Background

Increasing health misinformation and societal mistrust in science,
are having detrimental consequences for public health!; nursing
graduates must be equipped with the critical evaluation skills to
practice in this evolving health (mis)information context?. A nursing
course instructor and librarian co-developed a class on
misinformation antecedents, consequences, and avoidance

strategies for senior nursing students.

Employing a pre-/post- survey design, our SoTL investigation set
out to a) establish a baseline understanding of student-perceived
online health literacy 3, beliefs about science 4, and misinformation
attitudes and practices > and to b) investigate any potential impacts
of the class-learning in these areas.

Electronic Health Literacy

* 8-item scale measuring self-perception
* Relatively high self-efficacy reported

* No statistically significant differences pre-to post-
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Negative Perceptions of Science

* 15 questions from 3 domains
e Results demonstrate a variance of

responses in specific questions

Science as Onerus

Science is too oompllcatod to understand. Scientific jargon is too compl. X to understand.
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ists are often dishonest about their research findings.
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Science as Corrupt

Scientists often falsify data to manipulate results
or findings.

Most scientists are politically biased.
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Science as Limited

Scientific principles do not always make sense.
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Scientific method is limited.
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Science produces many contradictory findings
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Misinformation Beliefs and Behaviors

Belief in Reliability of Information
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Perceived Self-efficacy in Recognising Misinformation
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Attitudes Towards Verifying Information
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Behavior of Sharing Without Verification
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Marginally significant differences across recognizing and sharing domains
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Considerations

All student participants identified the class
content as being important or extremely
important. These findings are causing us to
(re)consider many aspects of our teaching
and learning.

How do we approach teaching scientific content to
classes with such diversity?

What adjustments should we consider?

How could we use these results to inform our

selection of assigned readings?

How else might this inform our planning?

Scan for Poster and
Resources
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