PAGE  
2

Latest Summary of Findings for 3 Davis Programs – AY 00-01

Prepared by Martha J. Pinet
Results GPAs for Academic Year 00-01 

INSIGHT PROGRAM

· Mann-Whitney U-tests yielded no significant differences in academic performance as measured by GPA in any term or any cumulative GPAs (i.e., A-term, B-term, AB-term, C-term, D-term, CD-term, 00-01 Cumulative) for the Insight experimental and Insight control students.

INSIGHT RESULTS

	Term
	Experimental Mean GPA (SD)
	N (E)
	Control 

Mean GPA

(SD)
	N (C)
	U-value
	p-value (α)

	A Term 
	2.9 (.89)
	90
	2.9 (.95)
	130
	5725.50
	.79

	B Term
	2.8 (.84)
	90
	2.7 (.94)
	127
	5545.50
	.71

	AB Term
	2.8 (.75)
	90
	2.8 (.90)
	130
	5826.00
	.96

	C Term
	2.7 (.91)
	89
	2.6 (1.0)
	126
	5120.00
	.28

	D Term
	2.8 (.93)
	89
	2.8 (.89)
	126
	5602.50
	.99

	CD Term
	2.8 (.84)
	89
	2.7 (.86)
	126
	5294.00
	.49

	00-01 Cumulative 
	2.8 (.67)
	89
	2.8 (.76)
	126
	5405.50
	.65


TUTORIAL PROGRAM

· t-tests revealed that the Tutorial experimental students reported a higher mean GPA in B term than did the Tutorial control students with p =.055, therefore, approaching significance.  

· Mann-Whitney U-test yielded results showing that the Tutorial experimental students had a higher mean GPA in C term than did the Tutorial control students. This finding approached significance with p =.07.  

TUTORIAL RESULTS

	Term
	Experimental Mean GPA (SD)
	N (E)
	Control 

Mean GPA (SD)
	N (C)
	df
	t-value
	p-value (α)

	A Term
	2.9 (.75)
	19
	2.8 (.83)
	19
	36
	.41
	.68

	B term
	3.1 (.75)
	19
	2.6 (1.0)
	19
	36
	1.98
	.055**

	AB Term
	3.0 (.70)
	19
	2.7 (.90)
	19
	36
	1.3
	.19

	Term
	Experimental Mean GPA (SD)
	N (E)
	Control 

Mean GPA

(SD)
	N (C)
	U-value
	p-value (α)

	C Term
	3.1 (.72)
	18
	2.5 (1.0)
	19
	111.50
	.07**

	D Term
	2.7 (1.1)
	18
	2.7 (.99)
	19
	158.00
	.70

	CD Term
	2.9 (.80)
	18
	2.6 (.91)
	19
	141.00
	.36

	00-01 Cumulative
	3.0 (.67)
	18
	2.6 (.83)
	19
	126.50
	.17


* Denotes significance α = .05 or less

** Denotes approaching significance

      BRIDGE PROGRAM

· There were several students who participated in the Bridge program in A-term and did not enroll in the continuing introductory math course for B-term (MA 1022), thus, the analyses for A-term were conducted with 56 experimental students and 30 control students.  In contrast, the analyses for B-term, and all subsequent GPA analyses, were conducted with only those students who were enrolled in both A- and B-term bridged introductory math courses (MA 1021/1022).

· In the Bridge groups, Mann-Whitney U-test were conducted for academic performance as measured by GPA, and no statistically significant differences were found between the Bridge experimental and Bridge control students for any term or any cumulative GPAs (i.e., A-term, B-term, AB-term, C-term, D-term, CD-term, 00-01 Cumulative).  

