definitions: 
1/ “Theory is very complex intellectual creation of an abstract scien-
tific thinking; 2/ Theory makes a system of existing knowledge and 
assumed or possible knowledge of the subject or a part of the science 
subject; furthermore, the knowledge of the method of science; 3/ Com-
ponents of the theory are: scientific principles and axioms, scientific 
laws, scientific concepts, attitudes, judgments and conclusions, scien-
tific theorems, scientific hypotheses and scientific reasons (Gaćinović, 
2009a); 4/ Theories can be expressed linguistically or symbolically, or 
as a symbolic linguistic form;  5/ In political science, scientific theo-
ries for their subject have political processes and phenomena, therefore, 
political history, actuality and future; 6/ Scientific theories ... are never 
arbitrary and random, but are leaned on and stimulated by the existing 
scientific knowledge (Ibid).

Based on this definition of scientific theory, specified for the field 
of political science, the following can be said of the intelligence activ-
ity theory: 

1. Although in its infancy, the Theory of Intelligence Activities is 
a complex intellectual creation of abstract scientific thinking, based on 
intelligence empirical quality or practice, which is part of the actual 
political practice in the broadest sense, and some of its phenomena and 
processes. 

2. The Theory of Intelligence Activities also consists of the exist-
ing system of empirical knowledge about the effects of modern intel-
ligence services as well as governmental specialized agencies, having 
their focus on political and other processes and phenomena in a certain 
state and its local and global environment. 

3. The components of the Theory of Intelligence Activities are the 
scientific principles and axioms, scientific laws, scientific concepts, at-
titudes, judgments and conclusions, scientific theorems, scientific hy-
potheses and scientific reasons. First, Theory of Intelligence Activities 
uses for teaching well-known and accepted scientific concepts (state, 
nation, security, party, government, opposition, interests, etc.) state-
ments, attitudes (the meaning of the statement which has a cognitive 
value), judgments and conclusions. Second, it consists of the already 
adopted scientific theories, and is particularly characterized by strong 
scientific reasons, or need of explaining scientifically the Intelligence 
activity seeing in all its complexity, as a specific social and political 
activity and the phenomenon. 
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4. The Theory of Intelligence Activities is also expressed primarily 
by linguistic means and logical meaningful system of utterances. 

5. The Theory of Intelligence Activities, as one of the scientific 
theories in political science, taking into account the definition of sci-
entific theory, is and must be understood as part of the policy theory in 
its broadest meaning and disciplines that fall into it, because the basic 
objects of her interest are political processes and phenomena, as well; 
and that is political past, present and future, and other areas of human 
activity in its broadest context.

6 The Theory of Intelligence Activities, as already pointed out, is 
not native and spontaneous, but it is getting established and is further 
developing within the field of the existing knowledge, both from the 
broadest political science, and other social sciences and scientific disci-
plines that fall into them (Bajagić, 2010).

Reviewing of the scientific foundation of the term “theory of in-
telligence” is aimed at providing the initial framework for its further 
development, if we accept the fact that it is a rapidly developing theory 
in recent decades, as a part of the political science and at the intersec-
tion of the theory of foreign policy, international relations, science of 
security, and national and international security (Sims & Gerber, 2005).

