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The Committee on Diversity, Equity and Inclusion (CODEI) reviewed the Report of the 
UC Academic Council Standardized Testing Task Force (STTF). Specifically, the 
Committee considered the importance of admitting students most likely to succeed at UC 
as well as the importance of enrolling classes representative of California’s diversity. The 
Committee also examined the STTF’s analysis that seems to suggest that disparities in UC 
undergraduate population are a function of multiple factors, and that standardized tests are 
smaller contributors. Overall, the Committee supports UC’s effort to study factors 
contributing to disproportionate underrepresentation of African American, Latino, and 
Native American students (URMs) on UC campuses. 
 
Some members of the Committee felt that although standardized tests may contribute to 
underrepresentation of URMs at UC, they also help to predict success for all demographic 
groups at UC. One consequence of eliminating standardized tests would be increased 
dependence on HSGPA in admissions. As pointed out by the STTF, California high schools 
vary greatly in grading standards. If an alternative assessment can be developed which can, 
on one hand, serve as good predictors of students’ success and, on the other hand, enhance 
equity with the respect to the demographic disparity between California HS graduates and 
the UC systems, we fully support it. However, current standardized tests should not be 
eliminated before a new assessment mechanism becomes available and is validated.  
 
Similarly, some members of the committee felt that any student who enrolls at UCR and is 
unable to succeed due to insufficient academic preparation suffers significant damage, and 
this damage may extend to family and relatives as well. The ACT and SAT are imperfect 
filters -- some students who are destined not to succeed are still admitted to UCR, while 
many who might otherwise succeed are filtered out, or may be dissuaded from applying in 
the first place. We tend to focus on those who are unfairly and inequitably denied access, 
and such persons are clearly deserving of our sympathy. But what's the alternative? If we 
remove the filter, then UCR may inadvertently and unintentionally increase the number of 
poorly prepared students who are admitted and end up suffering damage. In theory, UCR 
might be able to offset much of this damage by increasing funding and awareness of on-
campus resources for student success. But, sadly, that isn't feasible given the realities of 
the budget moving forward. The only way to equitably and safely eliminate the SAT and 



ACT would be to start with a pilot program, backed by a meaningful financial commitment 
from UCOP and/or the state. The pilot program would need to assess whether or not 
dropping the SAT and ACT increases the number of academically struggling students, 
while providing sufficient staff to actively engage with them to limit the damage that they 
incur.  
 
Finally, the extended time frame does concern some members given the decades and 
decades of debate and research on the subject.  It just seems to prolong any change to a 
system that we know disadvantages some students and we know already, for example, that 
prep materials cost $1000+, not including additional counselors etc.  
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