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REPORT FROM THE INTERIM BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Do You Want To Change The World?

By Mike Scott 73
President, Interim Board of Directors
FOMITC

A great deal has been accomplished
since reporting to you in the spring 2003
STB. First off, Id like to personally thank
the hundreds of crew alumni who con-
tributed to the FOMITC and/or women’s
crew funds this last year! Fiscal year
2003, which ran from 1 July 2002
through 30 June 2003, was a record con-
tribution year that totaled approximately
$134,000! | called as many '73 grads as |
was able to reach, and | know for many,
these last few years have been very chal-
lenging financially. We received dona-
tions from approximately 13 percent of
the crew alumni, with gifts ranging from
$10 to $10,000!

Perhaps you are wondering where |
came up with the title to this article, “Do
you want to change the world?” | work

FROM MIT TO THE OLYMPIC GAMES

for Cisco Systems, a company that is a
leader in the networking industry. Most of
us are regular users of the internet and
networking products. | strongly believe
that the development and worldwide uti-
lization of networking is fundamentally
changing the way we work, live, play,
and learn (that is my company vision). So
what does this have to do with MIT Crew
and its alumni? | believe we are at a
major crossroads at MIT and we, as MIT
crew alumni, are now in a position to
fundamentally change MIT and positively
influence all future generations that go to
MIT.

MIT is certainly among the best col-
leges in the world. Most of us are very
proud in having attended and graduated
from MIT. For most of us, crew was a sal-
vation while we were there and taught us
things that had more influence in our sub-
sequent lives than the academic side of

MIT. Unfortunately, decision-making and
fund allocations at MIT are still very slant-
ed toward the academic/research side of
MIT. MIT has had to make tough deci-
sions financially with the economy and
with the decline of government funding.
Other competitive schools have larger en-
dowments, so MIT has had to fight harder
to attract the best students and faculty.
What has suffered the last 15 or so years
has been funding for athletics and other
“student life” activities that make MIT a
bit more bearable.

FOMITC is not hopeful about changing
MIT on this issue. While there is more
funding for some aspects of “student life”
(dorms, etc.), we see little hope of MIT
funding athletic programs to anywhere
near the levels we believe are appropri-
ate. However, we can dramatically im-
prove the situation by endowing MIT

(continued on page ten)

Steve Tucker ‘91 and Mike Perry '99—A Quest For 2004

By Linda Muri ’85

Steve Tucker '91 and Mike Perry "99
are on the road to Athens (2004
Olympic Games). They will be compet-
ing this summer at the World Rowing
Championships in Milan, Italy, on Au-
gust 24-31, 2003. Steve will be in the

lightweight men’s 2x with his partner,
Greg Ruckman, and Mike will be in the
men’s 1x. This fantastic trajectory began
for both oarsmen on the freshman crews
at MIT where they both started as
novices. The spring ‘03 issue of Squar-
ing the Blade profiled Steve Tucker, and

you can look forward to a similar effort
on Mike Perry in the winter '03 edition.
Although they are both competing in
Olympic class events this summer at the
World Championships, their expenses
are partially covered by USRowing and

(continued on page five)

Designate all of your MIT contributions to Friends of MIT Crew, fund 3855200.
Contributions to that fund will be used exclusively for the benefit of MIT crew.
Contributions to FOMITC will also be credited to the class fund of the donor.
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PROPOSED CHANGES TO BYLAWS

Vote By October 11, 2003

By John Everett ‘76

The interim board of directors has
voted in favor of three (3) amendments to
the bylaws. In order for these to take ef-
fect, each amendment must be ratified by
the membership of Friends. Following are
the proposed amendments with a short
discussion of why each amendment has
been recommended by the board. Com-
plete text of the bylaws was published in
Squaring the Blade (Spring 2002) and can
be found at: http://www.fomitc.org/
reports.html.

Please indicate your support by voting
for or against each amendment on the
enclosed ballot. The ballot must be re-
ceived by October 11, 2003. Members
may also vote in person at the annual
meeting on October 18, 2003.

Proposed amendment #1
Section 7.01 of the bylaws shall be
amended to:

7.01 Amendment. These bylaws may
be altered, amended, or repealed, and
new bylaws may be adopted, by a vote of
seventy-five percent (75%) of all At-Large
Directors when subsequently ratified by a
majority of the members voting in person,
by proxy, or by mailed or electronic bal-
lot. Written notice, describing completely
any proposed change, shall be sent to the
entire membership at least thirty (30) days
prior to the date at which the vote to rati-
fy is scheduled.

Discussion. The current bylaws allow
ratification of amendments by the mem-
bership only at the annual meeting. The
interim board of directors feels it would
be more efficient to allow ratification at

any time during the year provided thirty
(30) days’ notice is given to the mem-
bership. The revised wording also clari-
fies the vote required by the board. The
interim board of directors voted 10-0 to
support this amendment.

Proposed amendment #2
The bylaws shall be amended to add
Article VII Interpretation. Subsequent sec-
tions of the bylaws shall be re-numbered
appropriately.

ARTICLE VII INTERPRETATION

7.01 Interpretation. In questions of in-
terpretation as to the meaning and/or ef-
fect of these bylaws, a majority vote of all
At-Large Directors shall be definitive.

Discussion. As might be expected in its
first year of operation, the interim board of
directors has found itself faced with differ-
ing interpretations of the new bylaws. This
amendment formalizes the process by
which the interim board has attempted to
resolve these differences and move for-
ward. The interim board of directors voted
10-0 to support this amendment.

Proposed amendment #3
Section 5.02 of the bylaws shall be
amended to delete, “The ballot materi-
al, which the members receive for elect-
ing At-Large Directors, shall include all
candidates who are deemed qualified.”
Discussion. The interim board of di-
rectors feels this sentence is vague and
virtually impossible to satisfy. In fact,
the slate of candidates for the first elect-
ed board of directors above is in viola-
tion. The interim board of directors
voted 9-1 to support this amendment.

Enclosed is a ballot for the
2003 Election of the Board of Directors and the proposed
changes to the bylaws described in the above article.
Please fill out the postage-paid ballot
and drop it in the mail.
ALL BALLOTS MUST BE RECEIVED BY
OCTOBER 11, 2003.
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FIRST FIVE-YEAR GIVING PROJECT ENDS

Fundraising Drive Breaks All Past Records

By Jack Frailey '44

First reported in the last issue of Squar-
ing the Blade, this innovative Friends of
MIT Crew fund-drive to raise money
ended on June 30, 2003. The premise was
to “piggyback” onto the fundraising efforts
of the five-year reunion classes by encour-
aging crew alumni/ae to give to FOMITC,
a gift that would also earn credit toward
their class dues. The “dual credit” feature
of directed gifts that also receive class gift
credit was felt to be a unique way to en-
courage gifts to crew. The drive was im-
plemented by selecting “crew champions”
within each class who would write letters
and make phone calls to other class mem-

bers to promote this program. From the
outset, the alumni association saw clearly
the potential value in this approach, intro-
duced it with enthusiasm to reunion gift
chairs, and provided FOMITC with valu-
able continuing guidance and support.
Although the drive fell short of the
hoped-for result, it did succeed in break-
ing all past records—bringing in a total of
$134,185.88 from 30 percent more
reunion-year donors than ever before. We
want gratefully to acknowledge the efforts
put forth by Sandy Blanchard '65, who su-
pervised this effort in exemplary fashion,
and Steve McAlister of the Alumni Office,
whose able and enthusiastic partnership

contributed greatly to our success. But
most of all, we want to congratulate the
34 crew champions who were instrumen-
tal in achieving this landmark result (see
box below).

