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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

One of the positive side of paper — that the aufitoon
the very beginning is providing the remote picture
which describes the current land situation of the
investigated area of two communities (moshav and
kibbutz) created by immigrants and considered as t
models of agriculture development. These commumn
as author is written are different ideological fdat.
After rather detail historical analysis ( during20 —
1980s years) of these 2 communities’ development
author provides comparison of their development.
Finally the author is coming to conclusion on
difference between the above communities in their
different conceptual outlooks about cooperatiorwit
respect to the need for increasing the number of
members.

It is not quite understandable why the analysisaper
is completed by 1980 ( see lines 647-648 “..1980s,
which closes the period of this review”), although
the paper title it is mentioned 1920-1991s.

It is .not clear what happened during the last&&ry
with these 2 communities.
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Minor REVISION comments

From the paper it is not understandable which form of
farming organization (moshav or kibbutz) is better
because the both of them both communities in 1980s
experienced a difficult economic crisis. And alisas
not clear if it is possible interpolate this expage to
the other moshavs and kibutzs.

Optional /General comments

The period of investigations is far away from the modern
time (1920-1980s), what happened further till nowadays
is out of paper consideration.
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