
By Dustin Ordway

Chair, Board of Directors

FOMITC

Friends is past a critical point in its de-

velopment with the expanded board and is

headed in a positive direction. Since renew-

ing its agreement with Friends, the MIT ad-

ministration has been supportive of our goal

of offering a competitive intercollegiate

rowing program at MIT. At the same time,

the teams continue to experience difficult

times, and the pace of change is always

slower than we would like. Some of you

have expressed dismay with the current sit-

uation, such as the low level of participa-

tion on the varsity heavyweight men’s

squad this spring. We do not want to pre-

tend that things are going well when they

are not, but our focus is on the future. For

example, Gordon Hamilton reports a good

group of freshmen experienced rowers (see

his column on page four).

Numerous alumni, not just members of

the board of Friends, are actively engaged

in attempting to help support and turn

around this situation. Your comments are

welcome, and your help is needed. Please

contact any board member if you have con-

cerns or comments, and, certainly, let us

know if you would like to be considered for

the board or would be willing to volunteer

your time in any way. And please keep in

mind that the role of Friends is limited and

is not intended to supplant your personal

involvement or expressions of opinion.

On page three of this issue, the board

has presented a draft visions and goals

statement. Please contact any board mem-

ber with your feedback. Also on page three

you will find notice about our annual meet-

ing, which will be held in June.

I expect this to be my last column as

chair of the board (formerly the Managing

Committee) of Friends. I hope to remain in-

volved, in part because it takes so long to

see our labors bear fruit, but, more impor-

tant, because just as with the experience of

rowing the experience of working with row-

ing alumni is rich and rewarding. May you

all be as privileged as I have been to be

able to work with the people who went be-

fore us and those who will continue the ef-

forts of Friends for years to come.

Volume 20

Number 2

FALL

2002

A  N E W S L E T T E R  F O R  T H E  F R I E N D S  O F  M I T  C R E W

REPORT FROM THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Working For Today, Looking To The Future

On Sunday, June 9, 2002, the class of 1992 successfully defended its title from five years ago in the annual Reunion Row, held each

year on the Sunday morning of Reunion Weekend. Seven boats—representing crew alumni from the reunion classes of 1952, 1962,

1972, 1977, 1982, 1992, and 1997—raced the course from the Harvard Bridge to the Pierce Boathouse. The class of 1992 won in a

time of 1:12.5, with the class of 1997 finishing second. Pictured above is the winning crew (left to right): Brad Layton, Tom Klemas, Jen-

nifer Rigney, Tyler Worden, Dave Brenneis, Jeff Kuehn, Adam Singer, Holly Simpson, Adam Lechner, and Andreas Turanski.



“I just published a book, Bayonets and

Bougainvilleas, from 1st Books Library,

Bloomington, Indiana,” writes Robert W.

Blake ’41 (900 Warren Ave. N., #403,

Seattle, WA 98109; seattlebob41@mail

station.com). Bob spent a week in Wash-

ington, DC, in April and a week in San

Diego in June. He keeps in touch with

Chet Hasert, Sterling Ivison, Charlie

King, and John Murdock.

Reports David A. G. Yosick ’90, “My

wife, Bonnie (Wellesley ’91), and I had

our first child, a daughter, Kamlyn Ann,

on February 18, 2002.” Send them con-

gratulations at 3244 NE Brazee St., Port-

land, OR 97212; david@geeyosick.com.

He came across Greg Lambrecht, “at, of

all places, the Wellesley reunion in 2001.

Apparently we both married ’91ers.”

David passes along the following memo-

ries of losing and sinking boats 1986-’87:

“1) Took a BU shell head-on doing a

power 20. Bow split. 2) Shell lost off trav-

eling rig on way to New London. De-

stroyed. 3) Heavyweight crew flipped

after collision with Harvard. All OK. 4)

Boat sunk and carried back to shore on

Florida trip. Lots of scars.”

Heather W. Hardy ’95 writes that

she’s moved back to Portland, Oregon

(3470 NW Thurman St., Portland, OR

97210), but still works for Intel. “I have

two kids: Benjamin (4
1⁄2) and Grace (2).”

Send her e-mail at the following address:

heather.w.hardy@intel.com.

DECEASED

Lloyd H. “Rusty” Saunders ’76
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WOMEN’S ROWING

VARSITY HVY. & LT. COACH SUSAN LINDHOLM

NOVICE COACH ANDREA GREELEY

ASSISTANT COACH MEGAN GALBRAITH

MEN’S ROWING

VARSITY HVY. COACH GORDON HAMILTON*

FRESHMAN HVY. COACH MIKE LANE

VARSITY LT. COACH IAN HUTTON*

FRESHMAN LT. COACH BILL PATTERSON

VOLUNTEER ASSISTANT COACH ADAM REYNOLDS

VOLUNTEER ASSISTANT COACH TONY CRONIN

*NOTE: CO-DIRECTORS

MIT CREW: VOICES FROM THE PAST

Alumni/ae Update Us About Their Lives

By Mike Scott

This is meant to be a short update on

FOMITC financial matters. Send any ques-

tions or comments to me via e-mail at

mscott@cisco.com.

We wanted to let you know that FOMITC

has been working with the athletic depart-

ment to improve some of the communica-

tion issues we have had in the past. We are

pleased to report that we now have full ac-

countability and an excellent working rela-

tionship with the MIT administration such

that we can assure you that any funds that

you contribute to MIT crew will be used

only for that purpose—as has always been

the case, as we have learned.

The balance of the FOMITC fund was ap-

proximately $830,000 as of the beginning of

the fiscal year (July 1, 2002). This is NOT an

endowment fund, although it is in an inter-

est-bearing account. There are also eight en-

dowed funds, six of which are intended for

MIT crew equipment/operations and two of

which are intended for MIT crew coach

compensation. The endowed funds are

commingled with other MIT endowed funds

so they can be invested and grow in size.

The market value of these endowed funds as

of June 30 of this year was approximately

$4.1 million, which is a drop of about 14

percent relative to last year, thus reflecting

the overall stock market decline.

Fiscal year 2002 (FY02) MIT crew expen-

ditures, which cover July 1, 2001, to June

30, 2002, increased 19 percent over FY01.

The majority of the increase came from the

FOMITC Fund, although both the MIT

(DAPER) contribution and the endowment

income also increased in FY02. We have

quite a ways to go to achieve a level playing

field with our competitors, but we are defi-

nitely rowing in the right direction.

The source of FY02 MIT crew expendi-

tures was from the department of athletics,

physical education, and recreation (DAPER)

at 60 percent, the investment income from

the eight MIT crew endowed funds (22 per-

cent), and the FOMITC fund (18 percent).

The types of expenditures covered by the

eight endowments and the FOMITC fund in-

cluded coach compensation, boat/exercise

accessories, crew shells, launches, boat

racks, a truck to pull boats to away races,

IAP training, some of the travel costs for the

races, and many other items critical for the

ongoing operation of the teams.

I hope that by the time you receive this

update, you will have received the FOMITC

fund-raising letter. In FY02, we spent over

$140,000 of the FOMITC funds. We are still

talking with DAPER about the level of fund-

ing required for FY03, but we believe we

will end up spending well in excess of

$200,000 from the FOMITC fund. The last

three years we averaged a bit over

$100,000 in annual contributions to the

FOMITC fund.