We have learned much from this ini-
tial effort, chiefly that we must begin
much earlier in the campaign year. So
the five-year class giving project for the
"x4s and 'x9s has already been initiated,
this time under the supervision of
Bethany Grant '93. Please join this
unique opportunity to contribute, both to
the Friends and to your class, when you
are approached by Bethany or our cam-
paign captains this year.

 Crew Champions

Rod Rogers '58

Robert Haslam '68

Thomas Stepian '83

Goddard Abel '93

Bill Laird ’43 Frank Farrow '58
Hans Walz "43 Al Philippe '58
Bill Grant 48 Mike Greata '63

Howard Feist 48
Chuck Buntschuh ’53
Bob Mackintosh ’53

John Wasserlein 63

Tony Fiory '63
Elliott Bird '63

Joel Robinson 68
Mike Scott '73
Jim Bidigare '78

Carrick Brook-Davidson '78

Cynthia Cole '78
Laura Kiessling 83

David Payne '83
Alec Jessiman '88

Gary Waldman '88
Laura Grunbaum ’88
Adam Schwartz '88

Bethany Grant '93

Otway Louie 93
Rita Baranwal '93
Joseph Irineo 98
Heidi Chang '98
Robert Lentz 98
Chris Liu 98

MIT CREW THANKS THOSE WHO HAVE HELPED

Donors of $300 or more to the Crew from July 1, 2002, through June 30, 2003.

Computer Engineering &
Research Inc.
CLASS OF 1936
Frank L. Phillips
CLASS OF 1940
James L. Baird
CLASS OF 1941
Robert Wallace Blake
William M. Folberth Jr.
Sterling H. lvison Jr.
Robert E. Smith
CLASS OF 1943
Robert W. Caldwell Jr.
Leo A. Fitzpatrick
CLASS OF 1944
Jack H. Frailey
James F. Hield
CLASS OF 1948
Donald Jenkins Jr.
Charles W. Loufek Jr.
CLASS OF 1949
William C. Howlett
John R. Saxe
CLASS OF 1950
Herbert A. Frankel
Donald E. McGuire

Robert C. Weber
CLASS OF 1951
Alex L. Primas
Roy M. Sachs
Frederick W. Weitz
Herbert B. Voelcker
CLASS OF 1952
Clifford H. Heselton
H. Edward Jans
David W. Weiss
CLASS OF 1953
Charles D. Buntschuh
Stanley J. Sadowski
Richard P. Simmons
CLASS OF 1954
Frederic L. Holmes
(in memoriam)
CLASS OF 1955
Gordon J. Burrer
CLASS OF 1956
Sven A. Vaule Jr.
CLASS OF 1957
Herbert F. Schwartz
CLASS OF 1958
Mike Brose
Cornelius Peterson

Paul H. Rothschild
CLASS OF 1959
Stephen Spooner
CLASS OF 1961
Donald G. Morrison
Richard J. Resch

J. Curtis Shambaugh
CLASS OF 1962
William M. Taylor
CLASS OF 1963
Kenneth L. Andersen
Ronald M. Cheek
Anthony T. Fiory

J. William Gadzuk
Robert S. Kurtz
John T. Lynch
Richard W. Metzinger
Murray Morton
CLASS OF 1964
Peter F. Brown

Jesse Lipcon

CLASS OF 1967

Kenneth G. Follansbee Sr.

CLASS OF 1968
Christopher J. Davis
Scott P. Marks Jr.

Joel P. Robinson
CLASS OF 1969
Roger E. Doxsey
Stephen Nord

CLASS OF 1971

Joseph K. Boddiford Jr.

Donald M. Saer
CLASS OF 1972
Bradley C. Billetdeaux
CLASS OF 1974
Ralph Nauman
CLASS OF 1976
Richard A. Inz
Roseanna H. Means
CLASS OF 1977
Thomas A. Kush
CLASS OF 1978
Alice E. Campbell
Cynthia E. Cole
Michael R. Manes
Barbara K. Ostrom
CLASS OF 1979
Ted Pounds

CLASS OF 1980
Paul B. Rothman
Debra A. Utko

CLASS OF 1981
Johan Magnusson
CLASS OF 1982
Naomi J. Kagetsu
Alan R. Ringen
CLASS OF 1983
Laura L. Kiessling
Erik P. Nygaard
David V. Payne
Thomas G. Rucker
CLASS OF 1984
Steven P. Larky
Frank G. Slaughter IlI
CLASS OF 1985
Rajesh R. Gandhi
CLASS OF 1988
Waldo T. Best
CLASS OF 1989
James H. Donovan
CLASS OF 1996
Lana L. Luoma
CLASS OF 1997
Jared D. Cottrell
Joseph P. Marquardt
CLASS OF 2002
Kriengsak Itsara
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MEN’S HEAVYWEIGHT CREW SPRING 2003

Building For The Future

By Gordon Hamilton
Men’s Heavyweight Coach

Calling a season successful in which
you only beat one crew might seem like
something of a stretch; but without a
doubt, the members of the 2003 varsity
heavyweights deserve to view this past
year as such, especially since one of our
chief goals was to come off the water
after every race with a feeling of accom-
plishment, knowing we had raced our
hardest. For a crew dominated by
sophomores, this was by no means
easy. To the credit of the team and the
leadership of Sophomore Cap-
tain Andy Hill, the squad kept
a very positive attitude and al-
ways worked towards improv-
ing. We knew coming into the

and exclaimed that this was one of the
best MIT races in the Compton Cup he
had seen. We achieved that feeling of
accomplishment, knowing we really had
rowed our hardest and raced our best.
We finally did achieve our goal of
negative splitting at the IRA’s in the
semifinal of the varsity four with
coxswain event. This was a particularly
gratifying race because not only did we
row the best race of the year, but we
put Princeton on the truck, knocking
them out of the finals by beating them
by over eight seconds. Princeton had

Heavyweight Men’s Fall 2003 Schedule

Intercollegiate Division 1 Rowing is the
fact that there were only six programs
that had second freshman eights at the
sprints this year; MIT was one of these.
There are numerous reasons for this, but
one of the main ones is the fact that col-
leges are relying much more, in some
cases entirely, on recruited rowers for
their boats and have little or no interest
in spending the time to develop new
oarsmen. They recruit their 8-12 experi-
enced freshmen oarsmen and are satis-
fied with half of them or so returning to
the varsity the following year.

