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The authors undertook a scoping
review including data from 2011
onward to determine:

1) the primary audiences for health

Professional Setting of Librarian(s) Types of Activity * Timing of activities potentially
linked to Healthy People

objectives & NNLM grant dates.
Activities were often bundled into
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Health education for the Public.
Due to search parameters,
ibrarians were mostly project
eaders and expert team

the work, and
3) how the impact of information
professionals’ work is measured.
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This poster presents preliminary | | ey e | ) ) members; potentially
findings from completing data _ oL selections were not mutually exclusive overemphasizing the libraries’ role
extraction for 50% of 375 articles. Settings of HL Activities Scope of Impact from HL Activities in projects. Health professionals

100 may not recognize libraries or
ibrarians as partners, skewing the
iterature.

_ibrarians do not often use
validated measures for health
literacy or include evaluative
components for their activities.
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Protocol was developed using JBI
Scoping Review guidelines and

PRISMA-ScR. Registered in Open
Science FrameworkK.
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Inclusion Criteria (PCC):
e Participants: Librarians or
information professionals and

their work as a main focus Top 12 States by Activity Level Common Challenges
e Concept: Health literacy, plain time consuming  training sessions e Finish data extraction for last
language, teach-back, consumer New York kﬂOW|9dgedustt?J%?,Sguogleseurch 50% of articles
health information Tennessss ereatiochallenging — limited time e R ht t
. . o | continuing education” it Aty oy topics. . erun search to capture
 Context: Librarianship, libraries, Maryland internet fjmMe role education " articles mid-2021to 2024
information services, ) Florida oxonoora online StOff Ilmllted e For scope of impact remove
medical/health education s New Jarsey funding re S O u rC ecsgsfhmgi%igﬁ editorials/commentaries and
Louisiana community quality look at modality of delivery and
Databases searched February 8, INCIPA SEJ;{LS.?kﬁstrq'n'ng Occesstﬂﬁt,me by country

ackof time At riAlS lack volunteers
questions  raference Medical advice

0 5 10 15 professional  pProvide covid-19 pandemic

ehealth literacy Io{pﬁul evaluation
amount of time
Mumber of Activities reference transactions

2021: CINAHL, EMBASE, Library
_iterature and Information Science
~ull Text, LISA, LISTA, Library Science
Database, PubMed, Scopus, and Web
of Science

e Analyze papers that have
librarians as experts members
to see if any were written by

health professionals
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