If you do the math, you can understand

why we are requesting your help to bolster

the giving to the FOMITC fund. We have an

aggressive parallel effort to raise endow-

ments that would permanently fund MIT

crew to competitive levels, but that effort

will require years to complete, and we will

be drawing more heavily on the FOMITC

fund in the interim to further build up the

MIT crew program.

FRIENDS OF MIT CREW FINANCIAL UPDATE

An Overview Of Providing Financial Support For MIT Crew

The Friends of MIT Crew (FOMITC) be-

lieve that rowing contributes greatly to the

total MIT educational experience. Rowing

has provided the means for the discovery

and development of personal qualities,

which have enabled us to successfully pur-

sue excellence in the application to life of

what we learned at MIT. We know from first-

hand experience that rowing teaches com-

mitment, teamwork, perseverance and lead-

ership—characteristics that are critical

elements in a rewarding life. We want to en-

sure the longevity and success of the rowing

program and its influence in attracting and

educating an increasing number of the most

admissible students.

Such a program requires that rowing con-

tinue to compete successfully with our acad-

emic peer schools and also that it be fully

funded. It does not require athletic scholar-

ships, athletic recruiting, or any other actions

inconsistent with MIT’s admission practices.

It requires that the importance of crew be

recognized at MIT consistent with the num-

ber of participants and the amount of quality

time they devote to it. It requires that neither

cost nor space requirements limit squad

sizes, not for men or women, not for upper-

classmen or freshmen. And, most important,

such a program requires coaches of the same

level of excellence in their field as the acade-

mic faculty are in theirs. It is vitally impor-

tant that the standard of excellence in the

teaching of competitive rowing be equal to

that of all other teaching at MIT.

Such a program will also greatly benefit

MIT in the achievement of its goals and ob-

jectives by attracting an augmented appli-

cant pool with better team, leadership, and

academic skills. Competitive crews will en-

hance MIT’s image and reputation within

that group of schools with which we now

compete unfavorably for common admis-

sions applicants. It will enhance student life

by demonstrating the virtues of alcohol and

drug-free behavior and by exemplifying a

healthy way for managing stress and avoid-

ing isolation. Furthermore, competitive

crews will enhance MIT’s appeal to superi-

or students who might otherwise be suc-

cessfully recruited by competing colleges

and universities.

As Friends we can help in four ways:

• Supply the necessary financial support to

ensure rowing’s long-term success at the

institute.

• Promote alumni giving for the financial

success of other DAPER programs.

• Be role models and mentors to rowing

students.

• Serve as a conduit for communicating the

benefits of MIT and rowing to potential

and current students.

INTERIM BOARD SCHEDULES ANNUAL MEETING FOR JUNE 2003

To allow time for input from all interested alums and planning for a smooth transition, the interim board intends to schedule

an annual meeting during Alumni Weekend in June 2003. At that time, the regular board will be elected, with initial board mem-

bers to serve either one, two, or three years so that one-third of the board will be up for election each year thereafter. If you are

interested in volunteering either to serve on the board or to assist in any other way, please contact any board member.

By Karl Richter ’99

I am seeking alumni volunteers to help

with a new initiative that we’re calling Row-

ing Alumni Contact (until we can think of a

more creative name). All that volunteering

requires is a few long-distance phone calls

over the next year and a willingness to speak

with students who are excited about crew.

Although many factors affect retention be-

yond the freshman year, we think this may

be a way for alumni to help.

Rowing Alumni Contact is a concept ini-

tially proposed by MIT freshman lightweight

coach Bill Patterson to encourage alumni/

student interaction and mentorship. I know

several alumni who have already expressed

a desire to help, but we’re seeking to identi-

fy a broader base of volunteers to

help (and more women than we’ve

heard from so far).

The idea is to pair up alumni

callers with freshman rowers. The

alumnus/a calls the students peri-

odically throughout the year to

guide, encourage, and support

them. A contact sequence would

proceed something like this: 1)

early fall, to introduce and wel-

come them to crew; 2) late fall, to

mentor and emphasize the impor-

tance of Florida training; 3) late

winter, ahead of spring races; 4)

early summer, after spring racing.

The coaches of each squad will

match the alumni mentor with the

students and communicate phone numbers

to alumni via e-mail. We’ll also send out re-

minders about when to call to make this as

easy as possible.

We believe that interactions between

generations of MIT oarspeople can be a pos-

itive experience for all.

Please contact me (krichter@alum

.mit.edu or 415/403-6508) with names of

alumni you think might be interested in

helping with this new effort. I’ll communi-

cate with each to determine his or her level

of interest. In addition to names of potential

alumni mentor volunteers, I’m requesting the

following info (if not on Infinite Connection):

e-mail, class year, and squad (M.Hvy,

M.Lwt, W.Open, W.Lwt).

ROWING ALUMNI CONTACT PROGRAM

Alumni Sought To Encourage Crew Members

Stu Schmill with his family and boat.

FOMITC VISION AND GOALS STATEMENT

Draft – September 27, 2002
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By Gordon Hamilton

Men’s Heavyweight Coach

The heavyweight squad returned from

our winter Florida training trip very opti-

mistic. Over three eights of heavies, frosh

and varsity, were on the trip, and everybody

felt that it was one of the best and most pro-

ductive in several years. We did a lot of row-

ing in pairs and fours, all to good advantage.

However, indications of a troubled spring

began to surface immediately.

There were injuries—

some nagging, some fresh

from the hard training in

Florida, some from vacation

recreation, and some from

weightlifting before the trip

while students were at home.

Our winter indoor training

was difficult, with some of

the people we knew we

were going to have to rely

upon unable to train. The

varsity entered spring break

with too few members to fill

one healthy eight.

At that time, the squad

made a decision that we

would select a four from the

six or seven healthy bodies

to train for our upcoming

season. For a couple of rea-

sons we elected to do this

rather than try to find a cou-

ple of people to “fill-in” until

the others were ready. First, we were not

sure that everybody would, in fact, be able

to return. Second, if they did, we knew they

would be out of shape. Third, we had

worked too hard to go to the line with fill-ins

or people unready to race. This was a very

difficult decision, but I think the right one.

Our first race was against Columbia in

New York City in very rough conditions. The

varsity was fortunate to get off to a very good

start, and the two other Columbia boats

were never able to make any ground, or

water, on us as the conditions throughout

the course worsened. The varsity Beavers

came home with smiles and with Columbia

shirts. In the frosh eight race, the Beavers

lost by 19 seconds to one of Columbia’s bet-

ter crews in several years.

The following week, we traveled to

Worcester to race Williams, Conn College,

and WPI. The first frosh eight smoothly beat

Williams and WPI, while the varsity four lost

to Williams and WPI and beat Conn College.

Next up were Harvard and Princeton.

Both Princeton and ultimate Sprints winner

Harvard beat the Frosh. No Four race was

contested. The next day, we raced Boston

College and the University of Rhode Island.

The varsity four lost to both BC fours by

about 7 seconds and beat URI by 13 sec-

onds. The frosh also lost to a good, strong

Boston College eight by 7 seconds and beat

URI by 15 seconds.

Our next race was against Dartmouth

and Wisconsin in Hanover, New Hamp-

shire. The frosh finally began to put together

a solid race, rowing quite well for the first

700-800 meters. Unable to sustain the pace,

the squad ended up 9 seconds behind Wis-

consin and 14 seconds behind Dartmouth.

