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Chapter 9

.~ Mobility through
Self-Defined Expertise

Israeli Security from the Occupation to Kenya

 Erella Grassiani

18 July 2016, the Westgate shopping mall, which
headlines after the bloody attack b

j2013, was reopened, A newspaper coverin
e Israeli security Company hired in 201 4, i
e in Nairobi today.

g the opening rep

nsists that with its ovy
Managing Director Ha

featured in
Y members of Al Shabaah

orts: “IRG,
erhaul,
im Co-
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rity actors use ideas of a specific #sraeli-ness” and “African-ness” to Cre-

ate a space in which a need for “Tsraeli security expertise” and the special,

”superior” characteristics of this knowledge and technologies reinforce

each other. ‘ E
Importantly, I will contextualize this -

ngecurity mobility” by paying spe- :
cial attention to the intimate relationship between the global and mobile ] '
security industry and

the fact that Israel is a highly militarized society
and a state that has been conducting a

military occupation for over fifty ‘
years. This causes a civil-military entangling of different

scales; the first
is the existence of a close-knit security network (Sheffer and Barak 2013)
within Israel, where military and (private) security actors are almost in-
terchangeable as they move in and out of public and commercial posi- -
tions. On an international scale, as I will show in this chapter, the military ]
knowledge, experience, and militarist logic Israeli security professionals
export becomes entangled with the private security industry as part of the
global military industrial complex. These civil-military entanglements,
furthermore, work in two directions; the military packground of security
professionals helps them in their commercial efforts, while the global se-
curity industry, as part of the military-industrial complex, strengthens i{
reputation of Israeli military products and, simultaneously, its military
engagements. ]
This work feeds into the work on other kinds of

or “mobilities” of security workers, such as veterans in Sierra Leone W
join foreign private security companies (Christensen 2017), and So U
African veterans joining private security companies after apartheid Vi
abolished (Singer 2003). In these cases, military expertise is used in ord
to gain employment after becoming redundant as a result of political af
or professional changes. While these studies usually focus on lower-ley
agents, will look at the ways Israeli veterans who have become busin
men use a self-definition as experts and Israeli security branding (Gra
{ani 2017) in their private careers. §
Israel is often perceived as a security hub; the country has succeec

in many ways in framing itself as the place to be when one needs €
rity solutions. This Israeli security prand (Grassiani 2017), which is 1ar8
based on military experiences and on stories of Israel’s battles in the ]
and present, is used by Israeli security professionals worldwide. DU

big security fairs, knowledge, expertise, and technologies pelonging
rael’s security industry is celebrated with clients

from all over the W
including Asian, African, and European countries

ugecurity circulations’

and the United St

Instead of looking at whether Israeli security is indeed so superior ¥
of other countries, 1 will look into the ways in which security acto’
fine and frame themselves as experts when they sell their knowled8

Mobility through Self-Defined Expertise
187

products abroad as part of a gl .
interesting an i global security market. Isra
successfuigly : edllitslhgg cas; here, as its brand seems to p?yn:)ﬁelss forla.n
sscapital, and is iitempltr? ucts worldwide, using its military e>.< er’c'le .
tustry? Besides its suc a 10;1;11}’ Seen asa major player in the secﬁrftler}ce
ptirlogles gk ae lac.;ess | branding, Israel invests heavily in mil'); .
retired military speciali ?r sold to foreign parties, and it has a bi 1 ?ry
ivate sphere. As me ri:l (s) wgo are eager to take their knowledgf ifl?(;) t}? f
Bsiich g from thenation r;e before, these civil-military entangleme te
S al to the global, make Israel quite unique a rzls’
obilizes security techn e;ys .Securlty expertise can be framed agd holr1 ;
I will examine the se;)f-(;)grf:l;irrf lzinOWIedge' o
; ed experti .
sionals and the way they frame their an;rltel;eg: i:l};ezii;?:smy tIirofes.
authorita-

tlve, ef‘flCl " “a= p
g

g g- i i
g

beC0m i 7 p ifi 7 y g
‘ 1 .1. . . .

- roundings far away from where they were developed

- of “security,” together with m

. y methods, and continue to di

o herepon ;;izlczz:et:xtf of .t}.1e p.her}omenon Iam discussinc;sf 1;vsisllthle so-

B o <t = poor Oc; smlht:flrlzatlon, the Occupation, and .the resfllat' .
BB ey e profes 'ecurlty professionals. I will then go on to lmﬁ
e C()lonialsmnals beo?ome mobile through the constru t(? X
- a;ld ”Africaexpert 511§course that is infused with lo icc:slor;
B nonts of milter n-ness,” in order to understand mo g "
',, ilitarization become entangled within the glcile;al E‘ZPIY

cu-

industry.

