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Abstract 

Background Rehabilitation is considered paramount for enhancing quality of life and reducing healthcare costs. As 
a result of healthcare reforms, Norwegian municipalities have been given greater responsibility for allocating reha-
bilitation services following discharge from hospital. Individual decision letters serve as the basis for implementing 
services and they have been described as information labels on the services provided by the municipality. They play 
an important role in planning and implementing the services in collaboration with the individual applicants. Research 
indicates that the implementation of policies may lead to unintended consequences, as individuals receiving munici-
pal services perceive them as fragmented. This perception is characterised by limited user involvement and a high 
focus on body functions. The aim of this study was to examine how municipal decision letters about service allocation 
incorporate the recommendations made in the official national guideline and reflect a holistic approach to rehabilita-
tion, coordination and user involvement for individuals with comprehensive needs.

Methods The decision letters of ten individuals with moderate to severe brain injury allocating rehabilitation services 
in two municipalities were examined. It was assessed whether the content was in accordance with the authorities’ 
recommendations, and a discourse analysis was conducted using four tools adapted from an established integrated 
approach.

Results The letters primarily contained standard texts concerning legal and administrative regulations. They were 
predominantly in line with the official guideline to municipal service allocation. From a rehabilitation perspective, 
the focus was mainly on medically oriented care, scarcely referring to psychosocial needs, activity, and participation. 
The intended user involvement seemed to vary between active and passive status, while the coordination of services 
was given limited attention.

Conclusions The written decision letters did fulfil legal and administrative recommendations for service allocation. 
However, they did not fulfil their potential to serve as a means of conveying rehabilitation issues, such as specification 
of the allocated services, a holistic approach to health, coordination, or the involvement of users in decision pro-
cesses. These elements must be incorporated throughout the allocation process if the policies are to be implemented 
as intended. Findings can have international relevance for discussions between clinicians and policy makers.

Open Access

© The Author(s) 2024. Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which 
permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the 
original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or 
other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line 
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory 
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this 
licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http://creativecom-
mons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated in a credit line to the data.

BMC Health Services Research

*Correspondence:
Maren Ekenes
maren.beate.holck.ekenes@helse-bergen.no
Full list of author information is available at the end of the article

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1186/s12913-024-10972-7&domain=pdf


Page 2 of 11Ekenes et al. BMC Health Services Research          (2024) 24:460 

Background
Worldwide, healthcare services are of great interest to 
policy-makers, service-providing organisations, and the 
individuals concerned [1, 2]. Rehabilitation has become 
an area of fundamental interest because of increased sur-
vival after even severe injuries and because it enhances 
the quality of life of individuals affected, as well as reduc-
ing healthcare costs [3, 4]. Discourses on rehabilitation, 
including how health and disability are understood, indi-
vidually and socially, have changed during recent decades 
[5–9]. As a result of these changes, the conceptualisation 
of rehabilitation has shifted from primarily medically ori-
ented care to holistic, socially oriented care that includes 
biological, psychological and social factors [10, 11]. The 
latter approach includes the individuals’ overall situation, 
e.g. body structures and functions, activities, partici-
pation, and contextual factors [5, 12, 13]. Despite these 
changes, healthcare systems often continue to predomi-
nantly deliver medically oriented care (which focuses on 
disease and symptoms) and pay little attention to socially 
oriented care (which focuses on participation, quality of 
life and social support) [14].

Patients with moderate to severe brain injury can be 
characterised as a group with comprehensive rehabilita-
tion needs. Individuals may experience long-term physi-
cal, cognitive, behavioural and emotional challenges [15]. 
Rehabilitation may last for years, and is provided in many 
settings, i.e. in specialist health care, municipal institu-
tions or at home [15, 16]. For individuals with compre-
hensive needs, complex rehabilitation pathways usually 
start in specialist health care before continuing at the 
municipal level [15, 17–20]. Previous research shows that 
individuals achieve better outcomes when rehabilitation 
is coordinated, and when it is provided in collaboration 
with patients and next of kin [15]. However, services have 
been described as lacking coordination, leaving patients 
and next of kin struggling through their rehabilitation 
pathways [11, 15, 16, 21].

Individual rights to participation and self-determi-
nation in rehabilitation processes have become para-
mount in healthcare discourses [5]. Thus, the services 
are to be aligned with the needs and values of the indi-
vidual [22]. The individual’s role as user of services, 
while previously commonly described as passive, trust-
ing, and adapting to professionals’ instructions, is now 
described as an active role with patients being respon-
sible, knowledgeable, competent, information-seeking 
and able to take care of their own health [5, 23, 24]. 
However, various researchers have stressed that the 

changes towards an active user, despite originally good 
intentions, may have drawbacks [5, 23]. In rehabilita-
tion settings, individuals constitute a heterogeneous 
group, demonstrating great diversity of physical, cogni-
tive and social difficulties. Some may be unable to play 
an active role or cooperate, which, in turn, may lead to 
them receiving fewer or less suitable services [5].

In a national healthcare reform in Norway, munici-
palities were given greater responsibility for rehabili-
tation services as regards decision processes, and the 
scope and type of services provided for individuals in 
need of rehabilitation [25]. The reform was designed to 
enhance care coordination and use the resources within 
the Norwegian healthcare system more efficiently, i.e. 
by discharging patients earlier from hospitals to munic-
ipal care and rehabilitation [26]. The reform advocated 
a lower allocation to specialist health care and more 
focus on public-oriented practices in the municipalities 
[5]. Røberg et al. [5] identified that such a shift towards 
fewer specialist healthcare services could have unin-
tended consequences in that it could lead to a more 
undetermined conceptualization of rehabilitation and 
a downscaling of individual rehabilitation services for 
individuals with comprehensive rehabilitation needs.

Municipal decisions on the allocation of in-patient 
services exceeding two weeks require a written indi-
vidual administrative decision. The decision letter 
is described as an information label [27]. An official 
national guideline has been implemented to ensure 
high-quality case management, stressing fair and equal 
treatment, emphasising legal regulation of service pro-
vision, ensuring that service providers are accountable, 
that decisions are transparent and safeguard the user’s 
rights [28]. The importance of the written individual 
decisions is underscored as they directly affect what 
services are provided by healthcare staff to the individ-
ual [29, 30].

