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Annotation: The article examines the historical development and scientific-theoretical
approaches to the category of "strategic planning.” It provides an overview of key concepts that
emerged during different historical periods and a critical analysis of the methodological foundations of
strategic planning. Special attention is paid to the connection between historical context and the
evolution of this category, offering a deeper understanding of its modern significance in national and
international security.
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In the theory of military security, strategic planning holds a central position as it encapsulates the key
aspects of understanding the principles of interaction among actors within the system of ensuring
military security. As noted by renowned military theorist Colin Powell, “Strategic planning is the key
to success in any military operation” [1].

The concept of strategic planning began to actively develop in military science during the 20th
century, particularly after World War I, amidst the rapid advancement of globalization and the
increasing interdependence of states. This was driven by the need to rethink military-political relations
in the context of emerging historical realities. The military conflicts of that era clearly demonstrated
that achieving success required not only well-trained forces and modern weaponry but also
meticulously crafted strategies and planning at all levels.

A surge of interest in strategic planning was observed following World War 11, as the bipolar system
transitioned into a phase of seeking new paradigms for understanding military security in the post-
bipolar world [2].

Amidst the changes in the global military-political system, the need emerged for what Samuel
Huntington referred to as “simple models of military policy” that could reflect the complexities and
contradictions of the world order. Huntington emphasized the importance of adapting strategies to the
evolving global environment, taking into account cultural, religious, and civilizational factors
influencing international relations and conflicts. He highlighted the significance of conflict
management and the search for balanced solutions, particularly in a world marked by increasing
complexity and unpredictability [3].

In this regard, it is essential to analyze the main scientific and theoretical approaches to studying the
field of strategic planning, examining their characteristics, typologies, and relationship with state
military security.

1. Comprehensive theoretical development of strategic planning has traditionally been associated with
the works of Colin Gray, a prominent representative of the English school in international relations and
military strategy. Gray is particularly known for his research on contemporary military technologies,
the evolution of strategies and tactics in modern warfare, as well as strategic planning and geopolitics.
One of his most famous works, “Modern Strategic Studies”, explores the impact of technological
changes on the nature of military conflicts and strategic planning [4-9].
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Gray’s approach to the systematization of strategic planning is notable for its unique combination of
theoretical analysis and emphasis on practical application in contemporary military conflicts. This
allows him to identify key trends and challenges in military security, offering concepts that enhance
the effectiveness of strategic planning. However, several potential criticisms of Gray’s work can be
noted:

» Focus on technology: His emphasis on the influence of technology in strategic planning may lead
to an underestimation of human expertise.

» Lack of detailed analysis: There is insufficient exploration of specific aspects of strategic planning,
such as decision-making methodologies and strategy formulation processes.

» Limited contextual scope: Gray’s focus on modern conflicts may restrict the applicability of his
ideas to other historical or geographical contexts.

> Neglect of cultural factors: Cultural and identity-related aspects are not sufficiently addressed,
despite their significant impact on military security strategies.

» Absence of practical recommendations: The lack of specific guidelines for implementing his
concepts in real-world strategic planning diminishes the practical utility of his work.

Gray’s research reflects a realist approach, emphasizing state power, national interests, and
institutional frameworks in shaping military security strategies. While his work underscores the role of
hard power and state-centric perspectives, it also incorporates elements of constructivism,
acknowledging the influence of cultural, ideological, and social factors on strategic planning and
international relations.

2. Constructivist scholars such as William C. Martel and Peter J. Katzenstein expand the focus of
strategic planning by emphasizing the roles of ideas, norms, and cultural dynamics in shaping state and
organizational strategies. They analyze the influence of soft power, diplomacy, and non-coercive
methods in achieving security goals. However, critiques of their work highlight their limited attention
to the role of hard power and military institutions, which remain critical for sovereignty and territorial
integrity, as exemplified by Israel’s military strategy in addressing regional threats [10].

This multifaceted approach to strategic planning incorporates the influence of international
organizations, global power structures, and regional security frameworks, enabling states to address
modern security challenges effectively. By integrating diverse perspectives, such as geopolitical,
institutional, and cultural factors, this approach provides a comprehensive framework for analyzing
and adapting strategies to the complexities of the global security environment.
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