
[Type	  text]	  
	  

1	  

 

Scattering pacification: Israel’s transmission of ideas at 
security fairs  
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“Now hurry to the booths. We only have three days to make the world a 
better place” (Organiser at the opening ceremony of ISDEF, Tel Aviv June 2013) 

 “People are feeling paranoid and lack of trust in their governments. They 
don’t know where the next attack is coming from and how the enemy look:  
we tap into that” (Gideon Raff, Tel Aviv, 2012, long time Israeli intelligence expert and 

creator of the Israeli forerunner for the US TV-show ”Homeland” at HLS Israel 2012) 

 

Abstract: The article explores how Israel export and sell its HLS technology. It does 
so by identifying the roots of Israeli technology and shed light over the connection 
between the private industry and strategies of control of the Israeli state vis-à-vis 
Palestine. It seeks to provide some clues as to how the arms industry has become 
diversified into a niche based security venture based on Israel’s concrete 
experiences of war and everyday security practices with real life testing at its core. 
 

Introduction  

Israel’s success as a leading force in the market of homeland security (HLS) can be 
attributed to the Israeli experience of transforming Jewish insecurity into a state 
based Israeli condition of security. The organization of the military industry in Israel is 
marked by national defining motifs integrating the growing private industry with 
broader state strategies of control over territory and populations. Security fairs are 
crucial for Israel to dispatch their way of war and control to a global community of 
security.  
The venues, where Israel displays its capabilities, work as a bridge between Israel’s 
way of war at home and its adaption to international demands for cutting edge 
security technology. Today Israel’s security economy is a product of the 
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intersection of the global market of arms and technology of surveillance and 
movement control and a localized ethno-territorial conflict.   
 
Through the export of ideas and technology home-grown Israeli methods are 
universalized and indeed the issue of Palestine is globalized. Israel’s efforts of 
ethnic segregation through security missions are sold to broader purposes of social 
ordering and control. 
 
First the notion of security fairs are discussed and related to Israel’s high-tech 
economy and the state’s colonial character. Then the article seeks to place Israel 
within recent developments of security industry, and unfold how the fairs can be a 
rich source for business advancement. Lastly the article seeks to carve out some 
patterns of development for security missions and strategies of control. 

 

From covert missions to scientific showroom “warfare”  

In the 1970’s Israel’s involvement in supporting the Colombian regime was 
exposed, just as a covert Mossad (Israel intelligence agency) mission was exposed 
to the world media in Dubai in 2010. 

While these sort of incidents are not a bygone phenomenon Israel’s engagement 
in global security missions and economies has been altered. 

Israeli mercenaries, usually former or operating Mossad agents, have traditionally 
used their experience to engage in profit generating activities through direct 
involvement in missions abroad. (Cockburn & Cockburn, 1991) Today, more 
experienced Israeli military personnel move into more commercial avenues of 
profit, the Israeli arms or homeland security industry. Instead of training military 
groups in the jungle of Colombia, more and more security professionals pack up 
their convention bag to exhibit their know-how and tech at security fairs at home 
and abroad. One might speak of a conformation of security ventures to business 
parameters based on a growing cluster of more than 500 Israeli security 
companies mostly private. 

The companies are bound into a network of military, scientific, academic actors 
and institutions. This year Jane’s Weekly Defence Magazine analyst put Israel as 
the world’s sixth largest weapon producer. Around 10.000 Israelis are actively 
engaged in the export of arms (not including broader security material). The 
quantity of security fairs is hard to estimate, but alone in 2012 I have been able to 
count at least 15 major events aimed at PR and export organized in Israel.  
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Moreover, the country is well-represented at almost all major security fairs abroad. 
In contrast to governments’ secretive strategies for collection of intelligence and 
to some extent arms procurement, security fairs are to a large extent open-access 
foras were lethal and non-lethal technology for surveillance and population 
control is put out in the open. In practice the nature of the events can in their 
physical form be compared to car exhibitions. What makes them distinct is the 
fusion of actors: military, PR, business and state representatives, and the mixture of 
technological and political analysis around threat perception and states’ 
procurement policies. The fairs are visible signs that the military industry, in Israel at 
least, has moved from serving domestic needs into relying on exports and global 
demands. 

Security fairs are excellent venues for exploring Israel’s comparative advantages. 
A visit to the fairs can tell us quite a lot about the actors of the industry, the market, 
cutting edge technology and perhaps also the logics guiding political actors in 
their security missions and the associated process of commercialization of warfare. 
Indeed security technology is increasingly, as Neocleous puts it: “tailored for 
consumption whereby the consumers of security are integrated into a wider 
culture of insecurity”. (Neocleous, 2008, p. 142) This is whether it is state or private 
corporative actors operating on foreign missions or in localized political contexts 
‘at home’.  Israel’s role at the fairs, are based on the shared national platform of 
the Israeli companies due to a resourceful national ethos and the broader 
militarization of the Israeli economy.  
 
The empirical data for this line of argumentation is based on fieldwork conducted 
at four large-scale security fairs.  

Eurosatory, June 2012: In France, Europe’s largest biannual security fair. 1432 
exhibitors from around the globe with 370 new products presented. 24 of Israel’s 
most successful were represented at the Israeli pavilion under the auspices of the 
Israeli Ministry of Defense. 

