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AT-optional policy announcements

aften cite potantia biases in the test,
differential scoring by incoma and by
race, and a dasire 1o ramove 34T pan-
demenium” from the admissions
process, Many announcamants incheda
statements such a5 “The best predictor
of succaess is your high school achieve-
meant,” o “You can decide for yoursalf if
your scores adequately reflect your abdi-
tias and potental for success in collage,”
and “Standardized tasts have long bean
scrutinized for possible cultural, athnic,
gandar, and class bias.”

Maarly all adopting institutions Fmmae-
diataly attract more applicants—and sig-
nificantly more athnically divarsa appli-
cants—in addition to boosting test-score
statistics and tha institution's cverall rep-
utation. Mon-submitting enrclled st
dents frequantly have comparabla high
school GPAs and high school class ranks

t2 their scoresubmitting cownterparts,

Whare data are available, thay show
that such students achieve comparabla
colage GPAs and graduation rates, For
all institwtions that share the data, SAT-
optonal polices broadan the student
body and do no harm to the quality of
tha student body, as measwred by pracok
legiate and collegiate acadamic achieve-
ML

Reasons to dig deeper

Public statements shara noble and
socially responsible massagas, Bur, do
thay tall the antire story!

Shortout: Many, including Raed
College president Colin Diver, who
pennad an op-ad an the topicin the
Mew Tork Times in fall 2006, have con-
cems that SAT-optonal polices are, at
least in part, a mare shortout o genuing
cutreach and effective student racrut-
ML

Inconsistancy: SAT-optional policaes

allerww tha studencs—not the mstituticn—
to datarming if the assessmant “repre-
sents thair abdities acourately.” |5 thera
amy other academic maasura that ook
leges relinguish to the studant’s disore-
ton! Me. Institutions do not allow stu-
dents to pick and choose amang coursa
grades, submitting a graded writing sam-
ple from a particular class for which thay
beleve 3 course grade is not reprasente-
tiva of their abilicy.

o, whiy would an institution that dis-
trusts the SAT's validity continue to avak
uate any applcants using thae test! How
could it be pstfied that scores are
meganingful in avaluating 3 studant’s abili-
tias when those scores are submitted
but irralevant whan they are withheld?
Thare is mharant inconsistancy, At bast,
tha inconsistencias kegically lesd to a
braakdosm in the purpose and wahes of
holistc sdmissions review. AL worst,
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thay risk being perceived as hypocritical,

Accuracy of reported SAT aver-
ages: Perhaps the greatest concemn is
how the absences of some scores affect
the institution's reported SAT average.
Do mest institutions repert the scores
of only the students who choose to sub-
mit them, or do thay gather scores from
all students, incheding non-submittars,
after anrclimant, and repert an inclusive
SAT avarage to ranking publications and
puidebooks and on thaeir Wab sites!

Wa decided to find out. YWe reviewad
all 28 institutions that are SAT-opticnal
in soma form that are included in LLS.
Mews' Top 100 Liberal Arts Colleges 2007,
Admissions Wab sites, L5, Mews pro-
files, and direct contact with each undar-
graduate admissions offica revealed that
ol one of the 28 asserted that it report-
e g full SAT averoge, Only one institu-
tion required all students whe took the
tast to submit scores afver anrolling and
usad those scores when caloulating their
institution's average.

Four institutions declined to respond
to multiple inguirias, although available
informatson suggests these four also
rapert biased averages. In our ressarch
of publicky awailable studies and confiden-
tial mvternal assessments, wa conclude

that SAT scores for non-submitters are
100150 points |ower than submitters;
tharefore, elimmating those soores for
15 parcent to 50 parcent of enrolling
students increases the instituton's avar-
age SAT score batwean 25 and 75
PN,

It appears that 27 of the 28 SAT-
eptional institutions are the beneficiaries
of these SAT-average boosts. In light of
this discovary, thaere is litthe choice but
to conclude that the critics” concermns are
wall foundad,

Implications

What happens i the trend continues?
What if thare are 100 selective institu-
tions with SAT-pptional policies in fiee
years instead of about 40 coday? Will
mearg instioutons ba “forced™ to sdopt
EAT-pptional policies simply to compete
for a diverse pool of applicants! When a
market shifts, some cutcomes are unpre-
dictabde,

Howrevar, a few practical implications
for students are easy to imagine, While
EAT-pptional policies currantly encour-
age more applications as reporvad SAT
Averages rise, students who might pravi-
ously have bean a good fit for the institu
tion may be discouraged from applying if
thair scores are too far below the
reported overage.

O, orer tma, fewar and fewer stu-
dents may submit scores, further distors:
ing the reported SAT average and fur-
thar confusing prospective studants,

Unless SAT-optional institutions
forege those polices by making the
BT @ requiremaent or remeoyving it from
consideration entiraly or being more
farthright about the fact that their SAT
averages reprasent ondy & salf-selectad
perton of thair studants, this market-
place compatition may complataly disori-
ent prospective studants and families, A
disoriented customer market is not n
tha bast inverasts of any institution or
higher educaticn in genaral,

Today, ol SAT-optional institutions
continue to display their SAT averages
on their Wab sites, in their publications,
and in third-party publcations despite
the fact that the average represents only
a part of the student body, Right now,
thay hava it both ways, But, we must ask
wha benefits! And is it truly helpful to
students!
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