That being said, our
freshmen had more experi-
ence than we have probably
ever had. We began the year
with eight oarsmen who had

October
Head of the Ohio
New Hampshire Championships
Head of the Charles

racing season that this was
going to be an extremely
challenging year. Virtually
every boat we raced was con-

had some level of experi-

ence—just not quite as ex-
perienced as much of their
competition. The freshman

October 4
October 11
October 18 & 19

siderably more powerful and
experienced (including our
own freshmen).

We had a very good winter
of training in which we met
most of our major goals, in-
cluding everybody getting a
personal best erg time at the
crash-B sprints and times for running the
tallest building on the MIT campus, the
22 flights of stairs of the Green building.
By the time we got on the water on
March 20, we had run over 37,000
stairs during our once-a-week stair fests.
This is equivalent to each individual
running from the street level to the top
of the Empire State Building 20 times.

Though we fell somewhat short of
our major on-the-water goal of winning
half of our races, we did come close
during the regular season to accom-
plishing our goal of rowing even to neg-
ative splits for each 500 meters in the
Compton Cup against Harvard and
Princeton. The varsity heavyweights
rowed a tremendous race here, and
while we got beaten fairly convincingly,
Harry Parker, the legendary coach of
Harvard, came up to me after the race

November
Foot of the Charles

beaten us by two seconds on the previ-
ous day in the Reps.

The entire level of rowing, not just in
the sprints league, has improved
tremendously over the past 10 years;
and this was even more apparent this
year. | site three examples: Princeton,
quite arguably the best program in the
league for the past five years, finished
fourth in the third level final of the IRA’s
this year. Dartmouth, bronze medalists
at the sprints this year, was in the third
level final of the IRA’s. Lastly, we have
the example of the varsity four with
coxswain event at the IRA’s. Over the
past six years, the average time for the
sixth-place crew in the Grand Finals has
been 6:46. This year, we rowed a 6:40
in flat conditions and just made it into
the third level finals.

Another indicator of the change in

November 22

heavyweights (four and three
for the season) had similarly
improved throughout the
season, saving their best
race for the end at the IRA’s.

The freshmen began the
season with a difficult loss to
Columbia on a weather-
induced shortened 1400-meter race-
course. Here the Lion Cubs beat the
Beavers by 15 seconds. By the sprints,
the MIT frosh had shaved that down to
three seconds comparing times; and by
their last race of the IRA’s, they had a
time of 6:11.8 to Columbia’s 6:14.
Their final times put them 6-8 seconds
behind B.U. and Navy, both of whom
finished in the middle of the petite finals
at the eastern sprints. They are going to
fit in quite nicely next year joining the
sophomores’ never-say-die attitude.

Toward our next year’s goal of aveng-
ing losses to Columbia, Georgetown,
Williams, WPI, and Boston College, a
large percentage of next year’s varsity
candidates are currently embarked on
our summer training goal of 1,000,000
meters, either erged or rowed, building
for the future.

For information on FOMITC news and events, visit us on the web at www.fomitc.org!
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MIT CREW: VOICES FROM THE PAST

Alumni/ae Update Us About Their Lives

Charles A. Church ’50 (1604 Grandberry
Dr., Melissa, TX 75454) has retired from
business. He recently bought a country
home in Melissa, Texas, approximately 40
miles north of Dallas. He has five children
and six grandchildren—all are doing fine.
His favorite crew memory is of being on
the first freshman crew to beat Harvard!

Guillermo W. Arnaud 67 (121 S. Mock-
ingbird Lane, Tahlequah, OK 74464;
gwarnaud@alum.mit.edu) writes, “After re-
tiring from the Army in 2001, | have finally
given up on private practice. | will now be
working for the public health service as a
staff general surgeon at the W.W. Hastings
Indian Hospital in Tahlequah.”

John Bowen ’81 (7 Springdale Lack, Pitts-
ford, NY 14534; bowen@photongear.com)
writes, “I am working at a small startup
near Rochester—building optical assem-
blers (lenses) and doing other optical engi-
neering work. My wife, Nancy, is at home
writing children’s books. We have an
eight-year-old son, Alex, and a six-year-
old daughter named Anne. The Erie Canal
goes through Pittsford (just outside of
Rochester) and we have a very active
youth program here. | help with organiz-
ing and running regattas. | keep a single at
the boathouse and am just starting to get
back into racing during the fall months.”

Steve Wiggins 93 (1 Columbus PI.,
#N-12A, New York, NY 10019;

rower93@alum.mit.edu; steven_wiggins@
yahoo.com) writes, “I’'m still in New York,
working in finance. Recently (the past
year or so), | got back in competitive
rowing with the New York A.C. (NYAC)
lightweights and it’s really competitive!”
Steve is still hanging out with fellow
'93ers Otway and Kenway Louie (a.k.a.
The Professional Students). He also sees
Sherry Hsiung and Jock Jones from time
to time.

Andrea Jensen '95 (477 4th St., Suite 1,
Laughlin AFB, TX 78843;ajensen@
alum.mit.edu) reports that she is still in
Del Rio, Texas, but she will be moving to
Shreveport, Louisiana, this fall to fly
B-52s. They have a rowing club there!

STEVE TUCKER AND MIKE PERRY—A QUEST FOR 2004

(continued from page one)

the U.S. Olympic Committee (USOC).
Currently, Steve supports himself with
odd jobs, and Mike is a Ph.D. candidate
at the University of Michigan. Charley
Butt Ill, son of Charlie Butt Jr. 41, has
volunteered his time as Steve’s coach
since 1997, and Mike is essentially
coachless.

As a former National Team member, |
know from personal experience just
how difficult it is these days to train and
excel at their level of competition. | un-
derstand the challenges faced by these
two young men in terms of preparing for
their competition. Training full-time and
making ends meet financially are essen-
tially mutually exclusive at this level. In
order to prepare to medal at the
Olympics, it is necessary to train full-
time most of the year. Very few careers
exist where one can take off for 5-7
hours per day in 2-3 hour chunks of
time and still remain productive both on
the water and at the job.

There is a way for us to help them.
Overall, the financial need is approxi-
mately $40,000 each to see them

successfully through the Olympic Trials
next summer. Additionally, projected
equipment costs would be another
$24,000 ($15K 2x, $7.5K 1x, $1.5K
oars and electronics). There are two op-
tions available to support these aspiring
champions:

e corporate sponsorship for boats

available through USRowing;

e tax-deductible individual dona-

tions to athlete training accounts

set up by the National Rowing

Foundation (NRF).

Although these donations cannot
count toward MIT or FOMITC giving,
they will do more than dollars alone
can accomplish. They will show the
dedication and bond that exists among
us even today as rowers from Tech. It
will also demonstrate to the current
rowers what is possible when you put
your mind to it. Steve and Mike will do-
nate any equipment purchased with
these funds back to MIT.

I would be more than happy to take
the time to handle any questions about
how you can help, whether it be finan-
cial, employment-oriented, or spiritual.