UVID, November 2012: “Unmanned Vehicles: From Uniqueness to Jointness” – in Tel 
Aviv with around 1000 participants from 19 countries and 40 exhibitors. Organized 
by the Israeli professional magazine: IsraelDefense, a two-day program including 
exhibitions and live demonstrations. 

HLS Israel 2012, 2nd International Conference Tel Aviv. By far Israel’s largest biannual 
fair. Organized by a consortium of ministries including Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Ministry of Defense (including its arms export agency SIBAT) and the Ministry of 
Industry, Labor and Science. Four day program, including comprehensive 
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exhibition and live demonstrations, field visits and social events. The main sponsors 
of the event were NICE Systems, a major private Israeli HLS company, while also 
the European Commission contributed. 

International Defense and Security Exhibition, ISDEF June 2013:  A privately 
organized security fair on the platform of the private security integrator and 
consultant TAR. Fair supported by a range of Israeli government bodies, including 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the Ministry of Trade and Labor.  

 

Securing the homeland 

To understand how Israel’s permanent war economy has transformed into industry 
for exports, it is crucial to look at how security fairs are the outcome of the 
institutional and historical process of Zionist state building.  

Especially after 9.11 many critical scholars within the field of IR, political geography 
and critical security studies have developed an array of conceptual frames to 
describe the entrenchment of the military violence globally following the attacks. 
Gregory speaks of an ‘everywhere war’ conducted in the shadows marked by 
military expansionism officially termed the “War on Terrorism” where war has 
become a pervasive matrix through which social life in constituted. (Gregory, 2011, 
p. 259) Graham highlights the replacement of the concept of battlefield with 
‘battlespace’ within US military doctrine as a sign that war activity has become 
multidimensional with “no front or back” where everything has become a site of 
permanent war marked by assaults on global borderlands. (Graham, 2010) Keen 
wrote of ‘endless war’, and Duffield of ‘unending war and Filkins of the ‘forever 
war’ all stressing permanency, globalism (fighting terror in the wilderness of the 
south as well as at the hearts of the cosmopolitan urban centres) and more diffuse 
temporally as well as spatially. (Duffield, 2007; Filkins, 2009; Keen, 2006) 

More concretely in terms of practice sharing, within epistemic communities of 
security, several scholars have highlighted both the connection between Israel’s 
long time experience of ‘counterinsurgency’ intelligence collection and targeted 
killings and the methods deployed by mainly US and EU authorizes post-9.11.  
Khalili, Graham, and others make an effort to connect colonial practices, very 
much the British colonial complex in Mandate Palestine to the Israeli way of 
exercising crude and subtle domination. As Khalili argues: “technologies of control 
travel and create a global transmission of best practices of colonial control” Surely 
Palestine has been a central node because of Israel’s practices and the struggles 
geostrategic significance. (Khalili, 2010, pp. 413–414) Graham detects the US’ 
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imitation of Israel’s tailoring itself to the challenges of urban warfare and counter-
insurgency warfare in turn linking the discursive bases of the war on terror to the 
Zionist experience. (Graham, 2011, p.135)  
 
At the opening of a major high-tech conference in Jerusalem, Israel’s President 
Shimon Peres, articulated a shift in the centre of gravity for Israeli power politics: 
“we don’t fight for land we fight for science and science cannot be fought by 
war…we need an army without arms we need an army of scientists”. (Shimon 
Peres, Technion Centennial Conference, August 2012) While Peres’ words allude to 
progress and science as a way of abandoning violence and war, Israel’s role in 
advancing technologies of warfare and repression proves the opposite. 
Nonetheless, Peres’ vision carries some truth. Later in the same speech, Peres 
notes: “a true good capitalist is dissatisfied; this is the contribution of Israel to the 
world. It is in our DNA. It’s not a genetic disorder. No, we have to fight for 
something- we lost our land and wanted to return. But the land we returned to was 
holy but disappointing filled with swamps and unfriendliness”. (Ibid)  
 
According to Ariella Azoulay Zionism as an exclusionary ideology, can explain how 
Israel’s war is created as permanent through two interconnected processes: 1) a 
division of Jews and Arabs, where domination is ensures a regime of different rules 
and 2) creating Arabs as a permanents menace and thus a problem that needs to 
be solved. (Azoulay, 2011, pp. 269–270) This is in practice turned into an exclusive 
military expertise necessitated by the state, and is now through exports passed on 
to others, to adapt to the challenges of security and control experienced 
elsewhere. The logic for this is wrapped, in a civilizing explanation as part of the 
build-up of a science based progressive economy often termed Israel’s 
“economic miracle” – the rapid rise of the state and its high-tech economy -  
coined by Senor and Singer. (2011) 
 

In the effort to explain the success of the Israeli HLS sector, Gordon points to an 
important link between a democratic regime, neo-liberal policies (privatization 
and merger), and a militaristic worldview, which in his views confirms that they 
enjoy an intimate link as they can coexist in the same system of production without 
harming each other (Gordon, 2009, p. 51)  The Israeli states has successfully 
embraced all three. Moreover, the ‘Israeli experience is constructed as a brand or 
what Denes terms ‘the Zionist experience’ (Denes, 2011) which help Israel (through 
its businesses) to retain a comparative advantage in the global markets of HLS. 
Also Israel has successfully gained from a spill over- effect, where products and 
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technology initially developed for military/security purposes, is now produced to 
supply markets in other sectors.  

