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Outcome Letter 
March 18th, 2019 

 
From: Daniel Gonzalez, IFC Judicial Committee Secretary 
 
To:  Yianni Giannaris, Sigma Chi President 
 
CC: Liz Jason, Assistant Dean, FSILGs 

James Reed, Assistant Dean, Office of Student Conduct  
 
Dear Yianni, 
 
This letter is to notify you of the resolution of two reports filed by the MIT Police regarding the 
nights of January 25th, 2019 and February 9th, 2019. According to the reports, the first event was 
shut down as a result of event registration errors and the second event was shut down as a result 
of a compilation of minor incidents. These incidents raised the possibility that Sigma Chi may 
have violated the following policies from the FSILG Social Events Policy, IFC Risk 
Management Policy, and MIT Mind and Hand Book. 
 
January 25th Incident 
 FSILG Social Events Policy 
  Social Events with Alcohol 

2. The maximum number of persons that may be present in the fraternity house 
during an event with alcohol shall be the lesser of: 

f. The number provided in the social event registration form submission. 
 
February 17th Incident 
IFC Risk Management Policy 
 II. Alcohol 

A. Fraternities are responsible for ensuring that […] consumption of alcoholic 
beverages, while on chapter premises or during a fraternity event […] is in 
compliance with all MIT, local, state, and federal laws, statutes, and 
regulations. 

FSILG Social Events Policy 
Guest Management 

g. No lines or crowds of individuals are permitted outside of the door.  
 
MIT Mind and Hand Book 
 II (6). Disorderly Conduct  
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At the expedited hearing on March 21, you were present and you responded to the complaints. 
You provided statements regarding the incidents and answered questions that were asked of you 
by the panel that were crafted in order to better understand the circumstances that may have led 
to the incidents. The complainant was not present at the hearing. 
 
Finding 
Since the hearing was expedited, Sigma Chi accepted responsibility for all the charges that were 
outlined in the charge letter for both incidents. During the hearing, the Panel was able to clarify 
the events that occurred and identified what they believed to be the cause of the incidents that 
led to the initial complaints and discussed necessary sanctions that they deemed fit to address 
the complaint. 
 
Sanctions 
After due consideration, the Panel assigned the following sanctions: 

• This finding of responsibility will be recorded as an organizational letter to file, which is 
considered a warning from MIT that Sigma Chi’s behavior in this situation violated 
Institute expectations. This warning should prompt your house to reflect on this incident 
and the behavior. Please note that this letter to file does not directly impose any loss of 
privileges on Sigma Chi. However, if you are involved in any type of misconduct in the 
future, this letter will be considered in determining how your case should be heard and 
during sanctioning. 

• Sigma Chi is required to implement several revisions to the organization’s Risk 
Management Policies. The directions for creating these revisions are as follows: 

o Sigma Chi must include policy that requires two other individuals to be included 
as social event planners in all future event registrations going forward. These 
two individuals must be in attendance at the events. 

o If it has not been completed already, Sigma Chi must include a description to 
their Risk Management Policy that specifies the responsibilities and duties of the 
newly created social event duty of a designated monitor for the bar door.  

o To guarantee that noise levels no longer become a source of risk, Sigma Chi 
must either (1) create a new social event duty or (2) revise the responsibilities of 
an existing social event duty to be responsible for monitoring volume levels for 
the duration of any event. 

o Submit your revised Risk Management Policy to Daniel Gonzalez, Judicial 
Committee Chair, and Liz Jason, Assistant Dean of FSILG’s, for approval by 
May 3, 2019 at 5pm. 
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The Panel considered Sigma Chi’s recent history when assigning sanctions and decided it 
appropriate to assign a letter to file for this incident because of the nature of the incidents. 
While the events that initiated the complaints and their resulting violations are not indicative of 
escalations of issues that Sigma Chi has had in the past, the nature of these complaints however 
are concerning and could have led to further potential policy violations. In addition to the letter 
to file, the Panel assigned an educational sanction for Sigma Chi to revise its Risk Management 
Policies to address what they felt to be the catalysts for the complaints. 
 
The Panel felt that issue of registration confusion could have been avoided had there been a 
chain of approval and checking for event registrations, so the Panel felt that requiring two other 
individuals to be added to event registrations would provide the ability to catch any issues 
before they occur. The Panel felt that Sigma Chi’s commitment to create a new social event 
duty to monitor the basement bar door was a step in the right direction and wanted for that 
position become an official part of the organization’s Risk Management Policy for review. 
Lastly, the Panel felt it necessary for Sigma Chi to dedicate responsibilities for monitoring 
volume level during events. Since Sigma Chi understands the requirements for managing its 
risk more comprehensively than the Panel does, the Panel left it up to the discretion of Sigma 
Chi to decide whether to create a new dedicated social event duty or task an existing social 
event duty with this responsibility. These sanctions are all designed with the intent of helping 
Sigma Chi to prevent similar incidents from occurring again in the future. 
 
Please note that failure to comply with the above noted sanctions is grounds for additional 
Judicial Committee action. As noted in the IFC Judicial Committee Bylaws for expedited 
panels, you are unable to appeal this outcome, except in the case of any serious procedural 
violation. Please let me know if you have any additional questions about this outcome. 
 
Sincerely, 

Daniel Gonzalez Cunningham 
Judicial Committee Chair, MIT Interfraternity Council 