My contact information is listed below, as
well as how to reach Steve and Mike di-
rectly via their Infinite Connection e-mail:
Linda Muri /85, U.S. Team '91-95,
’97-'00; lindamuri@alum.mit.edu,
617/869-4028
Steve Tucker '91, U.S. Team '97-'03;
stevetucker@alum.mit.edu
Mike Perry 799, U.S. U23 Team '98;
mikeperry@alum.mit.edu

Included below are links to websites
you may find of interest, whether fol-
lowing the Olympic Quest or keeping
up to speed on rowing in general:
www.fomitc.org (Friends of MIT Crew)
www.rowmilano.it (World Champi-
onships 2003)
www.row2k.com (your best source for
all rowing information as a daily digest)
www.fisa.org (International Rowing
Federation)
www.usrowing.org (USRowing
Federation)
www.natrowing.org (National Rowing
Foundation)
www.fisa.org/news/fullstory.sps?
iNewsid=40319&itype= (story on Tucker)

Don’t forget to update your e-mail address and other relevant information through the
MIT Alumni Association “infinite connection” service at <http://alum.mit.edu/>.
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WE THANK THESE SUPPORTING MEN

Computer Engineering &
Research Inc.
Peter A. Holland
Saint Louis Rowing Club
CLASS OF 1933
Roland D. Glenn
Richard H. Valentine
CLASS OF 1934
Walter W. Bird
Robert K. Roulston
CLASS OF 1935
Arthur L. Haskins
Walter H. Stockmayer
W. Whitney Stueck
CLASS OF 1936
Frank L. Phillips
CLASS OF 1938
Sumner H. Kalin
CLASS OF 1939
John C. Vyverberg Jr.
CLASS OF 1940
James L. Baird
Norman R. Klivans
CLASS OF 1941
John Raymond Berry Jr.
Robert Wallace Blake
William M. Folberth Jr.
Joseph G. Gavin Jr.
Sterling H. Ivison Jr.
Robert E. Smith
CLASS OF 1942
David B. Mitchell
Wilfred H. Shaw
Edward O. Vetter
CLASS OF 1943
Thomas M. Bennett
Robert W. Caldwell Jr.
Leo A. Fitzpatrick
Howard S. Gleason
William M. Laird
William A. Selke
Hans G. Walz
CLASS OF 1944
John Chamberlain
Austin P. Dodge
Langdon S. Flowers
Jack H. Frailey
Weston W. Goodnow
James F. Hield
Douglas D. Russell
Robert A. Veitch
CLASS OF 1945
Stephen E. Eppner
Waite H. Stephenson Jr.
CLASS OF 1946
Stuart Edgerly
Francis N. Kurriss
James S. Murphy
CLASS OF 1947
Thomas L. Bell Jr.
Frederick H. Howell
James F. Robertson
CLASS OF 1948
John H. Banks
Howard N. Feist Jr.
William J. Grant

The list below acknowledges contributions to MIT Crew made betweel

Edwin E. Hebb
Donald Jenkins Jr.
Charles W. Loufek Jr.
James G. McCurdy
Matthew L. Sands
Mark L. Sherman
CLASS OF 1949
Harald C. Bjerke
David S. Boyd
James W. Christopher
Donald E. Cleveland
Robert W. Grott
William C. Howlett
Robert J. Lannamann
Louis G. Peloubet
John R. Saxe
CLASS OF 1950
John M. Cord
Herbert A. Frankel
Robert V. Garvin
William K. Geist
John A. Harvey
Charles P. Mathews
Donald E. McGuire
George W. Merrow
Robert J. Uhl
Robert C. Weber
CLASS OF 1951
Leroy N. Blumberg
George M. Colvill
Allen B. Fonda
Breene M. Kerr
Alex L. Primas
Roy M. Sachs
Roger L. Schonewald
James M. Shepherd
Joseph N. Sherrill Jr.
Murray D. Sirkis
Herbert B. Voelcker
Frederick W. Weitz
CLASS OF 1952
Don A. Christensen
Clifford H. Heselton
H. Edward Jans
Robert A. Manning
Sam Mitchell
William M. Rogers
Clifford M. Sayre Jr.
David W. Weiss
CLASS OF 1953
Charles D. Buntschuh
Nicholas W. Fast
Richard S. Lindstrom
Robert H. Mackintosh
Jerome B. Reed
Stanley J. Sadowski
Richard P. Simmons
Michael D. Stanfield
CLASS OF 1954
John P. Bradshaw Jr.
George G. Conway
Frederic L. Holmes
(in memoriam)
Peter Paul Luce
Donald W. McGrath
Manuel A. MacLain

Ronald L. McKay
William H. McTigue
CLASS OF 1955
Gordon J. Burrer
Elisha R. Huggins
Lester A. Lee

Fred E. Nelson
Frank H. Scammell
Valdemar A. Skov
Irwin |. Sterman
Robert D. Wilkes
CLASS OF 1956
Edward W. Boggs
Terrance M. Carney
James F. Fleming
Lloyd N. Hoover
Sven A. Vaule Jr.
CLASS OF 1957
William C. Bowman
William J. Brady
Robert G. Bridgham
David P. Hoult
Stephen L. Johnson
Michael H. Myers
Thomas L. Springall
Herbert F. Schwartz
CLASS OF 1958
Thomas E. Blood
Mike Brose

Franklin C. Farrow Jr.
W. Nichols Latham
Cornelius Peterson
Allen R. Philippe
Rodney O. Rogers
Harry L. Ross

Paul H. Rothschild
CLASS OF 1959
Paul J. Buce
Leonard E. Carr Jr.
Edwin B. Hooper Jr.
James T. Jeffries
James P. Moran
Sherry C. Proctor
Gerald L. Schroeder
Stephen Spooner
CLASS OF 1960
Silas J. Allen Jr.
Craig M. Fletcher
Michel M. Goutmann
CLASS OF 1961
Robt G. Blossey
Merlin Dorfman
Donald G. Morrison
Richard J. Resch

J. Curtis Shambaugh
Barry M. Speyer
John H. Suhrbier
CLASS OF 1962
Tom J. Alexander
Scott W. Allison
Dennis E. Cook
Thomas H. Gawronski
Martin Klein
Jerome E. Manning
Chester H. Riley
William M. Taylor

CLASS OF 1963
Kenneth L. Andersen
Elliott Bird

Ronald M. Cheek
Herbert C. Doepken Jr.
Anthony T. Fiory

J. William Gadzuk
Roger F. Gans
Dennis J. Hegyi
Robert S. Kurtz
James H. Latimer Il
John T. Lynch
Charles J. McMahon Jr.
Richard W. Metzinger
Murray Morton
Robert E Vernon
CLASS OF 1964
Michael S. Drooker
David S. Evans
William A. Ribich
Robert L. Sandel
Dennis H. Smith
Peter W. Staecker

J. William Weber
Robert W. Wild

Otis C. Wright Jr.
CLASS OF 1965
John F. Beckmann
Arthur A. Blanchard
Peter F. Brown

David A. Cook
Edward P. Hoffer
Jesse Lipcon

Robert T. Menzies
Christopher R. Miller
Richard A. Schwarz
Anthony W. Slusarz Jr.
Robert B. Tanner
Stanley A. Wulf
CLASS OF 1966
Joseph F. Balcewicz
Berton D. Barrington
William F. Moss lll
Raymond L. Pfau
Brian D. Schumacher
Thomas A. Scott
CLASS OF 1967
Steven H. Drucker
William J. Flor

Kenneth G. Follansbee Sr.