Fundamentally the Israeli strategy has been two-folded: designing a new Jewish 
National while refashioning Palestine as Jewish. (Denes, 2011, p. 34) Or as put 
differently by Ramzi Gabbay, Chairman of Israel’s HLS conference 2012 and 
Chairman of the state-run Israeli Export and International Cooperation Institute 
proclaims: “to protect its people and property, Israel has since its establishment 
developed increasingly sophisticated means of detecting and neutralizing 
menace while building up our country”. (Ramzi Gabbay, Tel Aviv November 2012)  

Israel’s President Peres underlined the specific role of Israel/Jews in the industry at 
the ending ceremony of the HLS Israel 2012 with these words:” What is the 
contribution of the Jewish people to the world? I say: dissatisfaction. We have to 
try and try again in order to exist. Science relations are replacing political ones”... 
“In this country: it is not the land that has enriched the people but the people that 
has enriched the land” (Shimon Peres, HLS Israel, November 2012)  

To understand Israel’s cutting a major leap point should be on how capacities are 
deeply rooted in the state’s basic characteristics and experiences as a colonial 
settler state based on an ethnic definition of the community to be protected. As 
Wolfe argues the character of such an endeavour is structural (and not an event) 
and this becomes an axis for the Israeli HLS companies to revolve around. (Wolfe, 
2006; See Yiftachel, 2006) Counterinsurgency techniques and measures of 
territorial control are drawn from the practices of the state historically and 
institutionally. The methods and hence technology developed by Israel are path-
dependent, as Israel have been deeply involved even before the inception of the 
state.  

Israeli security performance reflects a core characteristic of Israeli identity, what 
the Israeli scholar Beit-Hallahmi contends is “the product and reflection of Zionist 
dreams and colonialist reality”. (Beit-Hallahmi, 1993, p. 30) What seems like a red 
thread at the security fairs is that the very transformation of the Jewish condition of 
insecurity predating the state to an Israeli condition based on the creation of safe 
space for Jewish citizens has been a resourceful cradle for developing tailor-made 
security solutions. Thus the process of cementing Jewish nationalism, that is Zionism, 
through state building, has been a central pillar to Israeli security entrepreneurship 

Indeed, while a prevalent in post-9.11 domestic security discourses and its links to 
warfare overseas, the notion of homeland has previously been sparsely deployed 
in western security discourses. Differently in Israel, the notion of a ‘homeland’ 
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carries special connotations to Zionist visions of state building as the claim of a 
return to the homeland from exile places the concept in a highly emotionally and 
politically charged field – and indeed ideological.  Thus to secure the homeland 
becomes more than a concrete strive to secure citizens, it becomes a tool for 
constructing the nation. The mission comes to define and reify an ethnic group’s 
constitution as a nation or as a ‘spatial icon’ producing conflict. As Yiftachel 
argues: “Given the multi-layered history of almost any territory, claims for collective 
ownership of a homeland often form the basis for protracted ethnic conflicts”. 
(Yiftachel, 2006, p. 43) In the case of Israel, the concept of HLS carries weight both 
in relation to geopolitical rationales and semantic shadings of the word.  
 
In this way, in a double movement, Israel’s military economy is dependent on new 
technology and hi-tech progress and is a key player in generating new knowledge 
and expertise. The army of scientist’s vision is clearly sought promoted at the fairs 
as part of the efforts of de-politization. However, at the same time there is a sense 
of essentializing the Jewish experience of suppression and the experiences of 
diaspora life, as a key explanatory factor to the Israeli “economic miracle”. 
According to several informants Israel’s technological advancement, taking the 
regional environment the Jewish struggle (in the diaspora and today against a 
mosaic of threats) has created a unique platform -  ”against all odds”, as a 
representative of a minor Israel anti-ballistics canvas manufacturer expresses it. 
(Interview, anonymous firm representative, Tel Aviv, November 2012) Or as NICE 
systems, a global leader in intent based solutions, state in their highly exposed 
slogan: “the right people, at the right time”- referring to the Jewish people 
developing their capacities to respond to permeating global threats. 
(www.nice.com) 
 
 

A lucrative space between withheld and spectacular violence 

The sought to pacify the native enemy population and expand/retain control over 
territory today through more subtle control mechanisms and digitalization 
processes are historical offspring of more unconcealed tactics of crude violence 
deployed in armed combat in times of war.  Thus for Israel managing the 
occupation and upholding its strategies of control inside Israel proper (Israel 1948) 
has become the cornerstone of the sort of everyday war as a structural outcome 
of the state’s expansive strategies. Gordon argues, that Israel have moved from 
administering the lives of the people and normalize the colonization while 
exploiting the natives’ resources. (Gordon, 2008)  
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Thus the transfer and separation of Jews and Arabs key to Israel’s control regime 
carries relevance to the larger international environment of security and control 
(Denes, 2011; Graham; 2011; Whitaker; Abu-Laban and Bakan, 2011)  