Previous studies of intelligence activities as a social and political 
phenomena indicate that the majority of the above requirements has 
been mostly fulfilled. Namely, the notion of intelligence almost always 
occurs along with some basic concepts of political theory, such as: war, 
peace, power, rule, political institutions, security (national, interna-
tional and global) political interests and objectives, and others. Also, 
intelligence activities researches abound in the attitudes, judgments and 
conclusions about the importance of intelligence activities for survival, 
security and development of the state (for example, “Regardless of the 
purpose that is used for, the intelligence activity is the first line of de-
fence ...”, or “intelligence activity is one of the official channels of in-
formation in making foreign policy decisions, “etc.). Placed in the con-
text of social science, in the first place political science and theory of 
international relations, intelligence activities make an unavoidable sub-
ject of scientific research and opinion. Intelligence activity has its own 
“history”, a place in political practice that cannot be disputed since the 
founding of the first state communities up to the constitution of a mod-
ern state, whose structure includes network of different political institu-
tions, through whose impact is reflected in the dynamic state functions. 
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Finally, in the information revolution era and the emergence of the “soft 
power”, intelligence activities appear as an unavoidable category that 
requires a precise explanation of its internal structure, thus enabling sci-
entifically based explanations on all characteristics of the phenomenon 
and determination of its importance in the political processes (making 
foreign policy decisions, realization of national interests, protection and 
improvement of national security, achievement of information domi-
nance in the broadest sense, etc.). These attitudes legitimize the use of 
the name “theory of intelligence activities” in the scientific sense. Also, 
when it comes to the theory of counter-intelligence work, the research-
ers believe that it is part of “broader intelligence theories” which has 
emerged and developed alongside the traditional realist school within 
the theory of international relations (Johnson, 2007). In operational 
terms intelligence theory must take into account the following: 1/ intel-
ligence cycle is the basic model and framework of thinking about the 
phenomenon of intelligence activity and actions and building of the 
intelligence system; 2/ intelligence should not be seen primarily as a 
collection of intelligence information, but as the innovation of knowl-
edge from other scientific fields because it has a lot learn from them 3/ 
analysis and intelligence gathering are not two different activities, but 
they are two different ways of getting knowledge.

Like all theories, The Theory of Intelligence Activities suffers some 
conceptual, content and other criticism. Some researchers believe that 
the theory of intelligence activities is too narrow, basing their criticism 
on definitions of the intelligence activities as the lever of power, which 
by application of the espionage in the narrow sense as well as the covert 
actions, provides states with an ability to behave aggressively and re-
sort to terror (Sims & Gerber, 2005). Although historically it was part of 
the content of intelligence services work, they are not only responsible 
for these activities. First of all, intelligence, carrying out the complex 
intelligence activities, is obliged to provide political decision-makers 
with such information that reveals intentions and plans of other states, 
and interpret them in the frame of foreign policy decisions making, 
in a way that enables the latter to take successful and timely political 
action. Therefore, research of the intelligence activities phenomenon 
is not merely aimed at description of the institutional activities of the 
intelligence services, but also at analysis of the causes that occur as a 
result of its active participation in political processes and events. This 
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fact, among other things, justifies denying criticism that the Theory of 
Intelligence Activities is narrow (Bajagić, 2010).

On the other hand, the Theory of Intelligence Activities is criticized 
for being too broad, that is to say, for including areas that cannot be in-
tegrated into a coherent and distinctive system of judgements, knowl-
edge, etc., to ensure the legitimacy of the name “theory.” Studying the 
phenomenon of intelligence activities, many other scientific fields are 
really encroached by using their conceptual and categorical apparatus 
and the known scientific judgments and attitudes. But this does not di-
minish at all the exclusivity of intelligence activities in the sense that 
this historical, social and political phenomenon needs to be thoroughly 
analysed. Also, the triggers, the causes and effects of its creation and 
survival are to be recognized and finally, a specific forecast of future 
development of intelligence activities and its role and importance in the 
prevention of modern security threats have to be provided. To answer 
these questions, it is necessary to build the Theory of Intelligence Ac-
tivities not without rich scientific inheritance with its tested and proven 
systems of scientific knowledge in the field of sociology, history, po-
litical theory, international relations, foreign policy, and other scien-
tific disciplines, particularly of contemporary security studies. Thus the 
phenomenon of intelligence activities will not stop at the level of de-
scription and conceptual analysis. It will provide full legitimacy to the 
name of “a theory of intelligence”, forming at the same time a separate 
conceptual and categorical apparatus, its own problems and subjects of 
studies (Gaćinović, 2009b), development of a specified methodological 
framework within the general methodological principles (Gill, Marrin 
& Phythian, 2009).