:" “ g )
sing “Security” as an Emic and Etic Term

rity,” as ha
- Is1 ;Ls:yl;le;r; tar.guled by Neocleous and Rigakos (2011), of-
- i e rical power Felations that stand behind itl th
l:‘Security" oations thal are;1 done in its name, and its selective cha,race-!
B i neutal oarll not somet.hing necessarily good (for all)
us ey t}l-lat cleous and Rigakos (2011: 20) write ”alien.
- are naturally social and forces us to s ,eak h-
e ly R theiraS :3;_ sgfto;if }ilnterest and individual eglz)ismt”i
! ll’\:llosr;illirlts:i t? Stawement her:;:‘nce believe it to be important to
Becirty forich | 1>\(] A selcurlty has become an almost sacrosanct c
eocleous 2007), which dictates that you canOrI;l:f/re)lf
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have enough of it. In her work, Juliana Ochs (2011: 2) shows the ways
11 the political situation of conflict “the security sit-

Israelis, who often ca
uation” (or hamatsav habitchoni), have internalized ideas of security. Wars
ly possible if there first is

are fought in its name and peace is seen as On
security (Ochs 2011 2). Importantly, this security is limited to the Jewish

Israeli majority of society.
Here 1 will use this term through the ways it is used by the people

have studied: the security actors. This emic use of the concept should of

course be separated from an etic one, and I will use it while not forgetting

that the concept should be seen through a critical lens, as Goldstein (2010)

has argued for. I will thus not take the concept of security for granted,

but investigate what it means for people who use it and, in this case, sell

it and analyze its use by critically examining the contexts in which it is ;

constructed.

Methods
This chapter is pased on fieldwork in Israel and Kenya, consisting of par-
ticipant observation and interviews and on the analysis of media reports -
(Kenyan, Israeli, and international). In both places, 1 have spoken to Israeli
security specialists, consultants, and employees. Meeting with security:
professionals is not always easy as they have a tendency to be very closed
and secretive. By using a snowball method, however, I managed to inter=
view quite a few consultants and managers. When I started looking for
Israelis working in security in Nairobi, it seemed at first they would be
hard to find; however, very s0or, with the help of my fellow researchers
present in Nairobi, I found some names and stories about Israeli connec
tions, such as the rumor, which proved to be true, of an Israeli security
manager at one of Nairobi’s many shopping malls. These men (they Wett
all men, almost all between forty-five and sixty years of age), furthermox
all tended to know each other. i

The fact that I am Israeli helped tremendously. The moment poten

research participants learned this fact, their tone changed and their

ingness to help me increased. Language also became important: the
terviews I conducted with Israelis were in Hebrew, their mother tong
which made communication and understanding each other much easi

Israeli Militarization, Securitization, and the Occupation

While much work on the Israeli military (e-8- Ben-Ari 1998; LevY

and the “security network” (Sheffer and Barak 2013) have insightfuu
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lyzed the inte ‘1 s
tl}'ltese oo ;r;a‘}eP;::;SSES within the military and within Israel’s societ
leaving a distinct politicyal ;Z?n(;ffsz‘i’::lnly :?r.ictlical of Israel’s occupatior}f
have chosen to incorporate such a . ou 'SI e of their analysis. Here i
ciety as contex L political view and to anal :
(Zui’eik, Lyon,t icrﬁlr dthlz bssc;jrll’y industry with distinct colonizlz:::l-’iiil::sl; e
e el aslai il - a}?ar} 2010; Zureik 1979; Gregory 2004) T?hf?s
oxist between Israelis a I;‘P asize .the significant power dif‘ference.s th "
s d— ann Palestlman.s and the way the colonial activ-t.at
et o besdld elseaf}iay of security technologies and self-proclair;lej
look at its ongoing milita ere. Analyzmg Israel as such means to criticalel
kos (2011) defines a sett] ry OCCU}.Dat.lon of the Palestinian territories. Ri ‘
tlers’ enterprise, which er colc.)mallst state as being wrapped u in‘ o
Rotio e airead lir‘?'eans it oc':cupies and dispossesses landpof aa sft-
people, ot Bzl do‘)/’m alrrllg on tltus land, tries to forcibly pacify this l}())coi
activities in the Occupied ¥p0§ sible resistance. Israel, when looking at "
has been maintainingp;em-l-irrltorles, deﬁnitely fits this definition gIsrz:::Sl
R 7. While it can be ar ul :;1 al}'ly occupation in Palestinian territor).r since
B 1 the establishment (;gf tt}?‘ that t1.1e colonial enterprise of Israel started
purposes I will focus on th e Israeli s.tate in 1948 and even before, for 0?1
i the green line, as it is inet(l)lzcsl;pgtcl:: a}nccli ;ettl.ement activities,outsidz
against terror” that most technologies, Slfillisetse:r;g)liliz ;Teij ;r; lt\he ”gght
' ave been

- acquired and developed (see also Graham 2011; Klein 2007)

~ internation i i

e v:érxi\;o;‘:lcirzz)r:li Zln pa?tlcular by itself as the victim of the aggr

| T m% 1t: Alv.vays on the defense, Israel constffctez

A ;}Vl fighting a Goliath, and used this im ;
;idty that has taken hol%tl oe% fll'rsestzrtlecsl : ecClu i vy Wt maegnet;ﬁ

