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experiments in which cooperative-cOmpetitive behav1or was assessed

.children from “the United States were also 1ncluded in Experinint 3.

f'groups..v

:'group versus an individual goal

‘ABSTnAET.

\ .

".h?*Israeli Kibbutz and city children age 8-ll were compared in three »

City

Experiments 1 and’ 2 groups of four children played a cooperation board

n“ggame in which children represented only themselves in one- condition and

“‘.represented a group in another. Kibbutz groups were,more cooperative and

were more influenced by the group representation conditions than were city

d in their selection of a

In Experiment 3, groups were compar

Kibbutz chi\dren gave more often to the

;”group than did Israeli or U. . c1ty chil enj even under=a-condition in: .

.which the group oriented response was economic lly nonadaptive.l
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The Israeli Kibbutz. with its unique st UCture. provides a setting S

& that 1L rich in potential for the study ) group processes

of chi]dren in the Ki

Socia]ization.;

N\
butz is based on a/planned system of co]lective edu-

~cation ““49!,!!19“ chpTdren are_raised- in- co]]ective peer groups (Kvutza)

__...———»—-—— —

unti] about the age of 18 In this Kvutza community, which is a separate

' physica] unit within the Kibbutz, chi]dren eat, s]eep. p]ay. “and work and 7

are’ expected to learn to share ‘take turns. and in’ genera] cooperate as a

group

values he]d by both parents and chi]dren of the* Kibbutz (Spiro, 1958.;

Severa] authors have described the cooperative and - anti-coypetitivb

- )/‘.. )
T ,
Y

'-Manor, 1965 Rabin. 1965; Rabkin. 1969) 3. ,/' .

‘The- three studies that are presented in this paper were designed to o
* assess’ the effect of the Kibbutz co]]ective socia]ization in qpmparison <»M~f<jf7jf;‘
:with non Kibbutz groups at experimenta] choice points in which opportunities ’
9;for both cooperativefand’competitive behavior are"present*"finﬂthe firSt

two studies a technique is used in which differences in ‘the within group ST

icooperative-competitive behavior of chi]dren was previously demonstrated -

‘ ‘Madsen‘& Shapira,.]970)..,ln.a previous scudyzil'




e

.'j l969) Kibbutz children demonstrated greater within group: cooperation than
dld Israeli city children . ; E ”“_ // '
The above experiments were concerned on/y with coopenation-competition':'
within groups There are indications, how ver, tha; the competitive motive
: lS present among Kibbutz children, but it/is exhibited as ccmpetition be-

tween rather than within groups" Manor l965) has described competition o

in Kibbutz society as having the form. “~ocialist competition“ in that

ncompetition exists between groups rat"er than between indiv1duals Presum- .

- ably such socialist competition’has ome. similaritx to that prevalent in

PN

the Soviety Union as described by ronfenbrenner (l970)

Shaptra and Madsen (l969) ob erved that~while Kibbutz éhildren were
T cooperative within groups the were also very cqncerned about how well
they were dOing n relation 0 other groups, The present experiments, _
therefore, assess not only within group cooperation competition, but

| also ‘the effect of experimental conditions designed to emphasize between ‘

group competition " L _" }'_;._' o ; - ’ 4T"

The over 300 ibbutz'childrenfwho'participated~in"the present“study
f rent KibbutZim ranging in-Size from the smallest of 130

were from 17 dif

e ¢ e

..
members toﬁa very largé”RTbbutz of nearly l000 members A children in

: the sample were born ‘and raised in the Kibbutz Children from each of

~

-Ythe three large Kibbutz movements were - represented Hakibbutz Ha'Artzie,

LHakibbutz Ha Meuhad, and Ihud HaKibbutZim Veha Kvutzot The Kibbutz chil- - '
dren W re compared to children selected from l0 different elementary
.Schools. in the city of Haifa in all three experiments and also with

;children in ‘the. city of Inglewood California in Experiment 3

‘. PR
. .. : : . : . e PR
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. as compared to Israel1 c1ty ch1ldren cooperate or compete in a s1tuat1on
| dn which- compet1t1ve behav1or is nonadapt1ve in terms of reward atta1n~-.“

~“ment It was pred1cted that K1bbutz ‘children would be more cooperat1ve »

] members of other\groups

‘Method” /- . T L

from n1ne/to ll and equally d1v1ded between sexes served as subjects. o

-~Th1s board is . l8 inches square w1th metal eyelets mounted on each corner.

