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Standard 503 
 
   Over the last several months there has been significant publicity about the 
plans of several law schools to initiate special admission programs, for a small cohort 
of entering students, which do not require the use of the LSAT. We believe that all of 
these programs have been brought to the attention of the Accreditation Committee, 
and the Committee has had ongoing dialogue with the schools about these programs 
and their compliance with the Standards. Rule 25 does not permit me to release 
compliance information tied to individual schools, but I am able to provide you with 
general information about the approach taken by the Accreditation Committee in 
dealing with these special admissions programs. 
 
 Standard 503 says in relevant part: A law school shall require each 
applicant for admission as a first year J.D. student to take a valid and 
reliable admission test to assist the school and the applicant in assessing 
the applicant’s capability of satisfactorily completing the school’s 
educational program. Additionally, Interpretation 503-1 says: A law school that 
uses an admission test other than the Law School Admission Test sponsored by the 
Law School Admission Council shall establish that such other test is a valid and 
reliable test to assist the school in assessing an applicant’s capability to satisfactorily 
complete the school’s educational program.  
 

Interpretation 503-1 makes it clear that the burden is on the law school to 
demonstrate the validity and reliability of any test, other than the LSAT, that is used 
for law school admission purposes. I should note that "validity" and "reliability" are 
terms of art in the world of testing. Validity asks if the scores reflect what the 
examination is intended to measure. Reliability asks if the scores accurately reflect 
the proficiency of the examinees. The LSAT has been determined to be a valid and 
reliable test for law school admission purposes. For each of the law schools proposing 
to use something other than the LSAT for admissions purposes, the Accreditation 
Committee has asked that the school provide certain information so that the 
Committee can determine if Standard 503 and Interpretation 503-1 are satisfied, 
and if not, whether a variance pursuant to Standard 802 is warranted. In each case 
the school has been asked to answer the following questions: 
 

Is the Law School using the SAT, ACT, or some test other than the LSAT for 
admissions purposes; and if so, what evidence does the School have that the 
test is “… a valid and reliable test to assist the school in assessing the 
applicant’s capability to satisfactorily complete the school’s educational 
program”? 

 
Does the Law School intend to seek and obtain a variance of Standard 503 
from the Council? 
 
To assist law schools, the Committee has developed some guidelines for the 

psychometric analyses that would be expected to show compliance under Standard 
503 and Interpretation 503-1 or the justification for a variance under a Standard 802 
for a special admissions program that does not use LSAT scores.  
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The basic issue to be decided is whether admissions criteria being employed 

by the special admissions program are comparable to the admissions criteria being 
applied under the standard admissions program (i.e. the admissions program under 
which most incoming J.D. students are admitted).  The assessment methods used 
should be shown to be valid for the intended purpose (i.e., to assess “the applicant’s 
capability of satisfactorily completing the school’s educational program”), by 
demonstrating that the performance of students admitted under the special criteria 
is, in general, about as good or better than that for students admitted under the 
standard criteria.  
 

Once the Committee has received and reviewed the requested information, it 
will make a determination as to compliance with Standard 503, and Interpretation 
503-1. If the school satisfies the requirements, that ends the inquiry. If the school is 
not able to demonstrate compliance through the documentation and evidence it 
submits, it can either end the program or seek a variance from Standard 503 
pursuant to Standard 802.  

 
Standard 802 provides: If the Council finds that the proposal is nevertheless 

consistent with the general purposes of the Standards, the Council may grant the 
variance, may impose conditions, and shall impose time limits it considers 
appropriate. The relevant part of Standard 802 is the one relating to experimental 
programs. Interpretation 802-1 permits the granting of a variance for an 
experimental program based on all of the following: 
 

(1) Good reason to believe that there is a likelihood of success; 
 
(2) High quality experimental design; 
 
(3) Clear and measurable criteria for assessing the success of the 

experimental program; 
 
(4) Strong reason to believe that the benefits of the experiment will be 

greater than its risks; and 
 
(5) Adequately informed participation by students involved in the 

experiment. 
 

The Accreditation Committee, in assessing the application for a variance, will 
consider (among other things) whether the program in question is one that might, 
with further evidence from experience, be found to be in compliance with Standard 
503 and Interpretation 503-1.  It is also important to keep in mind that under 
Standard 802 and Interpretation 802-5, variances are school-specific and based on 
the circumstances existing at the law school filing the request. 
 

Assuming a law school seeking a variance for an experimental program meets 
the criteria of Standard 802 and Interpretation 802-1, the Accreditation Committee 
has the authority under Rule 5 only to recommend to the Council that a variance be 
granted. It is the decision ultimately of the Council whether to grant a variance and, 
if so, under what conditions. Given the above discussion of the psychometric issues 
involved with these special admissions programs, it is certain the Committee would 
recommend serious and thorough on-going review of any program that is 
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recommended for a variance. The kind of information a school would be expected to 
collect and provide during the term of the variance would include the following: 
  

(a) For the most recent entering class, the number of students who 
applied for admission under the special admissions program, the 
number of those students admitted, and the number who 
matriculated.  

 
(b) For the various student populations referred to in paragraph (a), the 

distribution, mean, median, and standard deviation of the following: 
SAT score; ACT score; UGPA; and LSAT scores for those applicants 
under the program who took the LSAT and reported LSAT scores. 

 
(c) A report on the reliability of the assessment method used in 

connection with the special admissions program. 
 
(d) A report on the performance (including means, medians, and standard 

deviations) of students who matriculated under the program, with 
respect to first semester Law School GPA, first year Law School GPA, 
cumulative GPA, attrition, graduation rate, bar passage, and 
employment; and a comparison of such data with corresponding data 
for students who matriculated under the Law School’s regular 
admission program. 

 
(e) A report on any other evidence or studies regarding the validity of the 

assessment method used in connection with the program and the 
comparability of that assessment method with the assessment method 
used under the Law School’s regular admission program. 

 
(f) A description of the regular admission program of the Law School then 

in effect and the assessment method used under it. 
 
(g) A description of the person or persons who performed the 

psychometric and other analyses reported to the Committee in 
connection with paragraphs (a)-(e), above. 

 
(h) A report on the impact of the program on the Law School’s obligation 

to comply with Standard 212(a), and a description of the actions 
undertaken by the Law School to assure compliance with Standard 
212(a) in light of the implementation of the program. 

 
(i) The information provided to applicants to the Law School under the 

program regarding the experimental character of the admissions 
aspects of the program. 

 
(j) The information provided to applicants to the Law School under the 

program regarding the possible need for such students to take the 
LSAT in order to apply to another law school as either first-year or 
transfer students. 
 

(k)  A report on the means by which the Law School complies with 
Standard 509 and Interpretation 509-1(1), concerning the publishing 
of basic consumer information regarding admissions, for students 
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admitted to the Law School under the special admissions program.  
Such consumer information shall include information on the LSAT 
scores of students admitted under the program, both separately for 
such students and in the aggregate with all students admitted to the 
Law School. 

 
 To date, the process has only reached the Accreditation Committee, and the 
Council has not yet deliberated on a variance for any of the programs that are 
currently under development by any law school. If your school is considering 
implementing such a special admission program not requiring the use of the LSAT, 
the Committee urges you to consider the analysis above, to give notice to the 
Consultant’s Office of your plans and to be prepared to address all the issues 
identified and provide the documentation and evidence outlined above. 