S : | te an society has onl i

R ins t}r:;:ed :llge ilrst Intifada in the late 1980s and tﬁeg Z?J‘i/\;?dln tacks
. eat of the Oslo Accords in the early 1990s, IsraelE; :cit:izlt(;

g S

}IIS;};ZT?L‘ real or imagined (Ochs 2011)
1 s l . . o ’
nternal civil-military relations are crucial here. As stated b
. ated be-

0re, the military i
ry itself and processes of militarization play an enorm
ous

"" n so i y Ot On yalea IeW[S srae |S(()]|S(|]])e 1]]()' e Mmiil
.N

ary, but society itself is dre i

he milor nched with “things military,” with i

ood sold);ear?' tv}:,; (r)nosf: moral ‘and righteous in the “}Ilz)rl‘glg;::ld:lii at’(’}‘:t

fools ore Bt a,bzufi }ferw'c.e, becomes a “good citizen.” Chilcllrlent ie

e P (Whi; military and learn about soldiers protectinn

s are often not recognized physical bord o
ies). Much has been written about this militarizeartzz
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(Kimmerling 1993; Lomsky-Feder and Ben-Ari 1999) and the way military
service creates hierarchies and inequalities in society (Levy 1998). Men
with an extensive military (combat) background have much more chance
of climbing up the career ladder (while using their military skills) than
those who have not (including women). This can be seen in commercial

companies where former officers and generals continue a military-like

style in managing; politicians also come from the ranks and take their mil-

itary network with them. And last but definitely not least, it is very visible
defense industry, which Israeli generals enter

in the (private) security and
after their (early) retirement. Sheffer and Barak (2013) coined the idea of

the security network where military and civil spheres overlap and cannot
be separated anymore. This is a crucial point: the entanglement and in-

tense relationship between military and civil elements of society, and the

plurring between the public and the private spheres. It lies at the heart of
elf-identify as experts.

the way the security professionals I describe here s

They are part of t
they export knowledge and technologi
into the global civil and commercial realm. I will elaborat:

es developed in military settings

The Occupation and the Security Industry

The occupation of the Palestinian Territories,
Six Day War in 1967, is often not called as such in mai
dia and society. People sp
maria,” referring to the Bib
the mainstream public debate is t

curity and that they should be con
Human rights violations that have been the result of this occupation, Vio:

lence and humiliation at checkpoints and during raids for example (Gras
siani 2013), are not problematized within this discourse, if they are raisec
at all. When one looks at how this occupation materializes, one can’t mis
the walls, fences, cameras, military vehicles, helicopters, planes, mili ar
uniforms, weaponry, helmets, turnstiles, and communication equipme
that are built, developed, and worn by the Israeli soldiers of the IDF (1
raeli Defence Forces). But there is more: often we do not see all the wed|
onry that is used by the military, such as the Nano technologies and cy®
tools that Israel develops and uses in its quest to control the Palestini
occupied population under the pretext of usecurity” and the defense
Israel. This has also been called a “system of pacification” (Neocleous?

Rigakos 2011; see also Halper 2015).

Israel is known as a hub of high-tech development, sometimeﬁ
called “Silicon Wadi”; this image is directly connected to the Israeli L

his entanglement and take it to a different scale when

e on this below.

which was the result of the
nstream Israeli me-
eak about “the territories” or “Judea and Sa-
lical term for the region. The main message in
hat Palestinians are a threat to Israel’s se-
trolled and separated from the Israelis.
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tary and intelligence service (Forbes 2015 i
example, that hi : )- It is common kno
eager{)y recna:;t};lf: ItEChhcompames that are looking for Skillgevitg)ii:r
8200 (Swed and BuI:le Vzvmo hacha §erved in the prestigious intelligence u i
i e Ofr 15) Military knowledge that has been develo nii
urveillance, cyber & a hr::x itary occupation and has produced system};e f
ek, oiften 01/1tsi de ofeIC 01081?5, and weapons are used in civilian ¢ .
B S et srae.l. This clearly shows how both realms mil'ton-
through knowled r:me;aal, becon"Ee entangled with each other', not 10311’}’
as we shall see bel%w??hréi?}? ::grl:s‘x:at mOVG;:r between theml but all;g:
fary) and continue tothe next (privatesecurity) while ol mtemesly weing
- urity) while still i ;
o o i e 7 ey o e
level within the commese .professmnals help their role on an internatio; li
on the global securi ercial world; the success of Israeli security produ ?
bivities and oceu atity m;}:ket also helps to legitimize Israel’s militar .
Importantly tl:;le Ion. . e enta'nglements thus work in both directi(}),nac_
edge and skills abro:;ael security professionals who take their knom&:i
Re former combatant ar;also products of this militarized society. Th 4
or in the ISA (lorael Ss, 0 .en having served as professionals in th.e II;%’
aeli Security Agency), after which they seamlessly enter

the pri . :
(Swzdl\::z s;ljltlll;lrt}; g;;l)'k?t (Grassiani 2017). Using their “military capital”
‘ : , former militar ita
th ile sti y personnel b i
thz Ic’lli';:’ié;:fcet.sector while still working with military ac'ceocl?sn;se SUCHCessful. n
tangled Asl(Ims'lt;etween both realms, as said before, very blfff ,maing
flavor vx;hen I:r,l ;ho'vx'r ere, t.h is entanglement takes on an int?;; n(.i en-
7 aeli military skills are used on the slelsalsecitciby atll(:nal
market.