*attempt to draw lines over target c1rcles. The target clrcles, as 1nd1- '

. T~ '
by the effort of‘any undividual subdect thus maklng\cooperation between\

’,all subJects necessary in order for circles to be crossed . -".n{;i_f"~ 'f.'l

Exper1ment 1

-

Th1s exper1ment was des1gned to assess the degree to wh1ch K1bbutz
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than c1ty ch1ldren when playing as 1nd1v1duals ‘and’ that compet1t1o among -

K1bbutz ch1ldren would 1ncrease when play1ng as members of A group agalnst

YIRS

! - . . _— o
[ . . . :

VSubjects” N1nety-s1x K1bbutz and 96 c1ty ch1ldren rang1ng 1n age : %

PR

Apparatus. The cooperat1on board (Madsen. 1967) was used (Fugure l)

3

Four str1ngs are attached to a plastlc we1ght wh1ch serves as a‘holder

i
o/ 3
for a ball polnt pen f1ller One strlng‘1s threaded through each eyelet ' \\\31
.and is held by a subject who\1s seated near the corner of the board 'The 1\
board is co"ered w1th a new. sheet of- paper for e\khwtr1il resultlng 1n a ‘/f

record1ng of the responses of subjects as they pull their strlngs 1n an ,H‘ , Y

cated in F1gure 1y are placed in poS1tion\\wh1ch are 1mp0sslble to cross"' S ';-'a

' Desng;ﬁand procedure. ngnty-four groups of four, l2 male and 12 female, _f~'§rtéf

of both Klbbutz and city chlldren operated ‘the cooperatlon board for four : ’t.f_" -3




. time that che circle, that had their name Wus crossed, and that any circle Q

iffourth tr1al

‘ member, and by hav1ng the sgroup vote on a group name. A representative ‘.,

"completing four tr1als other group-representatives were sent to play
| :WTth no contact allowed between those who had and had not- played. The

. ;1nstructions differed from the self condition in that group rathér than :

a:,erepresented < The prizes were penny\prizes such as: rings, plastic toys, B

: whistles, balloons, etc...i. |

[
.
R
<
3

,trials" Prior to the test triais"thé“éxperiméﬁtéf demonstrated”how lines

" could be drawn on the paper by pull1ng strings Each subJect then had.a -

______

 ‘brief exper1ence in pulling hlS string and draw1ng a l1ne while the other

AN

three subJects released the1r str1ngs After pretra1n1ng, one-half of

- each subgroup operated the board under one of two experimental conditions.

Self condition The name of each ch1ld was written in the circle to o

his left. Ch1ldren were then toldlthat they would rece1Ve a pr1ze each

t Y

.fcould be crossed any number of times dur1ng each of four one-minute play T

_fperiods Dur1ng play the experimenter announced the appropr1ate ch1ld s

" name each t1me a c1rcle was crossed A new. recording paper was used for

each of the four tr1als, but prizes were not distributed until after thi _

Group cond1tion bnder the group condition an effort was made to

"create a group 1dent1ty among groups of four ch1ldren. This was accom--

/
plished by assigning the group a color which was pinned on each group

-

' of a group then operated the cooperation board with three other children )

- f-who were representatives of other 51milarly constructed groups After .