The varsity four lost to Dartmouth by open

water.

At the Sprints in Worcester, the second

frosh finished fifth in their heat 9 seconds be-

hind Rutgers, who was fourth. The first frosh

were fifth in their heat and 8 seconds behind

Rutgers and third in the third-level final, .05

of a second behind Syracuse, and 8 seconds

behind Penn.

Although the frosh had a pretty good race

at the Sprints, frosh coach Mike Lane decid-

ed to break up the eight and take a frosh four

to the IRA. The remaining freshmen were to

try for a seat in another four,

which, depending on the out-

come of some seat races with

the varsity, would either race as

an open four (containing at least

one freshman and one upper-

classman) or a varsity four (con-

taining no freshmen). The result-

ing boat raced as an open four,

with two freshmen rowing with

two upperclassmen.

The IRA championship is a

wonderful regatta, tremendously

competitive and challenging.

The freshmen four improved

each day and ended up sixth

out of 18 entries in the Petite Finals. The

open four failed to make the finals, though

they certainly had their chances. In the first-

day heats, they came in only 5 seconds be-

hind George Mason, who ended up fifth in

the Grand Final. The rep on Thursday after-

noon may have been their best race of the

regatta. In a tough rep they came in less than

4 seconds behind Princeton, who won, yet

were still fourth, .6 of a second out of third.

They were now in a tough position for their

semifinal.

They needed to place

third to advance to a final.

Again, they were only

about 4 seconds out of first

place but came in fourth,

.05 of a second behind

third-place Harvard. They

certainly had their chances!

While nobody was very sat-

isfied with so many close

calls, the racing was tough

and competitive. We left

there hoping to have

learned some things and

looking forward to next

year, when we plan to get

the work done so that it is

MIT squeezing out those

10ths of a second.

Next year will be a re-

building year such as the

heavyweights have not seen

in some 15 seasons. I feel

quite optimistic that with the continued ex-

cellent recruiting that Mike Lane has accom-

plished this past year and the raising of the

freshman coaching salaries, our good coach-

es will be able to afford to stay here more

than one year. We can begin to climb back

into the midst of this highly competitive

EARC.

Things for the frosh look bright. We have

nine experienced rowers coming in. This is

more than twice as many as we have had

since I have been here.

MEN’S HEAVYWEIGHT CREW WRAP-UP

Season Begins With Optimism, Ends With Hope

MEN’S LIGHTWEIGHT CREW WRAP-UP

What A Difference A Year Makes…

Drawing from the many lessons learned

during the spring of ’01 and feeling well-pre-

pared after a winter of intense training, the

lightweight men took to the water in the

spring of ’02 intent on closing the gap be-

tween the rest of the league and themselves.

Behind the leadership of the upperclassmen

and through relentless perseverance, they

finished the season having done just that.

The race against Yale for the Joy Cup has

become the season opener for the light-

weights, and this year the quest to catch the

nation’s fastest took place on

the Charles. Into a fierce head-

wind gusting up to 25 knots,

the first freshman (1F) battled

their way up the course, fight-

ing the conditions as earnestly

as its opponent. But by the

1,000-meter mark, both battles

had taken their toll, and the

Yale 1F cruised to an easy vic-

tory by two-and-a-half lengths.

The second freshman (2F) suf-

fered the same fate, losing

their grasp of the Yale stern a

bit earlier and crossing the fin-

ish line a good four lengths

back. It was quite an auspi-

cious start to spring racing in

the EARC.

The Yale second varsity (2V)

was just too much to handle.

About even speed with Yale’s

first varsity (1V) for the second

year running, they had their

way with the MIT 2V in the

first 500, opening up a one-

length lead at the mark and

never looking back. The squad

cruised to easy victory, a good

five lengths ahead of the fierce battle going

on between the MIT 2V and the Yale 3V.

Yale’s 3V pulled ahead of the MIT 2V in

the early going, but MIT refused to quit,

pulling even at 1,000 and then ahead by

1,500. But Yale’s 3V had a few surprises in

store, taking up the power and the rating in

the last 30 strokes and slipping by the MIT

2V to win by a bow ball.

In the 1V event, Yale took off like a shot,

trying to edge out to an early lead, but the

MIT 1V held on furiously. After maintaining

contact with Yale’s stern, MIT made a move

at the 1,250 in an attempt to pull even. Yale

answered the move with one of its own,

walking away from MIT to a boat-length

open lead and finishing by the same mar-

gin. Despite Yale’s clean sweep of the day’s

races, MIT had reduced the margin of vic-

tory from 15 seconds in 2000 and 2001 to

a mere 10 seconds.

The following week brought the light-

weights down on the Hud-

son River at West Point for

their annual match with

the heavyweights from

Army. The MIT 2F put on

quite a show. After trailing

for the first 1,500 meters,

they finally found their

rhythm and showed some

speed in the last 500 to

open up a five-second

margin across the finish

line. The 1F did not fare

as well, however, strug-

gling in the brisk head-

wind against their much

heavier and stronger op-

ponents. The 1F finished

two lengths behind in the end. As the

headwind increased, the 2V tried to inter-

rupt Army’s momentum, but again the

heavyweights fared much better in the

headwind. Despite a last-ditch effort by

MIT in the last 250, Army’s 2V held on to

a one-length lead across the line.

In the last race of a now blustery morn-

ing, a tremendously large and obviously

strong 1V from Army jumped out to an

early lead on MIT and cruised ahead in the

first 1,000. After the halfway point, howev-

er, the MIT 1V began reeling

their opponents in, pulling

up even at the 1,500 mark.

After remaining level for an-

other 20 strokes, the MIT

stern pair decided to test

their opponents by bringing

up the rating and turning on

the power. The pace was just

too much for Army, who

slipped to a one-length

deficit as MIT won the race

going away.

The lightweights returned

to the Charles for their annu-

al grudge match against the

College of the Holy Cross

and Boston College. The 2F

opened things up the right

way: after trailing for the first

1,000 meters, they found

their rhythm once more and

showed some significant

speed in the last 500 to pull

out by three-quarters of a

length and finish by the same

margin. Again the 1F faltered

a bit, losing an early lead to

Boston College that would

prove to be their demise. BC went on to

win the race easily, with MIT coming in

second, a good three lengths ahead of

Holy Cross.

The 2V race would prove to be the

most exciting of the season. With MIT and

Holy Cross coming off the line even, the

boats would remain deadlocked for the

next 1,900 meters. The first 1,000 saw nu-

merous lead changes, with neither crew

establishing a lead of more than a seat or

two. But by the 1,250, the back-and-forth

positioning ceased and the two crews re-

mained dead even, matching stroke for

stroke at the same rating all the way up the

course. In the last 20 strokes of a fiercely

intense duel, MIT pulled ahead by less

than a seat and crossed the line less than a

full deck ahead of its worthy opponent.

The 1V race proved just as exciting.