The subtle missions of control have by no means taken entirely over from terrestrial 
combat. Rather, the Israeli regime is based on occasional outbreaks of military 
combat mixed with other means for control of daily life. Hanafi argues that the 
topology of low-intensity of the conflict is often misleading because it despite a 
period of less spectacular violence and casualties other aspects of the conflict 
might be going through a process of intensification related to space and land. 
(Hanafi, 2009)  

This, as Azoulay and Ophir explain entails a powerful move between a threat of 
violence (withheld violence) and outbreaks into spectacular violence (crude use 
of force and conventional heavy weaponry), which disciplines and deters 
populations, by creating a structure of uncertainty and insecurity. (Azoulay & 
Ophir, 2013, p. 25) The composition and integration of various methods have 
altered the arenas for battle, and given the lines of confrontation a 
multidimensional face, and thus provides Israel with a broader outlet for export. 
This shift towards diversification in the practices of control on the ground has been 
a key factor for Israel’s insertion into the HLS industry, and is today reflected in 
Israel’s product portfolio. For this reason Israel, in its own marketing terms itself: a 
“one stop shop for security”. (SIBAT, 2012) 

The security fairs reveal that the industry is pursuing a strategy of diversifying its 
products to encompass also technologies for non-war scenarios i.e. more subtle 
homeland security tech to accommodate to changes in threat perception since 
2001. The diversification of product is in harmony with Israel’s varied ways of 
managing the Palestinian population. Examples experienced at the fairs are many 
fold. Examples being meteorological devices to take wind strength and rain into 
consideration when carrying out attacks (Athena.com), methods for extracting 
drinking water supply for lone soldiers when in the field from humidity 
(Watergen.com), or as a third example: Camerapill, a camera developed so small 
as to fit into the barrel of a gun in order to take pictures of the target in hide. It has 
been widely employed by the Israeli Defense Forces  (IDF) in the occupied 
Palestinian territories but it is now globally used for medical purposes. Because of its 
size it can travel through the small intestine as it takes pictures. 
(Givenimaging.com) 

The ability to control through advanced technology departing from a point of 
militarily superiority, attest to a “humanization of warfare”, which as Khalili argues, 
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in the case of Israel is contingent on a claim to legality and the need to protect 
the selected civilian population. (Khalili, 2013, p. 58 and 173) The very presence of 
the colonized might be productive to the HLS sector, as it reinforces the mission to 
improve security through separation and containment mixed with the quest for 
territorial domination. (Yiftachel & Meir, 1996; Yiftachel, 2001) The industry has 
moved from mainly defence to security- a much more expansive and congenial 
term. While the guiding logic in more narrow defence regards have been the 
raison d’etre of ‘saving soldiers’ lives attached to more conventional warfare, with 
the expansion to homeland security the “entire public” needs saving from 
potential threats. 

 

Profitable patriots: the public-private nexus of the Israeli security 
network 

Israel is an intense knowledge society, where the synergy between actors in the 
Israeli security networks is crucial to economic life. Following Porter’s classical 
definition of a cluster, as “a geographical concentration of interconnected 
companies, specialised supplier, service providers, firms in related industries and 
associated institutions in a particular field that compete but also cooperate” 
(Porter, 2000, p. 15) The security fair is a key meeting point for the network, also 
providing them with a social venue. The Israeli HLS sector posits of a network, a 
security network with highly informal structures from which knowledge, people and 
capital can easily flow around.  (Barak & Sheffer, 2006)  The Israeli HLS cluster then, 
performing as both a unified and a versatile unit at security fairs, successfully bind 
together private and state economy. Gordon terms the network of Israeli security 
actors the collaborative space, which fosters elite formation and the crystallization 
of future class formations. (Gordon, 2009, p. 32) Indeed military thinking and 
institutions have been instrumental to developing the sector and helped shape its 
orientations towards security and military/security technology as a considerable 
share of Israeli high-tech production. The Israeli security sector represented at the 
fairs is part of a national innovation system based on trust, long-term goals, and 
communication in sharing knowledge as a form of ‘technonationalism’. (Freeman, 
1987; Reppy, 2000) 
 
Clearly, a common denominator for the Israeli industry at the fairs is the exchange 
value experience adds to Israeli performance in the face of other national units.  
Whereto the ability to actually test the tech developed on the bases of 
experience further boosts the Israeli reputation. It allows companies to test through 
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an ad hoc method of trail and error resulting in an exhibit of “truth” as a 
certification of battlefield success. It is by most firm representatives portrayed as a 
positive side effect of the vulnerable security situation in Israel. In this way the 
actors exhibit an overlapping sense of superiority mixed with an ever-present 
existential crisis luring under the entire social structure of the Zionist project: the 
perception and perpetuation of an image of a constant threat. (Denes, 2011) 
 
Borrowing from Senor and Singer’s bestseller ‘Start Up Nation’ the term ‘profitable 
patriots’ used to describe Israel’s economic elite, can be activated to 
characterize the layer of Israeli actors at the fairs. (Senor & Singer, 2011)  
They encompass the actors involved in the clusters represented at the fairs.  
The ‘profitable patriots’ are the actors involved in developing, deploying and 
exporting security material inside and outside Israel. Whether representing small or 
major corporations at the fairs, the profitable patriots combine high tech 
knowledge, entrepreneurship and capital with military experience in their public 
performance. 
 