1nd1v1dual names were written in the circles and ehildren were told that |

the prizes won would be distributed among nembers of the grdup which theng:~‘

|
1
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: Results and. D1scussion e A o

The mean number of c1rcles crossed by condition and culture ‘with sex

’wand trials.collapsed is presented in Table,l A 2 X 2 X 2 X 4 (culture

X condition x sex X trials) analysis of var1ance 1nd1cated sign1f1cant
"L d1fferences due to culture (F l4 23 df l/40 p« .001) and trials (F 17. 03
t df - 3/l20,/p<'00l); The effect of conditions approached but did not reach
l. the .05 level of s1gn1ficance The only significant interaction trial. |
'x,culture (F 4, 22 df 3/l20 p<'0l) which was due to the fact tha:Q:%e |
' c1ty children 1mproved from 1. 5 circles crossed on trial one to 3. 4 on N
"ftrial four wh1le the Kibbutz “children showed a\much greater increase&@5r3 .;1;?"

.on tr1al ‘one, to—ll 0 on—t?val four Sex differences did not approach

o % i NN L e E
\ _statistical s19n1f1cance L ; S

s TEE '

- The ma1n result is that the Kibbutz children behaved much more coopera-

‘t

_t1vely than d1d the c1ty children under both experimental cond1tions Al--“, )

,,though not highly significant stat1stically, within group cooperation was
f _differentially affected under the two conditions indicating. at least//
k;t:; ft " -.for some Kibbutz children, the existence of nonadaptive within group '

! ‘ 1compet1tion when the between group compeitive motive was present _

| ‘ In comparison with the cityachildren, however, the behavior of the f '
E*”f : if'“g . Kibbutz ch1ldren was, dramatically more cooperative under both conditions

: I -as reflected in the num&er of circles crossed and also by the verbal inter-g ;:f"
:

s unrestrained unorganized and almost violent pulling against ‘one’ another J/_
ot

.Some individuals within city groups seemed to recognize the futility of

.,\

Legte -

' (/action within groups Behavior of the city children was characterized by T“7/£“““*i




e {cooperative 1nteraction did not occur. A child somet1mes suggested c”op- |

_dren sa1d that they could ‘have taken turns but invar1ably added that the

: other ch1ldren would not have agreed ThlS remark was sometimes made by
. % .
all four members of a compet1t1tve group

Compet1t1ve nteraction 51m1lar to’ that of the city groups was’ present-
in.only one of the'24 Kibbutz groups Kibbutz groups characteristically -

demonstrated a high degree of organization,/usually underﬂthe d1rection

| 3 of a voluntary leader or organizer, with uch verbal communication and E “‘Qj;
{/// ';_ J-planning tak1ng place both/prior and during the play period On rare
o o‘\ur\nces when a Kibbutz child interfered w1th group success, verbal

- f '2 pressure tb conform to the group goal was’ employed by the other group

—

T members i ’.ig..w

L o B _— ) Fxperiment 2

. . s . . N . . “‘.\ .

This experiment was also designed to compare the behavior of Kibbutz i

yE-”“-%'h. ' and c1ty ch1ldren under w1thir group and between gnoup motivational con-ﬂv f;E s
Fg IR ditions . In an effort to j*crease the likelihood/“f*competitive behavior,iip;;'lfa ;
. the" reward system emphasiz?d conflict of interes{ by - introducing an Un- "’it *"fugfn

: Fff "";" equal distribution of rew rds within trial 0f particular interest was ;f”*

an assessment of the de ee to which Kibbuti within group rooperatiom
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'4\.].f: . Subjects Ninety-six Kibbutz and 96 city children, ranging in age

from eight to 11 years, served as subjects. “None of the subjects parti-j'.;}j:f‘_ '