Boston College jumped out to an early lead

on both MIT and Holy Cross, coming off the

Heavyweight Men’s Fall 2002 & Spring 2003 Schedules

October

Sunday 6 Head of the Ohio @ Pittsburgh, PA

Sunday 13 New Hampshire Championships @ Hookset, NH

Sunday 20 Head of the Charles

Monday 21

November

Sunday 17 Foot of the Charles

March

Saturday 29 Alumni/Class challenge race @ Boston

Sunday 30 Boston college (tentative) @ Boston

April

Saturday 5 Alumni Cup @ Boston

Saturday 12 Williams, WPI, Conn College @ Worcester, MA

Saturday 19 Compton Cup @ Princeton, NJ

May

Saturday 3 Cochrane Cup @ Madison, WI

Thursday 29- IRA in Cherry Hill, NJ

Saturday 31

Lightweight Men’s Fall 2002 & Spring 2003 Schedules

October

Sunday 6 Textile River Regatta @ Lowell, MA

Sunday 20- Head of the Charles

Monday 21

Saturday 26 Dartmouth Invitational @ Hanover, NH

November

Sunday 17 Foot of the Charles

January

Saturday 4- IAP training trip @ Hollywood, FL

Thursday 16

March

Saturday 29 Joy Cup (vs. Yale) @ New Haven, CT

April

Saturday 5 vs. Army @ home

Sunday 6 vs. Boston College, Holy Cross @ Worcester, MA

Saturday 12 Biglin Bowl (vs. Harvard, Dartmouth) @ home

Saturday 19 Geiger Cup (vs. Cornell, Columbia) @ NY, NY

Saturday 26 vs. Rutgers @ home

May

Sunday 11 Eastern Sprints @ Worcester, MA

Wed. 21- IRA’s @ Cherry Hill, NJ

Saturday 24

Alumni at the Reunion Row—the joy of rowing. Alumni flex their muscles at the Reunion Row. (continued on page nine)
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WE THANK THESE SUPPORTING MEMBERS OF THE FRIENDS OF MIT CREW

The list below acknowledges contributions to MIT Crew made between July 1, 2001, and June 30, 2002, but does not include matching gifts.