Political science researchers, historians, psychologists and intel-
ligence professionals have played an important role in creating the kind 
of intelligence paradigm (Wirtz, 2007). Those who take surveys within 
this paradigm, unlike the majority of other who have made the efforts 
in the social sciences, are primarily interested in the methodology, data, 
problems that need to be solved, as well as problems that remain for the 
future investigation (Gill, Marrin & Phythian, 2009). Most researchers 
deal with the intelligence cycle and see it as follows: definition and 
transmission of intelligence requirements, collection and analysis of in-
telligence data, converting them into the final intelligence knowledge, 
and their transfer to users. The intelligence scholars’ focus also should 
be on the analysis of intelligence failures, which can occur at any stage 
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of the intelligence cycle if intelligence professionals and policy do not 
respond to any of the following questions: 1/ Who? - Including identifi-
cation of the opponent, 2/ Whether? - In response to the question of the 
attack probability assessment, 3/ What /How? - Which refers to deter-
mining of the sort of action, 4/ Where? – That is, the position/location 
of the attack, 5/ When? - As an estimation of time of action, and 6/ Why? 
- Determining the motive behind the initiative for action (Wirtz, 2007).

This seeks to encourage understanding of the intelligence errors 
and to improve the practice of analyzing and transferring of the intel-
ligence information. Looking for answers to these questions, scientists 
and practitioners focus on the four levels of analysis: a/ factors, specific 
to the production of final intelligence knowledge; b/ human cognition, 
c/ organizational behaviour, and d/ the relationship between the intelli-
gence community and the police. However, the analysts mostly explore 
the problems that lead to difficulties in the implementation of the intel-
ligence cycle.

The Theory of Intelligence Activities has been developing gradu-
ally along with the history of state and the law, the political theory and 
other social sciences (foreign policy, the theory of international rela-
tions, diplomacy, etc.), besides all conceptual and subject limitations 
(Quinlan, 2007). That is why we define it as interdisciplinary and mul-
tidisciplinary field, which bases its researches mainly on understanding 
of all aspects of policy as practice and security in the broadest sense, 
but primarily as relations of power and knowledge, or more precisely, 
as a relationship between power and intelligence of knowledge, and be-
tween different types of power and different types of knowledge (Scott 
& Jackson, 2008). Knowledge is power - sometimes, according to Rich-
ard K. and Betts. But this knowledge does not speak for itself. It must 
be useful for those who are trying to reach it (Betts, 2007). Knowledge 
as a power, in the context of the needs and actions of the political power 
holders, must be integrated, accurate and useful for making strategic 
decisions. This knowledge is derived, among other things, from the 
implementation of intelligence activities. 

Under the conditions of globalized reality of the international re-
lations, there is an increase in talking about the imperative of achiev-
ing the information power in relation to entities that in any way can 
endanger the interests and values   of a given society or the state, even 
the existing interstates alliances and old/new forms of intergovernmen-
tal cooperation. It is immaterial whether they are governments, unions, 
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or transnational, supranational or sub-national actors (global terrorist 
organizations, transnational organized crime, etc.). The goal is timely 
detection of intentions, goals and interests of others by the means of the 
intelligence activity implementation, in order to properly establish a 
clear and comprehensive strategy for the protection of their own inter-
ests, values   and goals (Scott, & Jackson, 2004). Therefore, in contem-
porary conditions of international relation development, intelligence 
activity is considered one of the primary elements, if not the key ele-
ment of national power of each state. The state is again the centre of at-
tention, because despite the emergence of new actors and new structure 
of relations in a globalized world, it still remains the main subject of 
international relations. On the other hand, intelligence activity, which 
results in a final intelligence information, is an inevitable necessity in 
any modern state. But the intelligence activity is not only important 
for national policy and national security, dominant issues during the 
twentieth century, especially during the Cold War. Intelligence activity 
has never been more important to global politics than at the beginning 
of XXI century, which is confirmed by almost every day, primarily be-
cause of its importance in the prevention of global challenges and secu-
rity threats, especially terrorism of global reach (Ibid).