Edward M. Geltman
William R. Glock
Alan R. Hausrath

L. Donald Partridge
Donald L. Smith
Robert L. Vesprini
CLASS OF 1968
Alan M. Cohen
Christopher ). Davis
Roger P. Gaumond
Sherman D. Hanna
Paul M. Hyman
John C. Lamy
Robert S. MacDonald
Gail H. Marcus
Michael J. Marcus

Scott P Marks Jr.
Michael Riordan

Joel P. Robinson
William H. Ryder
Frank W. Sheeman
John M. Vitek

John A. Yasaitis
CLASS OF 1969
Bruce N. Anderson
Larry Birenbaum
Roger E. Doxsey
Frank M. Guillot
Stephen E. Nadeau
Stephen Nord

Bruce H. Parker
James W. Rymarczyk
CLASS OF 1970
George C. Allen Jr.
George E. Biehl

Tim Heatwole
William D. Northup
Hans P. Rasmussen
Guillermo J. Vicens
CLASS OF 1971
Marc A. Barman
Joseph K. Boddiford Jr.
Michael F. Linehan
John M. Malarkey
Robert D. Marshall Jr.
Thaddeus S. Nowak Jr.
Donald M. Saer
Zane L. Swanson
Robert W. Wilson
CLASS OF 1972
Bradley C. Billetdeaux
Stephen A. Chessin
David M. Evans

A. Warren Lippitt
Gary E. Stahl

CLASS OF 1973
Peter F. Billings
Daniel T. Clark

John Clippinger

Larry W. Esposito
Joan S. Gildin

Peter G. Kambour
Jere B. Leffler

John A. Lippitt
William V. Miller
Dustin P. Ordway
Michael S. Perlmutter
Michael Scott

CLASS OF 1974
Larry E. Brazil
Andrew S. Elliott
Janice |. Gepner
Mark N. Hochman
William D. Kingery Jr.
Andrew W. Moehlenbrock
Ralph Nauman

Tim Reiser

CLASS OF 1975
Chris Dippel

Joel L. Goodrich
James ). Gorman
Thomas B. Higgins
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1 July 1, 2002, and June 30, 2003, but does not include matching gifts.

David |. Katz

David A. Klingspon
Kenneth T. Luey
Diane M. McKnight
Eric J. Schaffer
James A. Schretter
John Robert Stiehler
Richard S. Withers
CLASS OF 1976
Anthony S. Foti
Richard A. Inz
Roseanna H. Means
Michael A. Neff
Michael Jay Newman
Michael A. Paluszek
C. Carl A. Wales
CLASS OF 1977
Peter D. Beaman
Brian Hughes

David A. Gunter
Thomas A. Kush
William R. Rapoport
William D. Rhine
William A. Sweet
CLASS OF 1978
James L. Bidigare Jr.
Nathalie A. Brophy
Mark L. Bye

Alice E. Campbell
Cynthia E. Cole
Susan N. Coppersmith
Elizabeth Dominguez
Kathy L. Kielmeyer
Paul J. Malchodi
Michael R. Manes
Barbara K. Ostrom
Mary E. Perrot
Sandra E. Tong

John P. Zuman
Philip R. Kesten
CLASS OF 1979
Douglas C. Barnard
Frances Savoia Brown
Timothy J. Carroll
Paul E. Denney

Jeff Dugal

Donald R. Findlay
Sharon E. Plon

Ted Pounds

CLASS OF 1980
Susan W. Bates

John O. Borland
Laura A. Derevensky
Susan T. Ehrhardt
Elizabeth A. Fisher
Edward R. Gillett
Marta E. Gross

Todd H. Hubing
David F. Lerner
George A. Ozuna
Paul B. Rothman
Debra A. Utko
CLASS OF 1981

B.J. Messinger-Rapport
Johan Magnusson

J. Robin Rohlicek

Alexana Roshko
Maria Uspenski
Harvey ). Woehlck
CLASS OF 1982
Daniel M. Chernoff
Janet L. Jozwiak
Naomi J. Kagetsu
Mark D. McMillen
Russell D. Murphy Jr.
William J. Nunan 1l
Heather L. Preston
Alan R. Ringen
Richard W. Schaaf
Steve Snider

David C. Surber
Muh-Ching Yee
Katherine A. Yelick
CLASS OF 1983
Keith F. Ashelin
Catherine G. Coleman
Marcello DiMare
Sara M. Henderson
James R. Keith Jr.
Laura L. Kiessling
Tara ). Neider

Erik P. Nygaard
David V. Payne
Thomas G. Rucker
Randolph W. Schweickart
CLASS OF 1984
Ann E. Berner

Gregg E. Burgess
Robert K. Heineman
Andrew D. Kellen
Robert A. Kukura
Jean Kwo

Steven P. Larky

John R. Linton
Andrew H. Mutz
CHeide Piper

Frank G. Slaughter Il
Stephen J. Smith
CLASS OF 1985
Robert J. Balcius
Jeffrey L. Bell

Rajesh R. Gandhi
Bernard M. Gunther
Jan Krueger Gunther
Karen D. Rowland
Mark C. Staples
CLASS OF 1986
Elizabeth A. Dernbach
Mary C. Engebreth
Michael W. Howard
Jennie Kwo

Stuart Schmill
CLASS OF 1987
Donald L. Alvarez
Robert A. Biedenharn
Michael S. Cuffe
Brett V. Gaspers
Alan D. Gordon
Matthew D. Healy
David A. Jesurum
Geoffrey R. Kelsch
Susan G. McDermott

Katharine F. Moore
Stanley S. Oda
Ronald A. Ray
Marjolein C. van der Meulen
CLASS OF 1988
Waldo T. Best
Karen L. Cianciulli
Christopher A. Cook
Marcel T. Eberle
Sheila Neville Flory
Alexander W. Jessiman
Audra A. Noel
James E. Pierce
Susan R. Stewart
Gary L. Waldman
CLASS OF 1989
Thomas Bartman
Karen V. Chenausky
Christopher R. Doerr
James H. Donovan
Eric K. Eileraas
Richard M. Franklin
Patrick G. Goshtigian
Joel R. Henry
Rachel E. Kaminer
Richard C. Lightburn
Jennifer L. Lund
Karen L. MacClune
Magda F. Nour
Ted Pascaru
Michael C. Petro
Mathew K. Shafe
Jessica Maria Tuccelli
Elizabeth P. Turtle
CLASS OF 1990
M. Beth Neils
Brian L. Vajda
David A. Yosick