Singer argues, that where soldiers served to prevent wars, mercenaries require 
wars (Singer, 2003, p. 15). Ostensibly, the profitable patriots benefit from both 
premises. While Singer looks as a shift in the structures of loyalty of military actors to 
the state, the Israeli case shows a functional marriage of both under the aegis of 
the Israeli neo-liberal state. In this way the patriot is both a business agent and a 
soldier whose accumulated knowledge is derived from serving his/hers country 
and then connects to a private firm afterwards – a so-called “second career”. The 
‘patriots’ can neither be reduced to pure profit makers nor to committed 
ideologues; rather, they have found ways of combining these aspects in a techno-
professional innovation while working within the state-based network structure 

 

 Demonstrating Israel’s capabilities 

At a grand presentation at the Israeli pavilion at the Eurosatory security fair a 
young, chic hostess and Israeli Aerospace Industry (IAI) representative 
demonstrated the capabilities of an integrated system titled: “Seeing is striking”.  
IAI is one of Israel’s largest and most successful exporters of drones and security 
systems, and even presents itself as a globally recognized leader.  

A key to understand the potential of the system is accordingly that the distant 
observer (in the control room) per definition is “the shooter”- therefore in itself to 
observe gives the capacity to strike with high precision. The presented threat 
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scenario is according to the hostess successfully handled by the IAI system in real 
time through three main mechanisms: “tactical battlespace surveillance, effective 
closure of sensor-to-shooter-loop and tactical multimedia broadband cellular 
network – secure and immune” a mix of IAI’s portfolio. (IAI presentation, Eurosatory 
Paris, June 2012)  

The “seeing is striking” system provides a sophisticated system assuring ammunition 
according to the type of target and provides the force with a “virtual trigger”, 
which enables to force to carry out a mission in the following sequence: “Identify, 
request, designate and fire…this allows the commander in the battlefield to be the 
first to know, to understand and to act”. The space is charged with a multisensory 
system able to register movement, while a panther UAV (drone) collect data from 
the air. Then data is collected and transmitted through a network of optic fibres 
fused into detailed situation awareness reports. Based on the report, the system 
provides recommendations for the commander, who then presses the button – in 
this demonstration followed by a major explosion. (IAI presentation, Eurosatory Paris 
June 2012)  

At the fair, the enemy’s landscape is presented as dry and Mediterranean 
projecting images of the West Bank or another ‘Middle Eastern setting’ such as 
Southern Lebanon or Syria.  The concrete technology exhibited at the booth is 
kept in a sterile fashion making them an outlet for other users in different contexts. 
The opponent is merely the “enemy force”, and the soldiers making decisive 
decisions are white Caucasian men with a heavy American accent with a broad 
appeal. 

According to Deputy Director for Sales and Branding at IAI, the application of 
these kinds of integrated systems has been readily deployed in Israel including 
much coastal surveillance especially in the very South and at the Gaza coastline, 
as well as in the North around the naval border with Lebanon. (Interview, IAI 
deputy director of Sales and Branding, Paris June 2012) 

 A radar system has also been deployed over Sinai which, according to the IAI 
representative has meant a steep drop in attacks from the peninsula, combined 
with a 270 km long electronic system or fence along the Egyptian-Israeli border for 
which IAI have also contributed to prevent both the penetration of terrorists and 
immigrants. IAI have also assisted with a similar system – an electrical fence/wall at 
the US- Mexico border but mainly providing, “the eyes and the ears of the system”. 
(Interview, IAI deputy director of Sales and Branding, interview Paris, June 2012) At 
the fairs urban landscapes were in focus at Israeli booths reflecting Israel expertise 
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based on the conduction of operations in the densely populated Gaza Strip or 
refugee camps spread across the Palestinian territories.  
 
In practice in Palestine, Israel’s methods are predicated on encirclements and 
enclavization of territory and spatially through walls and checkpoints and 
temporally through closings and permit systems. On its split side, the practices 
entail security for the population on the other side, the protected collective. And 
hence, the positive side is captured and sold. 

 
Markedly, at the fairs the Israeli security professionals posits the capacity to 
universalise the Zionist experience through a process of sterilization and de-
politisation of Israel’s own practices as performed in the military vis-à-vis Israel’s 
own the native others: the Palestinians - inside Israel proper and the occupied 
Palestinian territories. Many discussions at the fairs revolve around two themes: 
Protecting soldier, ’the public’ or the customers or/and handling dilemmas of 
balancing the autonomy of technology vis-a-vis the need for the human factor. 
Specific decisions made by experts and consequently how, sophisticated 
technology, mainly robotic systems such as UAV’s, changes the complexity of the 
battlefield from the side of the military/actors involved. (Interviews with UAV 
producers at UVIS, Tel Aviv, November 2012)  

The Israeli president stated at the ending ceremony of Israel’s largest security fairs: 
”We (Israel) cooperate with countries that does not recognize us but they want to 
corporate with us over security. It’s not military, it’s security”. (Peres, HLS Israel, Tel 
Aviv November 2012)   

