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To the Editor: We appreciate the thoughtful response
by Dr. Ayers to our publication that assessed the structure
of student organizations on pharmacy school satellite cam-
puses.1 Her personal experiences on a satellite campus
during her pharmacy education are valuable and insightful.

We agree that the size of the student body is of utmost
importance when establishing and expanding student or-
ganizations on satellite campuses. Unfortunately, there
is a gap in the literature with respect to determining the
optimal number of members per organization that pre-
dicts success. Although colleges and schools with a large
student body are more likely to offer a multitude of co-
curricular experiences due to bandwidth, size does not
guarantee that the organizations positively impact the
professional development of student pharmacists. Conse-
quently, it is imperative that student organizations are de-
veloped strategically, align with core competencies, and
create opportunities for students to further develop their
skills as clinicians and leaders outside of the classroom.
The 2016 Accreditation Council for Pharmacy Education
(ACPE) standards emphasize four key elements that pro-
mote personal and professional development including
self-awareness, leadership, innovation and entrepreneur-
ship, and professionalism.2 Because satellite campuses are
often smaller than main campuses, it is important to favor
quality of the co-curriculum over quantity of events to
ensure that these attributes are fully developed.

Our study focused on the perceptions of satellite cam-
pus administrators about student organizations.3 Dr. Ayers
notes that students on satellite campuses might have differ-
ent viewpoints about benefits and challenges of the co-
curricular experience.1 In 2015, Adams and colleagues
publishedapaper entitled“Student pharmacists’ perceptions
of access to student organization opportunities at colleges/
schools of pharmacy with satellite campuses.”4 This study
compared perceptions of and satisfaction with access to stu-
dent organization opportunities between students at main
versus satellite campuses among four schools of pharmacy

that offered the entire doctor of pharmacy curriculum on
multiple campuses. Three hundred fourteen second- and
third-year students completed an 18-item online survey
(31% response rate), and 22.9% of respondents were from
a satellite campus. The number of students per class on the
satellite campuses ranged from 10 to 40 students. More stu-
dents on the main campus agreed that they had access to
faculty advisors, that activities were offered equally on each
campus, and that it was easy to communicate with students
on other campuses. These findings highlight the importance
of creating unity and equity within a “one school, multiple
campus” environment. As the number of satellite campuses
grow, it is important to develop best practices for structur-
ing and supporting student organizations on small and large
campuses alike. Additional research to evaluate student
perceptions about challenges and benefits of professional
organizations on satellite campuses is warranted.

The co-curricular experience is an important compo-
nent in the professional development of future pharmacy
leaders, and must be strategically developed on satellite
campuses and mapped to educational outcomes in the
ACPE standards.2 Focus should be on the quality of out-
reach events and professional activities, rather than on the
quantity of events that are held.
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