Security Mobility: From Israel to Kenya

The global mobility of this ind

- 0 u.stry sheds a new light on th

.orgls hal;z\;ea ltlral'(litlttxlc':n;?lly written about mobilit}g Mobilit?e‘;vzill(?rlti:o_
R decadesgee f e interest of anthropologists and other scholars lil-
heller ang Urr,y (22) Ozr ezample, the call for a new mobility paradigm bn
Rt oot ).' nt!'lropo.logists in particular have been ; ky
man migration within this field. Glick Shiller and“é(;rla-

ar (2013), fo
alled re;imersez?mpl;f have done extensive work about what they h

mobility for othmo ility to emphasize how mobility for some z’n one
\."Interestmgl . egls and the unequal power relations that are at pl o
irity are seeny’as éoéztthecsi? so-called mobility studies discourseE c?r}ll. se
€] . er-aiscourses to i i . : A

as things th, . . moving, since security eff
gs that cause immobility or disruption (Salazar t3’014)(“:;::12
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Sheller and Urry (2006: 207) write, “There are places and technologies that
enhance the mobility of some peoples and places and heighten the immo-
bility of others, especially as they try to cross borders.” I want to move be-
yond this focus on the mobility of people while security technologies are
seen as countering movement, and focus instead on the very mobility of
security expertise and technologies. This mobility, I argue here, is framed
through different logics used by members of the Israeli security industry.
I hope to contribute to the mobilities debate by tracing the movement of
security logic and technology, also when not related directly to migration
and border security. Here I argue that a discourse of expertise makes the
mobility of security technologies, actors, and knowledge possible by mak-
ing it logical, legitimate, and attractiv
is in apparent
robi use, then,

offer his help to the unknowing Other.
Chisholm (2015: 116) alerts us to the “culture of whiteness that per-

vades the industry” and asks how (post)colonial histories shape the secu-

day. Here I take up this challenge to include the colonial

rity industry of to
dustry. As Graham (2010)

practices of Israel when analyzing the security in

has shown, Israeli military knowledge and technologies are not only"
they also can be traced back to

transported into other conflicts and wars,
more civilian and urban spaces as security measures. Israel, when seen as

a Western state, not only exports its colonial technologies extensively to

other Western countries (such as the United States and Europe), but ex-
ports them to the South as well; to “ developing” countries that are thoug

to be in need of Israel’s expertise and tools to combat their problems wi

crime and terror. Within this mobility, racial discourses that differentiat
between the #Jeveloped, white Israeli expert” and the “undeveloped, am
ateur, black Kenyan” become apparent, as | will show further on. '

The Case of Kenya

Nairobi is a hub for Israeli security activities. Israel and Kenya have
diplomatic ties since 1963, when then prime minister of Israel Golda Mt
met with Kenyatta, Kenya’s prime minister, and they agreed to formall
their ties and to enter ina developmental program Israel launched tofl
developing countries (while still in development itself). This timing !
not random; as African countries were establishing their independ®
Israel was quick to create new relationships with these strategically loc
states. Already then, security ties were consolidated, with Israel tral
presidential security details and supporting the formation of the
eral Security Unit, a notorious paramilitary group (Otenyo 2004)-

e for the client, the “lay” Other who

need of it. The discourse that Israeli security actors in Nai-
i drenched with notions about an expert self who comesto -
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p;e ein;as:dil:i;dy VlSlt'ed the continent twice,( in 2(;3(;9}::;;1?:212)41“1“&
velopment work seehea-dmg of diplomatic ties and agricultural a::cli) Zre
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and Somalia (Namunan
k' : e 2016). C i i
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This intense securi
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edge, b i
ge, but also define what products and services Kenya is in need of

(DPPS 2015). Below I will indicate how we can analyze such discourse of
(Leander 2005).