The traditional elements of the national power, known from the 
Cold War, did not lose their importance even in the new international 
circumstances of the XXI century. As the established doctrine of in-
ternational relations, the following elements were usually discussed: 
geography, as the most stable element of national power; natural re-
sources (food supplies and raw materials); industrial capacity, military 
preparedness and military technology, military leadership, quality and 
quantity of the armed forces; the population – its number and develop-
ment tendencies; the national character and the national morale, with 
their decisive factors such as quality of the society and government; 
quality of diplomacy, though unstable, it is the most important element 
of national power,  in other words  its  brain; quality of the govern-
ment, reflected in good balance of material and human resources of the 
country on the one hand, and foreign policy on the other hand, that is, 
the balance between different sources that are available in  providing 
moral support for the government’s foreign policy (Morgenthay, 1993). 
As a rule, from these elements of power, the quality of the government/
authorities has been singled out as immeasurable and certainly a key el-
ement of national power of the state, implying good balance of material 
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and human sources and the foreign policy. Given what are the current 
elements of national power, the information power has imposed itself 
as one of the key elements of this power, which makes the “unity of the 
traditional information channels and resources used by each country in 
order to be informed about the status, opportunities and changes in the 
international/external environment. This power consists of diplomacy, 
other governmental information systems (media), and intelligence in-
stitutions unified into national intelligence and security system. That is 
why every country is trying to establish intelligence and security sys-
tem through the executive functioning. The system mentioned is the 
subsystem of a wider national security system with its specialized agen-
cies that conduct intelligence, counterintelligence and other security 
activities, in line with defined national interests and national security 
strategy.

Intelligence and security system as part of national security sys-
tem and the executive as a whole, together with the diplomacy and the 
armed forces, make crucial lever for achieving, maintaining and im-
proving national security and national interests as superior ideals of 
every nation or state. In theory, this informational (intelligence) power 
is increasingly called - “soft power” which in the era of information 
revolution and globalization of overall international relations, receives 
more and more important. One aspect of the informational/soft power is 
the intelligence activity, differently determined as an old/new phenom-
enon by the scientists and experts. Intelligence activity, which results 
in a final intelligence information, is considered unavoidable necessity 
in any state, not as a separate activity but as an integral part of it (John-
son, 2007). This is so because intelligence activity is not like any other 
activity of the government. It is close to political power, along with in-
formation intelligence function, and preventive security function, used 
for the national security, because the current, evaluative and warning 
intelligence provides political power holders with information superi-
ority over its rivals and opponents both at internal and external level 
(Bajagić, 2010).

The close connection between the power and intelligence, or the 
government’s ability to be timely informed about the intentions of oth-
ers, is reflected in the following five functions or variables, which can 
be used as a measuring instrument in the analysis of any state’s power:
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1. Information-gathering function (that is about how the state de-
fines information needs and how it collects, analyzes and uses 
these information).

2. Function of decision making (whether the state can consolidate 
all their resources in an effective strategy).

3. Function of providing funds (the manner in which state can pro-
vide the elements of power to achieve strategic objectives).

4. Function of a choice of using resources (the efficacy of the state 
in organizing all the resources that it has).

5. Resistance function (how much the state is flexible to the de-
mands and challenges that come from other countries).

Given these functions by which we analyze the power of the state, 
it can be said that the intelligence activity is an inevitable within the 
first function, and plays an important role in the fifth function. Knowing 
intentions and resources of other countries, it is much easier to them re-
sist. Therefore, intelligence activity is an important part of state power. 
The power as the ability to influence other countries in a predictable 
way is crucial and essential to national security (Ibid).

