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1. Authority:
a. Authors- According the website’s about us section the authors are all licensed physicians world wide that use the companies editors and peer reviews to write and publish their articles. They state that all of their information is up to date and evidence based. 
b. Authors expertise/ professional qualifications- The information on up to date is accessed via a search box that brings up a long list of articles related to your search topic. From looking at some of the articles it looks as though all of the authors are doctors, the articles are then reviewed and edited by other doctors. All of the doctors are members of uptodate.com. Their professional qualifications would be their doctor’s licenses and years of medical experience and research. 
c. Contact info- The authors cannot be directly reached but Up to Date has several contact options including email for questions, customer service, editors, phone numbers, and a physical address for postal service. They have a contact link, which provides many of these options. 
d. Site’s sponsor- This website is owned by Wolters Kluwer Health which is a major publishing company that specializes in health care information publishing. 
e. Copyright- The website is copy right protected by Wolters Kluwer as Up to Date Inc since 2003 and is licensed to Up to Date Professional Marketing. 
2. Timeliness and Continuity- The actual website was created and launched in 2010. It does not specifically state anywhere when it was last updated but it was revised in January of 2013. The website links to articles and provides a basic overview of the topic that lists the original publishing date and the date of the last revisions. All of the links that I looked at appear to have been updated within the last year. The about us section states that all the information is current and evidenced based for at least the last two years. The data was gathered when the original article was published and is up dated by the company according to changes in recommended practice. It looks like the company does a nice job of keeping up as all the articles I viewed for pneumonia had been updated within the last year. It does not state what version or edition this is. 
3. Purpose- The targeted audience according to the website is all health care professionals and patients. The purpose of the website is to provide up to date evidenced based practice information and health care information to health care professionals and employees. The goals of the company are clearly stated in their easily accessed about us link. 
4. Accuracy and Objectivity- The information on the website meets the goals of the website as all of the information provided is recently revised evidence based practice health care information for professionals and patients. Wolters Kluwer health and Up to Date are responsible for reviewing, publishing, and revising their information based on their copy right agreement. The cited sources in the articles are all listed at the bottom of whatever link you choose to click after you search the topic. All the cited sources are legitimate health care publications that are easily verifiable. I searched for pneumonia on this website and while it provides several links to articles based on the topic with basic summaries of the information provided by the articles. In order to access the articles you must be a member of the website. The information is up to date and accurate and revised frequently. The site is somewhat biased because all of the articles published are reviewed by the employees and other members author pool, it is also owned by a large publishing company that has a big pull with what is published. The only advertisements on the website are for memberships to the website and Wolters Kluwer.  
5. Structure and Access- The site loads very quickly. There is no multimedia or graphics on the website as it is a professional education company. The only creative thing on the website would be the consistent color theme. The navigation of the website is basically a search box and a few links on the homepage on how to subscribe or editorial reviews. It is very easy to use because the search box opens up many options for searching. The website is secured by Verisign and Wolters Kluwer servers. There are no icons just links. Overall the website is very informative and easy to use. 
Good Bad and Ugly:
o             Good: The website is easy to navigate and is up to date with verifiable resources edited by a major publishing company. It provides a multitude of links on different searched topics that are revised and reviewed frequently. 
o             Bad: The website does not clearly state where they find their authors and it is very boring as far appeal goes. The company does claim responsibility for what is published but it is very difficult to find their terms of use because it is in tiny print at the bottom of the page. It is a biased website due to the manner of publication but the information is evidenced based and peer reviewed. There are not to many bad things to say otherwise
o             Ugly: The articles on the website can only be accessed via a subscription which is not cheap. The other problem is it is not website than can be searched to find out information about an illness like the mayo clinic but rather it just gives a long list of articles for recommended practice related to the searched topic. When I searched Pneumonia it came up with a list of recommended practice articles including recommended treatments for community acquired pneumonia and care while in the hospital. This is for health care professionals in need of interventional information but not basic information on an illness. 
I used UP TO DATE to search for pneumonia and while you have to be a member of the website in order to access it you can still search for topics. When you search a very long list of recommended practice articles come up. You cannot access the articles but the website does give a description of the topic in the article and more articles associated with it. It does not give you information on a specific illness like the Mayo Clinic might, but rather just articles on the topic. It is a very useful tool for health care professionals who want to access evidenced based practice articles that are peer reviewed and published within the last few years. The website talks about appealing to patients but it seems like it would be difficult for patients as they would not get any information on a specific illness like Pneumonia. According to Zerwekh and Garneau a website that provides information should have an advanced search button that will help weed out information that is not relevant to your specific search (Zerwekh & Garneau, 2012). This is a great source for health care professionals but not for patients because the information does not appear to be geared for patients even though the website says it is. Some websites suggested by Zerwekh and Garneau for patients include the Office of the Surgeon General, the CDC, and the Department of Health and Human Services (Zerwekh and Garneau, 2012). Overall it is a great source for health care professionals, or nursing students in need of an article for class. 
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