Only a few studies have analysed the content of deci-
sion letters concerning service allocation. In a national 
audit by the Norwegian Directorate of Health, decision 
letters were found to be too generally worded, and to 
lack individual or next of kin-related considerations 
[27]. Some authors found that letters adhered to the 
national guideline for service provision [31]. How-
ever, they suggested that the guideline should be more 
closely examined as regards fair and equal treatment in 
the allocation of services. Furthermore, an insufficient 
assessment of psychosocial needs among patients with 
dementia has been reported [32].
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How the local level implements policy provides insights 
into how policy is translated into action by the organisa-
tions and service providers responsible for the execution 
of policy [33–35]. Hence, studying written decision let-
ters may provide important information about how and 
to what extent municipal actors, in their implementation 
of policy, contribute to healthcare discourses. Interna-
tionally, there is a growing interest on how health care 
services are allocated and organised. Although, countries 
have different laws and guidelines, research on the imple-
mentation of national policies is international relevant as 
it may stimulate health care staff, researchers, and policy 
makers to reflect on how their systems work and what 
could be changed. In several countries it is good practice 
or a legal obligation to notify users in writing of adminis-
trative decisions [36]. Thus, analyses of individual admin-
istrative decision letters may contribute to national and 
international discourses of the content of written deci-
sions and rehabilitation. In the present study, we aimed 
to examine how Norwegian municipal administrative 
decision letters concerning service allocation incorpo-
rate recommendations in the official national guideline 
of service allocation and whether they reflect a holis-
tic approach to rehabilitation, coordination, and user 
involvement for individuals with comprehensive needs. 
By analysing the letters as policy implementation tools 
using discourse analysis, the article sheds light on how 
policies are translated into action.

Methods
Design
This article is a part of a larger case study investigat-
ing service allocation to individuals who need compre-
hensive municipal interdisciplinary rehabilitation in 
the transition from hospital rehabilitation to municipal 
rehabilitation in Norway [37]. Data comprising decision 
letters, electronic correspondence and interviews were 
collected over a four-year period during the past decade. 
The decision letters were analysed in this study.

Participant characteristics and data collection
Letters to ten participants aged 18 to 80 years, who were 
admitted to hospital due to moderate or severe brain 
injury and spent between 7 and 28 weeks in a rehabilita-
tion unit in specialist health care, were analysed. During 
their stay, they all received rehabilitation services from an 
interdisciplinary team comprising specialists in physical 
medicine and rehabilitation, nurses, occupational thera-
pists, physiotherapists, social workers, speech and lan-
guage therapists and neuropsychologists. At the point of 
discharge, all participants were regarded as needing fur-
ther interdisciplinary municipal rehabilitation, individual 
plans and coordinated services.

Data collection was carried out in accordance with 
ethical guidelines for research, and the data process-
ing procedures were approved by the Norwegian Cen-
tre for Research Data and the Hospital Data Protection 
Officer. The administrative municipal leadership granted 
approval for the study to be conducted. Participants with 
a moderate or severe brain injury may be unable to give 
informed consent due to an inability to communicate or 
markedly impaired cognitive abilities. This raises legal 
and ethical issues as regards informed consent [38–40], 
since it is an obligation and a cornerstone of medical 
ethics and health law that medical professionals obtain 
informed consent prior to medical treatment or research 
[41]. This principle acknowledges individuals’ autonomy, 
while at the same time protecting the individuals whose 
autonomy is reduced. Patients are legally competent to 
give informed consent when they have decision-making 
capacity as autonomous decision-makers. Decision-
making capacity includes the ability to understand rel-
evant information, to appreciate the consequences of 
treatment/participation in a research project, to discuss 
options, and to communicate a choice. When partici-
pants do not meet these criteria, medical professionals 
must seek informed consent from a substitute decision-
maker who bases his/her judgement on the previously 
expressed wishes and preferences of the participant, or, 
if no wishes have been expressed, on the best interests of 
the participant [42]. In the current study, it was expected 
that not all participants would be able to consent. It was 
therefore discussed whether participants who lacked the 
capacity to give consent should be excluded. However, 
the exclusion of vulnerable populations from healthcare 
studies is seen as problematic, since knowledge about this 
diverse population would remain hidden [40, 43]. Hence, 
it was decided to include participants who needed com-
prehensive rehabilitation but who had reduced cognitive 
capacity and were not capable of granting informed con-
sent. The risk and burden to the individual participant 
were regarded as low, while gaining knowledge about ser-
vice allocation to this specific population was regarded 
as important. In the current study, three participants 
were evaluated as having the capacity to grant informed 
consent by the physician in charge. Of the remaining 
seven, informed consent was obtained from their next 
of kin/legal guardian. Pseudonyms were used and dates, 
municipalities, diagnoses and multimorbidity have been 
anonymised to ensure anonymity.

Setting
The participants were discharged to two municipalities, 
two of them to a town municipality (inhabitants < 15 000; 
town municipality), the remaining eight to a city munici-
pality (inhabitants > 100 000; city municipality. In both 
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municipalities, decision letters were sent by the offices 
with power of decision, organised separately to the ser-
vice providing units.

Official recommendation and municipal decision letters
The guideline states that the written decisions must 
include i) the services to be provided, the extent of ser-
vices and the timeframe, ii) the justification for the deci-
sion, with complete and correct legal references, the facts 
the decision is based on and the main considerations 
regarding the exercise of discretion, iii) the right of access 
to services and the right to request deferred implementa-
tion of decision and reference to the right of appeal. Fur-
thermore, it stresses the municipality’s responsibility for 
initiating individual plans and for coordinating services 
for individuals in need of comprehensive services. How-
ever, it is not mandatory to name all services in a written 
decision. With regard to the coordination of services, the 
guideline underlines that decisions concerning the differ-
ent services may be included in the same letter to give an 
overview of the overall services. Further, it emphasises 
the legal regulations, which give great importance to the 
involvement of individual applicants and their next of 
kin in the allocation of services. It is emphasised that the 
decision must be detailed enough for the applicants and 
their next of kin to know what specifically is granted, and 
to evaluate whether the services are sufficient.