- cmpated\in Experiment 1. B o N 1.5"_'-". o o jdfﬂ-ﬁsf?ilfg
o N R aratu‘.l The same cooperation board and type of prizes as. used in v L
;i; - z "“Experiment 1 ware used. The. only variation was that the four target ff;;y'
f=g,,_;~4*f;“e *‘1rc1es were drawn at the corners of the recording»sheets SO that -each child
~ _:f“- Aad a Circle directly in front of him.,_ T 4;i._ff~—_i;;';:;} _____ R
1 i Desggn and procedUre. Twe]ve groups of four like-sexed children from 'ﬂﬁ:"" -
each of the two cultural groups participated under a within grouptcompefg__;
- tition condition and 12 similarly'constructed grou from each cultureép fy'
,j ' 33 - ‘ participated under a between group competition con:?tiop<\ | 2:;' o 3
tféa e A ‘Nlthln group condition. Subjects were seated at each\of the four cor-. ~fff
é. ﬁ{; | 15* ners of ‘the board and told that thé}ka}é“géing to- play a game in which";;.'gfwi
; they could get prizes. The experimenter then demoﬂstrated how lines were '?.?Jw
b};; | drawn when ‘the strings were pul]ed Each subject S name was writteh“in\ éf“f;i?:fﬁ
é, f' -the circne/4n his corner and’ subjects were told that on each trial the o
L_%‘ T C-one who crossed his circ]e first would receive four prizes the second N
E v' one:to'czgss his circle wou]d receive three prizes the third two prizes, e

93
~

Y
[ S L
. et

.;;'”;M;;.?‘ the fourth one prize, and that anyone who did not cross his circle within v

‘;.4 E

o, e e

"h;:?f*T. one minute would receive no- prize. Chi]dren were, also instructed that

they would not be rewarded for crossing their circle a second tinn on the ~*;,:?§:;

<
o,

. » Vi

’7-f same trial Four one- minute tria]s were then given with a new recording Tf

7
v

sheet used for each trial If a]l four circfes were crossed in less than

. o .
ST | TR et ey e
i o - -

one minute “the” trial was terminatedf '
~ . L. : .’ ! ﬂ o
) P S '
i._ / ! . . J 0
: u“.l ! '\‘ \4_ :




' Kconflict of interest situation in which competition is nonadaptive B If

. .
Aand the other children are similarlybmotivated. .one ‘ch
'3aga1nst three which usuallygresults in no. circles being crossed

el Y

o within group condition‘with the exception that competition betweenfgroups

- d1v1ded 1nto twolgroups of four and told that the groups wduld be competing
o against each otqer and that the group that corssed the most circles over -
._four trials would be declared the winner. The designation of a group

. “ winner was in addition to prizes won individually | In this condition. .

'taking within groups ‘ . s ot
_ Results and Discussion = . :;_f _ x\é‘*- -7/'l‘ i o _ff.'("

._(culture X condition X sex X trial) analysis of variance. The Kibbutz
'_'groups corssed more circles than the city grbups but this difference
‘f‘ reached only a\marginal level of statistical significance (F 3. 35 df l/40..g
p(lO) Groups in the between group COmpetivtion condition crossed signifi-*--i.‘
7.'»cantly more circles than did those in the within group condition (F 7 83. |

" in the between than in. the within condition but the diffe.

',“‘*“‘

" The unequal reward d1str1bution and the time limitation sets up a _'

a child tr1es to maximize his réward by being first to\:ross his circle
ild is pulling

v

\

Between:group condition The same procedure was followed as in the

was 1ntroduced iEight children at a time WEFE‘taken’to the test room and '

v

i

effective competition between groups was contingent upon cooperative turn

The mean c1rcles crossed by the two cultural groups by condition and
N,

'f.sex,are presented in Table 2. The‘results were analyzed by a2x 2 X 2 x4 .

'—————_——_————_———.—.“

v _ Insert Table 2 about here ; -

’ '————————————————-»——'

<df 1/40, P( 01). Both cultural groups (sex collapsed) crossed more. circles; o

.__'ce was greater . '
. 9 I, . Lo . " .n °

o«
LN TR AT A
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g fl R fa"tﬁé kisb"fz.gioupﬁv'iF tests of simple effects indicated atsignifi-.

? _:'lff !;"_.cant condition effect\for the Kibbutz groups (F 9.4, df’ ]/40 p(’Ol) but

E-; T . ~.'not for the city groups\\ -’» . .

