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Abstract/Background Results

Figure 2. How Participants Defined “Pimping” Dominant Qualitative Themes —
“Pimping” should...

“IP]limping is perceived as a unique kind of questioning practice with
a wide range of intentions from knowledge checking to humiliation”?, : None of the Above
a definition that conjures hazing for some and the Socratic method (32%, 11) e “IE]encourage excellent patient care & stimulate[e]
for others. Students fear the embarrassment or humiliation that is Pimping is ... academic thought
assouatgd V\{Ith pimping.? ”Many stl.Jde.nts developz’ defense 1. “a series of difficult and often intentionally unanswerable questions posed e Ask progressively chcjallenglng.questlons
Lnecha.nlsms in r.esponse tc? thIS. questlonlpg Strategy, s.uch” as to a medical student or house staff in quick succession.”s e Leverage peer teaching/learning

Do,df?'”g (answering a3quest|o.n with a ques.tlon), [and].b.lufflng, .or 2. the “guestioning of a learner with the explicit intent to cause discomfort * Pl.Jt learners on the spot Wlthoujc embarrassment
avoiding eye contact).®> Learning how to field and critically think such as shame or humiliation as a means of maintaining the power e Give learners a chance to “look it up”

about questions is key to becoming a physician®%. The controversy hierarchy in medical education.” 5 citing2 e Enable instructors to assess knowledge to adjust
about how medical students and residents are challenged through teaching and guide learners

inquiry begs the question what we should do about it.># This study

Definition #3 (53%, 18)

3. “generally defined as the clinical practice where persons in power ask
guestions of their junior colleagues. Depending on how and where it is

explores how academic physicians at our southwestern medical enacted, pimping is perceived as a unique kind of questioning practice Figure 5. Participant Recommendations of “Pimping” as
school define “pimping”, perceive its effectiveness as a teaching tool with a wide range of intent.”? Instructional Practice in UME & GME

or recommend its use. The aim is to enhance instructional support 4 None of these definitions captures what | think of as pimping.

for effectively using inquiry-based teaching in clinical settings. e Residents 599% 26% 15%

—r— B Good pimping

\
"Asking clinically relevant questions, usually of increasing difficulty, to test Students
the trainees’ knowledge base as well as their limits to help guide teaching to

Figure 1. Participant Demographics (N = 34; Specialties = 12)

>10yrs UME | 67 % the appropriate level of knowledge and to help guide their studies."* 0% 20% 407 o0 80% 100%
<10yrs UME N 33% \_ ) B Detractor M Passive B Promoter
<10yrs GME Teaching 44% Figure 3. The extent to which participants believe “pimping” is
Native Hawaiin/Pac Islander [ 6% effective in helping learners achieve competence in... Inquiry-based teaching has a long tradition in medicine and is
Asian essential for learning critical thinking and clinical reasoning.
. MK 29% Participants value inquiry as an effective instructional tool, and
White 85% o ‘o . .
I distinguish good from bad “pimping” based upon instructor intent
Female CT/CR Skills and learner emotional impact. Most participants refused to
Male 52%

characterize “pimping” as mistreatment, or to recommend it,
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% PC 21% recognizing learners feel embarrassed, especially when questioned
in the presence of peers. Of those who said “pimping” is learner

% 18% % 18% 18% % PBLI mistreatment (32%, 11), several (range: 11-55%) viewed it as
5 21% 146-50 yrs. g 55-60yrs.  [60-65 yrs. 5 moderately to very effective for teaching competencies and
2| [36-40yrs (7)] (6)] 2 (6)] (6)] % SBP 249, promoting learning. Most participants’ comments indicate that
= 2 % medical educators can use challenging inquiry methods effectively
Prof 379 379 6% 6% without disrupting educational goals or the learning environment.
P e e
This ongoing mixed method study utilized a survey with: 6 scaled . , o Wf v 50_% oo ,100% onciusions
items; 3 open-ended items; and 2 net promoter scores. Demographic = Not Effective = Slightly Effective % Moderately Effective Inquiry-based teaching is a critical component of undergraduate
items asked participants to volunteer age, race/ethnic and gender W Very Effective W Extremely Effective and graduate medical education. Participants’ mixed perceptions
identity, their roles in medical education, years of experience : - : : highlight the debate over the efficacy of “pimping”. To become
teaching, department affiliation/specialty, and the state/region of '8ure 4. Tf.le extent to W_h'Ch participants bell.eve the practice of adept at using inquiry, “academic physicians must develop skills in
their residency training and in which they currently teach. To date, PiMPping” is effective or ineffective in promoting the following: asking exploratory, spontaneous and focused questions” to assess

analysis includes descriptive statistics and grounded theory analysis*. learner knowledge, respond to learner curiosity and offer a more

Motivation geFZ 18% 47% 21% 6% reflective experience addressing concepts relevant to specific
Results Summary ------- clinical encounters.®> A constructive response to participants’

concerns about this practice should include strategies for ...

Most participants did not view “pimping” as “learner mistreatment” Confi
onfidence 21% 15% 38% 26% . .
(68%, 23), but declined to recommend it as an instructional practice i i i i * Reflecting on how we use questioning to teach
(62% re: UME; 59% re: UME). Most reported that “pimping” varied Constructive -------..- * Formulating questions that pose progressive challenges and
by specialty a lot, (62%, 21), and occurred at least sometimes in their Learning 21% 18% 350 21% 6% facilitate higher order and critical thinking

specialty (65%, 22). A majority (53%-76%) perceived “pimping” as ------...- » Using questions to assess knowledge “on the spot”
moderately to gxtremely effectlv.e.for promoting .medlcal knowledge * Facilitating team participation to enhance learner participation,
(MK, 76%), clinical reasoning/critical thinking skills (CR\CT-S, 73%), Participation 15% 15% 32% 29% 9% and build a constructive, comfortable learning environment.

patient care (PC, 55%) and systems-based practice (SBP, 53%). By A complementary approach would include pre-clerkship

contrr]z.ast, a mafjorlt’)cy V|dev|ved |.t as o;ly slightly or nlc;ll“gliffzc;;/ve foc; - tEffO%t' 10% 20%. S|-3O::t| E4.;):) X 50% 6:%M dm% t |80%Eff 9:/ 100% opportunities for students to become accustomed to and gain
teac mg pra.ctlce- ase earhmg and improvement ( , 6) an ot Effective ightly Effective oderately Effective confidence in being challenged to “think on their feet” in the
professionalism (Prof, 36%)(Fig. 3 & 4). M Very Effective M Extremely Effective

presence of peers and near peers.
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