(in memoriam)
Renata A. Pomponi
CLASS OF 1991
Lynore M. Abbott
Victoria Atherton
Lola M. Ball
Thomas J. Cole
Dylan D. Cors
Laura Lynn Beecroft Kramer
Kristin L. Newton
Jason B. Slibeck
CLASS OF 1992
Christopher E. Couch
Albert G. Dietz lll
Scott S. Firestone
Hollister W. Herhold
Scott K. Jacobsmeyer
Michael J. Kobb
Barbara S. Kremenliev
Bradley E. Layton
Geoffrey C. Mayne
Joe Melvin
Jennifer Rigney
Holly L. Simpson
Adam T. Singer
Gary J. Tarnowski
Tyler L. Worden
Jodi J. Wrublewski

CLASS OF 1993
Godard K. Abel
Otway Louie

Marco A. Morales
Sean M. Olson
Geoffrey G. Parker
CLASS OF 1994
Stephanie A. Brooks
Andrew G. Carrillo
Yevgeny Gurevich
Tiina Hameenanttila
John T. Van Houten
Candice S. Klug
Hans-Georg Liemke
Gregory M. Lubiniecki
Michael M. Strong
Tolga I. Uzuner
CLASS OF 1995
Rebecca L. Berry
Steven J. Carbone
Sherry H. Hsiung
Andrea L. Jensen

Jock T. Jones

Sarah Moran

Amy J. Witty

CLASS OF 1996

Erik S. Balsley

Louise W. Bedsworth
Jared E. Bibler

Adam B. Cotner
Rebeccah ). Covert
Elaine A. Dickerson
Lana L. Luoma

Lara Ivey Kauchak
Joanne M. Mikkelson
Christopher S. Putnam
Anand Raghunathan
Shelly E. Sakiyama-Elbert
Judy A. Schuler

Shruti Sehra

Jason A. Wertheim
Kevin H. Yeh

CLASS OF 1997
Timothy R. Cleary
Jared D. Cottrell

Juan C. Fuenmayor
Amy C. Gieffers

Kelly M. Hetherington
Emily G.W. Lilly
Joseph P. Marquardt
Benjamin C. Matteo
Elizabeth Sebern McCombs
Rahul Pathak

CLASS OF 1998
Jennifer B. Brown
John L. Benko Correa
Samantha L. Hartemink
Susan A. Lucas Kamat
Jodi Lynn Krawczyk
Robert Dowling Lentz
Susan A. Loh

Derek T. Ransom
Daniel J. Weber
Jessica L. West

Jihye Whang

Jeanne Yu

CLASS OF 1999
Scott R. Blackburn
Benjamin D. Boehm
Duane H. Dreger
Daniel G. Frisk
Kristin A. Jugenheimer
Karsten August Kallevig
Dave Lykens
Shannon L. Mitchell
Paul T. Oppold

Karl K. Richter
Arthur H. Shek
CLASS OF 2000
Sahar Aminipour
Jasper J. Chen
Stephanie E. Chen
Julie D. Gesch
Emily J. Hanna
Jeremy R. Hui

Sneha Madhavan-Reese
Victor Hugo Martinez
Kathleen G. Vokes
Eugene Weinstein
CLASS OF 2001
Katherine S. Graham
Tina Joyce Huang
Mark H. Jhon

Myung Shik Jhon
James P. Morash

Gino Nervegna
Louis J. Nervegna
Melahn L. Parker
Darlene M. Staines
Julie E. Zeskind
CLASS OF 2002
Shana L. Diez

Isaac M. Dinner

Dan lItsara

Kriengsak Itsara

Kevin R. Lang

Mark Dodson Laughter
Brian Kelleher Richter
Hillary K. Rolls

Jill Anne Rosenfeld
Bojana Scepanovic
Ranko Scepanovic
CLASS OF 2003
William Jay Arora
Jonathan Louis Berkow
Chandra J. Claycamp
John H. Dise

Jeffrey T. Loh

CLASS OF 2004
Mary E. Bernhard
John T. Carpenter
Carolina D. Fershtman
CLASS OF 2005
Michael C. Hill
CLASS OF 2006
Janet Kaczmarek
Wesley R. Kaczmarek
Debra Lichter



8 S:%UARING THE BLADE
WINNING—WHERE SHOULD MIT BE?

We Want To See MIT Crews Enjoy Renewed Success

By Linda Muri ’85

Winning isn’t normal. That doesn’t
mean there’s anything wrong with win-
ning. It just isn’t the norm. It’s highly
unusual.

Every race only has one winner. No
matter how many crews are entered,
only one boat wins each event.

Winning is unusual. As such, it re-
quires unusual action.

Adapted from an article by Dr.
Keith Bell. Dr. Bell has been
the sports psychologist for U.S.,
Canadian, Australian, Hong
Kong, Fiji, Cayman Islands, and
New Zealand Olympic and na-
tional swim teams, and is the
author of nine books and over
80 articles on performance
enhancement.

This is the beginning of a text | share
with my team every year. | share it be-
cause there is something about win-
ning. It is oftentimes elusive and rare.
To say it is a special experience is a
complete understatement. The singulari-
ty of winning is what makes it so desir-
able. And it is the desire to win that
generally motivates most people to
compete. To be a winner is a lofty, yet
attainable, goal.

Does a winning performance equal
victory? Do you have to win the sprints
every year to be a winning crew? No,
but what about when winning appears
out of reach? As the accompanying
charts show, it has been 41 years since
an MIT crew has won the Sprints. Were
all of those other crews losers? Definite-
ly not. While it is not necessary to win
the sprints or the IRAs or even to have a
.500 record in order to be a winning
crew, it is necessary for a winning crew
to be competitive. And a competitive
crew is a winning crew.

A closer examination of the charts
shows that the MIT crews have fallen
off this competitive mark in the past

two decades. What can we, as alumni,
do to best help the current crews be-
come winning teams once again? Cer-
tainly, we need to make sure that the
crews have the finances required to
cover the necessities for competition.
Our continued donations allow the
teams to compete in a fair lane with our
peer institutions, primarily the Ivy
League.

Our support is also needed in terms
of leadership, e.g., through the current
mentoring program set up by Karl
Richter '99, and attendance at as many
races as possible. The bare minimum
checklist for any crew must include the
following: equipment (boats and oars),
training (practice time, completing
workouts), and coaching (knowledge-
able, communicator). But is that
enough? Are our dollars and our “Go
Techs” enough?

A winning crew needs much more
than these basics. Crucial components
to add to the list include attitude (drive,
motivation) and desire (to compete, to
win)—this is true for both the coaches
and the athletes. Most of us have proba-
bly heard Thomas Edison’s quote on ge-
nius, “Genius is one percent inspiration
and ninety-nine percent perspiration.”
When one compares the mental and
physical preparation necessary for row-
ing success, winning takes on a similar
split. Granted, all the mental toughness
in the world won't get a boat across the

finish line first if the physical prepara-
tion hasn’t been completed. However,
going the extra distance to complete
that last one percent of preparation can
yield terrific results.