Data analysis
Firstly, matrices were created to provide an overview and 
to compare and contrast each letter’s content based on the 
content categories recommended in the national guide-
line. Secondly, a discourse analysis based on Gee [44] was 
used to examine the letters, since this makes it possible 
to analyse how organisations and individuals construct 
and reconstruct meanings in written documents [44, 45]. 
This method was chosen because language builds identi-
ties, relationships and significances [44–46], which also 
apply to official documents [44–47]. Gee [48] suggest 
an overarching toolkit of 28 tools to be considered when 
conducting a discourse analyses. According to him, these 
tools provide questions for the researcher to “immerse” 
into the letters and can be adapted to the needs and 
demands of the individual study. In this study, we initially 
conducted an explorative analysis of the letters apply-
ing the 28 tools. We found four tools particular relevant. 
These four tools were adapted for further in-depth analy-
sis in line with the relevance for the study [46, 48]. The 
four included tools were the subject tool, which was used 
to examine the prominent topics in the letters. The signif-
icant building tool was used to investigate how language 
and format built up under or decreased the importance 
of individual subjects. With the coordination tool we 

examined whether and in what way the letter addressed 
the involvement of different municipal services, and the 
hospital staff in the decision-making process. The rela-
tion-building tool was used to investigate how the letters 
reflected user involvement and to establish a relationship 
between the service applicant and the municipality. Fol-
lowing the in-depth analyses of the four tools, we studied 
how the findings from the tools were inter-related. This 
contributed to a generation of the main themes of the let-
ters in accordance with the research question [44].

Results
The analysis led to four main themes presented below: 
legal letters with formal and comprehensive standard-
ised text; a medically oriented care approach and lack 
of specification of municipal rehabilitation services; 
limited coordination of broader municipal services; and 
user involvement and the role of the applicant – a dual 
position.

Legal letters with formal and comprehensive standardised 
text
By addressing the mandatory elements of the letters in 
combination with the subject- and significant tools we 
asked what elements the decision contained and how the 
letters built up or lessened importance of specific topics. 
When applying these tools to explore the letters in their 
entirety, it became clear that the letters mostly consisted 
of a comprehensive and formal standardised text empha-
sising legal matters. The letters were between two and 
three pages long, addressed to the applicants and named 
the municipal decision-making offices as senders. The 
main body of all the letters consisted of standard text 
with slight differences between the two individual munic-
ipalities. The standard text largely adhered to the manda-
tory elements in the official guideline, setting out legal 
regulations and administrative information presented in 
Table 1.

Short paragraphs justifying the allocated services 
included individual-specific information. Up to eighty 
percent of the content of the letters consisted of stand-
ard text. All the letters highlighted the decisions as legally 
regulated decisions in the headings. Legal aspects were 
given a dominant position, with legal terms and refer-
ences throughout the text. The decision concerning ser-
vice provision was worded in accordance with examples 
given in the recommendations in the national guideline, 
as illustrated here:

“You have been granted a rehabilitation stay in a 
nursing home, cf. Act on Health and Care Services 
section 3 − 2 no 6 c. The stay will take place at the 
xxx rehabilitation and nursing home, the rehabilita-
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tion unit from XXX to XXX (dates).” (Letter B, city 
municipality)

The letters consisted of general wording pertaining to 
legal matters such as service costs and the right to appeal 
the decision:

“For short-term stays, payment is in accordance with 
the regulations: ‘User fees for municipal health and 
care services’ Section 4. Regulation of 16 December 
2011, cf. the Municipal Health and Care Services 
Act §  11 − 2. The rate for short-term stays is NOK 
150 per day. If you have had stays lasting for more 
than 60 days in a calendar year, the municipality 
may require long-term stay rate in accordance with 
the regulations: ‘User fees for municipal health and 
care services’ Section 3.” (Standard text, town munic-
ipality)

“Appeal: If you do not receive the services, you 
believe you are entitled to, you may appeal. The 
appeal is to be submitted to the decision-making 
office. It will be finally decided by the county gov-
ernor. You can submit an appeal orally or in writ-
ing. In the appeal, you must explain the reason 
for the appeal and describe which alterations you 
want. The deadline for appealing is four weeks; see 

the Patient and User Rights Act Section 7 − 2. The 
appeal is to be sent to: NN decision-making office.” 
(Standard text, city municipality)

Differences between the two municipalities regarding 
standard texts were found in the opening of the letters. 
The town municipality started by presenting the deci-
sion in a box, followed by the legal justification based 
on the law, with reference to the municipalities’ respon-
sibility to provide appropriate healthcare services 
(Health and Care Services Act Sections  3 − 1 and 3 − 2 
no 6 a-d) followed by the patient and user’s rights (the 
Patient and User Rights Act Section 2 − 1 a). The town 
municipality used the wording:

“Your application has been received and dealt 
with in accordance with the Health and Care Ser-
vices Act Sections  3 − 1 and 3 − 2 no 6 a-d: The 
municipality must ensure that persons who stay 
in the municipality are provided with necessary 
healthcare services. To fulfil this responsibility, the 
municipality has to provide the following (….)”

The letters further stated that pursuant to the Patient 
and User Rights Act Section 2 − 1 a:

“Patients and users have a right to necessary 
health and care services from the municipalities.”

Table 1 Mandatory elements in the individual administrative decision letters

✓ Element is present in the letter

/ Element partly addressed

O Element is not present in the letter

Mandatory elements Individual administrative decision letters (A- J)

Town municipality City municipality

A I B C D E F G H J

1. Service provision
 Service to be provided

   In-patient rehabilitation ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
   Practical assistance; ADL training at home ✓
   Long term stay at a housing facility ✓
 Extent of service / / / ✓ / / / / / /
 Timeframe Start date 

open ended
Start date, 
open ended

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

2. Justifications of decision
 Justification of the decision, including legal references ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
 Facts the decision is based upon ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
 Considerations regarding discretion ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
3. Users rights
 User’s legal rights to access services ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
 User’s right to request deferred implementation of decision O O ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
 User’s right to appeal, deadline, appellate authority and procedure ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
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The city municipality started all letters by referring to 
the Patient and User Rights Act (Section 2 − 1), highlight-
ing that services must be necessary and that it must be 
possible for the municipality to provide help. This was 
followed by a comment stating that the definition of what 
is necessary is based on a health and social evaluation 
and that the provision of services is decided by the office 
with power of decision in the matter. It was also pointed 
out that the municipality has limited resources which 
affects the extend and choice of services offered, but that 
the services would always cover the applicant’s needs.

A medically oriented care approach and lack 
of specification of municipal rehabilitation services
By applying both the subject- and significant tool to 
explore how the letters addressed rehabilitation and the 
content of services, it became clear that the letters were 
predominantly medical orientated. All but two letters 
stated that rehabilitation in an in-patient municipal reha-
bilitation unit was granted. In two deviating decisions, 
services in form of ‘Practical assistance with ADL-train-
ing at home’ (Letter D, city municipality) and ‘Long-term 
stay at a housing facility for young individuals’ (Letter G, 
city Municipality) were allocated. The latter did not use 
the term ‘rehabilitation’ about the allocated services but 
mentioned the possibility of applying for an in-patient 
rehabilitation stay upon arrival at the housing facility. 
None of the letters specified the extent of services by 
stating their content or frequency of treatment. Differ-
ences between municipalities were found regarding the 
duration of services, in that the town municipality did 
not state a termination date, while the city municipality 
set a four-week timeframe in all its letters.

