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is vital. However, selecting the point of care tool that to identify POC tools that could be compared to each other based on scope and depth o Review of the online —
meets those needs is increasingly complicated and of coverage, as well as usability survey data suggested Using Point of Care Tools
expensive. The clinical information needs of students o Working Group selected: UpToDate, Dynamed Plus and BMJ Best Practice UpToDate and Dynamed Featuring DynaMed Plus and UpToDate

and clinical faculty are varied, and Libraries are Plus both met the needs of
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pESSIDE L S painted a clear picture that UpToDate was the product that best met
(2) Reviewing criteria to evaluate the selected tools P T user needs
Reviewing the results of user evaluations @ oremene e 1
% o 5 ding th ot of tool mrm T o Usability played a huge role. Our users felt that UptoDate had the most
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student, Llinical Faculty, Library Director o 27 Power users selected: 8 students, 8 funding UpToDate as the preferred POC tool.
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