expertise anthropologically in order to understand its effects on the mo-

pility of these security goods.
Israelis in Kenya

The expertise of thes i
e security professionals is f
mentary i s framed largely i .
”Israelriynieizgsa;l;out the self and the Other and consistsgofyiézacso Ialtilst
H a certain “African-ness.” Maki :
cal” and natural, I ar " Making their expertise “logi-
, gue, makes the mobility of thei : 8!
analyzi i Zo. ty of their services i
actofszx?hgeit:1 f two-tier discourse, I thus want to see how Isrfe(;issslble By
and b:ecome mr:)(k))‘?],le-dge’dand technologies are framed as ”authorii;g:;::’}’l
: ile in order to be sold abr
Ot?er if portrayed as a proper “receiver.” oad to a lay Other, and how this
Wl be 1 i " )
e t}% ;‘I:Yof:;am)lmg out the “Kenyan segment” of the Israeli securit
- “-,h' 1}31 hant y, all actors I spoke to had a history of milita ,
- tl:le i Sl:‘.3 t ey either continued into the intelligence servicesr{sie;
- Interestingi;r;}; slt\tgelrécy, ISA) or worked for private security comp(;
- ¢ old me a common story; aft ir mili .
—— ry; after their milita i
cumstances. Of course
bote th . , as we have alread .
B ;sz c_lrﬁur'nstances are not random. Men finishing (combzt?:)rtfl‘_i be
bein’g reirzli? 3’ n the rank of officer or even higher, have a bi charllltar};
R se:V i into t.he ISA .or t(? find a job in the security secft;or stre::ie ﬁt
analyze their cf'i:’_' using thf’-lr military capital (Grassiani 2017). We ¢ gld
have learned :;i Lt::fy Slf_li;’lcs as an apprenticeship, in which 'these (r):en
: y skills, but also specific cod ;
ish th pecific codes and jargon that distin-
SUHOW :‘igrfre(z/r: ot}}:ers who. are lacking this backgroun]d (%Zarr 23t1(c)1'l;t(;n
B ot C,an bl; t o;lgh this aspect of their biographies is Compara.ble).a
AT made. These.security actors can be largely divided i ’t
ke o ai’ ployees (_)f Israeli companies who work in Kenya and l}r: .
L ogr ani ani:l Israe.hs who live and work in Kenya and vfl’horcl) .
. o ('.;cfaI sec111‘r1}'y company (often Israeli-owned). The first “;21:) ,
R T o msrae ‘1 mtegrat.or” firms that sell complete securit?r s P
 the Kenyan govelr)imes tarfe registered in Israel and compete in tendersy;
5 ment, for example, o
 Once they receive the job, th ple, or of electricity/energy companies.
inK job, they come in with Israeli
N Kenya for months, someti . 4 petsonne. whe sty
"tul'nkey” solufic , e .1mes years, to finalize the project. They offer
technologies and se?\llircr:atrcl)lrtlg thﬁt they bring in all different aspects of
4 ’ A e client
?y;; and ignite the “engine.” » who then only needs to “turn the
ANl example of such a i
. com :
8lven to this company was f pany 1.s company X.* A big contract that was
y was for a project at the Jomo Kenyatta International

Expertise: Israeli Security Actors in Kenya

Thinking about Experts

9) defines the expert as “an actor who has devel-

Dominic Boyer (2008: 3
oped skills in, semiotic-epistemic competence for, and attentional concern

with, some sphere or practical activity.” He starts out from the idea of
“the expert” to investigate how the anthropologist should go about in-
vestigating him/her. Here, however, I am interested in looking at the way
expertise comes into pbeing through the use of distinct discourses. I am
less interested in knowing whether someone is or is not a “real” expert,
as much as I want to understand the ways expertise is performed and
framed. Expertise is thus not only about “knowing,” but also about “do-
ing” or even “acting,” and about “becom([ing] intimate with . . . culturally
valuable things that are relatively inaccessible or illegible to laypeople”
(Carr 2010). Thus the ways in which expertise is embodied and performed,
but also the language that is used to self-identify as an expert, are equally
important to consider here. In her review of anthropological work on ex- ]
pertise, Carr (2010) notes that besides behavior of an individual, expertise
also belongs to the domain of the institution, which gives the expert hisor -
her legitimacy. In this light, she continues to describe apprenticeship and
the acquiring of a specific “expert register,” which can be used to mani-
fest one’s expertise. As mentioned before, she emphasizes the importance
of the way expertise is acted out. Authenticity and its enactment are im-
portant here, as experts need such claims vis-a-vis “lay” people in order
to establish their position. She finally shows the way expertise and the
coding systems that it is made out of come to be naturalized in a way tha
#erase[s] the debate that inevitably went into producing them [categorical
distinctions]” (Carr 2010: 26). 4
A security actor, then, needs to perform, act, and speak as an expert il
order to be accepted as one by those who are not “in the know.” Joachim

and Schneiker (2014) assert that for clients in the security business, eXp&t

tise or the image of expertise is of utmost importance. Berndtsson (2012}

for example, explored the way a Swedish private security firm constrt €
its identities vis-a-vis different audiences, at times emphasizing its m#
t times its business image or its Swedish-nes

