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Foreword

Why Intelligence 
is Nothing More than a Tool 
and Never a Solution

Efren Torres-Baches,
i

 

It was very important for our first volume of the Journal of European 
and American Intelligence Studies (JEAIS) to make it distinct by including 
multi-national points of views that, otherwise, have been subjugated by the 
monopolizing mainstream academia. While it is essential to understand and 
liaise with the mainstream scholarship, we should also understand that, at times, 
one path alone leads nowhere or to an unsolvable labyrinth. 
As a student of intelligence, I was deeply influenced by the existing literature: 
from Christopher Andrew’s statement that intelligence was IR’s Missing 
Dimension to Robert Jervis’s thorough work on Why Intelligence Fails? Also, 
Mark Lowenthal’s Intelligence: From Secrets to Policy and even Richard 
Bett’s knowledgeful work on Enemies of Intelligence – these popular works of 
intelligence literature were my bread and butter in understanding the basic rules 
and issues of the secret world of shadows. As a pupil, having read all of the core 
intelligence literature I did not realize then that I was studying a tool that was 
used by decision-makers as a bandage that simply cannot stop the hemorrhage. 
Then, I asked myself: why can’t we mitigate the spread of terrorism? I blamed 
our inability to mitigate terrorism on the volatile nature of said threat – you may 
decimate a terror organization, but two more may emerge from them.  I studied 
Critical Terrorism Studies (CTS); nevertheless, at that time I was completely 
immersed in the world of intelligence and war studies, and I did not bother to 
completely digest the value that an alternative narrative on root causes offered. 
As I became a member of the broader intelligence community, I realized that the 
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answers were not at all found in the existing intelligence literature. Rather, the 
available literature described how terrorist organizations finance their operations, 
how they are structured and how they operate. The existing literature talks about 
how the intelligence machinery can suffer from deficiencies at the organizational, 
operational and analytic levels. No literature on intelligence tackles the issue of 
why intelligence is not contributing to reducing the impact of terrorism – and no, 
thwarting one single or two terrorist attacks does not count towards eradicating 
the phenomenon! Why is there a lack of a clear approach on the root causes of 
terrorism? Why is the existing literature molding itself to fit into current political 
rhetoric? Why is mainstream academia failing to take into account alternative 
narratives to orthodox terrorism studies?
Let’s be honest, the average citizen is not well-versed with the true origins of 
terrorism. In fact, the average American when asked about terrorism is likely 
to refer to 9/11, the Iraq War, ISIS, Osama Bin Laden, the 2015 Paris attack 
and other attempts. The media and political rhetoric have decided what the 
accepted definition and examples of terrorism for citizens are. Knowledge on 
terrorism is either manipulated or subjugated. Because this lack of awareness, 
I decided to put a small section on this matter. As a former CTS student, I now 
see the value of those ideas that terrorism is a direct effect of imposed political 
agendas in foreign territories. To some extent, it is the expensive price to pay 
for American exceptionalism. Moreover, while the average American citizen 
is likely to firmly believe that the United States is the greatest nation in the 
world, they fail to acknowledge how different administrations have paved way 
for an insecure nation. In this section, Chin Kuei’s article explores the notion 
of American exceptionalism throughout various administrations; this article is 
of extreme value in order to understand present-day approaches to terrorism. 
Because of beliefs that the whole world is out to get us [the United States], we 
have convinced ourselves that more security, at the cost of intrusion on privacy, 
is necessary to protect us from an existential threat. Terrorism, and the fear it 
imparts on the population, are the results of years of bad political decisions, 
and this is explained very creatively by Kritdikorn Wongswangpanick’s article, 
in which he states that we live in a constant state of irrational fears created 
by a new God, the Government. Lastly, the article signed by me and Daniela 
Baches-Torres on the root causes of terrorism aims at generally demystifying the 
origins of terrorism. From mental instability to the flawed belief that terrorists 
are uneducated and poor, we aim at setting the record straight on the account 
that there is no single profile for a terrorist and that there is no predisposition for 
someone to become one either.
As an academic, it is my responsibility to seek knowledge and to share it 
with my colleagues. As an intelligence professional, it is my responsibility to 
question all I read and to detect gaps in knowledge in order to address them 
and fill them. As an academic of intelligence, it is my social responsibility to 
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question all I read from other academics; it is my responsibly to identify the gaps 
that Intelligence Studies is not reporting and to challenge the status quo. Many 
intelligence academics have blamed intelligence failures on inadequacies in 
communication among various intelligence agencies or on lack of imagination. 
However, the broader intelligence scholarship has fallen victim of its own 
judgments. It [academia] has become complacent and lazy. Academia is lacking 
communication. By neglecting other points of view because they do not fall 
within the established areas of research interest, we are missing knowledge that 
can help us solve many issues. Academia is lacking imagination and is drowning 
in a glass of water, that is, they are running in circles by echoing existing research 
and avoiding originality. Because most academics suffer from risk aversion, it 
is important to give them a point of reference for new research agendas. Maybe 
this will make them more comfortable when approaching a new subject. I hope 
that readers take the time to fully digest the research presented in this small 
section and perhaps incorporate this information into their research…or at least 
inquire more about it. The types of research that fall under the umbrella of CTS 
is very valuable but not well-known. This information should be incorporated 
within other domains such as International Relations and Intelligence Studies – 
it can make a difference. 

To all the readers I say the following: Wake up! It is time to voice subjugated 
opinions and expand our knowledge without the concern of not being popular in 
mainstream academia. Let’s speak truth to power!

      Sincerely,
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