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Significance (p)Difference: Mean (sd)Final Exam: Mean (sd)First Exam: Mean (sd)

Biochemistry

Genetics (Spring) and Cell Biology (Spring) did not show a significant change

p=.123.6 (13.8) n=8461.2 (14.2) n=8457.3 (9.9) n=85Subsample*

p=.041.2 (13.9) n=12066.3 (15.9) n=12064.8 (14.6) n=121Nontutored

9.9 (13.9) n=1361.7 (14.3) n=1351.9 (15.0) n=13Tutored

Molecular Biology

p=.00212.3 (11.1) n=7164.9 (10.4) n=7152.5 (7.5) n=73Subsample*

p<.0019.3 (11.4) n=12369.3 (12.1) n=12359.8 (11.1) n=125Nontutored

20.4 (10.9) n=2366.2 (11.9) n=2345.8 (8.7) n=23Tutored

Exam Outcomes Improved in Fall Courses

Students and Tutors Generally Agreed on Effective Areas

3.26 (.872)2-53.21 3-43.4 Increase student’s time-management skills

3.58 (.838)2-53.43 3-54 
Increase students’ knowledge of the culture of graduate 

school

3.84 (.688)2-53.71 4-54.2 Increase students’ comfort in being graduate student

3.89 (.875)2-53.86 4-44 Increasing students’ ability to study effectively

3.95 (.705)2-54.0 3-53.8 Increasing ability to obtain good exam scores

4.0 (.943)2-53.93 3-54.2 Providing support system/ knowledgeable friend

Mean (sd)RangeMean RangeMean Effective in (1 = not at all, to 5 = very effective):

Total (N=19)Student (N=14)Tutor (N=5)