Intelligence activity is no myth, even though is thus shown in the 
popular spy movies and novels. It has rich history and in reality is a 
regular activity, which includes timely collected and processed intel-
ligence data, further processed and analysed to the stage of the final 
intelligence findings that are presented in the form of final and verified 
information on an issue, phenomenon or event as the underlying of the 
political power (Johnson, 2007). Therefore, a layman’s perceptions and 
lack of understanding the true nature of intelligence activities and its 
role in political processes and international relations impose the need 
of providing answers to many questions (Scott & Jackson, 2004). How-
ever, the key question for scientific research of the intelligence activ-
ity phenomenon is: “What, in fact, is meant by intelligence activities 
(intelligence)”? There is not any unique and common accepted defini-
tion of this concept and its internal structure, even in the scientific and 
professional literature on intelligence activity research and its role in 
achieving, maintaining and promoting of national security, the realiza-
tion of national interests, and adoption and implementation of (foreign) 
policy decisions (McDowell & Godman, 2009). There are many rea-
sons for that, starting with those of social, political, ethical, ideological, 
and conceptual nature. Also, in determining the concept of intelligence 
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activities (intelligence), various analytical and conceptual approaches 
and expressions have been applied in different countries. So, scientific 
and theoretical addressing this issue requires detailed analysis of the 
known definitions of this term (Bajagić, 2004). Although some authors 
believe that the intelligence activity is least understood and most re-
searched area in international relations theory (Scott & Jackson, 2004), 
it does not inhibit the researchers to continue searching for an accept-
able definition of intelligence activities. So the intelligence activity is 
understood as the power, the building block of comprehensive national 
power of a state, or as a means of using this power, whether in the form 
of offensive power, or understanding one’s environment and opportu-
nities, that is,  understanding the method of using force or power and 
against whom (Boyce & Maiolo, 2003). Notwithstanding these views, 
intelligence is the indispensable category in the study of contemporary 
international realities, particularly in the context of the new security 
environment of the XXI century. Namely, in addition to its role in un-
derstanding the nature of the globalized challenges and security threats 
in the twenty-first century, as well as the assessment and prognosis of 
their further strengthening, intelligence activity has become the back-
bone of the operational strategies of global security operations, such as, 
for example, the “strategy of pre-emptive war”, conceived within the 
administration of George W. Bush, as a result of the terrorist attacks of 
September 11, 2001. In the frame of this strategy, intelligence is defined 
as “offensive hunt strategy “, which links it directly and anew with the 
political power in the broadest sense (Ibid).

