 A historical overview" (ID PPNP-22-08-0048.R1), for publication in Policy, Politics, & Nursing Practice.

Although we are unable to accept your manuscript for publication at this time, I would like to invite you to resubmit it for consideration after making revisions as requested in the attached document.

To revise your manuscript, log into https://mc.manuscriptcentral.com/ppnp and enter your Author Center, where you will find your manuscript title listed under "Manuscripts with Decisions."  Under "Actions," click on "Create a Revision."  Your manuscript, number has been appended to denote a revision.

You will be unable to make your revisions on the originally submitted version of the manuscript.  Instead, revise your manuscript using a word processing program and save it on your computer.  Please also highlight the changes to your manuscript within the document by using the “Track Changes” feature in Word or by using bold or colored text.

Once the revised manuscript is prepared, you can upload it and submit it through your Author Center.

When submitting your revised manuscript, you will be able to respond to the requested revisions in the space provided.  You can use this space to document any changes you make to the original manuscript.  In order to expedite the processing of the revised manuscript, please be as specific as possible in your responses.

IMPORTANT:  Your original files are available to you when you upload your revised manuscript.  Please delete any redundant files before completing the submission.

When you submit your revised manuscript, please include a table that explains your revisions. It should have three columns. The first column should have the reviewers' comments, the second column should have your response to the comments, and the third column (if applicable) should identify the page and line number in the revised manuscript where we can find your revision.



Comments to the Author
Interesting article and relevant to the importance of including nurses in planning for healthcare delivery when developing a national strategy.
Perhaps you might want to add about the demographics of the population of the state of Israel earlier in the manuscript. Also, it would add value to briefly discuss the reimbursement of healthcare delivery and how healthcare deliver y is part of the social infrastructure of the country.
Please see below recommendations for revising this manuscript.
Line 13 needs to be reworded.
Line 34: change residents to population and consider standardizing throughout the manuscript.
Line 56: Revise: grammatically incorrect.
Line 54 (page 6) see comment above re: populations. You used the description of Israels population (line 34 / residents) and here its population. Choose one standard way, e.g. population.
Line 37 page 7: add the word healthcare and reform should be lower case.
Line 42 (page 7): what does this mean?
Line 46 (page 7) Line 48 (page 14): Remove the use of the "I" reword the sentence- The intention of this study is to...explore, document etc.
Line 29 (page 10) remove the word doctor and change to physician.
Line 31 (page 10) remove the word doctor and change to physician.
Line39 (page 17) Add reference to the Code of Ethics (it's unclear what Nursing Code of Ethics you are referring to)
Line 53 (page 24): Delete your opinion, this should be removed. Your opinion belongs in an Op-Ed.



Comments to the Author
Thank you for the opportunity to review the revised manuscript "The impact of the National Health Insurance Law (1994) in Israel on nursing: A historical overview" submitted to Policy, Politics, & Nursing Practice. Although the manuscript has improved in terms of eliminating much of the dense material not specific to the stated focus of the previous version of the manuscript, the revised manuscript requires further refinement. Again, I want to state this historical review for Israel may be important for publication. At this point, there are different areas of the manuscript that can be improved by focusing on improving the organization of the content and the clarity of the presentation.

For the benefit of the author(s), I searched through my articles for teaching historical reviews for reference. The article published by "Driscoll, A., Worrall‐Carter, L., O'reilly, J., & Stewart, S. (2005). A historical review of the nurse practitioner role in Australia. Clinical Excellence for Nurse Practitioners, 9, 141-152." seems to be a good reference for the next revision. The point of the example is specific to the organization and presentation of the content. AS A KEY NOTATION, the figure 1 in this article is similar to the table 1 of the current manuscript. Note, figure 1 is part of the results and table 1 is part of the introduction and background. The table 1 can be revised, with columns added to present the "evidence" specific to the timeline or any other manner deemed appropriate by the author(s). This recommendation is specific to my observations about improving the organization of the manuscript.

In the next section, I provide focused recommendations for advancing the manuscript. The attached pdf is intended to provide additional feedback about the writing style including sentence length, paragraph construction, and grammar. I hope this information is useful for the revision process.

FOCUSED RECOMMENDATIONS

There needs to be one purpose for the manuscript. At the current time, there are two purposes stated in the introduction:

(P-4 / L-37): The purpose of this article is to discuss the history and trajectory of nursing in Israel, a country that stands out in terms of its legislation stipulating the quality of healthcare and public health for all residents.

(P-5 / L-8): The purpose of this article is to characterize the historical processes using a historical research method and to examine the trends and directions in which nursing should steer its activities in Israel.

Second, there needs to be a methods section with more specific information about the sources of the data for analysis (descriptive). A historical analysis is typically based on a narrative or possibly an integrative review. These two articles may be useful for thinking about the data source for this manuscript

Georgiou, I. (2021). The literature review as an exercise in historical thinking. Human Resource Development Review, 20(2), 252–273. https://doi.org/10.1177/15344843211004027

Torraco, R. J. (2016). Writing integrative literature reviews: Using the past and present to explore the future. Human Resource Development Review, 15(4), 404–428. https://doi.org/10.1177/1534484316671606

With this stated, I was surprised with several missing citations. For example, I expected to see a citation to support the content in the manuscript: Rosen, B., Waitzberg, R., & Merkur, S. (2015). Israel: Health System Review. Health systems in transition, 17(6), 1–212. In addition, I was surprised to see only one article cited from the Israel Journal of Health Policy Research. This is a journal that would be important to review the content.

I provided some examples of the basic search strategies in PubMed for the topics covered in this paper. There are not more than 300 articles when searching these terms in PubMed. However, the terms should also be searched for CINAHL which is specific to nursing (also Scopus and Web of Science could be helpful). The point is to state the search you conducted in the literature as well as other documents. This is not a systematic review, but the search for a narrative review is documented systematically

("health policy"[Title/Abstract]) AND ("Israel"[Title/Abstract])
("health system"[Title/Abstract]) AND ("israel"[Title/Abstract])
(("health policy"[Title/Abstract]) OR ("health system"[Title/Abstract])) AND ("Israel"[Title/Abstract])
(("health policy"[Title/Abstract]) AND ("Israel"[Title/Abstract])) AND (("nurse"[Title/Abstract]) OR ("nursing"[Title/Abstract]))

With importance of the methods noted, I wanted to provide an example of a historical review that is clear, concise, and impactful in presentation. This review might be useful for guiding the reorganization of information for a more effective presentation.

Driscoll, A., Worrall‐Carter, L., Oreilly, J., & Stewart, S. (2005). A historical review of the nurse practitioner role in Australia. Clinical Excellence for Nurse Practitioners, 9, 141-152.

The current manuscript could benefit from the analysis presenting the data using the four areas noted in the previous version of the manuscript or some other type of "categories" or "themes" from the content analysis. The search for documents (literature, reports, government documents ect.) is followed by a content analysis that organizes the data to respond to the research question (review purpose) as findings. This type of structure for findings was provided in the previous manuscript but focused on the discussion.

"Based on their findings and the studies cited, I have chosen to discuss the following aspects: 1. Clients and nurse-client relationship; 2. The nursing profession; 3. Promoting the interests of nursing through leadership, research and academic; education; and 4. Nurse as an individual and her work environment."

The results from the literature need to be stated in a results section (possibly with a table). These results then lead into the specific aspects of the finding you want to discuss. The key point is the results, content analysis of the documents, needs to be presented. There are no results presented. In the example document attached to this report, the section is not called the results, instead "historical development..." is used indicating the specific focus of the results. Then, the subheadings address each of the areas. Again, this is merely an example to consider.