An operation like the one presented by IAI involves ‘Dominant Battlespace 
Knowledge’ (DBK) based on the exploitation of asymmetry in the level of situation 
awareness. According to this DBK paradigm: “Merging the increasing capacity to 
gather real-time, all-weather information continuously with the increasing capacity 
to process and make sense of this voluminous data builds the realm of dominant 
battlespace knowledge”.  (Libicki & Johnson, 1995, p. iv) Here Israel’s intimate 
knowledge of the enemy population and its territory is key ensure the dominant 
position. The precondition of asymmetry, a basic feature of the structural 
relationship between Israel and Palestine, is then podded into the operative 
systems presuming the superiority of the beholder to entrench space. In the Israeli 
case, intimate knowledge of the enemy space as well as military superiority has 
been a guiding principle for the Israeli state building project. To understand how 
these trends are relevant to Israel’s security industry the link between Israel’s 
colonial/occupational policies and the solutions it sells it key. As Graham argues, 
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Israel has come to represent the ultimate security-security state and is rapidly 
exported around the world. (Graham, 2011, p. 135)  

Israel’s capacities were demonstrated in practice at the Second Israeli Homeland 
Security Conference in November 2012. After 4 days of indoor exhibitions, talks and 
demonstrations, the fair organisers had arranged an impressive during an open-air 
session demonstration of Israeli security technology and combat methods. This 
took place in front of hundreds of international officials and potential buyers in 
Southern Israel, in the port of Ashkelon, not far from the besieged Gaza Strip. 

Poignantly, the show event took place at the exact same time as Israel began its 
Operation ‘Pillar of Defense’ against the nearby Gaza Strip: on the backdrop of 
commercialized showroom warfare real war was waged against the Gaza strip. 
Israel sought to showcase and market its tried-and-tested security products, while 
making use of the same logics in their own ‘battespace’. In the background a 
well-known groovy James Bond theme was playing to ensure familiarization and to 
ensure harmonization between Israeli security thinking and the broader horizon of 
the observing potential buyers.  

By personally observing the live demonstrations Israel’s marketing strategy of 
mixing its own concrete battlespace with a general neutralized language was 
clear.  The methods presented included the pacification of several individuals 
through the use of ‘Israeli methods’ such as disarming of a group of ‘terrorist’ 
approaching land at sea in an inflatable boat, or an Israeli security crew disarming 
a terrorist or pirate gang at a major ship. This was made visible to the audience 
through the experts’ live broadcasting l from inside the ship. Lastly the event 
showed the use of the IDF’s combat method, the martial art Krav Maga (from 
Hebrew, literally “contact combat”)	  as a way of pacifying individuals in a non-
lethal but effective way. Krav Maga experts are represented at most fairs, and 
training of customer’s teams is often part of package deals. The method has over 
time grown into a highly flexible martial art, easily adjustable to fit as diverse forces 
as Scandinavian military (one Scandinavian country has streamlined it into all its 
operational units), the NYPD and the FBI as well as numerous police squads in Latin 
America 

 

 

Racial profiling and social restyling: Aiming for a ‘clean’ urban space: 
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Political, logistical challenges of social differentiation can be instilled as a neutral 
endeavour and is often understood as carrying positive connotations. The Israeli 
security industry has tapped into that and used the notion of social order to 
penetrate broader markets for control and administration. 

In Neocleous’ notion of the ‘liberal way of security, he detects a shift from overt 
military tackling to the construction of a socially embedded economic order 
resting on: “the production of goods for exchange rather than the satisfaction of 
human needs consequently creating an everlasting uncertainty and constant 
agitation of all social conditions”. (Neocleous, 2008, p. 155) For Israel the 
ideological project is refashioned as banal policing missions. 

The next section will take a look at some core trends, in which Israel pioneers, and 
as I will argue benefits from both the colonial reservoir and the everlasting 
uncertainty created. 

At the fairs’ presentations of Israeli HLS technology invasion and war is framed as 
independence and self-defence. In moving into the global arena the techniques 
fashioned as methods of social restyling shaped into systems of knowledge 
collection and social engineering originating in military tactics. Khalili defines this as 
‘armed social work’. (Khalili, 2013, pp. 177–79) These are often made into 
integrated systems sharing the fundamental premise of demarcating lines 
between peoples based on criteria selected according to the contextual threat 
perception – be they ethnic, or class based. As Bowker and Star shows, 
power/knowledge relationships in the Israel-Palestine complex depend on statistics 
and on sorting out differences, real or imagined, in populations (Bowker & Star, 
1999). Recalling Azoulays’ analysis, for Israel the practice of social sorting has 
primarily been based around separating the Zionist collective from the ‘Arab 
other’. As Abu-Laban et al. argues, has the Israeli security industry led to a 
“Palestinianization of the racial contract and an Israelization if social sorting”. 
(Zureik, Lyon, & Abu-Laban, 2011, pp. 276–80) They attribute it to the ways in which 
the war on terror have helped reframe the Israel-Palestine conflict and reversed 
the colonial enterprise to a globalized ‘us versus them’ dichotomy. When exploring 
the ways in which the Israeli security actors present the purpose of their tech, it 
seems as if the capacities have an even broader effect of using the Israeli 
ideology of differentiation to create cutting edge concepts targeting more basic 
political problems of control.  These strategies have been inserted into the growing 
concept of safe or smart cities, and effectively conceal the structures of 
domination Imagine a (safe) city without violence, without visible signs of control 
and authorities’ enforcement practices to become close to invisible. This is what 
the scheme of safe and smart city can offer. While not explicitly characterized as a 
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HLS product the concept is one of Israel’s core areas of expertise, and widely 
represented at security fairs. Main actors within this field in Israel are: Nice Systems 
and MER and a range of niche companies providing inputs, smaller system 
integrators and consultants.The systems vary in nature but they are all based on 
central management systems based on the ability to control movement in a 
demarcated space. According to Mr. Frisner, of MER, “detection, identification 
and intervention” are basic pillars of the concept. MER launched its system ahead 
of the former Pope’s visit to Jerusalem in 2000, and was then sold to, what Frisner 
terms MER’s milestone: the Olympics in Athens in 2004. (Interview Frisner, MER, Tel 
Aviv August 2012) 