BRIDGE RESULTS

	Term
	Experimental Mean GPA (SD)
	N (E)
	Control 

Mean GPA

(SD)
	N (C)
	U-value
	p-value (α)

	A Term 

Bridge A
	2.5 (1.1)
	56
	2.5 (1.1)
	30
	810.00
	.80

	B Term 

Bridge AB
	2.4 (1.1)
	37
	2.3 (1.3)
	23
	413.00
	.70

	AB Term Bridge AB
	2.5 (.95)
	37
	2.4 (1.1)
	23
	400.00
	.70

	C Term

Bridge AB 
	2.4 (.98)
	37
	2.5 (1.1)
	22
	372.00
	.60

	D Term

Bridge AB
	2.4 (1.1)
	37
	2.6 (1.1)
	22
	350.00
	.37

	CD Term

Bridge AB
	2.4 (.95)
	37
	2.5 (1.03)
	22
	360.00
	.46

	00-01 Cumulative Bridge AB
	2.5 (.85)
	37
	2.5 (1.0)
	22
	365.50
	.52


Results for Math and Physics Course Grades for A & B Term

TUTORIAL 

· Through the employment of t-test analyses, significant differences were found between the Tutorial experimental group and the Tutorial control group for Physics B-term course grades.  The findings indicate that the Tutorial experimental students scored significantly higher than the Tutorial control students for this course, about .9 points higher.  No other significant differences were detected between the two groups on the remaining courses. 

	Course
	Experimental Mean GPA (SD)
	N (E)
	Control 

Mean GPA (SD)
	N (C)
	Df
	t-value
	p-value (α)

	Math A 
	2.6 (1.1)
	19
	2.8 (1.0)
	19
	36
	-.75
	.45

	Physics A
	3.1 (1.1)
	19
	2.4 (1.3)
	19
	36
	1.6
	.11

	Math B
	2.8 (1.3)
	19
	2.5 (1.3)
	19
	36
	.89
	.38

	Physics B
	3.4 (.96)
	19
	2.5 (1.1)
	19
	36
	2.64
	.01*


* Denotes significance α = .01 or less

BRIDGE

· There were several students who participated in the Bridge program in A-term and did not enroll in the continuing introductory math course for B-term (MA 1022), thus, the analyses for A-term Math and Physics courses were conducted with 56 experimental students and 30 control students.  In contrast, the analyses for B-term Math and Physics courses were conducted with only those students who were enrolled in both A- and B-term bridged introductory math courses (MA 1021/1022).
· Mann-Whitney U-tests of the introductory math courses and introductory physics courses in A & B terms resulted in no significant differences in course grades between the Bridge experimental and Bridge control students. 

	Course
	Experimental Mean GPA (SD)
	N (E)
	Control 

Mean GPA

(SD)
	N (C)
	U-value
	p-value (α)

	Math A 
	2.4 (1.4)
	56
	2.4 (1.3)
	30
	828.00
	.91

	Physics A
	2.4 (1.3)
	56
	2.0 (1.5)
	30
	724.00
	.30

	Math B
	2.8 (1.1)
	37
	2.3 (1.4)
	23
	361.00
	.33

	Physics B
	2.5 (1.1)
	37
	2.6 (1.2)
	23
	412.00
	.84


Preliminary Results of the Academic Advising Survey 

INSIGHT

· Preliminary analyses of the academic advising survey suggest that Insight experimental students have higher levels of satisfaction with their advisors in the following areas than do Insight control students:

· Improving my study skill and habits

· Coping with academic difficulties

· Preliminary analyses of the academic advising survey suggest that Insight experimental students have a stronger tendency to agree with the following impressions of their advisors than do Insight control students:

           My advisor:

· Knows who I am

· Seems to enjoy advising

· Is approachable and easy to talk to

· Shows concern for my personal growth and development

· Is a helpful, effective advisor whom I would recommend to other students

· Is available when I need assistance

· Provides a caring, open atmosphere

· Encourages me to assume an active role in planning academic program

TUTORIAL

· Preliminary analyses of the academic advising survey suggest that Tutorial experimental students have higher levels of satisfaction with their advisors in the following areas than do Tutorial control students:

· Clarifying life and career goals

· Preliminary analyses of the academic advising survey suggest that Tutorial experimental students have significantly stronger agreements with the following impressions of their advisors than do Tutorial control students:

           My advisor:

· Is a good listener

· Encourages me to achieve my educational goals

· Has a sense of humor 