Stephen M Carr

Mark N Hochman

Lloyd N Hoover

Madie Ivy

Charles J McMahon Jr

CLASS OF 1926

Cedric Valentine Estate

CLASS OF 1928

Ernest H Knight

CLASS OF 1935

Leo H Dee

Arthur L Haskins

Walter H Stockmayer

W Whitney Stueck

CLASS OF 1936

Frank L Phillips

Gordon C Thomas

CLASS OF 1938

Sumner H Kalin

CLASS OF 1939

Latimer W MacMillan Jr

John C Vyverberg Jr

CLASS OF 1940

James L Baird

Paul W Witherell

CLASS OF 1941

John Raymond Berry Jr

Robert Wallace Blake

William M Folberth Jr

Sterling H Ivison Jr

Francis G Miller Jr

CLASS OF 1942

Howard W Boise Jr

Robert S Shaw

CLASS OF 1943

William M Laird

James W Leade

Hans G Walz

CLASS OF 1944

E H Cumpston

Austin P Dodge

Jack H Frailey

Weston W Goodnow

James F Hield

Robert A Veitch

CLASS OF 1945

Stephen E Eppner

CLASS OF 1946

Stuart Edgerly

Walter C Gloekler Jr

Gifford H Stanton

CLASS OF 1947

Thomas L Bell Jr

Frederick H Howell

James F Robertson

CLASS OF 1948

John H Banks

William J Grant

Donald Jenkins Jr

CLASS OF 1949

Harald C Bjerke

David S Boyd

Donald E Cleveland

Ronald L Greene

William C Howlett

Robert J Lannamann

Louis G Peloubet

John R Saxe

CLASS OF 1950

John M Cord

Donald E McGuire

George W Merrow

Robert N Randall

Robert J Uhl

Robert C Weber

CLASS OF 1951

Leroy N Blumberg

George M Colvill

Breene M Kerr

Alex L Primas

Roy M Sachs

Roger L Schonewald

James M Shepherd

Herbert B Voelcker

CLASS OF 1952

H Edward Jans

Robert A Manning

William M Rogers

Clifford M Sayre Jr

David W Weiss

CLASS OF 1953

Burt W Blum

Charles D Buntschuh

Jesse D Erickson

Robert H Mackintosh

G Alvin Pierce

Jerome B Reed

Stanley J Sadowski

Richard P Simmons

Michael D Stanfield

Howard S Stern

CLASS OF 1954

John P Bradshaw Jr

William L Hartrick

Stanley S Kolodkin

Peter Paul Luce

Richard L Mapes

Donald W McGrath

Ronald L McKay

William H McTigue

CLASS OF 1955

Lester A Lee

Frank H Scammell

Irwin I Sterman

Robert D Wilkes

CLASS OF 1956

Edward W Boggs

Terrance M Carney

James F Fleming

Thomas G Kudzma

Robert N Sawyer

Sven A Vaule Jr

CLASS OF 1957

Arthur E Bergles

William C Bowman

William J Brady

Robert G Bridgham

Leonard F Glaeser Jr

Stephen L Johnson

Michael H Myers

Herbert F Schwartz

Thomas L Springall

CLASS OF 1958

Franklin C Farrow Jr

Allen R Philippe

Rodney O Rogers

Paul H Rothschild

CLASS OF 1959

Paul J Buce

Leonard E Carr Jr

Edwin B Hooper Jr

James T Jeffries

James P Moran

Stephen B Parkoff

Jack M Pogarian

Sherry C Proctor

Gerald L Schroeder

Stephen Spooner

CLASS OF 1960

Victor A Utgoff

CLASS OF 1961

Donald G Morrison

Richard J Resch

J Curtis Shambaugh

J Curtis Shambaugh

CLASS OF 1962

Tom J Alexander

Scott W Allison

Philip D Cunningham

James R Dressler

Martin Klein

Chester H Riley

William M Taylor

George L Zimmerman

CLASS OF 1963

Elliott Bird

Anthony T Fiory

J William Gadzuk

Dennis J Hegyi

James H Latimer II

Richard W Metzinger

Robert E Vernon

John H Wasserlein

CLASS OF 1964

Julian R Adams

George D Beck Jr

Michael S Drooker

William A Ribich

Robert L Sandel

Dennis H Smith

Peter W Staecker

J William Weber

Robert W Wild

CLASS OF 1965

Arthur A Blanchard

Peter F Brown

Edward P Hoffer

Robert T Menzies

Christopher R Miller

Robert B Tanner

CLASS OF 1966

Joseph F Balcewicz

Keith D Stolzenbach

CLASS OF 1967

William J Flor

Kenneth G Follansbee Sr

William R Glock

Alan R Hausrath

L Donald Partridge

Robert L Vesprini

CLASS OF 1968

John I Capetanakis

Christopher J Davis

Roger P Gaumond

Michael J Marcus

Michael Riordan

Joel P Robinson

John M Vitek

CLASS OF 1969

James S Rhodes Jr

Christopher R Ryan

CLASS OF 1970

John C Head III

Terrence B Michael

Guillermo J Vicens

CLASS OF 1971

Joseph K Boddiford Jr

Robert L Justice

Michael F Linehan

Jim Mannoia

Robert D Marshall Jr

Thaddeus S Nowak Jr

Robert W Wilson

CLASS OF 1972

Bradley C Billetdeaux

Stephen A Chessin

A Warren Lippitt

Michael J Rowny

CLASS OF 1973

Larry W Esposito

Dustin P Ordway

Mike Scott

CLASS OF 1974

Larry E Brazil

Andrew S Elliott

Daniel C Greene

Robert Noah Lambe

Tim Reiser

CLASS OF 1975

Chris Dippel

James J Gorman

Dirk A Kabcenell

David I Katz

Diane M McKnight

Eric J Schaffer

James A Schretter

John Robert Stiehler

Richard S Withers

CLASS OF 1976

David A Campanella

John G Everett

Anthony S Foti

Richard A Inz

Michael Jay Newman

CLASS OF 1977

Peter D Beaman

Craig W Christensen

Thomas R Crawford

Brian Hughes

Thomas A Kush

Virginia P Potter

William R Rapoport

Mitchell S Seavey

CLASS OF 1978

James L Bidigare Jr

Cynthia E Cole

Maureen A Debicki

Elizabeth Dominguez

Paul J Malchodi

Michael R Manes

Barbara K Ostrom

Renee J Roy

CLASS OF 1979

Douglas C Barnard

George W Blossom

Timothy J Carroll

Paul E Denney

Charlene C Kabcenell

Philip R Kesten

Sharon E Plon

CLASS OF 1980

Susan W Bates

John O Borland

Susan T Ehrhardt

Elizabeth A Fisher

Edward R Gillett

Marta E Gross

Todd H Hubing

Ralph A Hulseman

David F Lerner

Laura A MacGinitie

Paul B Rothman

Gary F Smith

Debra A Utko

CLASS OF 1981

David W Copeland

Mark A Findeis

Johan Magnusson

Lee Y Moriwaki

Alexana Roshko

Harvey J Woehlck

CLASS OF 1982

Daniel M Chernoff

Robert V Duncan

Douglas W Fries

Naomi J Kagetsu

Michael C La Bouff

Heather L Preston

Alan R Ringen

Richard W Schaaf

David C Surber

Katherine A Yelick

CLASS OF 1983

Keith F Ashelin

David Cielinski

Tara J Neider

Erik P Nygaard

Lillian M Oppenheimer

Sara M Henderson

D James Schumacher

Randolph W Schweickart

CLASS OF 1984

Ann E Berner

Gregg E Burgess

Robert K Heineman

Andrew D Kellen

Robert A Kukura

Steven P Larky

John R Linton

Charles H Oppenheimer

Jocelyn M Seng

Frank G Slaughter III

Heide Piper

CLASS OF 1985

Kathryn M Balles

Rajesh R Gandhi

David T Okamoto

Karen D Rowland

Sergei K Samoylenko

Lora Silverman

Andrew G Ziegler

CLASS OF 1986

Laura C Angotti

Joseph Cherian

Mary C Engebreth

Michael W Howard

Jennie Kwo

James G Nugent

Stuart Schmill

CLASS OF 1987

Michael S Cuffe

Alan D Gordon

David A Jesurum

Geoffrey R Kelsch

Susan G McDermott

Katharine F Moore

Robert M Smith

Marjolein C van der Meulen

CLASS OF 1988

Karen L Cianciulli

Christopher A Cook

Alexander W Jessiman

William W Malecki

Audra A Noel

James E Pierce

Charles P Venditti

CLASS OF 1989

Daniel H Chang

James H Donovan

Thomas Farkas

Richard M Franklin

Rachel E Kaminer

Karen Lewis

Jennifer L Lund

Magda F Nour

Ted Pascaru

Elizabeth P Turtle

Douglas E Vincent

CLASS OF 1990

Deborah J Baron

M Beth Neils

Harald Quintus-Bosz

Gay F Thompson

CLASS OF 1991

Lynore M Abbott

Victoria Atherton

Lola M Ball

Philip J Brown

Erik L Burgess

Roger G Knapp

Laura Lynn Beecroft Kramer

Alex B Min

Jason B Slibeck

CLASS OF 1992

Hollister W Herhold

Scott K Jacobsmeyer

Barbara S Kremenliev

Adam S Lechner

Joe Melvin

Holly L Simpson

Paul A Tempest

CLASS OF 1993

Godard K Abel

Dr & Mrs Chia-Yu Li

Otway Louie

Sean M Olson

Brian A Rubin

CLASS OF 1994

Michael K Chung

Tiina Hameenanttila

Umit E Kumcuoglu

Hans-Georg Liemke

Michael M Strong

John T Van Houten

CLASS OF 1995

Brett W Bader

Rebecca L Berry

Franz D Busse

Steven J Carbone

Sherry H Hsiung

Diane Hodges Popps

Jock T Jones

Sarah Moran

Brian D Robertson

David H Vogel

CLASS OF 1996

Adam B Cotner

Elaine A Dickerson

Basak Ertan

Lara Ivey Kauchak

Lana L Luoma

Joanne M Mikkelson

Christopher S Putnam

Anand Raghunathan

Shelly E Sakiyama-Elbert

Judy A Schuler

Shruti Sehra

Victor H van Berkel

Jason A Wertheim

Nicole L Weymouth

Kevin H Yeh

CLASS OF 1997

Bernard Asare

William P Chernicoff

Emily G W Lilly

Michael P Schmidt-Lange

Sameer B Shah

Garrett W Shook

Brian M Smith

CLASS OF 1998

Heidi Y Chang

CLASS OF 1999

Benjamin D Boehm

Christina E Carvey

Susan Annette Dey

Daniel G Frisk

Mr & Mrs Dave Lykens

Dr & Mrs Harvey M Reich

Karl K Richter

CLASS OF 2000

Sahar Aminipour

Ellen C Brown

Stephanie E Chen

Katherine L Croff

Julie D Gesch

Emily J Hanna

Jeremy R Hui

Sneha Madhavan-Reese

Elizabeth V Rose

Harold Rose

Jeanne E Tomaszewski

Kathleen G Vokes

Eugene Weinstein

CLASS OF 2001

Igor L Belakovskiy

Katherine S Graham

Myung Shik Jhon

James P Morash

Louis J Nervegna

Kevin E Schmidt

Julie E Zeskind

CLASS OF 2002

Shana L Diez

Anne M Latham

Mark Dodson Laughter

Brian Kelleher Richter

Jill Anne Rosenfeld

Bojana Scepanovic

Ranko Scepanovic

CLASS OF 2004

James R. Warren

CLASS OF 2005

Larry C. Ebersol

John B Miller
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WOMEN’S CREW WRAP-UP

Squads Overcome Adversity And Look To The Future

By Susan Lindholm

Women’s Crew Coach

The women’s team anxiously waited

the arrival of February 11, the official

date for resuming practice as a team.

The inability to train as a

team for 16 weeks was a

huge hurdle to overcome.

Thankfully, the weather in

Boston cooperated, and we

were able to hit the water

immediately to try to make

up for strokes we missed in

November and January.

It was a difficult season

for the open weights. When

we regrouped in February,

half of the varsity returned

injured. We could not field

the varsity eight until the

day before we arrived in

Annapolis at the end of

April. As you can imagine,

this led to a continuous ro-

tation of the novices into

and out of boats as the sea-

son progressed. Our first

oarswomen returned two

days before our race with

Dartmouth, UNH, and

Smith. We managed to beat

UNH and Smith but could

not knock off Dartmouth.

We hit the road for a

double dual but left behind three key

players to finish an EMT course started

over IAP. We just did not have the depth

to overcome those missing and returned

empty-handed. Williams’s women con-

tinue on their streak in New England

racing, and we could only handle Con-

necticut College. We had hoped to re-

turn from our final year of competing at

NEWMACS with the Florence Jope

Smith Trophy, but without the light-

weights we were a boat shy to pull it

off.