tary competencies and a
fessionals fF

will now continue to explore the ways Israeli security pro
themselves and perform as experts who not only bring specific
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The knowledge and the technologies such consultants and companies
brings to Kenya can be traced back directly to the “security network”
(Sheffer and Barak 2013). They find their origins in the strategies of control
and notions on security that are constructed in Israel and the Occupied
Territories, and that are used by Israeli security and defense agencies, of
which the security actors were part of. Such ideas—about who the enemy
is, how the enemy should be “taken out,” for example—are also deeply
embedded in society. Furthermore, fences, surveillance methods, and
models of facility security are copied directly from the systems of control
in place in the Occupied Territories (Berda 2011; 2013). Many of the Israeli
security professionals I spoke to pride themselves, for example, in the use
of Israeli security models that were based on proactive security instead
of “just waiting till something happens,” emphasizing the difference be-
tween these approaches and the inferior “African” ones (or the absence
of the latter). Their approach has been developed in Israel in response to
the threats of suicide bombers and similar “surprise” attacks Israel has
known for decades. These threats, as will also become clear below, are not
seen within a context of the occupation, and thus the methods to counter
them are also sanitized from any reference to Israel’s systems of control;
no mention is made of Palestinians and their hardships.

My questions for the interviewees mainly focused on the reasons they
were in Kenya and how they explained their success. In the answers to
these questions, two logics surfaced: one that emphasized the Israeli char-
~ acteristics of the business, and another that explained the attraction of
 their (perceived) expertise by emphasizing “African” needs. I do not in
any way perceive these logics as being objective or constant. Instead, I see
them as part of the way Israeli security experts perceive their own work
abroad and as part of the discourse with which they enact this expertise
and mobility. Obviously, the broader context is one of making money, of
“capitalizing on expertise,” as one of my interviewees insightfully said.
but I am interested here in looking beyond those market forces to un-
derstand how its producers frame their expertise and identify as experts.
their appeal and imagined and performed expertise in light of a supposed
security “vacuum” is, I argue, what makes them mobile.

- The expert framing in this case, pose, is characterized by colonialist
nd racist ideas, within which the Israeli specialist has something to teach
fie “incompetent and unaware African.” This will become clearer by look-
18 in more detail at the arguments these experts voice. As mentioned
store, the discourse of Israeli security professionals is sanitized almost in

entirety from any reference to the military occupation that stands at the
15 of their specialty.

I had con-

Airport in Nairobi (JKIA). An employee of com}fa}ny égi‘t’?\e ol T
tacted already in Israel invited me to f:ome to t eu;1 o e iourney (de-
. and undertook the forty-minute to two- g &) ctice which

took ? Tt a;airobi traffic) and found the company inanew o ,S 1
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see the gi.ra any came to do at JKIA was setting up all security systems
‘.:hls Irslzs xi(r):?;t tze airport. While we toured the wing, I saw the many

ina

i trol room next
cameras that were connected to the huge screens in the con

y . The Sys-

ere in the process of setting up : g

tlf;,lrs' tskc;el:t}l]’c‘iﬁcl)n for full security coverage. The I;ragltlycor'r:}pia:z (:::?rr; ; jvr:) rg
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d by the Kenyan Airport Au : :

e VIVJ'aSS‘Fpg frf:i];(laion yBesides setting up an elaborate technological advanced
over .

i ith the hiring of local personnle, who
SeCUTi:g’ g:;ei?l;t}c‘(.jr}:t:lsligiinls.t e:n“llsraeli trainer who was flown in from ]
were
Israel performed the training of. these Personnel. e diverse, Withl
The second group of Israeli security actors ot g ol
i one can find individual consultants who W e il
Fhls L | clients, but also consultants who are employe ak e
1r1ter1nat101’\at s eciﬁ;: sites, such as shopping malls. They _w01fr wi an;
ety cort)n anies, train members of the Kenyan police m\‘/c\:les,t y d
- S?cumy ri pconsulltancy for projects such as the 1:enewed tﬁs i 4
Provld'e seculltynd the Mombasa port. Often they stay in .cor‘lt'?\ct ;o A
shop P n;a ?work of security professionals and Israelis living a ro?1
s Efmts typically had lived in Nairobi for years, s‘omehc?ver;vi
Th;:: C’l?l?s; Kknow the local context well and have had relationships 9
cades.

ity industry as well. . o
the[i?lC:}(:;c;;elth such a consultant was A, a relatively young Israe

; i the Israe

who, after working for several years in a varllfzty of }fur::;?;ife‘gto i 3
' irobi cehe ¢
Security Agency (ISA), came to Nairobi. By chan o s ol i

the security of one of Nairobi’s shopping malls, ar;i kx:s o s i
began. He admitted he was asked because il
career kg d as a “security expert.” It took some time to gain el
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. . ionist, Colonial Logic
Israeli-ness: A Zionist, 3 eir expertise first by

. ing in Kenya frame th :
Israeli security experts working in 4 consists of two main

o iE ” which, I argue,
emphasizing " Speecgl :elfastle‘:ieilor:flzsisraeli experience in defer_‘se ?:ts:icc‘:l
iéteazhghES:ESOSast experience with ﬁghtin% terrIor,a ’;li\’lslsp ::':n’%hel ccors
ity : ot lated to Isr : .
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idea with Whlc‘ IS(Zn a Ellas to do with a specific Israel.l style of wtr)or ’l’nt’O?h
- expertlse. . rov?se get things done, think ”outsu,i’e of the ox(i o
bc(; e alil il:zsl I}I:srt of thle way expertise is “performed and frame
ideas a

outside world.