Information about the applicant was provided in a 
short summary justifying the decision, and all justifica-
tions referred to statements made by the hospital reha-
bilitation departments. All letters granting in-patient 
rehabilitation included terms such as progress of recovery 
or potential for further progress as a rationale. The lan-
guage was direct and mainly included a medical diagno-
sis and terms such as the following:

“Grand cerebral haemorrhage, located in XXX. 
Resulted in paralysis, speech impairment, swallow-
ing difficulties, visual field loss and neglect. Tried 
treating with C-PAP treatment, which has had an 
effect on fatigue, which has been a problem. You 
have had a PEG inserted, which for a while was the 
only way for you to get nutrition. Now it is not in 
particular use, as you eat prepared food BM. There 
is still a need for further rehabilitation and round-
the-clock nursing and care.” (Letter I, town munici-
pality)

The prior course and progression of recovery was 
mostly addressed, and, in six letters, the suggested reha-
bilitation goals focused on body functions:

“Based on our documents, you are a woman of XX 
years. Married. Relevant health information: cause 
of injury, multi-trauma, severe traumatic brain 
injury. You have received interdisciplinary, special-
ised rehabilitation for six months. Your functional 
level is severely reduced, and you need help with all 
daily activities. You have meanwhile shown progress 
in some areas and the hospital department evalu-
ates that you are in need of further rehabilitation. 
The department applies, by agreement with your 
next of kin, for continuing interdisciplinary rehabili-
tation in the municipality. It is reported that further 
purposeful goals will be the following: maintain joint 
flexibility, avoid contractures, prevent pain due to 
spasticity, establish yes/no communication, estab-
lish non-verbal communication through gestures/
mimicry, use right hand in activity.” (Letter H, city 
municipality)

Goals referring to cognition were mostly general in 
their wording:

“You have had a long rehabilitation stay at the hos-
pital rehabilitation unit. Hospital staff report that 
you will need full-time care since you still need one-
to-one care, in particular due to cognitive difficul-
ties.” (Letter E, city municipality)

A few letters included specific goals. They addressed 
specific tasks, such as independence in activities of daily 
living, e.g. eating meals. Participation or socially oriented 
care was scarcely mentioned or only in general terms:

“The hospital department reports that you, espe-
cially during the last month, have slowly but surely 
shown progress. You have an extensive need for help 
and follow-up in everyday life, but the hospital reha-
bilitation department considers that you still have 
a rehabilitation potential, with the goal of i) eating 
meals, ii) participating more actively in daily activi-
ties, iii) clarifying your future housing situation.” 
(Letter B, city municipality)

Limited coordination of broader municipal services
The coordination tool was applied to explore whether 
and in what way the letters addressed the involvement 
of different municipal services, and the hospital staff in 
the decision-making process. All the letters stated that 
the hospital rehabilitation unit took part in the applica-
tion process and recommended further rehabilitation. 
Coordination between municipal decision-making offices 
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and specialist health services was evident, as all the let-
ters referred to case investigations, electronic communi-
cation, and meetings between the decision-making office 
and specialist healthcare services. In contrast, there was 
no explicit mention of how the service providing munici-
pal in-patient rehabilitation participated in the assess-
ment of rehabilitation within the municipal context. Key 
municipal rehabilitation service providers responsible 
for separate decisions on service allocation (e.g. speech 
and language therapy, vision therapy, psychosocial ser-
vices) were not mentioned in the letters. No information 
on rights to an individual plan and a coordinator was 
included.

User involvement and the role of the applicant: a dual 
position
By applying the relation-building tool the question of 
how the letters reflected user involvement and estab-
lished a relationship between the service applicant and 
the municipality was adressed. The letters provided no 
direct information about how the applicants or their next 
of kin participated in the process leading up to the deci-
sion on service provision. There were no indications of 
wishes, concerns or disagreement with the service alloca-
tion expressed by the applicant or next of kin that might 
have been made during the discharge process. A poten-
tial collaboration, where the municipalities addressed 
potential requests from the applicant, were found in a 
standard statement:

“The municipality is not bound by the fact that you 
have applied for a certain type of help, but your 
wishes will be given weight.” (Standard text, city 
municipality)

Only one of the ten letters indicated collaboration 
between the decision-making office and next of kin. This 
letter stated that the next of kin wished a specific in-
patient institution. The letter did not indicate whether the 
wish would be taken into account. The letters expressed 
expectations of user involvement in connection with the 
individual’s right to appeal and state opinions in upcom-
ing reassessments/changes of needs:

“New Assessment/Change of need: The need for help 
will be reassessed. In the event of a change in needs 
and services, a new administrative decision will be 
made. You have the right to express your view before 
a new decision is made, cf. Section 16 of the Public 
Administration Act.” (Standard text, town munici-
pality)

The letters contained no information about the names 
of next of kin or legal guardians, and nor were the letters 
addressed to them.

The applicant was addressed either by his/her full name 
and ‘you’ or in the third person as ‘user’ or ‘patient’. The 
letters referring to ‘the patient’ or ‘user’ as well as phrases 
such as ‘it is the hospital that has applied for you’ con-
veyed the impression of the applicant being a passive 
participant. In contrast, phrases like ‘You have the right 
to’ and ‘you may appeal’ were included in the same let-
ters, denoting the applicant as an active user. Further-
more, expressions such as ‘you must explain’ pointed 
to responsibilities of the service applicant, placing him/
her as an active party with legal possibilities to follow up 
requirements. The town municipality referred to itself 
in the third person as ‘the municipality/the decision-
making office’. The city municipality referred to itself as 
‘we’. The terms ‘you’ (the applicant) and ‘we’ (the munici-
pality) denoted the patients and the municipality as 
counterparties.

Discussion
We aimed to examine how municipal decision letters 
concerning service allocation incorporated the recom-
mendations in the official guideline and reflect a holis-
tic approach to rehabilitation, coordination, and user 
involvement for individuals with comprehensive needs. 
The analysis revealed that the letters were of a legal 
nature, with formal and content-rich standardised text. 
Individual-specific considerations were included in the 
justification for the service allocation. They primarily 
focused on medically oriented care and rarely mentioned 
activity, participation or psychosocial aspects. Coordina-
tion of the municipal services and user involvement were 
not clearly described.

