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The following exam is utilized by the Office for Student Conflict Resolution to assess to the effectiveness of the training provided to members on the Subcommittee on Sexual Misconduct. Please answer the questions below to the best of your ability. You may use your notes, PowerPoint, student code, and OSCR website to assist you. 
Short answer responses. 
1. What are the due process rights afforded to a student charged with allegedly violating the student code of conduct at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign?
2. What are at least 3 differences between the student conduct process and the criminal process?
3. What are the two types of evidence?
4. What is the standard of evidence used by the University of Illinois’ disciplinary process?
5. What are the three main questions you should answer when you are assessing consent?
6. What should you consider when you are sanctioning a student?
7. What information would you need to determine that someone was incapacitated?
Please read the statement and identify the appropriate charge from the student code.
For Example: Ivan was found in possession of a beer at Red Lion. Answer: 1.307.a.1
1. Every day for the past two weeks, Randall has waited in the lobby of Rudy’s Residence Hall to see if they could be more than just friends. Rudy has told Randall that they are not interested in being friends and asked them to stop coming to their building. Randall continues to show up to Rudy’s building. 
2. Scott was arrested for punching his girlfriend, Susan.
3. Mark filmed his roommate having sex with another individual without their knowledge. Mark posted the video online.
4. William asked Diana to help him study for the Econ class. During the study session, William pulls out his penis and asks Diana to suck it. Diana declined and went home. Every time William sees Diana in class, he grabs his crotch and says suck it. Diana has asked to be switch to a different session.
5. Mary and Michael are roommates who have hooked up (had sex) a few times in the past year. This past weekend Mary hit Michael with a broom during an argument. 
6. John was reported for grabbing Anna’s butt while they were waiting in line to get into a bar.
7. Megan, Brad, Julian, and Matthew are all team members in a group project. Megan reported to the university she was sexually assaulted by Brad. Matthew and Julian confronted Megan about her report and asked her not to ruin Brad’s life. Matthew and Julian turned in their final project and deliberately removed Megan’s name.  





Case Study
Please read the following Investigative Report and provide a response for the following:

1. What questions do you have for the respondent?
2. What questions do you have for the complainant?
3. What questions do you have for the witnesses?
4. What questions do you have the investigators?
5. Please rate the plausibility, source and content of the information received from Sarah Ascher.
6. Please rate the plausibility, source and content of the information your received from Aaron Lashau.
7. Please rate the plausibility, source and content of the information your received from Kelly Lin.
8. Please rate the plausibility, source and content of the information your received from Tunde Ola.
9. Was consent present or not present in this incident. Please provide a detail explanation for your conclusion.
10. Please write a Statement of Fact for this incident.
11. Based off the preponderance of the information given, is the respondent responsible for violating 1.302.b.1. Please provide the factors that support your decision.
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