 The systems makes use of: surveillance cameras, mobile and fixed sensors, 
shooting of firearms integrated with safe perimeter fences, video sensors and 
access control sensors especially suited to the urban environment. This is done 
through a wide range of integrated algorithms by which movement in the urban 
space can be monitored and controlled through a control room. The system is 
interconnected to call centres where professionals can conduct immediate 
assessments. 

The technology and thinking behind the integrated system in the Israeli model has 
been developed from a hyper version suited for Israeli settlements inside occupied 
territory: the entire settlement of Ariel with a population of 19.000 people. In this 
way the integrated systems of invisible control through surveillance, traffic control 
etc. is based on the colonial pursuit of safe space for the colonizers protected from 
the colonised in a civilized manner. To provide the concept with broader 
relevance, Israeli chief of National police Danino explains how terrorists and 
thieves operates simultaneously in the space of the city (Danino, HLS Israel Tel Aviv, 
November 2012) 

The redirection of energy from conventional combat to armed social work is very 
much exemplified through this expansion of security to be a matter of governance 
through fear and panic. Paul Amar highlights the notion of ‘governance through 
panic’. This vein has grown into a sophisticated debate that utilizes the tools of 
political economy and political sociology to examine the production of racialized 
insecurity as an essential tool of modern control.  (Amar, 2013; Balibar, Etienne and 
Wallerstein, 1991) By colonizing through control safe space can be made for the 
selected group in need of protection. 

The system entails more subtle reconfigurations of infrastructure and the 
digitalization of control through integrated surveillance system capable of 
redirecting traffic due to a pervasive integrated system of control orchestrated 
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through a wireless online communication system. Alone in Israel more than 50 cities 
have integrated the concept. Hundreds of cities around the world today are 
defined as safe cities ensured by Israeli experts (e.g. in the US, Brazil, Philippines, 
Argentina etc.). Also limited parts of cities, often middle and upper class areas are 
defined as safe neighbourhoods on the basis of this concept.  

 
According to a NICE systems representative, the safe city philosophy is behind 
airport security systems, where the average passenger is not supposed to sense the 
tight control which is ensures through a scanning and differentiation of the risky 
from the ‘at risk’ (Nice Systems representative interview, Jerusalem, August 2012) 
 

Long-term Israeli security industry veteran Mena Barach is a pioneer in securing 
critical infrastructure in Israel (such as Lod and Jerusalem) and in many ‘global 
south’ capitals such as Calcutta, Lima and Rio de Janeiro as well as handling the 
security system as the Iranian-Turkmenian border and the Taj Mahal security 
facilities. According to Barach ‘safe cities’ are projects aimed at crating smarter, 
more secured, safer enterprise and population oriented environment. This is done 
by “integrating existing and innovative municipal programmes on a unified 
infrastructure”. (Mena Barack, Tel Aviv, November 2012) 

In the same vein, according to Aron Exol – a Major General from the counter 
terrorism unit of the IDF and operations officer in Jerusalem Municipality in charge 
of establishing the Mabat 2000 project; the first smart city project in the Old City of 
Jerusalem; a successful implementation requires “dialogue and mutual respect 
between the actors involved”… ”If the goal is to reduce violence and establish a 
municipal model for the treatment and prevention of violence studies of the key 
players in the city (Exol November 2012) Jerusalem is at the core of the Israel-
Palestine conflict, and is as an urban space deeply segregated and occupied in 
its eastern parts (the official Palestinian side) by Israeli military forces. However, the 
transformation of the city into a smart city reverses the challenges into 
administrative and a logistical one as conceal the political/territorial strategies at 
play.  Likewise Ronen Shapira, Strategic Projects and Projects and Business 
Development Manager at the Israeli middle size company, Beeper/Runcom 
technologies explained, how the company’s testing ground includes both Israel 
and sites outside the country. Their work in controversial City Of David in Israeli 
annexed East Jerusalem, paving he way for settling the Palestinian neighbourhood 
Silwan, has both been prime customers and sites for testing inside Israel. Shapira 
also highlight how cooperation with the authorities in Azerbaijan has provided new 
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ideas and experiences because of a highly volatile environment marked by low 
legal barriers. (Interview Ronen Shapira, Tel Aviv June 2013) 

According to Shapira, Israeli companies attain contracts for implementing safe city 
projects globally through government-to-government projects, where especially 
the activity of Israeli embassies abroad work to establish meetings with relevant 
authorities through networking and often informal channels. After a deal is made 
Israeli authorities contact the relevant Israeli company or integrator. 