All the letters contained the required legal references 
and administrative elements, a finding that is in line with 
earlier reports [31]. The extent of the standardised ref-
erence to legal and administrative regulations seemed 
noteworthy. This style has been described as a strategy 
to legitimise professional decisions in different fields 
of expertise [47]. The legal-administrative focus can be 
seen as a safeguard to ensure both that the municipali-
ties adhered to the law and that the applicant received 
services he/she was entitled to. This is important since 
applicants may not always be capable of asserting their 
own rights. The individual justifications in the letters 
illustrated that this was the case in our study, as they 
indicate that many of the patients needed help to meet 
their fundamental needs (e.g. nutrition, communication, 
cognition). Nevertheless, as the letters mainly consisted 
of legal and administrative text and references combined 
with medical jargon, this may affect the readability for 
the user and their next of kin.

A key finding with regard to service allocation was 
that the service was not specified beyond the term 
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rehabilitation. This contrasts with the guideline, which 
state that decision letters should as far as possible be 
designed in such a way that the applicant understands 
what services are to be provided and their scope. This can 
be crucial for several reasons. The allocation of rehabili-
tation may appear transparent and fair, since applicants 
differ and can receive the services they need based on 
individual evaluations by those involved in their treat-
ment. However, since it is far from clear what the term 
rehabilitation encompasses, even for specialists [12], this 
may be a pitfall.

While the justification and goals stated in individual 
letters can serve as indicators of/references to specific 
needs, it leaves open questions such as who (profession) 
will provide the rehabilitation, when and how often. For 
individuals and their next of kin, this may be a crucial 
issue as they link this information to the chance of recov-
ery. This lack of specification left them in a state of uncer-
tainty and may increase the burden of care. They not only 
have to adapt quickly to a life-changing situation, but 
also to a healthcare system where each new stage of the 
system requires a lot of information and effort to under-
stand [15, 16]. The lack of specification concerns both the 
applicants’ right to appeal the decision and the notifica-
tion of a reassessment of needs. How can they appeal a 
decision when they do not know what its content is (the 
allocated rehabilitation services) either upon discharge or 
after reassessment? It has been suggested that an unde-
termined conceptualisation of rehabilitation changes the 
focus from the content to the management of the services 
and that this will ultimately lead to a downscaling of ser-
vices [5]. These findings call for more research highlight-
ing how rehabilitation is conceptualised by policymakers, 
the individuals concerned and their next of kin.

The issue of coordination of different municipal ser-
vice-providing units is related to the lack of specification 
of rehabilitation. Previous research has demonstrated 
that several decisions concerning service allocation in 
comprehensive rehabilitation pathways are made by dif-
ferent service providers (e.g. offices that make decisions 
on in-patient rehabilitation, speech and language therapy 
or psychological services) [37]. The guideline published 
by the Norwegian Directorate of Health in 2016 [28] sug-
gests that listing all relevant municipal services in one 
and the same decision letter can provide an overview 
when several services are involved. The analysed decision 
letters did not mention other services, such as speech 
and language therapy or social services. Hence, the appli-
cant was not given an overview, and potential coordina-
tion efforts remained unclear. Further, none of the letters 
included information about the right to a coordinator 
or an individual plan. Hence, the letters appear to be a 
tool for informing about an in-patient rehabilitation stay, 

rather than a tool for informing applicants about coordi-
nation and coherent municipal services. This seems to be 
in contrast to the intentions and goals of the healthcare 
reform [25]. Norwegian municipalities are free to design 
their services and to differ as regards the services they 
provide and in terms of the healthcare staff’s specialisa-
tions and experience of treating individuals with complex 
needs [49]. Therefore, the use of the generic term ‘reha-
bilitation’ gave little indication of what services and pro-
fessions are allocated and coordinated. Considerations 
of efficacy and equality were not evident in the decision 
letters.

Another key finding was that the letters prioritised 
medically oriented care (disease and symptoms), whereas 
psychosocial aspects, including activity and participa-
tion, were mentioned in general terms or missing. Since 
the participants were moderately or even severely injured 
and needed help with basic needs, this may not be sur-
prising [11, 15, 50]. Reading individual information in 
the justification and goals set out in the letters, it seems 
that they were to a great extent derived from specialist 
health care. It is unknown to what extent psychosocial 
issues were addressed before discharge from hospital. 
However, it remains an issue that the term psychosocial 
is used in policy documents without more detailed speci-
fication [32]. As several authors have stressed, individu-
als with complex needs are a vulnerable group with social 
needs over and above managing treatment and medi-
cines. Social participation, activities and relationships 
are important to address across sectors [14, 32, 50]. In 
addition to psychosocial needs, user involvement is seen 
as imperative in political documents and in the health-
care and rehabilitation service [5, 23, 25]. Hence, one 
striking feature of the decision letters is the absence of 
any clear indication of how the applicant and next of kin 
were involved in the decision-making process. Previous 
research has also identified that the individuals in ques-
tion lack a voice in both medical and legal written docu-
ments [46, 51], and several authors have stressed that 
individuals might not be able to be active or have to be 
helped to be active and make decisions for themselves [5, 
14, 23]. These and our findings suggest that user involve-
ment does not seem to have gained the position in the 
municipalities as the national policy intended.

In the present study, the letters did not seem to estab-
lish a joint, collaborating ‘we’ between the municipality 
and the applicant that could develop and carry out a com-
mon rehabilitation process. Rather, the letters positioned 
the applicant and the municipality as counterparts. The 
structure and wording of the letters gave the impression 
of an authoritative approach to the applicant, while the 
applicant was placed in a dual position. On the one hand, 
the applicant was addressed as active and knowledgeable 
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with the capability to appeal, pay for and manage trans-
port and the work environment of service providers [5, 
23, 24]. On the other hand, he/she was a passive recipi-
ent who had comprehensive difficulties managing eve-
ryday activities, cognition, and communication. Solholt 
and Frederiksen [23] argued that, although many patients 
may benefit from having an active role, this approach 
requires an active, knowledgeable patient who has insight 
into the disease and supportive relatives, and that there 
is hardly room for a passive patient. This raises the ques-
tion of whether the ideal of an active patient may disguise 
the user’s vulnerable position and, despite the intentions, 
potentially leave severely disabled and chronically ill 
patients deprived and vulnerable [5, 23]. It is necessary, 
to ensure that their rights are secured, to focus further on 
how to address user involvement in instances where the 
users may have difficulties playing an active role.