Младен Бајагић
ЧЕМУ ТЕОРИЈА  

О ОБАВЕШТАЈНИМ АКТИВНОСТИМА
Сажетак

У овом ра ду учи њен је на пор да се до би је оби ман пре-
глед и да се ана ли зи ра ју раз ли чи та пој мов на од ре ђе ња 
оба ве штај них ак тив но сти до би је них ин ди ви ду ал ним 
и те о риј ским ис тра жи вач ким на по ри ма као и мно ге 
ин сти ту ци о нал не де фи ни ци је у ве зи са овим фе но ме-
ном. Шта ви ше, у овој сту ди ји су си сте ма тич но пре-
зен то ва ни по себ ни ис тра жи вач ки при сту пи у раз у ме-
ва њу фе но ме на оба ве штај них ак тив но сти и ње го вог 
пој мов ног од ре ђе ња. Исто вре ме но, тре ба има ти у ви-
ду да се ва жна и зна чај на уло га ис тра жи вач ког про-
бле ма у овом ра ду (оба ве штај них ак тив но сти) од но си 
на очу ва ње и уна пре ђе ње на ци о нал не без бед но сти, као 
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де ла  кре и ра ња спољ не по ли ти ке и ре а ли за ци је про це-
са. Ко нач но, ова те ма од но си се на де фи ни са ње на ци о-
нал них ин те ре са. Ба зи ран на те о риј ским прет по став-
ка ма и узи ма ју ћи у об зир оп шти по јам на уч не те о ри је 
и те о ри је у дру штве ним на у ка ма, овај рад са гле да ва 
фе но мен оба ве штај них ак тив но сти у исто риј ском 
кон тек сту и чак по ку ша ва да при ка же и оправ да из-
град њу и пој мов ни апа рат ко ји су основ са ме те о ри је 
о оба ве штај ним ак тив но сти ма као спе ци фи чан и по-
се бан на уч ни при ступ раз у ме ва њу кон цеп та без бед но-
сти у дру штве ном и по ли тич ком окви ру, што је фе но-
мен без бед но сти у нај ши рем сми слу.
Кључ не ре чи: оба ве шта ва ње, те о ри ја о оба ве шта ва-
њу, спољ на по ли ти ка, без бед ност, на ци о нал на без бед-
ност, кон тра о ба ве штај на слу жба, тај не ак ци је
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Резиме
Зна чај оба ве штај не ак тив но сти у са вре ме ним по ли-
тич ким и без бед но сним про це си ма ука зу је да се ра ди 
о не за о би ла зном дру штве ном и по ли тич ком фе но ме ну, 
чи ји је раз вој ве зан још за пр во бит не људ ске за јед ни-
це, ка да се ја ви ла по тре ба за тај на ма про тив ни ка и 
за шти ти ви тал них ин те ре са, по себ но без бед но сти. 
Да љим раз во јем ци ви ли за ци је она је ино ви ра ла на чи-
не при ку пља ња, об ра де и об је ди ња ва ња ин фор ма ци ја 
у ци љу про це ну од ре ђе них до га ђа ја и фе но ме на и до-
но ше ње од лу ка ко је се пре све га ти чу на ци о нал не без-
бед но сти и на ци о нал них ин те ре са. О то ме го во ре и 
мно га кла сич на де ла ко ја се ба ве оп стан ком др жа ве, 
у ко ји ма су кључ не те ме ве шти на осва ја ња (ра то ва-
ња) и од бра не без бед ност, му дрост вла да ња, ства ра-
ње са ве за, тај не про тив ни ка, по сти за ње мо ћи, итд. 
У усло ви ма гло ба ли зо ва не ствар но сти ме ђу на род них 
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од но са, оба ве штај на ак тив ност је по ста ла не за о би-
ла зна ка те го ри ја, ко ја зах те ва пре ци зна те о риј ска 
об ја шње ња сво је струк ту ре, да би се од ре ди ла ње на 
уло га у сло же ним по ли тич ким про це си ма (до но ше њу 
по ли тич ких од лу ка, ре а ли за ци ји на ци о нал них ин те ре-
са, за шти ти и уна пре ђе њу на ци о нал не без бед но сти). 
Сма тра се да она ни ка да ни је би ла ва жни ја за свет-
ску по ли ти ку не го што је на по чет ку XXI ве ка, пре 
све га због ње ног зна ча ја у пре вен ци ји гло бал них иза-
зо ва и прет њи без бед но сти. Има ју ћи у ви ду раз ли чи-