If you've been fortunate enough to be
part of a winning effort on or off the
water, you know that the result is most
likely a combination of training, mental
preparation, inspiration, good instruc-
tion, and a lifestyle that supported the
pursuit of your goals. What, then, does it
take to be a winning team? Does a win-
ning performance equal victory, or con-
versely, does a losing performance equal
defeat? Not always. When do you actual-
ly win a race? You win it in practice, of
course. You win it by rehearsing winning
behaviors, practicing the way you want
to race, completing the mental prepara-
tion, and having the right attitude.

What separates a winning crew from
any other crew? Not following through,
going through the motions. It is up to
both the rowers and the coaches to take
on the challenge together of becoming a
winning team. While not exhaustive,
the following can serve as a checklist
for both the coach and the athlete who
want to become winners:

1. A winning crew respects the
competition by working hard in prac-
tice and rowing well. They expect a lot
from themselves as well as from the
competition, all the while realizing that

(continued on the facing page)

The Reunion Row was

held on June 8, 2003.

Go to www.fomitc.org
for details!
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Women'’s varsity: MIT crew performance at the EAWRC Championships, 1976-2003.

Percent of crews finishing behind MIT.
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no one is invincible. All victories must
be earned—nothing comes for free.

2. Winning teams expect to win
every time they compete—meaning
they believe their best execution and ef-
forts will consistently yield successful
results. And if they don’t, a winning
crew can hold their heads up after a
race regardless of the outcome; they
know they have done everything they

can to be ready to win.

3. Winners spend time visualizing
their performance executed perfectly
and even envision themselves overcom-
ing setbacks and obstacles so they are
prepared to handle any situation/condi-
tion on race day. They have an image
of what successful technique looks like
and feels like. They have a clear expec-
tation of what their competitors will be

100
23
82
78
77 -
In 2002, MIT could not compete.
69 The heavyweight squad totaled only
67 five (5) men.
64
54
50 50 50
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Heavyweight Men'’s varsity: MIT crew performance at EARC Championships, 1950-2003.
Percent of other crews finishing behind MIT.

100 100
a0 a0
86 89 _ # scratched from reserve finals
80
75
LAl 70
| &7
&3 83
56 56
50 50 50 NES
45
40 40 B
38 38
33
20 30 30 30
i 25
20 20
13
b 11 11 a
1] * ﬁonooool coffo coo0o0o0
1950 1955 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1980 1995 2000

Lightweight Men’s varsity: MIT crew performance at the EARC Championships, 1950-2003.
Percent of other crews finishing behind MIT.

like and the level of performance re-
quired to achieve their goals.

4. Winners are not afraid to share
their goals with teammates and talk
about what they intend to do to reach
those goals. Winners talk about win-
ning. Winners put the goals of the team
ahead of their own. They experience
the success of reaching short and medi-
um range goals throughout the year,
which develops their self-confidence.

5. Winners are self-motivated—no
one needs to remind them of their
goals or ask them to give their maxi-
mum effort and attention to training.
They possess the discipline needed to
do the work consistently and at the
right level.

6. Winners are rarely satisfied with
their performances—they look at ways
to improve or increase their ability.
They are compelled to find ways to do
better all the time.

7. Winners trust their teammates and
themselves. They trust their coaches
and believe in their training program
and coaching strategy.

In the long run, winning is not a
function of desire, or talent, or even
hard work. It is not the result of liking
the people on your team or your
coach. Although these are excellent at-
tributes to have on a team, they are not
the difference between winning and
losing. They are admirable, yes, but
not sufficient to make a winning crew.
It has to be the sum of all of the above.
You have to be able to think you can
be competitive with your opponents—
that you have the opportunity or capa-
bility to beat more than a few boats. It
is not enough to go through the mo-
tions and only show up to practice
every day. Practice should always
remain a verb.

“Winning isn’t everything, it is the
only thing” has long been attributed to
Vince Lombardi, one of the most ac-
complished and respected coaches
ever. What he really said was, “Win-
ning isn’t everything—but wanting to
win is.” That is exactly the kind of ef-
fort needed now. All of us want to see
the MIT crews enjoy renewed success.
Let us set the example for today’s ath-
letes of how Tech develops a winning
approach to all of our pursuits. Let us
show we want to win and we want to
see them winning by giving our 100
percent. I'll see you at the finish line.
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UPDATE ON FOMITC WEBSITES AND MENTOR PROGRAM

By Karl Richter 99
FOMITC.org

Friends of MIT Crew is now on the
web! The new URL for Friends of MIT
Crew is FOMITC.org. On this site, alumni
will find information about the Friends of
MIT Crew organization, an archive of
past Squaring the Blade newsletters, in-
structions for designating gifts to MIT
specifically to crew, volunteer opportuni-
ties, and more. Note that the
FOMITC.org site is distinct from the MIT
crew site (mit.edu/mitcrew/www), which
contains information about crews, coach-
es, and schedules that may also be of in-
terest to alumni.
Strong Start for Mentor Program

The coaches and Friends of MIT Crew
teamed up to launch a mentor program in
the 2002-2003 academic year. The idea,
originally proposed by Bill Patterson (MIT
freshman lightweight men’s crew coach),
is to pair up rowing alumni with fresh-
man/novice rowers and encourage a se-
ries of telephone and e-mail interactions.
The hope is that this effort builds commu-
nity, offers students some insight into the
history of MIT crew and the life-long ben-
efits of rowing, helps students access ca-
reer advice, and might just be one factor
that improves retention on the crews be-
yond the freshman year.

We have received strong support in this
effort from Candace Royer, Head of MIT's

Department of Athletics, Physical Educa-
tion, and Recreation. She tells us that she
thinks this is an excellent start and that
she is looking to the crew mentor program
as a model for other sports at MIT.

Nearly thirty alums volunteered to help
as mentors in the first year. We found that
some students responded more enthusias-
tically than others, but for a handful of
them, this seems to be very important in-
teraction. My sense is that the content of
the conversations between the alumni
and students was less important than stu-
dents knowing there are alumni who
went before them who care about what
they are doing and think it is important.

We have learned a lot in the first year
and will be making several improvements
to the program for the incoming class of
freshman/novice rowers. For example,
we’ll be starting communications earlier
in the fall term and developing a web in-
terface for tracking communicating infor-
mation. | am confident that we will do an
even better job as mentors this year.

We are looking for a few more alumni
to help as mentors. Requirements are en-
thusiasm for MIT crew and the ability to
set aside a small amount of time to call
your assigned student about four times
during the academic year. If you're inter-
ested in helping as a mentor, please con-
tact Karl Richter: 415/206-9356 or
krichter@alum.mit.edu.

Thanks to the alumni/ae who
volunteered as mentors during
the 2002-2003 academic year:

Bruce Anderson 69
Eric Balsley 96
Henry Baker "69
Ben Boehm "99
John Bowen ’81
Stephen Carr ‘01
Adam Cotner ‘96

Sue Dey '99
Duane Dreger '99
Amy Gieffers ‘97
Kate Graham '01

Ahsan Igbal "84
Jeb Keiper '99
Brad Layton "92

Stacey Morris 96

Dustin Ordway '74

Luis Ortiz '96
Chris Putnam "96

Anand Rangunathan 96

Adam Reynolds "01
Karl Richter "99
Hillary Rolls '02

Randy Schweickart ‘83
Mike Scott '73
Dave Trop ‘83

Kathleen Vokes "00

Liz Willey "01

Do You Want To Change The World?