When I asked the employees (both in Israel and in Nairobi) about what
enla

ically Israeli, they answered alrr.xos:
make's - St}},ftte I?jv:sn il::zcr:lktotz\g\:herz we come from,_” or ”ourt;eaatl;tayi_d |
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Somet.h - fike ”Se rity business” because of their vast experlenc;e wi ;o
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rent reality, the reality of kids growing up while ne

- confident in his skills and knows th
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Way the Other, in this
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security: “you experience security as kids, you learn about it from your
parents, about looking out for suspicious people . . . there is the security
thought,” said one consultant. He continued: “Afterwards you go into the
military; there you become disciplined, you become patriotic. You are ex-
perienced even if you are Very young, you are born into it.” Here we see
a notion of passiveness that also emphasizes the inevitability of Israel’s
situation and its negative relations with its neighbors, experiences with
terror and attacks.

This notion, however, is compensated by a more active and related
idea that emphasizes a specific Israeli working style and attitude. Closely
related to what Tamar Katriel (1986) has called “talking straight, dugri
speech,” this style consists of a direct, to-the-point approach, hard work,
and an ability to improvise and think outside of the box. In relation to
this, Senor and Singer (2009) have written about the “chutzpah” of Israeli
entrepreneurs in the “Start-Up” world, which could be defined as a spe-
cific confidence, “gall, brazen nerve, effrontery.”® The idea is that Israelis
are not afraid to say it as it is and, in taking this risk, often get much
further (in business) than others. While one might expect elaborate secu-
rity models to be the thing emphasized by Israelis, this particular daring

working style was much more dominant in the way they framed their
expertise.

One consultant told me the followin

g in a comparison to the way U.S.
consultants would work in Kenya:

“Israelis say what they want, in the
US. they are nice . . . try to connect. Israelis show confidence, are asser-

tive, take it or leave it, [they] come from the point of view: ‘we know ev-
erything.” Marketing is not needed.” The person described here is thus

at by only mentioning where he comes

ease. “Israeli security experience” be-
comes an actual brand that sells itself (Grassiani 2017).

Another consultant in Nairobi phrased it as follows: “Israel has expe-

d, [we are] creative, loyal to the working
that there is more “caring” (ekhpatiut) and
part of the company” (adding that he felt this way even
specific “way of thinking, speed, ac-
Often this style of working is then compared to the
case the Kenyan, is working. One security profes-
What a local does in a week I can do in an hour. [To] think
nyans] can’t do two things at once. [These are] different
question is how to bring people to this standard.”

L will get into this comparison in the next paragraphs, but for now I

Yantto underscore the “educational” argument that is brought to the fore

ST€: this consultant is wondering how one could bring the high (Israeli)
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i ill actually stick. In the same hn.e
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African-ness: A Racist, Colonialist Logic
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terviewee, answering my question about local Kenyan security, enforced
the same idea: “[It's] nothing; they want to ride the wave of business in
security but they don't know anything.” He continued to say that Ken-
yan security officials would come to him for advice and then they would
repeat to others what they had heard from him; this happened even on
television shows.

What we can see here is an outspoken distrust of local security skills.
Israeli expertise is established against a very dark and pessimistic idea
about Kenyan security. The Israeli consultants I spoke to almost unani-
mously agreed that Kenyans knew close to nothing about security, that
they mostly did not care, and that their main concern was to make money
off the security business. Only one consultant was somewhat more opti-
mistic, and he said he saw real improvement in the attitude and skills of
Kenyans compared with some years ago.

Management skills were also part of a theme that came back as lacking
in the local skillset. The dominant idea was that Kenyans (or Africans in
general) could not “look ahead” or “see the big picture.” They didn’t have
a “big head” (rosh gadol), a distinct military conceptualization of “looking
beyond,” at the whole context used by Israeli commanders and officers
(Ben-Ari 1998; Grassiani 2013). Israeli expertise, in contrast, is highlighted
as consisting of all those characteristics, as we saw earlier.

Related to the idea of the bad and sloppy security and management
skills of Kenyans, or Africans in general, is a second logic I encountered
consistently: the respect Israeli security companies and actors receive
from the locals. As one interviewee said, “We know what we are doing;
Israelis are respected.” “As a consultant, being Israeli works,” said an-
other informant; “you are taken more serious in this context.” A manager
of a big Israeli company that does a lot of work in Kenya talked about the
image of authority (samchut) that Israel has. Another told me that people

are in need of “knowledge, they ask for it, see you as different, also in
~ tenders, when you say you are from Israel they look at you different.”
- Again and again, people emphasized that being Israeli gave them extra

- standing in business; one security professional even told me they were
- “seen as gods.”