We headed off to Navy with the full

varsity intact, but the missed days of

training left us too weak. We came

home, regrouped, and set our goals for

Sprints. The novice four were the stars

at Sprints, returning with bronze medals

for pictures in front of our amazing red-

and-gray tent. The varsity put together

the best race of the year and will miss

Anne Latham and Danielle Smith.

This year we had also made the deci-

sion to race and practice the light-

weights as a separate squad, hoping to

be able to return to the IRAs and im-

prove our performance from 2001. The

lightweights had a great dual season,

winning races against schools we always

seemed to lose to by “two seconds” last

spring.

They started off by beating UNH’s

varsity and hit the road for Washington,

DC, with high spirits. The lightweights

came out on top in both races, beating

Georgetown’s lightweights in the first

race and George Washington’s JV in the

afternoon. We returned home and head-

ed out to Worcester to see if the light-

weights could overpower Williams’s

varsity open weights, but we came up

short and could only manage Connecti-

cut College.

The lightweights stayed home from

NEWMACS and scrimmaged against

Radcliffe’s lightweights. We had a great

start but could only manage to hold

them off for about 750m.

We regrouped and headed

off to Annapolis. After two

postponements due to a

collision and the stake-

boat person’s falling in,

the lightweights ended a

three-year struggle of los-

ing to Navy’s JV team.

Unfortunately, I had to

break the news that the

NCAA would not grant us

an exemption to attend

the IRAs, and we had only

two races remaining—our

season clipped again by

three weeks.

This year Princeton’s

lightweights joined us

with the Radcliffe light-

weights for a great race.

We led off the line and

held Radcliffe off until

1200m and Princeton

until 1500m. We gave it

our best shot at Sprints

but could not manage a

medal. We did move up

one place to fourth this

year but had wanted to break into the

medals before we graduated Lisabeth

Willey, Megan Galbraith, Hillary Rolls,

Julie Zeskind, and Margaret Nervegna.

These women had been instrumental in

building the squad over the past three

years, and we will miss them. In addi-

tion to the eight moving up a place, we

were also able to field a lightweight four

that placed fifth. Although we will miss

our graduates, we hope the women in

the four will help us continue with our

steady progression.

The women’s team would like to ex-

press our gratitude to all of the alumni

and to the administration for your sup-

port through a difficult two years. We

are all looking forward following Divi-

sion I rules and regulations. Thank you.

The Women’s Fall 2002 & Spring 2003 Schedules

October

Sunday 6 Textile River Regatta @ Lowell, MA

Friday 18 Frosh extravaganza @ Charles River

Saturday 19 Head of the Charles

Sunday 20 Head of the Charles

Saturday 26 Princeton Chase (lwts only, tentative)

Saturday 26 Dartmouth Invitational (novice only)

November

Saturday 16 Foot of the Charles

March

Saturday 22 Wisconsin lwts @ Cocoa Beach

Saturday 29 Dartmouth, Smith, UNH @ Charles River

April

Saturday 5 Georgetown, George Washington @ Charles River

Saturday 12 Knecht Cup @ Camden, NJ (Tentative)

Saturday 26 Navy (open only) @ Annapolis

Saturday 26 URI (lwts, tentative)

May

Saturday 3 BU, NU, Harvard (open only)

Saturday 3 Princeton, Harvard (lwts) @ Princeton, NJ

Saturday 17 Sprints @ Camden, NJ

Saturday 31 IRAs (lwts only)

line at a feverish pace and holding it for the

first 500 meters. MIT held back a bit to see

what their opponents were made of before

showing their speed. By the halfway mark,

BC began to run out of steam, and both MIT

and Holy Cross pulled up even. The three

crews remained tied for the next 500 meters.

But with 500 to go, MIT decided to turn up

the intensity and pulled ahead by two seats,

leaving Holy Cross and BC in a two-way tie.

MIT opened its lead up just a bit more in the

sprint, winning the match by four seats while

Holy Cross edged BC by just a bow ball at

the line. This race has been so incredibly

close for the past two years that there has

been a lot of talk about turning it into a cup

race for the 2003 season.

Hoping to carry some momentum into

the race for the Biglin Bowl, the MIT 1V

opened the day of racing. But the day be-

longed to Dartmouth, which posted an as-

tonishing time of 5:59 in a very slight head-

wind to win the Biglin Bowl for the first time

in almost 20 years. Harvard finished a boat

length behind, and MIT crossed the line

two-and-a-half lengths behind Harvard.

The 2V race unfolded much the same

way, but this time it was the Harvard 2V that

got the better of Dartmouth by a half length,

with MIT finishing in a distant third. Unfortu-

nately, the freshmen did not fare any better.

In the IF race, Harvard jumped out early and

stayed out, with Dartmouth struggling to fin-

ish more than a length behind and MIT an-

other two lengths back. Despite their gritty

racing in the previous two weeks, even the

MIT 2F fell prey to the Crimson 2F by a con-

siderable margin.

The lightweights then headed out to Itha-

ca the following week for the Geiger Cup

race. Gale-force winds the day before the

race made for a severely abbreviated prac-

tice, leaving the Engineers feeling a bit un-

sure about Cornell’s course and the effect of

its two turns. Despite the beautiful condi-

tions on the morning of the race, MIT’s 1F

and 2F were clearly overmatched by the

Cornell squads, which won quite easily.

Even the 2V seemed no match for the Big

Red, which sped out to an early lead and

never looked back. The Cornell 2V finished

over two lengths in front of Columbia, with

MIT losing its hold on Columbia in the last

500 to finish third.

In the race for the Geiger Cup itself, Cor-

nell, Columbia, and MIT all came off the

line fairly evenly, but Cornell clearly knew

when to make its move. Going into the first

turn, Cornell made an impressive move for

the lead, leaving Columbia and MIT to battle

it out for second place. And so they did. But

in the second turn, MIT found itself on the

outside, conceding to Columbia, which

pulled away after the turn and finished in

second, with MIT third. Cornell made an im-

pressive sweep of the day’s races, leaving

the Geiger Cup in Ithaca for the year.

For the last race of the regular season, the

lightweights made their way down to New

Brunswick, New Jersey, for their annual

match with Rutgers. The 2F broke down into

fours to accommodate the Scarlet Knights,

but MIT’s lack of experience in the fours was

evident, and Rutgers won quite handily. In

their best performance of the season, the 1F

found themselves in a real battle with Rut-

gers for the first 1,000 meters. In the end, the

power of the Rutgers crew was just too

much to handle, and they pulled out to a

lead of almost two lengths and finished in

that fashion.

The 2V put on the best show of the day,

racing in a dead heat with Rutgers from the

start to the 1,750 mark. A truly remarkable

race ensued, with neither crew gaining the

advantage the entire way down the course.

Despite MIT’s best efforts, however, Rutgers

pulled out by four seats in the last 30 strokes

and left MIT exhausted and exasperated in

second place.

In the 1V race, MIT left the line in a hurry

and established an early lead. But failing to

capitalize on the stagger at the starting line,

MIT lost the lead in the turn in the course as

Rutgers played the home course advantage

and edged a length up. Rutgers went on to

win the race, and MIT went home exasperat-

ed with its misfortune on race courses with

turns in them.

