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»Only 21.1% coordinate their activities;

»ess than a third join forces for the purpose of public
mobilization, providing service, or appealing to the authorities.
»Rivalry 1s eminent In resource solicitation, with only 13.5%
reporting on concerted activity.
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“...the non-profit sector must create alliances amongst its
member organizations and must work to reduce unhealthy
proliferation and duplication. Israel’s third sector iIs too
large. Joint ventures and alliances will enable a reduction In
overhead and a more efficient and rational system.”
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Study: Public benefits from privatized welfare
services

The public has benefited from the privatization of local authorities welfare services,
according to a study released yesterday by the School of Government and Policy of
Tel Aviv University.

By Zohar Blumenkrantz
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