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Compulsory REVISION comments See Lines 230-231 “It is obvious that, others things beingequal...” This statement is not supported by the evidence.“Other things” is too vague.See Lines 245 “sometimes” non-specific and should beavoided. This study did not assess individual motivators,psychosocial and physical barriers, and culturalinfluences on behaviour and health outcomes. Makes aconclusion from data that is just not there.
Minor REVISION comments See Lines 184-188 Although other studies areappropriately referenced, sentence suggests that thisstudy confirmed an association between advancing ageand chronic illness. Health status and disease conditionswere not assessed in this study population. Suggestrewording to make this clear.See Lines 212-215 No previous reference to theadministration of the TOFHLA can be found in Materialsand Methods. The use of this instrument in the studyneeds to be listed in the Materials and Methods section.
Optional/General comments This article is sufficiently novel and interesting. Itwarrants publication as it contributes to the body ofknowledge related to the scope of inadequate healthliteracy internationally. The “Instrument for assessment
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of health literacy” is a valuable addition to the toolsavailable to health literacy researchers, and is compatiblewith a broader view of health literacy and its relationshipto personal empowerment.
Reviewer Details:Name: Carolyn Ijams Speros, DNSc, APRN, FNP-BCDepartment, University & Country Loewenberg School of Nursing, University of Memphis, Tennessee, USA