At the Eastern Sprints, the 2F

ended their season in heart-

breaking fashion by failing to

emerge from the qualifying

heats. They never really found

the rhythm that helped them

win some tough races through

the spring, and they watched

the finals from shore, waiting for

their next chance. The 1F also

had a disappointing finish in the

heats, qualifying for the Petite Fi-

nals and finishing sixth.

In an attempt to avenge their

loss of two weeks earlier, the

2V got into another scrum with

Rutgers in the qualifying heats.

But Rutgers got the better of them again, this

time by less than a deck in the last five

strokes. The 2V ended up battling with Penn

for third in the Petites, but their earlier skir-

mish with Rutgers left them spent in the last

500 and in fourth place at the end of the day.

The MIT 1V fared slightly better, entering

a four-way tie for second place (behind

Princeton) in the heats with Navy, Harvard,

and Penn. MIT eventually fell back, barely

behind Penn for fifth place, but held off a

late charge from Georgetown in the last 250.

Later, in a very close Petite Final, George-

town got the better of MIT, as did Penn, Co-

lumbia, and Dartmouth. The Engineers fin-

ished no better than 11th in the league.

In a performance apropos of the national

championship, MIT assembled its best races

yet at the IRAs in Cherry Hill, New Jersey.

During the qualifying heat, MIT put a

tremendous move on the entire field at the

halfway mark, moving from sixth place to

second in just 20 strokes. Vying for the third

and final spot in the Grand Finals, MIT

began battling with Princeton, Cornell, and

Dartmouth in the third 500. After several

lead changes, MIT slipped a little. Realizing

that the final bid would go to Dartmouth,

MIT shut it down in the last 500 to con-

serve for the finals and finished sixth.

The lightweight finals at the IRA National

Championship are some of the sport’s most

exciting races. And MIT did not disappoint.

Again, in an astonishing move at the

halfway mark, MIT catapulted from sixth

place to second, just seven seats off of Har-

vard in the lead. MIT held off charges by the

entire field in the third 500 and still retained

its second-place standing at the 1,500. But

the last 500 at the IRA’s is where things get

really interesting.

Penn made a move to overtake MIT, and

UCLA did the same. MIT moved out again

on UCLA, but late surges from Delaware

and Georgetown distracted MIT from Penn,

which was moving out as well. In typical

fashion for this race, fewer than five seconds

separated first from sixth place, with Har-

vard maintaining its lead, followed by Penn,

Delaware, MIT, Georgetown, and UCLA (in

that order). Despite its fourth-place finish,

MIT emerged quite satisfied, having fought

an incredible fight and finishing its season

17 seconds faster than its last. What a differ-

ence a year makes.

What A Difference A Year Makes

(continued from page five)

Alumni show concentration during the Reunion Row.

THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE FRIENDS OF MIT CREW INVITES YOU TO ATTEND THE 17TH ANNUAL DINNER

Saturday, October 19, 2002, in the Museum of Science, Boston, Massachusetts

(Note that the Head of the Charles will be held this same weekend.)

Refreshments (alcohol-free event) 6:30 p.m.  •  Dinner 7:30 p.m.  •  $40.00 per person

Because seating will be limited, RSVP with payment by October 4 to Willie Vicens, 42 Bannan Dr., North Andover, MA 01845.

BOATHOUSE LOCKER CHANGES

The men’s locker room at the

Pierce Boathouse is being re-config-

ured. The half-lockers are going to be

reserved for day use and the full-

length lockers assigned to team mem-

bers. Current occupants of the half-

lockers will have 30 days to remove

their belongings before the locks are

cut on Saturday, October 26.
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Friends of MIT Crew Account Information

More than $1,000,000 has been raised since the founding of the Friends through thousands of individual donations by alumni/ae and

friends.

Friends’ funds are separately collected and managed by MIT and continue to grow after the date of donation.

To direct donations to the Friends of MIT Crew account, earmark your MIT contribution to Friends of MIT Crew Acct. No. 3855200.

Donors of $300 or more to the Crew from July 1, 2001, through June 30, 2002.

MIT CREW THANKS THOSE WHO HAVE HELPED

CLASS OF 1926

Cedric Valentine

CLASS OF 1936

Frank L Phillips

CLASS OF 1940

James L Baird

CLASS OF 1941

Robert Wallace Blake

William M Folberth Jr

Sterling H Ivison Jr

CLASS OF 1944

Jack H Frailey

CLASS OF 1948

Donald Jenkins Jr

CLASS OF 1949

Ronald L Greene

John R Saxe

CLASS OF 1950

Donald E McGuire

Robert C Weber

CLASS OF 1951

Alex L Primas

Roy M Sachs

Herbert B Voelcker

CLASS OF 1952

H Edward Jans

David W Weiss

CLASS OF 1953

Stanley J Sadowski

Richard P Simmons

CLASS OF 1954

William L Hartrick

Stanley S Kolodkin

CLASS OF 1956

Robert N Sawyer

Sven A Vaule Jr

CLASS OF 1957

Arthur E Bergles

Herbert F Schwartz

CLASS OF 1961

Richard J Resch

J Curtis Shambaugh

CLASS OF 1962

James R Dressler

Chester H Riley

William M Taylor

George L Zimmerman

CLASS OF 1963

J William Gadzuk

Richard W Metzinger

John H Wasserlein

CLASS OF 1964

Julian R Adams

J William Weber

CLASS OF 1965

Peter F Brown

CLASS OF 1967

Kenneth G Follansbee

CLASS OF 1968

John I Capetanakis

Christopher J Davis

Joel P Robinson

CLASS OF 1969

Bruce N Anderson

Christopher R Ryan

CLASS OF 1971

Joseph K Boddiford Jr

Robert W Wilson

CLASS OF 1972

Bradley C Billetdeaux

Michael J Rowny

CLASS OF 1975

Dirk A Kabcenell

CLASS OF 1976

Richard A Inz

CLASS OF 1977

Mitchell S Seavey

CLASS OF 1979

Douglas C Barnard

Charlene C Kabcenell

CLASS OF 1980

Ralph A Hulseman

Debra A Utko

CLASS OF 1981

Mark A Findeis

Johan Magnusson

CLASS OF 1982

Naomi J Kagetsu

CLASS OF 1983

David Cielinski

Erik P Nygaard

CLASS OF 1984

Steven P Larky

Frank G Slaughter III

CLASS OF 1985

Rajesh R Gandhi

CLASS OF 1989

James H Donovan

CLASS OF 1992

Holly L Simpson

CLASS OF 2000

Ellen C Brown

Mike Greata

’63 BSEE, ’69 SMEE

Ipswich, MA (978/356-8656)

mgreata@alum.mit.edu

Lightweight crew ’60-’63; Boat Club com-

modore ’63; coached at MIT, the Naval

Academy, Harvard, and the Cambridge Boat

Club; coached the Charles River Rowing

Club national champion lightweight eight

’73. Honeywell, PRIME, Apollo Computer

(founder), Hewlett Packard (via Apollo), pres-

ident of Opera Systems; MIT Founders

Award ’89.