(continued from page one)

crew so that we can once again offer the
students a “level playing field” where
they have a decent chance of being
competitive with the lvys, and student
athletes can excel to whatever level they
are capable of.

A recent development gives us addi-
tional hope in this area. A group called
“Friends of DAPER” has been formed.
They have goals similar to FOMITC, but
with a broader focus on all of the inter-
collegiate sports. All sports at MIT have
suffered from inadequate funding. While
MIT crew is the only Division | sport, it is
not our intent to end up with crew being
the only competitively funded sport. We
need the strong support of alumni for all
MIT intercollegiate sports. MIT lags be-
hind all other competitive schools that we
looked at in terms of alumni funding of
athletic programs. We believe that
FOMITC can lead the charge with Friends

of DAPER ramping up similar efforts for
the other under-funded sport programs.

| just buried my 99-year-old grand-
mother. She had a fruitful and wonderful
life. But it reminded me that we are here
on this earth for a fairly short time and we
should try to make a lasting impact if we
can. If we can fully endow MIT crew, we
will have made an impact that will last as
long as MIT exists, long after all of us are
gone. Please give this some serious
thought. Please read Pete Peterson’s en-
closed article that digs further into our
various fundraising activities. Give any of
us on the FOMITC board a call if you
have any questions or concerns. We are
all quite passionate about this, and we
need you in the boat on this critical row
to endow crew.

On a different topic, we have our an-
nual dinner during the Head of the
Charles weekend (Saturday, 18 October).
We are hosting this at the new Zesiger

Center. This year we are inviting all of the
frosh oarsmen/women in addition to the
varsity teams. See the box on page 11 for
more information.

In this STB, you should also find a bal-
lot for the first election of the FOMITC
board of directors. We have a mixture of
existing interim board members and new
candidates (fresh blood!) for your consid-
eration. The interim board has experi-
enced some growing pains you would ex-
pect with a new organization. MIT alums
tend to have strong opinions, so we’ve
had many lively debates along the way.
We already have a few bylaw amend-
ments we are asking you to review and
vote upon. In spite of these growing
pains, I'm convinced that we have a
much more sustainable organization now
that has critical mass and is better able to
focus on what needs to be done to im-
prove and sustain MIT crew for the next
100 years and beyond!
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OVERALL FUNDRAISING STATUS AND PLANS

Goal Is To Fund 100 Percent Of The

By Pete Peterson '58

We all want crew at MIT to grow and
strengthen its wonderful contribution to
student development and education. As
alumni, the main thing we can do is pro-
vide leadership and financial support.
MIT, as at most rowing schools today, is
in an extreme cost-minimization mode.
Crew gets almost 11 percent of the total
athletic budget and a much larger piece
of the intercollegiate sports budget, which
is roughly proportional to the percentage
of crew athletes among all the intercolle-
giate sports. Our responsibility as Friends
of Crew is to see that adequate dollars are
there to get the job done and that the
funds continue to be available.

This fiscal year (FY'04), The Friends of
Crew will provide almost $300,000 of the
crew budget. This is an increase from
about $200,000 in FY’03 and about
$150,000 in FY’02. The main increase in
FY'04 is the expansion of the women's
lightweight program. The spendable in-
come from the existing crew endowments
has provided in excess of $150,000 in
each of the last two years, although the
endowments (and thus their income) have
shrunk with the stock market declines.

Our problem is that we took in only
$134,000 of new funds during FY’03. We
intentionally made decisions to increase
support spending over our income as
there were compelling needs: serious
freshman coaches’ salary gaps, women'’s
lightweight coaching needs, and training
and equipment needs. The gap is being
filled by drawing on our operating re-

The Bair

like to invite |ocal
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nore information, visit
web at www. gobair. org.

I sl and Aquatic
(BIAC) rowing club in Redwood City,
California, offers year-round row ng
as well as a summer program for all
rowers (men and women,
masters, sweep and sculling). They'd
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any age to continue their
perience with them Their
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serves balances—now at about
$800,000—and by launching several long-
term fundraising efforts. The goal of these
expanded efforts is to fund 100 percent of
the rowing budget in order that crew can
be assured of a secure future and not be
vulnerable to the ongoing cost reductions
necessitated by today’s economy.

For the last year, we have been plan-
ning and starting up several expanded
fundraising efforts that | want to tell you
about.

1. Endowment (Jack Frailey & Pete Peterson):

e raise $35M mainly through direct
contact with large givers;

e you won’t hear much about this
effort until we hit some important
mile markers;

¢ to date, we have $4M in endow-
ments and additional pledges.

2. Five-year Reunion (Bethany Grant):
e target the five-year reunion class-
es to earmark their reunion gift to
rowing as well as the class. If yours
is a ‘x4 or a 'x9 class, you'll be
hearing from us soon;

e goal $250,000/year;

e organize a rowing fundraising
campaign captain for each class to
directly solicit class oarspeople in
conjunction with the reunion
fundraising program;

e each CC will reacquaint his or
her class, establish a communica-
tion channel that will stay in place
and be active even in between the
five-year reunions, and fill an eight
(or two) for the reunion row. We are

Rowing Budget

also using the Alumni Infinite Con-

nection service to make it easier for

us all to stay in touch with each
other and with what’s going on at
the boathouse.

3. Annual Campaign (Jesse Lipcon):

e use mailings to all and targeted

telethons conducted by rowing

alumni in the fall and winter;

e goal: $50,000/year;

4. Reunion Row Class Captain (Harvey
Bines):

e develops a class captain for each

reunion class to organize a success-

ful reunion row. Men and women—
heavy and light—all comers;

e purpose is to stimulate and

reawaken interest in rowing, athlet-

ics and MIT;

e note: many of the 70 oarspeople

who rowed this year said that it was

more fun than anything they had
done in the last 20 years.
5. Olympic Training Support for Steve
Tucker and Mike Perry (Linda Muri):

e raise $40,000-120,000 for train-

ing and living expenses for these

two Olympic team candidates
through the Olympic Trials;

e USE the NRF contribution mecha-

nism and not FOMITC;

e see Linda’s separate article.

We will keep you informed on the
FOMITC website and through this
newsletter on the status of your efforts. If
you want to volunteer to help us get this
critical job done, contact Pete Peterson:
ppeterson@netsilicon.com.

Cent er

The Board of Directors of
Friends of MIT Crew
invites you to attend the
18th annual dinner and
first FOMITC annual meeting on
Saturday, October 18, 2003.

Invitations are in the mail to all alums
registered with the MIT Alumni Association.

For more information, contact Willie Vicens at
978/685-6016 or via e-mail at wvicens@alum.mit.edu.
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