The analysis revealed a clear focus on legal and admin-
istrative issues in official letters that were in accordance 
with the guideline. The findings demonstrate that the 
content of the rehabilitation was not further specified. 
The letters show that the allocation of services was pri-
marily focused on medically oriented care, with a shifting 
perception of the user as both active or passive, and lim-
ited coordination of services. In the discourse on rehabil-
itation, there has been a development towards a broader 
understanding of rehabilitation, including a holistic view 
of people’s needs (beyond a medical focus), the coordina-
tion of services, and user involvement. However, the find-
ings show that these elements are lacking in the letters 
describing rehabilitation for these patients, while tran-
sitioning from hospitals to municipalities. Not describ-
ing these central issues may increase the possibility that 
service providers will not meet individual needs, which, 
in turn, can result in a downscaling of services or reduc-
tion in quality. Those allocating services may be aware 
of these discrepancies, but be in a challenging position 
where they have to strike a balance between the demands 
of the national guideline and municipal prioritisations 
and resources, as well as manoeuvring around organisa-
tional barriers within a tight framework.

Strengths and limitations
Discourse analysis is an interpretive process, and we 
recognise that other questions could have provided 
other perspectives [43]. We argue that the strength of 
such an approach is that the selection of questions and 
analytical exploration of the topics are transparent. We 
further acknowledge that the number of decision let-
ters is small and that they concern a specific user group. 
However, we argue that the strategic selection makes 
them well-suited for conducting thorough discourse 
analyses. The letters analysed are from a Norwegian 

context. Yet, we argue that this analysis contributes to 
the broader international discussion on the implemen-
tation of national policy in municipal practice.

When analysing written text, it is important to recog-
nise that what is written may not fully reflect the pro-
cesses relating to service allocation. As such, analyses 
of decision letters only give partial insight into how a 
municipality addresses rehabilitation, user involve-
ment and coordination in the allocation of services. 
We argue, however, that these letters play a fundamen-
tal role in the service allocation process and are, as 
such, worth analysing. Further research is needed to 
gain more insight into how policy and the municipali-
ties address rehabilitation, user involvement, service 
involvement and coordination in the allocation of ser-
vices in rehabilitation pathways.

Conclusions
Decision letters are intended to implement national pol-
icy for the allocation of healthcare services. They fulfil 
legal and administrative recommendations concerning 
service allocation, and legal and administrative issues 
have a dominant influence on the wording of the decision 
letters. Despite the intentions, however, the applicants 
are left in a dual position where they are responsible for 
exercising their legal rights and fulfilling obligations that 
are hard to grasp with little information about the con-
tent of services. The decision letters did not fulfil their 
potential to serve as a means of conveying rehabilitation 
issues, such as a holistic approach to health, coordination, 
or the involvement of users in decision processes, which 
must be acknowledged as essential. These elements are 
important to incorporate throughout the allocation pro-
cess if policies are to be implemented as intended.

Acknowledgements
A sincere thanks to the participants that made this study possible. We would 
also like to thank Irmelin Fimreite, for sharing her insights as experience con-
sultant in the investigations to the administrative decision-making letters.

Authors’ contributions
ME was responsible for the design of the study and data collection. ME and 
EW conducted analyses and developed the manuscript. OO contributed to 
the interpretation of the analyses and further development and critically 
revision of the manuscript. All authors have read, revised, and approved the 
manuscript.

Funding
Open access funding provided by University of Bergen. This project received 
funding from the Western Norway University of Applied Sciences, The Univer-
sity of Bergen and the Department of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation, 
Haukeland University Hospital, Bergen, Norway. The funding bodies does not 
have a role in the study’s design, analyses or in the interpretation of data.

Availability of data and materials
The dataset for this study is not publicly available due to the sensitivity of the 
material. It may be made available from the correspondent author on reason-
able request.



Page 10 of 11Ekenes et al. BMC Health Services Research          (2024) 24:460 

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The study is approved by the Norwegian Centre for Research Data (42890) and 
by the data protection officer of the local hospital trust (359). The above-men-
tioned approvals were regarded as sufficient by the Regional Ethical Com-
mittee (494). The administrative municipal leadership in both municipalities 
was informed both orally and in writing and gave approval for the study to 
be conducted. Emphasis was placed on the participants and next of kin/legal 
guardians’ possibility of withdrawing from the study at any time. This research 
project adhered to the Norwegian Guidelines for Research Ethics in the Social 
Sciences and the Humanities.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Author details
1 Department of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation, Haukeland University 
Hospital, Bergen, Norway. 2 Department of Health Promotion and Develop-
ment, University of Bergen, Bergen, Norway. 3 Department of Biological 
and Medical Psychology, University of Bergen, Bergen, Norway. 

Received: 13 August 2023   Accepted: 9 April 2024

References
 1. WHO. The global health observatory, sustainable development goals. 

2023. https:// www. who. int/ data/ gho/ data/ themes/ susta inable- devel 
opment- goals#: ~: text= The% 20Uni ted% 20Nat ions% 20Sus taina ble% 
20Dev elopm ent% 20Goa ls% 20% 28SDGs% 29% 20are ,that% 20cov er% 20a% 
20wide% 20spe ctrum% 20of% 20WHO% E2% 80% 99s% 20work. Accessed 
22 May 2023.

 2. UN. Transforming our world: the 2030 agenda for sustainable develop-
ment. 2015. https:// docum ents- dds- ny. un. org/ doc/ UNDOC/ GEN/ N15/ 
291/ 89/ PDF/ N1529 189. pdf? OpenE lement. Accessed 13 Aug 2023.

 3. WHO. Rehabilitation 2030. 2017. https:// www. who. int/ initi atives/ rehab 
ilita tion- 2030. Accessed 22 May 2023.

 4. Stucki G, Bickenbach J, Gutenbrunner C, Melvin J. Rehabilitation: the 
health strategy of the 21st century. J Rehabil Med. 2017;50:309–16.

 5. Røberg ASB, Feiring M, Romsland GI. Norwegian rehabilitation policies 
and the coordination reform’s effect: a critical discourse analysis. Scand J 
Disabil Res. 2017;19:56–68.

 6. Dooris M. Expert voices for change: bridging the silos—towards healthy 
and sustainable settings for the 21st century. Health Place. 2013;20:39–50.