те кон цеп циј ске, ана ли тич ке, по ли тич ке, иде о ло шке, 
етич ке и дру ге при сту пе, оба ве штај на ак тив ност се 
мо же де фи ни са ти као оба ве штај ни цу клус (је дин ство 
ви ше по ве за них фа за), и за вр шно оба ве штај но зна ње 
ко је се усту па крај њим ко ри сни ци ма/ствар ним су бјек-
ти ма по ли тич ког од лу чи ва ња; она зна чи спо соб ност 
уоча ва ња, раз у ме ва ња, спо зна је и су о ча ва ња мо дер не 
др жа ве са про ме на ма у ме ђу на род ном окру же њу у од-
бра ни ње них на ци о нал них ин те ре са и на ци о нал не без-
бед но сти.
Има ју ћи у ви ду ак ту ел ни зна чај оба ве штај не ак тив но-
сти у по ли тич кој и без бед но сној прак си, да нас се мо же 
с пра вом твр ди ти да се “те о ри ја оба ве штај не ак тив-
но сти” убр за но раз ви ја, као си стем пред мет них, сми-
сле них ис ка за о оп штим од ред ба ма до ко јих се до ла зи 
при ме ном по зна тих на чи на из во ђе ња на уч них те о ри ја. 
На уч ни ле ги ти ми тет упо тре бе на зи ва “те о ри ја оба-
ве штај не ак тив но сти” се те ме љи на чи ње ни ци да се 
она раз ви ја ла упо ре до са исто ри јом др жа ве и пра ва, 
по ли тич ком те о ри јом, спољ ном по ли ти ком, те о ри јом 
ме ђу на род них од но са, ди пло ма ти јом, итд., уз сва кон-
цеп ту ал на и пред мет на огра ни че ња, и да се тре нут но 
убр за но раз ви ја упра во у пре се ку те о ри је спољ не по-
ли ти ке, ме ђу на род них од но са, на у ке о без бед но сти, 
на ци о нал не и ме ђу на род не без бед но сти. Те о ри ја оба-
ве штај не ак тив но сти ин тер ди сци пли нар на и мул ти-
ди сци пли нар на област, ко ја ис тра жи ва ња пре те жно 
ба зи ра на раз у ме ва њу свих аспе ка та по ли ти ке као 
прак се и без бед но сти у нај ши рем сми слу, пре вас ход но 
од но са мо ћи и зна ња, или мо ћи и оба ве штај ног зна-
ња (од но са из ме ђу по је ди них вр ста мо ћи и од ре ђе не 
вр сте зна ња). Зна ње као моћ, у кон тек сту по тре ба и 
ак ци ја но си ла ца по ли тич ке вла сти, мо ра би ти ин те-
гри са но, тач но и упо тре бљи во за до но ше ње стра те-
шких од лу ка, што је и основ на функ ци ја оба ве штај не 
ак тив но сти. Те о ри ју оба ве штај не ак тив но сти чи ни 
си стем ис ку стве них са зна ња о де ло ва њу са вре ме них 
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оба ве штај них слу жби ко је се ба ве ис тра жи ва њем по-
ли тич ких и дру гих про це са у да тој др жа ви, и у ње ном 
бли жем и ши рем окру же њу; ње ни са став ни де ло ви 
су на уч ни прин ци пи и ак си о ми, на уч ни за ко ни, на уч ни 
пој мо ви, ста во ви, су до ви и за кључ ци, на уч не те о ре ме, 
на уч не хи по те зе и на уч ни раз ло зи. Она ко ри сти већ 
при хва ће не и по зна те на уч не пој мо ве (др жа ва, на ци ја, 
без бед ност, ин те ре си, моћ, итд.), ста во ве, су до ве и 
за кључ ке; и чи не је већ усво је не на уч не те о ри је, а ис-
ка зу је се је зич ки (пу тем ло гич ких сми сле них си сте ма 
ис ка за). Основ ни пред мет ње ног ин те ре со ва ња су по-
ли тич ки про це си и по ја ве (по ли тич ка про шлост, са да-
шњост и бу дућ ност) и дру ге обла сти људ ског де ло ва-
ња. Нај по сле, те о ри ја оба ве штај не ак тив но сти ни је 
аутох то на и сти хиј на, већ се уте ме љу је и да ље раз ви-
ја на по сто је ћим са зна њи ма из обла сти по ли тич ких и 
дру гих дру штве них на у ка.

 Овај рад је примљен 20. јуна 2012. а прихваћен за штампу на састанку Редакције . 
септембра 2012. године.
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