Thus the ways that Israeli security expertise is framed through em-

“Israeli-ness” and “African-ness” can be seen as two sides of

;the same coin. This racist discourse shows the white privileged security
- &Xpert who comes to “Africa”
vay, black Other. With these different logics distilled from the discourse of
€Se professionals, I have tried to understand how the experts self-identify
and what ideas about the Other are part of this expert framing.

in order to share his knowledge with the
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Conclusion

ility of Israeli security prpfesswnals,
b ChaPter, I .ar;i}}’;e‘j:;eesﬁ:r’& ktr}llowledge, through thel;: self:tr:}r;;
B - thel? obility is part of a civil-military entang emed ot
o e b Tihllsvr:z; in Israel, through the security networ}li, inmilitary
s h the involvement of security agents and t e; Ly
natipna}ly thro].;gbal security market. By looking at the case O | Secur;ty
c?plta:l::t ti}s“;\igstcc))rically connected to Israel and wl;irest}l‘iisir:iv e
o i i attempted to .
Eommunity " ]Eelatwelt}i’szxtﬁ:;:éz S:;::ourse t}}iat is largely ch:—:lract:‘rilcz}fci
g exg o Jogics. This discourse creates a space @;/ZS e
o tc;vfo C(’)’rlz:;zﬁnselcz%ity expertise” and its superior characteristi
need for |
b o i i specific “Israeli-ness” that include
Th'e o logi'c Conlili;ts cs):yr;:taligstgiilsﬁaeli realit}f’ " as ba}ckdroif tS(;ilos;aa-l
iy ng egrience in security. The Israeli securlty pro (ta .
1 knOWIe'dge e exgx ert who comes to the Africaf\ continent od " 1gc
S ;n la pOther. This lay Other compnses-the se‘:):ont . Cger-
e know'IEdge’ t(? t' efus}:ed with colonialist and racist 1’1.0'(10{}5 ahmilooks at
P Th{S e ls”lrt1}'tat includes the “incompetent African” Wi oS -~
o "{\fl‘lcan.'m?ss in security with awe. This discourse emPhatiZf e
151‘381.1 SuPefqultY ical) victim in need of self-defense, p051t§ ani};ized §
D e grewt an experienced security workforce?, anfd is sa itized o
o o greV\Il’alestinian suffering or the occupation in ger;)e : a.lso 1
o e the laims, I chose to analyze Israel as a whc_>l'e, u e
der o e b C}?l se::urity professionals, within its ml.ht.arlze Sl
lal’\gtuatg er?clS iﬁal;yo; tf\e military occupation. By ct:l,oing :zlti: elsgfoobs;; "
Facopri i i lements betwe |
reco'gncilze ttr};eal:;a’:}l\(lnss;{c)isfi(a:rrl:ﬂ?g;rzlgd and colonial packground the se-
rity indus

curity professionals come from.

. ¢

ii ist and works as assistant professor @ :
e Gfas§ianl fl S:;se}cz:g:r)r}:.o 1S(;flgelsits the author of Soldiermj u:t;:;lf
o U'mverSlty y Numbing among Israeli Soldiers in the A.l- qs e g
borghal Pmceslies (2){)13) Her current research is part of _a'W1der po ra .
(Be.:rgh-ahr} Boonfil 1oba.hzation of security, with a spec1f;c1f<;;1;15i) ol
Pn;’ atlf\?:;f:; r:obi{sities (SECURCIT). It traces the flows of (Is ,
and se

1
|

DPPS, 2015, “Deal Ruthlessly with Terrorists, Netanyahu Advises,

Forbes, Steve, 2015.
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Notes

1. At the HLS/Cyber conference of November 2016, there were people from approxi-
mately eighty countries (Azulai 2016).
2. It is estimated that Israel is sellin,

g security and military products (including knowl-
edge) to 190 countries (Halper 2015). In 2017, Israel was estimated to close export deals

for defense products with the value of 9 billion USD. From https://www.haaretz.com/is
rael-news/israel-s-defense-export-sales-exceed-record-Q-billion—l.6052046, accessed 29
November 2018.

See https://www.standardmedia.co.ke/article/2000179470/israel-pm—netanyahu-pledg
es-to-support-kenya-in-war-against-terrorists, accessed 13 October 2015.

See https://www.nation.co.ke/news/Israeli-forces-join-Kenya-battle-to-end-deadly-ma
ll-siege/l056-2002830-t6rln82/index.html, accessed 29 November 2018.
I have used pseudonyms for the companies and names of employees in order to keep

their anonymity (my concern is foremost with my interviewees; anonymizing the com-
panies protects them).

See Leo Rosten'’s definition (in Guggenheim n.d.).
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