 7. Kickbusch I. Tribute to Aaron Antonovsky—‘what creates health’. Health 
Promot Int. 1996;11:5–6.

 8. Baum F. The new public health. New York: Oxford University Press; 2016.
 9. Høgsbro K. SIMREB – towards a systematic inquiry into models for reha-

bilitation. Scand J Disabil Res. 2010;12:1–18.
 10. Engel GL. The need for a new medical model: a challenge for biomedi-

cine. Science. 1977;196:129–36.
 11. Glintborg C, Mateu NC, Høgsbro K. Contradictions and conflicts in brain 

injuri rehabilitation. Scand J Disabil Res. 2016;18:369–83.
 12. Negrini S, Selb M, Kiekens C, Todhunter-Brown A, Arienti C, Stucki G, 

et al. Rehabilitation definition for research purposes. A global stakehold-
ers’ initiative by cochrane rehabilitation. Neurorehabilit Neural Repair. 
2022;36:405–14.

 13. Feiring M. Rehabilitering – et grensefelt mellom medisin og samfunn 
[Rehabilitation - a boundary field between medicine and society]. Nord 
Tidsskr Kult Samf. 2013;1–2:73–84.

 14. Kuluski K, Ho JW, Hans PK, Nelson M. Community care for people with 
complex care needs: bridging the gap between health and social care. 
Int J Integr Care. 2017;17:2.

 15. Maas AIR, Menon DK, Adelson PD, Andelic N, Bell MJ, Belli A, et al. Trau-
matic brain injury: integrated approaches to improve prevention, clinical 
care, and research. Lancet Neurol. 2017;16:987–1048.

 16. Harsløf I, Poulsen I, Larsen K. Introduction: new dynamics of disability and 
rehabilitation. In: Harsløf I, Poulsen I, Larsen K, editors. New dynamics of 
disability and rehabilitation: interdisciplinary perspectives. Singapore: 
Springer; 2019. pp. 1–22.

 17. The Norwegian Directorate of Health. Nasjonal faglig retningslinje for 
behandling og rehabilitering ved hjerneslag [National guideline for treat-
ment and rehabilitation in stroke]. Oslo: The Norwegian Directorate of 
Health; 2017.

 18. Teasell R, Salbach NM, Foley N, Mountain A, Cameron JI, Jong AD, et al. 
Canadian stroke best practice recommendations: rehabilitation, recovery, 
and community participation following stroke. Part one: rehabilitation 
and recovery following stroke; update 2019. Int J Stroke. 2020;15:763–88.

 19. Turner-Strokes L. Rehabilitation following acquired brain injury: national 
clinical guidelines. London: Royal College of Physicians; 2003.

 20. Winstein CJ, Stein J, Arena R, Bates B, Cherney LR, Cramer SC, et al. 
Guidelines for adult stroke rehabilitation and recovery: a guideline for 
healthcare professionals from the American heart association/American 
stroke association. Stroke. 2016;47:e98–169.

 21. Laurie K, Foster M, Gustafsson L. Personal experiences of appropriate 
access to post-acute care services in acquired brain injury: a scoping 
review. Brain Impair. 2023;24:1–26.

 22. Feiring M, Bonfils IS. The redesigning of neurorehabilitation in Denmark 
and Norway. In: Harsløf I, Poulsen I, Larsen K, editors. New dynamics of 
disability and rehabilitation: interdisciplinary perspectives. Singapor: 
Palgrave Macmillan; 2019. pp. 97–120.

 23. Solholt L, Frederiksen K. The construction of the active, involved patient. 
Nord Sygeplejeforskning. 2019;9:256–71.

 24. Harsløf I, Poulsen I, Larsen K. Northern European rehabilitation services in 
the context of changing healthcare, welfare, and labour market institu-
tions: a theoretical framework. In: Harsløf I, Poulsen I, Larsen K, editors. 
New dynamics of disability and rehabilitation: interdisciplinary perspec-
tives. Singapore: Palgrave Macvmillan; 2019. pp. 23–42.

 25. Norwegan Ministry of Health and Care Services. The coordination reform, 
proper treatment – at the right place and right time. White Paper No. 47 
(2008–2009). 2009. https:// www. regje ringen. no/ conte ntass ets/ d4f0e 
16ad3 2e4bb d8d8a b5c21 445a5 dc/ en- gb/ pdfs/ stm20 08200 90047 000en_ 
pdfs. pdf. Accessed 13 Mar 2023.

 26. Grimsmo A, Kirchhoff R, Aarseth T. Samhandlingsreformen I Norge [The 
cooperation reform in Norway]. Nord Organ. 2015;17:3–12.

 27. The Norwegian Board of Health Supervision. Krevende oppgaver med 
svak styring [Complex tasks and services require stronger governance]. 
Samlerapport Fra tilsyn i 2010 med kommunenes sosial- og helsetjen-
ester til eldre. Oslo: The Norwegian Board of Health Supervision; 2011.

 28. The Norwegian Directorate of Health. Veileder for saksbehandling IS 2442 
[Guidelines for administrative procedures IS-2442]. Oslo: The Norwegian 
Directorate of Health; 2016.

 29. Lundberg KG. Care descriptions at work: textual technologies from the 
standpoint of care workers. J Comp Soc Work. 2019;14:55–75.

 30. Øydgård G. Judgements for the individual service user or standardized 
service? An institutional ethnography on local government administra-
tors’ transition from requirements to decisions. Tidsskr Omsorgsforskning. 
2018;4:27–39.

 31. Holm SG, Mathisen TA, Sæterstrand TM, Brinchmann BS. Allocation of 
home care services by municipalities in Norway: a document analysis. 
BMC Health Serv Res. 2017;17:673.

 32. Hansen A, Hauge S, Hellesø R, Bergland Å. Purchasers’ deliberations on 
psychosocial needs within the process of allocating healthcare services 
for older home-dwelling persons with dementia: a qualitative study. BMC 
Health Serv Res. 2018;18:746.

 33. Lipsky M. Street-level bureaucracy: dilemmas of the individual in public 
service. New York: Russell Sage Foundation; 2010.

 34. Brodkin EZ. Accountability in street-level organizations. Int J Public Adm. 
2008;31:317–36.

 35. Hupe P. Research handbook on street-level bureaucracy: the ground floor 
of government in context. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing Limited; 
2019.