Together with the conglomerate Brightstar has Runcom delivered a 
comprehensive Safe City solution to the Argentinian capital Buenos Aires. Shapira 
explains how this contact was landed through the Israeli governments contact to 
the city’s Jewish mayor, who was very much in favour of brining Israeli expertise in 
to fight high crime rates and fear of criminal offenses from the side of the public. 
Like the deployment of other variations of the system in many other Latin American 
cities, today the security site of Buenos Aires is directly connected to Israel, in the 
way operators in the field or at the city’s police stations in case of urgency can 
contact the Israeli experts (even Spanish speaking) at Runcom’s call centre in 
Israel with questions about technical or operational matters. In this way every-day 
security governance can be inflicted with decisions made from Israel. 

In the same vein, Dan Gleser, a veteran of security solutions in Israel, presented his 
vision of a safe city at the Second International HLS Conference. Gleser is founder 
and CEO of International Security and Defense Systems (ISDS) a consultancy with 
bases in Israel, Mumbai and Rio, which specializes in integrating components of 
mainly Israeli suppliers for customers predominantly in Latin America and India. 
Gleser has been key advisor to security personal working for FIFA planning the 
World Cup 2014, with a special focus on aiding authorities minimizing crime. Here 
the safe city thinking, have according to Gleser himself, been eagerly deployed to 
fit Rio’s needs for keeping organized crime and wrong elements from the city’s 
poor neighbourhoods at a distance from public venues (Private conversation, Leo 
Gleser, Nir Zvi, Israel, November 2012) At the HLS conference Gleser brought a 
delegation from the Rio security team to participate, among other things 
overviewing a panel on ‘lessons learned’ from the Olympics in London 2012.  Safe 
cities in thus a way of silencing the violence associated with movement control 
and segregation, and have therefore made the Israeli experience appealing to a 
much broader audience. In Gleser’s view separating visitors to Rio from locals of 
the favelas is like separating Palestinians and criminals from Israel’s populated 
areas. 
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Matia Kavana, a head of strategy at the Italian security and high-tech 
conglomerate Finmeccanica describes the challenges and opportunities of 
crossover solutions between defences and urban civil problem solving. And clearly 
this a red thread in the “municipalisation” whereby security practices used to 
prevent access, oversee and control movement through micromanagement is 
made into a matter of public administration based on broader notions of public 
security. At the symposium at HLS Israel Kavana proposed a model by which 
command and military systems are combined and downsized and handed over to 
mayors to control from one “urban management platform” using technology to 
bring synergy to the different entities to combat threats to public security: potential 
threats such as disaster management, counter terrorism, crime prevention, public 
events etc.  

In consequence social problems are security problems and visa versa but. Through 
the use of the safe city concept these can be tamed as neither carrying political 
or racial connotations, when in fact the system has been developed from a 
principle of ethnic segregation to gain territorial control. In this way integrating 
different components of mainly network based systems furthers the technological 
“advancement” displaying a sort of ‘scientification’ of racism whereby 
technological know-how come to be essential to the improvement of the position 
of the settler-colonialists in a seemingly non-violent way.  
 
 
 
 
Conclusion  
 
Based on the utopia vision maximum security Israeli security practices have 
become a way to make a living for the numerous ‘profitable patriots’. 
 
Evidently when exploring Israel’s role at security fairs, we are not just dealing with 
battlefield technology but with operational systems that hinges upon the 
transformation of crude bodily violence into techno-centric futurewar mediated 
by scientists in conjuncture with end-users and recipients (the target) 
group/individual i.e. the designated enemy any given context.  

There is an essential link between Israel’s methods of warfare as having shifted from 
battleground to a more comprehensive battlespace in a variety of ways and its 
success on an international scale. This is depending on two dependent variables: 
Israel’s use of Palestine as a laboratory i.e. changes in Israel’s way of managing its 
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occupation and, secondly and more fundamentally: the war economy of the 
Zionist state building project. 

Israel’s own focus on population-centric warfare, also targeting control of civilians 
and their collectives, contributes to a broadening of security to governing through 
control and pre-emptive offensives. Examples of this are checkpoint technology, 
including biometrics, ID cards controlling movement, and methods for mass 
detention. Zionist security practices and modes of repression are sold globally to 
western states and private actors, as well as to emerging powers. Security fairs are 
a central nodal point in the de-politization of the Israeli security tech as it is sold as 
a neutral device of security. 

The erasure of time and place needed to ensure the flexibility and relevance in 
travelling missions of security and withheld violence carries with it two major 
implications: it estheticizes and universalizes the Israeli way of war and secondly 
through the commodification of the blurriness of the lines between private and 
military are reinforced. 
 
Security fairs are crucial nodal points in connecting Israel’s ways of practicing 
violence with conflicts, political strategies and business abroad. 
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