L;;f . -.J‘ The overall difference due to sex was significant with a-mean number - I
!' " . of crossings of 2.8 by b°¥5\°"d 1.4 by girls (F 10.93, df 1/40, p¢.01). |

St e, e
-

R

o Boys crossed”’ore circles 1n three of;the four culture X condition cells
2 "but the difference is most pronounced for the city groups under the be- :
-”'tween condition Sex interacted with both condition and culture at the

2205, »vel of significance The. effect of trials was significant at the

. . ) . o - e
e g o A T o AV T IR P g

. '.;5 Tevel reflecting a-small increase from trial one through four by most .
. v:glroup/S' S ; o . . ] .

- The results indicate that the addition of between group competition. .
o even when no material rewards\resulted from winninghbserved to reduce |

»;1nternal group conflict and increase within group cooperation, and that

3
B T T

: this ‘was more true ‘for Kibbutz than city children F tests of simple ;;-”

e

l_'j;effects indicated no significant differences between any of’ the four cul- :
| ture/ﬁ/sex’subgroups under the within’ group competitlon COndition In 'i‘ ..p |
’j/>the between group condition. however, - city girls crossed significantly ..Lf)n.y.a
i less circles than did each of the other three subgroups (p( 05) who did h *;_-h
;;.not\differ significantly,ﬁrom’égzﬂ'other - .-_g ﬁgf" NI

That the largest sex. differenece occurred in the city under the be- o

v.-,uvvef~—vf_e |
. [ S »
2 . s ST .
R = .
o TR T YTt S AT

A._'tween group condition may reflect differential socializing in the two ,;..':‘

if_éj»'ﬂ; ' éfimgsettings/ City boys typically pgrticipate in team structured activities
E £ .and neighborhood peer groups in which competition against other groups |
:5\fﬁfl- and. cooperation within groups are emphasized while girls are less often iffn o
| g ' 4 - \\ - o T S ;oL 9_ e Lo .
- s N L

e N . (Y o Iy .

i e
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—.1nvolved 1n team activ1ties The k1bbutz. on the other hand s noted
- for a minimum of sexual d1fferent1ation in socialization practices E 4/7°' '
: Although results cannot be compared statistically. the Kibbutz weref~;g-*33 '”;'mm]j

| substantially more competitive in the present within group condition '

- Kibbutz children, at least under some conditions s therefore strong
"34._enough to refute any notion that competitive motivation between individuals
3'does not exist in the Kibbutz personality " |

In the present study. the outcome on each trial was necessariLy un- :*fj o

I Bt LTSN b
yore

l

L B //\\~'than were Kibbutz children in Experiment l Competitive motivation in

‘ j3equal It was possible. however. -to equalize the outcomes across the SO

F ifour trials by systematically rotating the order of circle crossings on ,i‘i B

,each trial 0f the 13 Kibbutz groups who were completely cooperative.

“ :l0 employed this rotation method All of the six completely coopera- :

~ tive city groups also used this method | Three completely cooperative {
Kibbutz groups 1gnored equalityﬂand followed the same order on each trial o
when questioned later these children indicated that a same order technique .=,\g_‘i

‘__was used because group w1nning took precedence over individual reward o

One. of these Kibbutz groups was observed dividing the prizes equally after :._;‘,.

"tthe competition was completed :

e T

| ._ Experiment 3 - f:-‘ i»_u,l p,;ﬁ¥_¢g
S In the previous two studies cooperative behavior facilitated both
:iind1v1dual and group gain In the present study. group success and indi- J
vidual gain were mutually exclusive and conflicting alternatives The' )

;purpose of the study was to assess the extent to which immediate economic "A;

. outcome was a consideration in the decision to choose between individual |

4

and group gain




| SubJects were required\to choose between keeping a prize for themselves
s:or contributing the prize for the benefit of their group under a: oondition »

| in wh1ch group contribution led to .no personal loss as compared to another
'A’}:»condition 1n wh1ch group contribution was at the. expense of personal eco--<_
| _nomic gain of part1cular interest was the determination of the extent to - .A' y -'ff
) aiwhich Kibbutz children would contribute to @ group goal at the expense of | |
7.indiv1dual ga1n as compared with Israeli city children and children in: the