 36. Norwegian Ministry of Justice and Public Security, Official Norwegian 
Report (NOU). New public administration act - Act relating to procedure 

https://www.who.int/data/gho/data/themes/sustainable-development-goals#:~:text=The%20United%20Nations%20Sustainable%20Development%20Goals%20%28SDGs%29%20are,that%20cover%20a%20wide%20spectrum%20of%20WHO%E2%80%99s%20work
https://www.who.int/data/gho/data/themes/sustainable-development-goals#:~:text=The%20United%20Nations%20Sustainable%20Development%20Goals%20%28SDGs%29%20are,that%20cover%20a%20wide%20spectrum%20of%20WHO%E2%80%99s%20work
https://www.who.int/data/gho/data/themes/sustainable-development-goals#:~:text=The%20United%20Nations%20Sustainable%20Development%20Goals%20%28SDGs%29%20are,that%20cover%20a%20wide%20spectrum%20of%20WHO%E2%80%99s%20work
https://www.who.int/data/gho/data/themes/sustainable-development-goals#:~:text=The%20United%20Nations%20Sustainable%20Development%20Goals%20%28SDGs%29%20are,that%20cover%20a%20wide%20spectrum%20of%20WHO%E2%80%99s%20work
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/291/89/PDF/N1529189.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/291/89/PDF/N1529189.pdf?OpenElement
https://www.who.int/initiatives/rehabilitation-2030
https://www.who.int/initiatives/rehabilitation-2030
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/d4f0e16ad32e4bbd8d8ab5c21445a5dc/en-gb/pdfs/stm200820090047000en_pdfs.pdf
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/d4f0e16ad32e4bbd8d8ab5c21445a5dc/en-gb/pdfs/stm200820090047000en_pdfs.pdf
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/d4f0e16ad32e4bbd8d8ab5c21445a5dc/en-gb/pdfs/stm200820090047000en_pdfs.pdf


Page 11 of 11Ekenes et al. BMC Health Services Research          (2024) 24:460  

in cases concerning the public administration (Public Administration 
Act). 2019. https:// www. regje ringen. no/ no/ dokum enter/ nou- 2019-5/ 
id263 2006/. Accessed 21 Jan 2024.

 37. Ekenes M, Magnussen AM. Organisasjonsstruktur Og informasjonsut-
veksling. Tjenestetildeling i overgangen fra rehabilitering i sykehus til 
kommunal rehabilitering [Organisational structure and information 
exchange. Service allocation in the transition from hospital rehabilitation 
to municipal rehabilitation]. Tidsskr Velferdsforskning. 2022;25:1–15.

 38. NESH. Guidelines for research ethics in the social sciences and the 
humanities (forskningsetikk.no). 2021. https:// www. forsk nings etikk. 
no/ en/ guide lines/ social- scien ces- human ities- law- and- theol ogy/ guide 
lines- for- resea rch- ethics- in- the- social- scien ces- human ities- law- and- theol 
ogy/. Accessed 13 Mar 2023.

 39. NESH. Vulnerary groups (forskningsetikk.no). 2014. https:// www. 
forsk nings etikk. no/ ressu rser/ fbib/ beste mte- grupp er/ sarba re- grupp 
er/. Accessed 13 Mar 2023.

 40. Shepherd V. Research involving adults lacking capacity to consent: the 
impact of research regulation on ‘evidence biased’ medicine. BMC Med 
Ethics. 2016;17:55.

 41. Appelbaum PS. Assessment of patients’ competence to consent to treat-
ment. N Engl J Med. 2007;357:1834–40.

 42. Beauchamp TL, Childress JF. Principles of biomedical ethics. New York: 
Oxford Univeristy; 2019.

 43. NESH. Intellectual disability (forskningsetikk.no). 2015. https:// www. 
forsk nings etikk. no/ ressu rser/ fbib/ beste mte- grupp er/ utvik lings hemme 
de/. Accessed 13 Mar 2023.

 44. Gee JP. An introduction to discourse analysis: theory and method. New 
York: Routledge; 2014.

 45. Seljeseth I. Klart språk og retorisk medborgerskap [Plain language and 
rhetorical citizenship]. Oslo: Universitetet i Oslo; 2021.

 46. Pedersen RA, Petursson H, Hetlevik I, Thune H. Stroke follow-up in primary 
care: a discourse study on the discharge summary as a tool for knowl-
edge transfer and collaboration. BMC Health Serv Res. 2021;21:41.

 47. Sand IJ. Styring av kompleksitet: rettslige former for statlig rammestyring 
og desentralisert statsforvaltning. Bergen: Fagbokforlaget; 1996.

 48. Gee JP. How to do discourse analysis: a toolkit. New York: Routledge; 
2014.

 49. Sogstad M, Hellesø R, Skinner MS. The development of a new care service 
landscape in Norway. Health Serv Insights. 2020;13:1178632920922221.

 50. Lund ML, Tamm M. How a group of disabled persons experience rehabili-
tation over a period of time. Scand J Occup Ther. 2001;8:96–104.

 51. Magnussen AM, Skivenes M. The child’s opinion and position in care 
order proceedings. Int J Child Rights. 2015;23:705–23.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://www.regjeringen.no/no/dokumenter/nou-2019-5/id2632006/
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/dokumenter/nou-2019-5/id2632006/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/en/guidelines/social-sciences-humanities-law-and-theology/guidelines-for-research-ethics-in-the-social-sciences-humanities-law-and-theology/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/en/guidelines/social-sciences-humanities-law-and-theology/guidelines-for-research-ethics-in-the-social-sciences-humanities-law-and-theology/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/en/guidelines/social-sciences-humanities-law-and-theology/guidelines-for-research-ethics-in-the-social-sciences-humanities-law-and-theology/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/en/guidelines/social-sciences-humanities-law-and-theology/guidelines-for-research-ethics-in-the-social-sciences-humanities-law-and-theology/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/ressurser/fbib/bestemte-grupper/sarbare-grupper/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/ressurser/fbib/bestemte-grupper/sarbare-grupper/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/ressurser/fbib/bestemte-grupper/sarbare-grupper/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/ressurser/fbib/bestemte-grupper/utviklingshemmede/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/ressurser/fbib/bestemte-grupper/utviklingshemmede/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/ressurser/fbib/bestemte-grupper/utviklingshemmede/

	Allocating municipal services to individuals with complex rehabilitation needs – a discourse analysis of individual administrative decision letters
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Background
	Methods
	Design
	Participant characteristics and data collection
	Setting
	Official recommendation and municipal decision letters

	Data analysis

	Results
	Legal letters with formal and comprehensive standardised text
	A medically oriented care approach and lack of specification of municipal rehabilitation services
	Limited coordination of broader municipal services
	User involvement and the role of the applicant: a dual position

	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


