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Dear Editors, anatomy, such as the “near-peer” program, which uses
summaries prepared by students and reviewed by anatomy
faculty, reducing the teaching time burden while
maintaining the “near-peer” effect.? It would be interesting
to supplement these perceptions with quantitative
measurements of academic performance in the subject of
Anatomy, to determine how much of the effect translates
into actual performance. In this way, this model could be
elevated to a standard that could be replicated in multiple
medical schools.

| read with great interest the article “Perceived value of
student-led near-peer teaching in anatomy education
within a problem-based learning medical curriculum” by
Moussa et al.,! From my perspective as an anatomy
teacher, | believe that this experience with the Anatomy
Club constitutes an important contribution to pedagogical
innovation in the learning of a subject as structural and
complex as human anatomy.
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