é. Vt__' - b"United States who were also included in4this study

) Method L _ . R : , o
B " Subjects. 128 Kibbutz, 128 Israeli city. and l28 children in the .

o .United States ranging in age from eight to ll years and equally.divided

"rtby sex, served as subjects The Israeli children were from settings pre- o
i.viously described although none had participated in Experiments l and 2
" The" American children were: enrolled dn a single elementary school in

o Inglewood California, aﬁcity\in the urban Los Angeles metropolitan complex

f ,7 The population served by the school was described by school authorities

.as predominately upper-middle class ': f.' E 1_5\<<‘ﬁk -
L 1 -», | De sign and procedure Children participated in like sexed-groups of

"four Each cultural group was composed of 32 such groups. l6 of each sex

"Sixteen groups, eight of each sex, Parthlpated in one of the tWo experi- &*;
\

CEa oL

| 'mental cond1tions Children were brought to the experimental room in .
groups of eight and then divided into two groups of four and told that

' the two groups would be playing a game against each other 0ne,group
”then waited outside while the other group played Upon completion the

between groups during the changeover u
) ) \ ‘e

';;:12r,a




"v'condition s presented in Table 3 A 3 x 2x2 (culture X condition X

'basked to- explain the reasons for their choices in an

Results and Discussion :

\ .
W
. ”

@
i

-

The fourfgroup members were seated around a. table on which ‘were placed

~"l’6 cards Children were instructed that they would take turns picking up

*

‘a card and that each would have four turns After each turn children had e

the alternatives of keeping the card or putt1ng it in a group box. They

. were told that ‘they would receive one prize for each card retained and .

that\a group prize would be shared if their group box conta1ned more cards -

_than {that’ of the competing-group at, the end of play

In Condition 1 the group prize consistened of l6 prizes and it was

l

equal to what they would receive if they retained all four Cards

explalned ‘that each child would get four prizes if their team won, a

numbe

In Condition 2 theﬂgroup prize consisted of four prizes, one: prize each

- for membe& \of the winning group Thus group contributions under Condition

-

"2 were nonadaptive in terms of immediate economic ga{ Children were |

informal interview

following the game, after which the two groups were brought together for

“=,distribution of prizes o f,,vfif

’ ]
[ -
- Y,

"actions F. tests between culture means in

' The mean cards per group contributed to the. group box by culture and

i

:sex) analysis of variance indicated significant differences due to culture

- (F = 6 24 df= 2/84, p('Ol) and to. condition (F a 4 00, df = 1/84, p(’OS)

\

There were no significant differences 4e to sex and no significant 1nter-

tributed more cards to the group than did the Israeli city children (p( 0l)

\-.

EY

e

ated. that Kibbutz groups con- _1'

N




I |

AR . 4 “ g , | |
E o or the American children (p<:0l) while the latter two groups did not differ
%“' o -;'l significantly from each other.v Simple comparisons between culturejneans.‘
‘ " under- the two conditions mndicated that . S. city and Kibbutz groups |
'»'-:did not differ significantly under the two conditions but that Israeli

\:\ R

city groups contributed s;gnificantly more cards under Condition l than

P
I
L . ) Vg Condition 2 (p<05) _' . o o :“/
|

!
‘The results are consistent with the. results of Experiments l and 2
~in that Kibbutz children dé%onstrated more group oriented behavior than |
‘ did the other cultural groups The most striking finding however, is.

that Kibbutz groups contributed almost equally to the group under the two

L 5
o willing to contribute toja group,goal than were the city children. but
. they were willing to take_a substantial economic loss in order to do so0. .