Jack Frailey

’44 SBAE, MS ’47, Aer. E. ’53

Shrewsbury, MA (508/752-2290)

jhfrailey@alum.mit.edu 

Lightweight crew ’41-’44; captain and Moli-

nar Inspirational Trophy (MVP) ’44; Straight T

Award; U.S. Rowing Hall of Fame ’98;

chairman, director, and president of several

U.S. and Olympic rowing associations; MIT

crew coach ’54,’55, ’59-’73; Olympic team

coach ’68, manager ’76. Professional engi-

neer, Lockheed, RCA. Itek; MIT executive,

associate provost, director of the Office of

Registration and Student Financial Services;

consultant to higher education.

Bill McTigue

’54 SBCE, MS ’62 NJIT

Newmarket, NH (603/659-3423)

whmctigue@alum.mit.edu

Lightweight crew ’50, ’51, ’53, ’54; captain

’54; EARC Champions and Henley Thames

Cup winners ’54; Molinar Inspirational Tro-

phy (MVP) ’54; director of MIT Educational

Council ’65-’69. Consulting civil engineer

(retired); founder and past president of Geo-

Engineeriing, Inc., specializing in under-

ground environmental diagnosis and treat-

ment, consultation and litigation support,

now a division of Haley & Aldrich, Inc.,

Boston, MA.

Willie Vicens

’70 SBCE

North Andover, MA (978/685-6016)

wvicens@alum.mit.edu

Lightweight crew ’67-’70; Straight T Award

’69; 2nd at EARC and Henley Thames Cup

semifinals ’69. Water resources engineer; se-

nior VP at Camp Dresser & McKee Inc.,

Cambridge, MA.
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In 2002, for the first time since the

league was founded in 1946, MIT did

not race a varsity heavyweight eight at

the Eastern Sprints. The heavyweight

crew was not deep enough in number to

withstand a few injuries and several stu-

dents’ quitting. The heavyweight men

who did show up to row last spring did

not even get a chance to participate in

the league championship or dual/tri cup

races given the lack of critical mass to

put together an eight.

Occasionally successful

crews have been coming

together at MIT by

chance. However, op-

portunity for the

highest-quality row-

ing experience has

not been consistently

available to students.

In my opinion, certain

aspects of the MIT crew

have not kept pace with

peers as collegiate rowing

has evolved over the past 50

years. Most flagrantly: (1) MIT coaches’

salaries languish 50 percent or more

below those of peers in the EARC, (2)

MIT crew lacks strategy, organization,

and resources to market effectively the

rowing opportunities at MIT and the life-

long benefits of competitive intercolle-

giate crew to students and prospective

students, and (3) alumni should be in-

volved as mentors to students.

Despite the best intentions of the

members of the coaching staff, they have

not been able to devote comparable

time to coaching, mentoring, or market-

ing as have their competitors in the

EARC. While the Boston area has a rela-

tively high cost of living, MIT has been

paying well below the competitive stan-

dard, and some coaches haven’t been

able to survive for long without other

sources of income. On- and off-campus

recruiting efforts and yields of novices

continuing to varsity squads have suf-

fered as frosh-coach turnover rates have

been too high. This year, Friends did

succeed in lobbying MIT to raise the

salaries of the frosh coaches incremen-

tally. While moving in the right direc-

tion, these salaries remain too low, and

coaches are stretched thin.

We found that the MIT admissions of-

fice believes that there are some quali-

fied high school athletes who apply, get

accepted, and matriculate to peer uni-

versities without even considering MIT

because they perceive limited athletic

opportunities. MIT admissions believes

that MIT benefits in selecting the incom-

ing class by having a look at the largest

set of applicants—and that they currently

aren’t seeing as many athletes as they

believe are qualified to attend MIT. Un-

like some peers, MIT will not compro-

mise on admissions standards or acade-

mic qualifications for athletes. All MIT

alumni, faculty, and students applaud

this. But MIT and alumni can take ac-

tions to “increase the funnel” and en-

courage more rowers and athletes to

apply.

The number of high

school rowing programs

in the U.S. has more

than quadrupled since

1985. High school

rowing is no longer

the exclusive domain

of private prep

schools in the North-

east, but is one of the

fastest growing sports at

public high schools in

most regions of the U.S. To a

large extent this is a marketing

issue for MIT, since the fundamentals of

the institute’s academic program, com-

petition in the EARC league, Charles

River location, on-campus boathouse,

and topnotch equipment are attractive

and conducive to strong rowing experi-

ences. MIT has always been good at de-

veloping novice rowers—which should

remain the primary focus—but MIT

should be doing more to market to high

school rowers and athletes from other

sports.

Of course, all activities we intend to

support are in compliance with NCAA

rules and consistent with MIT

values.

In this spirit, Friends

has successfully lobbied

to increase funding for

fall on-campus recruit-

ing events at fall ori-

entation events and

spring campus preview

weekend for admitted

students (some of whom

have not yet decided to

come to MIT). Pete Peterson has

inspired an effort to design brochures

and posters to market the MIT crew ex-

perience, which Friends is funding.

Posters were used on campus and in off-

campus living groups this fall, and the

coaches hope to use brochures starting

this winter.

This fall, we also hope to initiate a pro-

gram where alumni will connect with

novice rowers throughout the freshman

year (see article on page two). If you are

an alum interested in being a mentor and

in calling students by phone, please let me

know. We hope to encourage career men-

torship and professional connections

among MIT rowing alumni by collecting

resumes of students looking for summer

and full-time jobs and distributing these to

the rowing alumni network. We will con-

tinue to demonstrate support at regattas by

continuing and strengthening efforts started

last year by Stephanie Chen and Katy Croff

to provide a tent as a gathering place for

alumni at regattas such as Head of the

Charles.

Friends is also providing funding, in-

spiration, and coordination for a profes-

sional redesign of MIT crew’s web site.

This is an important marketing tool—

look for the new site this fall.

The admissions office supports an ex-

panded marketing effort for crew be-

cause it believes that doing so will help

increase the quality of the funnel of ap-

plicants and also improve the yield of

admitted students. Admissions finds that

more personal experience from commu-

nications with a coach during the appli-

cation process leads to higher rates of

admitted students’ accepting the offer of

admission to the freshman class.

We are discussing with the educational

counselor office (which interviews appli-

cants to MIT) ways to inspire more rowing

alumni to volunteer as ECs. We also intend

to contact a large number of ECs to provide

them with information better to describe

opportunities to students during interviews.

Admissions is also coordinating with

coaches to identify target high schools that

are sending large numbers of students to

MIT but few of whom are athletes.

In future years, we hope

to get approval to provide

funding to allow coach-

es to pursue common

recruiting practices of

Ivy League peers such

as the following: 1)

crew brochure mailing

to incoming freshman

class, 2) coach travel for

marketing and recruiting,

and 3) sponsored official visits

to campus.

The goal in all of these efforts is to

help crew better deliver the best experi-

ence to the most students.

If you’re interested in helping as a

mentor or with other programs de-

scribed above, or if you have other

ideas about how alumni can contribute,

please contact me at 415/403-6508 or

at krichter@alum.mit.edu.

OARSPERSON DEVELOPMENT REPORT

Broadening The Funnel And Improving Rentention

High school rowing

is no longer the exclusive

domain of private prep

schools in the Northeast, but is

one of the fastest growing

sports at public high schools

in most regions of the

U.S.

In future years, we

hope to get approval to

provide funding to allow

coaches to pursue common

recruiting practices of Ivy

League peers.
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