“ The Kibbutz group oriented behavior resulted in their receiving fewer mean

S | ii(ll 4) " This difference. was mainly due to the results under Condition 2

in which group responses were economically nonadaptive.“ The results aTSO/Ns

i

St : “clearly 1nd1cate that motivation to achieve group success, although not

', | ‘as pronounced as in Kibbutz groups was present to some extent t among city
T-children. o R h 1: - . ’ . _l _

jjl, _,’_T' ' Sixty-two/Kibbutz, 44 Israeli city and 19 U. S. children gave all :

- four cards* to the group. Two Kibbutz, 22 Israeli city and eight U. S.i‘.-.

E | | .,children retained all four; cards for themselves. U. S children there-r

} o | fore more often split theiL cards between self and group than did chil-;

| _dren of the other groups.;.

[

o N
. .o S

[ . _;‘:'experimental conditions Kibbutz children therefore, were not only more |

g ?
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; .l-- ) ’. - The informal post tria] interv1ew. in which children were asked to
o R ' explain the reasons for their. choices, revealed interesting qua]itative
' deifferences Nearly all Israe]i chi]dren, both Kibbutz and city. who
Lol contributed to the group readily explaingd their behavior The most‘;; '
: frequent response was . simply that they wanted the group to-win; and‘iess'_
*frequently that it is not good to be se]fish American chi]dren who gave 5'.‘,
'-4;3to the group were often more obscure in their exp]anations ‘such as, I;,k\
: fe]t like it." "y don; t know," "I didn't like the cards,"v"l didn t have | .
| '.q,a reason " Some Israeli—chi]dren presented 1ong~and e]aborate statements; f?»ﬁf. .
' v'on the va]ue of people wockihg together as. a group wh11e the . S.. chi]-_;fﬁ
’dren had very little to say and some even seemed to: be embarrassed and . ;
. defensive when attempting to exp]ain their group oriented choices
| The children who kept most of the cards for themse]ves (4 or 3) re--

i spon‘ed quite d1fferent1y Most of the u. s, children readily answered L

\ L
. that hey. wanted al] the prizes that they could get or that they wanted EE

. l-’

0 get more ‘than the other children uSome u. S children exp1ained ‘that (?\u\;fj :
' “theyake t some of their cards so that they would get prizes but that they &gii

LLTHS

.'gave ‘one to the grqup so that they might also get a group prize Israeli l: ;i

achildren whb kept cards for themse]vg: Usually gave brief and unelaborated
. ‘& b

......

"accompanied by much apparent embgrrassment In general Israeli city
-\\‘children responded\during the 1nterviews quite simi]ar]y to chi]dren of
| the Kibbutz\even thoug ftheir behavior 1n the experimental situation was-

“more like that of the 0. S children e

~ -

. ’ . .
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' iSummarz : - )

'5 Kibbutz children qre ‘ore perative within groupslthan their urban _

) ”tion. The founders of the Kibbutz system env151oned t
F,new personality by ra1sing ch1ldren in an economic collective in which
;»finterpersonal relations based on mutual trust, sharing, and group sol1- i;.<

_ darity would be stressed The results of the experiments‘reported in ; 1t;,,.v

'have been successful T : 1;. "_ 4 i ' 'i';‘ . ;f ~*ff'*°fi_‘d'b

ybcounterparts.. It i also clear that the Kibbutz chil ren are competl-

t1vely.motivated but that this motivation is channeled to between group o

a e

g competition to a. much greater éxtent than to between iinvidual competi-_zﬂ
h

development of a

N

this paper 1ndicate that in the areb of cooperation, the K1bbutz founders—-¥»~~*~?%"
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Mean Circles Crossed’ by Culture and Condition
(Sex -and’ Trials Collapsed)

Culture

e Condition

. City .
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Mean Circles Crossed by Kiﬁbutz and City G
CoE (Trials Collapsed)

oups by Condition and Sex

Condition

A:— Culture

a4

Cityf' .

Withingroui/gompetition -'im_ )

Between group competition

2,00
. 3.60
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- '_ Kibbutz - 2 i\
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Mean Group Contributions by Culture and Condition |
o (Sex Collapsed) s
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